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Abstract

Quadrotors are unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) which are controlled by changing the angu-
lar speed of the four rotors. In the recent years, they have received a large attention from the
research community thanks to their vertical take-off and landing capability, small dimension,
payload, flight endurance and low price which it has increased the interest in making them
completely autonomous. In this thesis two different problems related to the autonomous
quadrotor navigation field have been studied. The first one is how it is possible to drive the
quadrotor from its current pose (position and orientation) to the desired one assuming that
the quadrotor’s full states measurements (position, orientation,velocity and acceleration) are
available. The second problem deals with the use of visual informations either acquired by the
front or bottom camera to place the quadrotor at a desired distance from a chosen static or
moving object keeping the latter centered in the acquired camera image without knowing nei-
ther the quadrotor’s pose nor the object one. To solve the first problem a navigation controller
framework able to communicate with both parrot AR. Drone 2.0 and Pixhawk autopilot has
been designed. A cascade control design made up by seven 2DOF PID controllers divided into
five different modules (horizontal position controller, vertical position controller, horizontal
speed controller, vertical speed controller, yaw controller) has been developed to ensure that
the navigation controller framework is able to simultaneously track the desired yaw angle (%)
together with either the desired velocities (*, ¢*, 2*) or the positions (z*, y*, 2*). To solve the
second problem a vision based planner made up by three different modules (perception, image
state estimator, image based visual servo) has been developed. Planar ArUco markers have
been used to avoid the need of designing different specific objects’ detectors. Their corners
have been extracted by the ArUco detector located inside the perception module. Inside the
image state estimator module a Kalman filter with velocity constant model has been designed
for both estimating the corners when a detection is suddenly not available and providing to
the image based visual servo module feedbacks data (estimated corners) at a specific chosen
frequency. An image based visual servo algorithm has been implemented to compute the
desired quadrotor’s translational velocities that the navigation controller framework has to
track to minimize the error between the estimated and the desired corners where the latter
are computed as a function of the desired distance between the quadrotor and the visual
marker. To validate the navigation controller framework and the vision based planner a mis-
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sion has been chosen in which firstly the quadrotor autonomously reaches a first predefined
desired pose, secondly it approaches up to a desired distance a static visual marker using the
front camera image data, thirdly it reaches a second predefined desired pose and finally it
autonomously lands using the bottom camera image information either on a static or moving
visual marker. The mission has been tested in real flight with Parrot AR. Drone 2.0 and
in simulation using Gazebo simulator in combination with PX4 Software-In-The-Loop. Both
the navigation controller framework and the vision based planner have been developed using
ROS as a software framework to guarantee system communication and all the algorithms have
been coded using C++ as a programming language.
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Preface

This thesis is the result of an amazing experience that I have the pleasure to live in the city
of Madrid. In this beautiful city I met brilliant people coming from different countries and
having different academic backgrounds. I came to Madrid with the idea of doing an internship
of three months and I remained there for one year and a little bit more. The choice to remain
and start my thesis in the Computer Vision Aerial Robotics from the Technical University
of Madrid was not difficult to make. I was surrounded by brilliant, genuine and expert PhD
students that every day were answering about my stupid questions spending some time in
teaching something new. If I think on how this thesis has been developed the answer is
really simple. It is basically the result of a series of problems that I had to face to make
the algorithm works. In the beginning I was focusing my attention in designing a vision-
based planner algorithm to solve object following and autonomous landing missions. In doing
this the implementation was a mess and I start facing big problems in using my algorithms
combined with different algorithms of the group. Thus, I start paying more attention on how
to develop a code that was in tune with the idea of the Aerostack. The latter is an open
source framework developed by the group allowing to fully autonomous control different type
of UAVs. Learning how the Aerostack works allowed me to modify my code and make it more
modular and above all readable. Furthermore, I realize the power of the Aerostack mainly
when I was able to combine my module in a simple way with the other one already available.
Engineering is a group work and I think this is the biggest lesson that I learn this year. After
having integrated the vision based planner algorithm inside the Aerostack I start working
with the Aerostack controllers. Discussing with the people of the group we realize that it was
required to modify the design of the Aerotack controller architecture especially because it was
not easy to tune the controllers and replace them with new ones. Thus, together with the
other people of the group we start thinking how to modify the Aerostack control architecture
to ensure autonomous UAV navigation. Having designed everything according to Aersotack
conventions allowed me to combine the new designed navigation controller architecture with
the vision based planner and generate different type of mission among which object following
and autonomous landing ones. In this thesis I will present both the navigation controller
architecture and the vision based planner.
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small subproblems that are so many that a single person will take all his/her life
to solve them. Different people have to cooperate and trust each other to solve
different subproblems and get a result that a single person will never be able to
reach in the same period of time.”






Chapter 1

Introduction

1-1 Motivation

The works developed in this literature has been carried out at the Center for Automation and
Robotics with the Computer Vision Aerial Robotics ! group from the Technical University of
Madrid. The group has a background in Computer Vision mainly oriented to aerial robotics.
The main focus of this group is to develop an aerial robotic opens source platform called
Aerostack? [1] [2] aiming at simplifying the design of complex aerial robotic missions such
as inspection of indoors environments, transportation of objects either in indoor or outdoor
environments, search and rescue and exploration of unknowns and dangerous environments.
The main objective of this group is to develop algorithms aiming at increasing the level
of autonomy of UAVs. Among the different types of UAVs the group is mainly oriented in
studying a specific type of UAV called quadrotor. To be able to achieve autonomous quadrotor
navigation three different area of research have to cooperate with each other.

1. State Estimation area of research.

This area of research focuses on the estimation of the position (z,y,z), the velocity
(#,9,2) and the orientation (¢,0,1) of the quadrotor with respect to a fixed world
coordinate frame whose origin is usually located on the take off point of the quadrotor.

2. Planner area of research.

This research area is in charge of selecting what the quadrotor has to do. It can generate
either 3D points or velocities or trajectories. The quadrotor will make decision based on
what the user wants or on how the quadrotor interacts with the environment by means
of sensors. Vision based planners can be developed aiming at solving object following
and autonomous landing tasks using visual feedback to generate reference velocities that
the quadrotor has to track to accomplish the desired task.

"http://www.visionduav.eu
’https://github.com/VisiondUAV/Aerostack/wiki
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3. Control area of research.

This research field is mainly focus on how the quadrotor can track the reference given by
the planner (position, velocity, orientation, trajectory), minimizing the error between
the desired references provided by the planner and the estimated ones given by the state
estimator.

A scheme summarizing how the three researches area cooperate to complete an autonomous
mission is provided.

<~

A Sensors
\_ — 5 8
o]
o

- K2

Figure 1-1: Combination of the three areas of research to achieve fully autonomous quadrotor
flight

To summarize, the planner receives as a input the estimation provided by the state estimator
and it generates as a output the desired reference commands required to accomplish the
planned task. The navigation controller takes as inputs both the planner and the state
estimator outputs and it uses them to generate specific controller outputs for the quadrotor.
Applying the controller outputs to the quadrotor the latter moves in a way that the desired
reference commands are tracked minimizing the error between the latter and the estimated
ones. When the error is small enough the planner sends new reference commands an a new
task starts.

1-2 Problem description

To achieve autonomous quadrotor navigation in both indoor and outdoor environment two
different type of approaches can be used.
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1-2 Problem description 3

1. Pose based approach.

This approach consists in sending to the quadrotor the desired pose (position and ori-
entation) that it has to reach expressed in world coordinate frame. If obstacles are
present in the environment the quadrotor has to be able to plan a trajectory able to
avoid obstacles minimizing the flight time required to move from the initial to the final
desired location. The design of the trajectory planner belongs to a second research
area that is the planner area. To be able to move from the initial pose to the desired
one the quadrotor requires to know at every time instant its current pose which it is
estimated combining information coming from the quadrotor’s sensors. The reference
pose is expressed in world coordinate frame and it is sent to the quadrotor. The latter
moves until the error between the desired and measured one is driven to zero. A navi-
gation controller framework is required to ensure that the desired references are tracked
correctly.

Advantages

e [t does not require visual information to achieve the task. To recognize an object
a detector is required and to speed up the detection frame rate a tracker is used.
The detector is computationally expensive and to detect something it requires the
object to be always visible in the image which might not be the case if the desired
location can be far from the initial take off point.

Disadvantages

e It requires to know the position of the quadrotor in world coordinate frame. The
latter in outdoor environments can be retrieved from GPS data but in indoor
environment it requires different sensors to be fused together to achieve a proper
result.

e It requires to know the desired quadrotor’s pose. This is usally not a problem
because the latter is chosen a priori. However it becomes a problem when the
quadrotor either has to follow a moving object whose pose is unknown in space or
it has to land on a moving platform whose pose might change randomly.

2. Vision based approach.

This approach uses visual information as a feedback directly in the control law to com-
pute the desired velocities expressed in world coordinate frame that the quadrotor has
to track to located itself at a desired distance from the chosen object. The quadrotor is
not aware of it is pose and it moves with respect to a chosen desired object whose pose
can change in time. The vision based approach is computed combining the vision based
planner with the navigation controller framework. The main difference from the pose
based approach is that the vision based approach use visual information to compute the
desired velocities (not position) required to drive asymptotically the quadrotor up to a
certain desired distance from the detected object.

Advantages
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e It does not require to know the position of the quadrotor with respect to a world
fixed coordinate frame.

e There is no need to know a priori the object position in world coordinate frame.
This is a great advantage because it allows the quadrotor to move with respect
to an object whose position can change in time without the need to add external
sensors to calculate the pose of the desired object.

Disadvantages

e A visual marker is required to be placed on the desired location to be reached and
the visual marker needs to be always visible in the acquired image. Nowadays,
machine learning power is growing and the need to add visual marker to identify a
specific object is not required anymore. Powerful algorithms have been developed
in the state of the art to be able to directly identify objects.

Both the approaches have been used to solve autonomous quadrotor navigation. The goal of
this thesis is to provide a framework in which it is possible to easily switch between the two
approaches to solve different type of missions. The idea is that it has to be simple to generate
a mission in which firstly the quadrotor reaches a first predefined pose, secondly it follows an
object only when it appears on the acquired camera image, thirdly it makes a square given
four different predefined desired pose and finally it autonomously lands either on a static or
moving platform.

1-3 Goals

The goal of this thesis is to achieve autonomous quadrotor navigation either relying on position
measurements (pose based approach) or visual information (vision based approach). The final
goals of this thesis are

e Design a navigation controller framework able to communicate with both
parrot AR Drone 2.0 and Pizhawk autopilot that it is able to track simultane-
ously either the quadrotor’s desired positions and the yaw angle (z*,y*, z*,¢*)
or the desired velocities and the yaw angle (i*,y*,2*,9*) or the horizontal de-
sired velocities, the altitude and the yaw angle (i*,y*, z*,1*).

e Design a vision based planner that uses visual information acquired either
by the front or by the bottom camera to calculate the desired translational
velocities (i*,y*,2*) required by the quadrotor to approach up to a desired
distance a chosen static or moving object keeping the latter centered in the
acquired camera image without knowing neither the quadrotor’s pose nor
the object one. The translational velocities are sent to the navigation con-
troller framework. The latter ensures that the desired velocities are tracked
correctly.

Assuming to have an estimate of the position provided by the EKF the navigation controller
framework ensures that given a desired pose (position and orientation) and an estimation of
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it the quadrotor moves from the current to the desired one. The vision based planner allows
to face tasks as object following and autonomous landing and it works without the need to
estimate the quadrotor’s pose.

1-4 Approaches

To achieve the desired goals

1. A cascade control design made up by seven 2DOF PID controllers divided into five
different modules (horizontal position controller, vertical position controller, horizon-
tal speed controller, vertical speed controller, yaw controller) has been developed to
ensure that the navigation controller framework is able to track simultaneously either
(x*,y*, z*,¢*) or (&*,9*, 2%, ¢*) or (£*,9*, z*,1*). An explanation is provided on why
this design has been chosen for the navigation controller framework.

2. Three different modules (perception, image state estimator, image based visual servo)
has been developed to achieve the vision based planner objective. Planar ArUco markers
have been used to avoid the need of designing different specific objects’ detectors. Their
corners have been extracted by the ArUco detector located inside the perception module.
An image state estimator module has been developed inside which a Kalman filter with
velocity constant model has been designed to estimate the visual marker’s corners when
a detection is suddenly lost. Given an estimation of the visual marker corners at a
specific chosen frequency an image based visual servo algorithm embedded inside the
image based visual servo module has been developed to calculate the desired quadrotor’s
translational velocities (*,y*,2*) required by the navigation controller framework to
minimize the error between the estimated and the desired corners where the latter are
computed as a function of the desired distance between the quadrotor and the visual
marker.

To validate both the navigation controller framework and the vision based planner firstly the
navigation controller has been validated separately firstly in simulation using Gazebo sim-
ulator in combination with PX4 Software-In-The-Loop and secondly in real flight with the
Parrot AR Drone 2.0. After having adjusted the control parameters, the vision based planner
has been combined with the navigation controller framework to solve high level tasks such as
object following and autonomous landing either on static or moving platform. In particular
a mission has been chosen in which firstly the quadrotor autonomously reaches a first pre-
defined desired pose, secondly it approaches up to a desired distance a static visual marker
using the front camera image data, thirdly it reaches a second predefined desired pose and
finally it autonomously lands using the bottom camera image information either on a static
or moving visual marker. The mission has been tested in real flight with Parrot AR. Drone
2.0 and in simulation using Gazebo simulator in combination with PX4 Software-In-The-
Loop. All the modules have been developed to be in tune with the Aerostack conventions. To
conclude, Aerostack project enforces modularity and this is achieved using the open source
software operating system Ubuntu 16.04.2 LTS (Xenial Xerus)? , ROS Kinetic Kame* as

3http://releases.ubuntu.com/16.04/
‘http://wiki.ros.org/kinetic
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robotic middleware to ensure system communication and Gazebo 7 as a simulator that comes
automatically installing ROS Kinetic Kame. Thus, in order make the code compatible com-
patible with the Aerostack the same version of Ubuntu, ROS and Gazebo will be chosen.
Furthermore, the algorithms will be coded using as a programming language C' + + following
the ROS C + + style guide® to make the code readable by a third person and easy to be
debugged.

Shttp://wiki.ros.org/CppStyleGuide
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Chapter 2

Navigation controller framework

In this chapter the main features of the design of the navigation framework are presented.
An illustration of the navigation controller framework is provided.

- N

Horizontal Position Controller  Horizontal Speed Controller / Interface Parrot

Parrot
ROS
Driver

Vertical Position Controfler

w "

z* + z
;_O_F C

A . )

Mavros
i ROS
Driver
+
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v y oz y X

C] ROS Package

Yaw Controller

Figure 2-1: Navigation controller framework to control both quadrotor equipped with Parrot and
Pixhawk autopilot
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8 Navigation controller framework

The latter has been designed with the aim to improve the Aerostack navigation controller
framework described in [3]. The reason why it has been chosen to design the controller
framework as showed in Figure 2-1 are summarized as follows.

1. Modular design: The design has been inspired by the Matlab Simulink approach.
In the latter the controller are represented as blocks. According to the controller type
the same block can be used multiple times simply modifying the default parameters of
the block. In the controller framework design the approach it is similar. Indeed the
controllers are embedded into a library. The library is used inside a module which runs
at a chosen frequency and it is in charge of getting inputs an send outputs data. The
module uses the controller available in the controller library to generate the desired
outputs. Having a framework like this facilitate the develop and test of new controllers.
Indeed if a new controller is designed it is required to add it inside the controller library
and inside the chosen module it is possible to replace the previous used one with the
new desired one. In doing this it is possible to take advantage of the fact that the data
required by the module to accomplish the task are not modified. What it is going to
change inside a module is the controller chosen from the controller library to solve the
task. Different modules will use the same controller library with different input data
which are the ones required by the chosen module to accomplish the task.

2. Module activation and deactivation capability: Each module can be activated or
deactivated. This ensure to easily switch between position control to velocity control
simply shutting down the horizontal and vertical position control. The process of shut-
ting down means that the module will not get any data and will not send any output
anymore. However, it is able to listen to the activation or deactivation variable used to
activate or deactivate it.

3. Modules structure design: The choice to split the framework into yaw, horizontal
position, vertical position, horizontal speed and vertical speed controller is related to
the task that a quadrotor usually performs. Indeed a quadrotor can freely move in space
receiving a desired (3D) input position and yaw angle. In doing this all the controllers
inside the framework have to be activated. However, a quadrotor using the bottom
camera can attempt to located itself on a bucket to release an object on it. To do this
the quadrotor can be controller in the velocity domain which means that it does not
required the horizontal position controller to be activated. Furthermore, it is possible
to choose to control the altitude or the velocity along the (z) direction to make the
quadrotor able to release an object inside the bucket. Both the choices are available
because it is possible to choose to activate or deactivate the vertical position controller.
The choice to split the horizontal and vertical speed controllers is connected to the fact
that the Parrot Autopilot does not required the vertical speed controller to be activated.
The latter is already embedded into the Parrot Autopilot itself. On the other hand this
module is required in dealing with the Pixhawk Autopilot. For this reason it has been
chosen to split the horizontal and vertical speed controller. Indeed, if the navigation
controller is used to control a Parrot quadrotor the navigation controller framework will
have the horizontal position, the vertical position , the horizontal speed , the vertical
speed and the yaw controller activated. In trying to control a quadrotor equipped with
Pixhawk Autopilot also the vertical speed controller will be activated.
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4. Modules frequency choice: Each module can run at a chosen frequency which de-
pends on the input frequency data and on the cascade control design choice. Indeed,
according to the cascade theory is required that the horizontal and vertical position con-
troller will run at a frequency lower than the horizontal and vertical speed controller.
The input data of the horizontal and speed controller are calculated by an EKF in
charge of estimating the full quadrotor’ states (position, velocity, acceleration, orienta-
tion) expressed in world coordinate fusing together different sensors information. Thus
the frequency of the speed controller has to be set to be the same of the frequency at
which the EKF provides an estimation of the desired input. After having selected the
frequency of the horizontal and speed controller modules the frequency of the horizon-
tal and vertical position modules is set to be lower than the frequency of the position
controllers modules. To define how much lower the frequency of the position controller
modules has to be with respect to the frequency of the speed controllers module firstly it
is required to tune the speed controller modules ensuring that they are able to track the
desired reference velocities, secondly the position controllers modules are added to try
to track a certain reference position at a certain frequency from three to ten times lower
than the speed controller modules frequency. In checking the velocities outputs with re-
spect to the references it is required that the speed controller modules will have enough
time to reach the reference velocities provided by the position controller modules. If this
does not occur it is required to reduce the frequency of the position controller modules.
Furthermore, another factor which influences the choice of the frequency of the posi-
tion controller modules is the frequency at which an estimation of the quadrotor’s pose
(position and orientation) is available. Indeed it is possible that the estimation of the
quadrotor’s pose is perform at a frequency lower than the estimation of the quadrotor’s
velocities and acceleration. Two different EKF fusing different data might be developed
to solve this two different estimation problems. Therefore the position controller mod-
ules frequency has to be set lower or equal than the frequency at which the estimation
of the quadrotor’s pose is provided. If the quadrotor’s pose estimation is provided at
the same frequency of the quadrotor’s velocities and accelerations estimation a rule of
thumb is to set the position controller modules frequency around three of four times
lower than the frequency of the speed controller modules.

5. Inputs and outputs navigation controller framework convention:
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Table 2-1: Table summarizing the frame convention used to expressed the inputs and the outputs
of the navigation controller framework

Data| Convention (C) Description
2" | ENU convention: unit [m] Horizontal positions references expressed in world coor-
y*W | 2*W — (+ forward, — backward) | dinate frame. 2*", y*" are the inputs of the horizontal
y*W — (+ leftward, — rightward) | position controller.
z*W | ENU convention: unit [m] Vertical position reference expressed in world coordinate
W — (+ upward, — downward) | frame. 2*" is the input of the vertical position con-
troller.
*W| ENU convention: unit [rad] Reference yaw angle expressed in world coordinate
W — (4 cew, — cw) frame. *" is the input of the yaw controller.
W e [—ﬂ' 7r]
@*"'| ENU convention: unit [m/s] Horizontal velocities references expressed in world coor-
W | &*W — (+ forward, — backward) | dinate frame. #*",*" are the inputs of the horizontal
W — (+ leftward, — rightward) | speed controller or the outputs of the horizontal position
W oW e [—1 1] controller.
6*% | ENU convention: unit [rad] Reference pitch 6*F and roll ¢** expressed in robot coor-
¢ | 0*F — (4 forward, — backward) dinate frame. 6*%, ¢*® are the outputs of the horizontal
¢*f (+ rightward, — leftward) speed controller.
0*F, o*1 € [-0.2828 0.2828]
#*7 | ENU convention: unit [m/ s] Vertical velocity reference expressed in robot coordinate
#F — (4 upward, — downward) | frame. 2*f is the output of the vertical position con-
e [—1 1} troller or the input of the vertical speed controller. Small
angle approximation ensures that z*® ~ z*W .
T*1 | ENU convention: dimensionless Reference thrust expressed in robot coordinate frame.
T*F — (4 upward, — downward) | The thrust required by the Pixhawk autopilot is in be-
TR ¢ [0 1] tween zero and one therefore no measurement thrust
unit has been used. T*% is the output of the vertical
speed controller. Small angle approximation ensures that
T*R ~ T*W.
Y*% | ENU convention: unit [rad/s] Reference yaw angular velocity expressed in robot coor-
Ry CCW. — CW inate frame. is the output of the yaw controller.
B + , d f xR h tput of th 11
L/}*R € [—0.4 0.4] ~ £23°/s Small angle approximation ensures that z*? ~ W —
,&*R ~ ¢*W.
#" | ENU convention: unit [m] Estimated horizontal positions ", §" expressed in
gV | 2% — (+ forward, — backward) world coordinate frame. £V, §" are the outputs either
W | g™ — (+ leftward, — rightward) of EKF or MOCAP.
ENU convention: unit [m] Estimated vertical position 2"V expressed in world co-
W1 W — (+ upward, — downward) ordinate frame. 2% is the output either of EKF or
MOCAP.
ENU convention: unit [rad] Estimated yaw angle LEW expressed in world coordinate
W @W — (+ ccw, — cw) frame. " is the output either of EKF or MOCAP.
1ZJW S [—7T 7r]
&' | ENU convention: unit [m/ 5] Estimated horizontal velocities expressed in world coor-
AN AN (+ forward, — backward) dinate frame. %, g% are the outputs either of EKF or
W — (+ leftward, — rightward) | MOCAP.
W | ENU convention: unit [m/ 5] Estimated vertical velocity expressed in world coordinate

W = (+ upward, — downward)

frame. 2% is the output either of EKF or MOCAP.
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2-1 Two degree of freedom PID controller 11

A figure underlining the convention used for the inputs and outputs data of the navi-
gation controller framework is provided.

& x
oy
®:z
~W I'\W w W
z z© vz
1 L] 1
~
N W*W ' e > ~w
) -
~ W
2]
w
W
~W "\W =W W

*W

*VVY Z*W, j?*W s+ W

Figure 2-2: Navigation controller framework references (ﬂc Y . y'*W, z
¢*W), EKF or MOCAP feedbacks (2", ", 2V, %W, iV, g%, 2V ) and navigation controller
framework controller outputs (6*7, ¢*ft, 2*F, YR, T*R). The controller references and the
feedbacks are expressed in world (W) fixed coordinate frame whereas the controller outputs are
in robot (R) coordinate frame.

2-1 Two degree of freedom PID controller

In this section the parallel 2DOF PID single input single output controller used in all the
navigation controller framework module is presented. The controller output is given in both
the Laplace and discrete Z domain. The difference equation used to calculate the controller
output is also provided to simplify the code implementation of the algorithm. The choice to
develop a 2DOF PID controller is motivated by the fact that this controller allows to easily
implement different PID controller structures. Indeed it is possible to say that among the
different PID controller designs’ type it is the most generic one. Indeed, it is a type of PID
controller where it is possible to weight both the proportional and the derivative error by
means of two tuning parameters (b, c¢). The structure it is shown in the following figure.
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12 Navigation controller framework

X(s)
r + e + l+ v | |y
[ > C(s) s ——> Plant(s)

Figure 2-3: 2DOF PID Controller block diagram

The 2DOF PID controller structure is the result of the composition of a feedback (C(s))
and a feed-forward controller (X (s). The feedback controller transfer function in the Laplace
domain is defined as

U K;
C(s)=U(s)/E(s) = EEZ; =K, + < 7t sKq E(s)=R(s)—Y(s) (2-1)
whereas the Laplace transfer function of the feed-forward controller is given by
Ul(s)
X(s) = R(s) =0b-1)K,+ (c—1)sKy4 (2-2)

Thus the feedback controller represents a simple PID controller whereas the feed-froward
controller stands for a PD controller. Thus it is possible to conclude that the 2DOF PID
controller is the combination of a feedback PID and a feed-forward PD controller. The 2DOF
PID controller output (U(s)) in the Laplace domain is given by the sum of both the feedback
and the feed-forward controller outputs.

The Laplace feedback controller output is defined as

U(s) =C(s)E(s) = KpE(s) + KiE(s) + sK4E(s) =
(2-3)
K; KY
= K, R(s) — K,Y (s) + S(S) _BYG) | kaR(s) — K (s)
whereas the Laplace feedforward controller output is
U(s) =X(s)R(s) = (b—1)K,R(s) + (c — 1)sK4R(s) = (2.4)
= bK,R(s) — KpR(s) + csKqR(s) — sKqR(s)
The 2DOF PID controller output in the Laplace domain is calculated as
KR K;Y
U(s) = C(s)E(s) + X(s)R(s) = K,R(s) — K,Y (s) + S(s) - = () ,
+ sK4R(s) — sKqY (s) + bKpR(s) — KpR(s) + csK4R(s) — sKqR(s) =
K; (2-5)

= K, <bR(s) — Y(s)) + ? <R(s) — Y(s)> + 5Ky (cR(s) - Y(s)> —

= K,E,(s) + %EZ(S) + sKqE4(s) = Up(s) + Ui(s) + Uq(s)

where (Up,U;,Uy) represent respectively the proportional,integral and derivative controller
outputs actions performed by 2DOF PID controller. In the following subsection an explana-
tion of the input of the controller is provided together with the controller output derivation.
In the last subsection the 2DOF PID controller algorithm is presented.
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2-1 Two degree of freedom PID controller 13

2-1-1 Inputs

1. Ts: It represents the sampling time used in the design of the 2DOF PID controller. The
sampling time choice is usually calculated as the inverse of the frequency at which the
measurement is provided. This choice ensures that every time the 2DOF PID runs the
reference and the measurement data are available to calculate the controller output.

2. Kp, Kq, K;: They represents respectively the proportional, derivative and integral gains
of the 2DOF PID controller. The tuning of these parameters is a well known problem
in the state of the art. For the sake of this thesis it has been chosen to use the Matlab
PID Tuner! to retrieve the controller parameters. To do this a discrete model derived
analyzing the quadrotor dynamics is used. Given the discrete model the PID Matlab
Tuner has been used to tune the controllers parameters such that steady state error is
achieved and the controller output saturation boundaries are satisfied. The choice to
use the Matlab Tuner is related to the fact that the aim of the navigation controller
framework is to be able to work with different quadrotors providing a fast way to tune
the parameters according to the needed purpose. Having a 2DOF PID controller has
also the advantage that is possible to play with the weight parameters (b, c) to ensure
that the measurement (plant output) does not have any overshoot. This is a good
advantage in dealing with quadrotor because it allows the quadrotor to reach (3D)
position close to obstacles without having any overshoot (over-damped behavior). In
tuning the controllers a filter on the derivative error term has been introduced with
the purpose to make the control sensitivity function realizable. The latter allows to see
given a certain input what is the controller output (when the control loop it is closed).
Knowing the controller output the parameters have been adjusted to keep the controller
output inside the desired saturation boundaries.

3. b, c: They are two weighted parameters (b, c € [O 1}) used to weight the proportional
and the derivative error terms. In combining these parameters in a different ways differ-
ent PID controller structures can be selected [4]. Given the 2DOF PID controller output
presented in Eq. (2-5) different types of PID designs can be implemented modifying the
weight parameters (b, c).

Table 2-2: PID Controller Structures

b|c Laplace Equation
DPID | 1| 1| U(s) = Ky(R(s)-Y(5)) +%(R(s)—Y(s)) +5Ka(R(s)-Y (s))
2PLD | 1|0 | U(s) = K,(R(s) = Y(5)) + 5 (R(s) = Y(5)) + sKa = Y(5))
BIPD 0| 0| Us) = K,( = Y(5)) + £ (R(s) = Y(5)) + sKa = Y (5))
HID-P | 0 | 1| U(s) = Ky = Y(s)) + % (R(s) = Y (5)) + sKa(R(s) = Y (5))

The PID number one has the drawback that the derivative term contains the set-point
(R(s)) value. Thus, a sudden change in the set-point might cause an unwanted large
change in the derivative controller output action. To solve this problem the PID number

"https://es.mathworks.com/help/control/pid-controller-design.html
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14 Navigation controller framework

two can be chosen. The latter does not use the reference to calculated the derivative error
term and for this reason the derivative controller output action when a step reference
is applied does not present any spikes that instead appear using the PID number one.
To conclude decreasing the value of (b) the overshoot of the system is reduced but the
system response becomes slower. On the other hand decreasing the parameter (c) close
to zero the controller output action is reduced ensuring a smooth set point tracking
(over-damped behavior)). Thus using a 2DOF PID controller is possible to modify the
weights according to the requirements (rise time, overshoot, settling time, steady state
error, disturbance rejection) that the system has to satisfy.

4. Umin, UmMax: They represent the saturation constraints applied to the controller output.
In dealing with quadrotors the 2DOF PID controller output has a physical value. Thus
it is important to properly saturate this value according to the physical meaning and
unit of measure that it has.

5. enable,er,,,  , Nr: These parameters are introduced with the aim to be able to filter
the supplied reference value sent to the 2DOF PID controller. A low pass filter with
filter gain (NV,) is used to filter the reference value. The variable (enable,.y s .,) is a
boolean variable that if it is true it will ensure that the supplied reference is filtered
with a low pass filter with filter gain equal to (V,). The latter determines how fast the
set-point reference changes. The low pass filter Laplace transfer function between the
reference input (R(s)) and the filtered reference output (Ry(s)) is given by

N,

Ry(s) = Nots

R(s) (2-6)

where (R¢(s)) and (R(s)) stand for respectively the filtered reference and supplied
reference values in the Laplace domain. However in designing an algorithm able to
perform this filter operation is required to calculate the difference equation relating the
filtered reference with the supplied one. To do this firstly Eq. (2-6) is discretized ((2)

domain) using Backward Euler discretization method (s ~ %7 1) as follows
1 N, T.
R =—F—R Sty T R 2-7
secondly the difference equation is derived
1 N, T,
k)= ——rp(k—1) 4+ —T"r(k 2-8
() = T = D+ () (28

Knowing the difference equation and the sampling time (7s) representing the inverse
of the frequency at which the controller is running it is possible to calculate given a
supplied reference (r(k)) at time instant (k) what is the value of the filtered reference
(rf(k)) at the same time instant (k). To summarize, the boolean value of (enablecy,,,.,)
determines if the reference has to be filtered or not. The choice to introduce a filter
applied to the reference is related to the need to avoid spikes on the 2DOF PID controller
output. The latter occurs mainly when a step reference is provided. Indeed, given the
PID derivative controller output action
Kq

uq(k) = ?S(ed(k) —eq(k—1) with e(k)=cr(k)—y(k) (2-9)
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2-1 Two degree of freedom PID controller 15

if a step reference is supplied to the 2DOF PID controller a large difference will occur
between (eq(k)) and (eq(k — 1) which divided by the sampling time will result in large
derivative controller output action. Introducing a filter on the supplied reference will
result in a smother supplied reference that will cause a smaller derivative controller
action. To tune the filter gain (IV,) is better to plot the filter output and the supplied
reference given different filter gain (NN,) values to see how much the filter gain affects
the supplied reference. However, a rule of thumb to choose (IV,) is to ensure that the
sampling time (7y) is at least five times smaller than the filter time constant (1/N,).
1
) N, < !

T, <
= 5 5T,

(2-10)

6. enablegerg), .., Na: They are parameters that have been introduced to filter the deriva-
tive error term. The boolean variable is used to enable (enablege, fitter = True) or not
(enableger sy, = False) the derivative filter applied to the derivative error term. The
choice to apply a low pass filter on the derivative error term has the aim to ensure that
the control sensitivity function is physical realizable. The latter is defined as

v C)
R(s) 1+ G(s)C(s)

where R(s), (U(s)), (C(s)) and (G(s)) are respectively the reference supplied to the
system, the controller output action, the PID controller transfer function and the plant
transfer function. Only when the control sensitivity transfer function is physically re-
alizable it is possible to see what is the controller output action (U(s)) associated to a
specific reference supplied input (R(s)). In dealing with a quadrotor it is really help-
ful to have the possibility to tune the 2DOF PID controller such that given a certain
reference the generated controller output is bounded inside some predefined saturation
values. For example inside the horizontal position controller module two single input
single output 2DOF PID controllers are located. The goal of them is to ensure that
given the desired (x) and (y) quadrotor’s position expressed in world coordinate frame
the quadrotor will track them. Because a cascade control design has been developed in
the navigation controller framework the output of the horizontal position controllers are
the desired velocities at which the quadrotor has to move along the (x) and (y) direction
of the world coordinate frame. These velocities are physical values and to ensure that
the quadrotor will not move too fast they are bounded between one and minus one me-
ter per second. Having a realizable control sensitivity function allows during the tuning
of the controllers to have the possibility to see what are the horizontal position con-
trollers outputs given the supplied inputs (when the control loop it is closed). Thanks
to this information it is possible to check if the controller outputs are inside the desired
boundaries or not. If this does not occurs it is required to change the tuning controllers
parameters. The low pass filter transfer function in the Laplace domain is

_Nd+8

Eqy(s) Eq(s) (2-11)

where (Eq,(s)) and (Eq(s) = cR(s) — Y (s)) are respectively the filtered and not filtered
derivative error term of the 2DOF PID controller. Using Backward Euler discretization
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method (s ~ Zil) Eq. (2-11) becomes

1
1+ N,T;

Nde

_Nits @ 9212
1+ Ny, a(2) (2-12)

Eq,(2) Eg, ()2 +

The difference equation associated to Eq. (2-12) is provided.

1 NgT

e e (k1) s (e 213
g b= D+ oy ealk) (2-13)

€df (k)
Eq. (2-10) provided a rule of thumb to tune the filter gain (N;) knowing the sampling
time (75). To conclude, only if the boolean variable (enableger ., ) is set to true the
low pass filter, with filter gain (Ny), is applied on the derivative error term.

. enableanti ;4. Kaw: These two variables represent respectively a boolean variable

used to enable or disable the anti wind up scheme and the gain associate to the anti wind
up back calculation approach. In dealing with small angle approximation assumption it
is important to properly choose the saturation boundaries associated to the controllers’
outputs. A problem related to the controller output saturation that occurs only if an
integrator is present and the controller output saturate is the wind up. When this
occurs the integrator error continues to increase leading the controller output value to
increase as well over the saturated maximum value. This causes an undesired behavior
in the output of the plant due to the fact that the controller output provided to the
plant is the saturated one and not the one provided by the 2DOF PID controller. If this
situation occurs a constant error will appear between the reference and the measurement
plant values which will introduce lag in the system. To solve the wind up problem a
back calculation technique has been applied. The latter consists in adding to the PID
integrator another integrator multiplied times the saturated error (Usqyy — U). A block
diagram is shown.

T +
—>(_—> PID

+Y +

Figure 2-4: Anti wind up using back calculation block diagram

Given Figure 2-4 is possible to infer that the expression in the Laplace domain of
integrator error term introduced to solve wind up problem is

Uyw(s) = ng Esat(s) with Fgq(s) = (Usat(s) — U(s) (2-14)

where (Usqt(s)) and (U(s)) are respectively the saturated and not saturated controller
outputs. (Kyy) represents the integrator tunable gain used to reduce the integrator error
when saturation occurs . Applying Backward Euler discretization method (s = ZT: 1)
Eq. (2-14) becomes

T
an('z) = 1_ Z_lKawEsat(Z) (2—15)
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2-1 Two degree of freedom PID controller 17

The difference equation associated to (2-15) is
Ugw (k) = Ugw(k — 1) + Ts Kawesat (k) (2-16)

with (esatk = usat(k) — u(k)).

2-1-2 Outputs

1. Ugat: It represents the controller output saturated value calculated by the 2DOF PID
controller. To derive this value it is required to calculate the difference 2DOF PID con-
troller equation. To do this firstly the 2DOF PID controller is derived in the Laplace
domain. Secondly Backward Euler discretization approach is applied to retrieve the
controller output equation in the (Z) domain. Finally the difference equation is pre-
sented. Given the Laplace equation of the 2DOF PID controller showed in Eq. (2-5)

applying Backward Euler discretization method (s =~ Zz}j) the latter becomes

U(=) = Up(2) + Uil2) + Ua(2) (2-17)

with the proportional, integral derivative controller output actions (Up(z),U;(2), Ua(2))
equal to

Up(z) = KpEp(2)

T, .
5 Bi(2) = Us(2) = Us(2) 2™t + Ki2T,Ey(2)

Ui(z) = Kizj (2-18)

Ug(z) = Kd(ZZ_ Y By(2) = Ua(z) = % (Ed(z) - Ed(z)z1>

with (Ep(z) = bR(z) — Y (2)) ,(Ei(z) = R(2) —Y(2)) and (E4(z) = cR(2) — Y (2)).
Given the representation of the 2DOF PID controller in the discrete domain showed in
Eq. (2-18) the associated difference equation are provided as follows

up(k) = Kpep(k) with  ep(k) =br(k) —y(k)
wi(k) = ui(k — 1) + K;Tse; (k) with  e;(k) =r(k) —y(k) (2-19)
wa(k) = I;d (ed(k) = ealh— 1)) with  eq(k) = er(k) — y(k)

from which it is possible to conclude that the difference equation representing at sample
time instant (k) the output of the 2DOF PID controller is

u(k) = up(k) + ui(k) + ua(k) (2-20)

It is important to remember that depending of the values of the boolean variables
(enablerey,y,.,) and (enableder ., ) Ed. (2-19) and Eq. (2-20) might be modified re-
placing the reference (r(k)) with the filter reference (ry(k)) and the derivative error
(ea(k)) with the filtered derivative error (eq,(k)). The equations describing the values
of the filtered reference (r¢(k)) and of the filtered derivative error term are respectively
Eq. (2-8) and Eq. (2-13). However, the 2DOF PID controller output is subjected to
saturation constraint which might cause the wind up problem if the integrator term

Master of Science Thesis CONFIDENTIAL Manuel Rucci
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is present. To avoid this problem an anti wind up back calculation scheme has been
developed. Adding the anti wind up integrator term given in Eq. (2-16) to the 2DOF
PID controller equation is possible to obtain the final controller output equation.

uw(k) = up(k) + ui(k) + ug(k) + vaw(k — 1) (2-21)

where the anti wind up integrator term (ugq,(k — 1)) is taken at sample (k — 1) because
it depends on the the saturation error which has not been defined yet when the overall
controller output (u(k)) is calculated. Therefore the saturation error at sample (k — 1)
is considered. The saturated overall controller output at time instant (k) is defined as

Zf u(k) > UMaa:
Usat(k') = UMaz
else if u(k) < Uprin
usat(k) = Untin

else

usat (k) = u(k)

2-1-3 Algorithm

The overall 2DOF PID algorithm has been summarized as follows
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2-1 Two degree of freedom PID controller 19

Algorithm 1 Two degree of freedom PID controller

Initialization:
1: Get 2DOF PID controller gain parameters: (T, Kp, K4, K;, b, ¢, Uptin, Untaz)
2: Get (enablereff“m, N;),(enableder 1., > Na) s (€nableanti,y gy Kaw)
3: Initialization: (uqw, =0, us; =0, rg, =0, ed;, =0, eq, = 0)

Algorithm: (Run at frequency equal to 1/Ts Hz)

. Get reference (ref) and measurement (y)

>~

5: if enablereffmer = True then
1
6 rf= (ﬁ)rﬁ + (ﬁ)ref (Filtered reference)
7 rT=7rf
8: else
9: r=ref
10: end if
11: ey =br—y (Proportional error)
12: e =1 —y (Integral error)
13: eg=cr—y (Derivative error)

14: if enablederﬁlter = True then
1

15 eq, = (%)edf1 + (NLTjTS)ed (Filtered derivative error)
d d
16:  ug = %(ed ; — €dy,) (Filtered derivative action)
17: else
18 ug = %(ed —eq,) (Derivative action)
19: end if
20: up = Kpe, (Proportional action)
21: w; = uy, + KiTge; (Integral action)
220 U = Up + Uj + Ug + Uguw, (Controller output not saturated)

23: if u > Upqr then

24: Usat = UMaz

25: else if u < Upyy, then
26: Usat = Unmtin

27: else

28: Ugat = U

29: end if

30: Send uUgqr (Saturated controller output)

31: if enableantiy;,, g, = True and K; # 0 then

32: Ugw = Uqw; + KawTs (usat - u)

33: else

34: Uqw = 0

35: end if

36: Uqw, = Uaw, Wiy = Uis Ty =Tf, €d; = €dy, €dy = €4 (Update previous values)
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2-2 Horizontal position controller module

2-2-1 State space representation

e Dynamics :

X . (2-22)
yW — y*W

e State space :
Given

~W ~W s xW
x1 x Y1 X U1 X
Xox1 = . Y =|. Usy1 = ) 2-23
the state space representation of the linear system shown in Eq. (2-22) is

Xox1 = AzyxoXox1 + BaxaUsxi (2-24)
with

00 1 0 1 0 0 0
AQXZ:L) 0] BQXQZlO 1] Caxo = [O 1] DQXQ:l ] (2-25)

e Laplace domain :

The Laplace transfer function between inputs (U(s)) and outputs (Y (s)) is

® = O

] U(s) — Yi(s) = éUl(s) Ya(s) = %UQ(S) (2-26)

e Z domain :

Zz}j) Eq. (2-26) becomes

~
~

Applying Backward Euler discretization method (s

L 0 T T.
1 o s _ s
[1 5 1_,1;5_1‘| U(Z) — Yl(Z) = ﬁUl(Z) }/Q(Z) = 1— -1 UQ(Z)

(2-27)
where (T}) represents the chosen sampling time. The difference equations associated to
Eq. (2-27) are

Yl(ki) = Yl(k — 1) + TSUl(k) Yg(k) = Yg(k — 1) + TSUQ(k) (2—28)

where (k) represent a generic sample time instant.
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2-2-2  Inputs

1. TEPC . Tt represents the sampling time of the horizontal position controller module.
The latter contains two 2DOF PID controllers running at the same frequency equal to
the inverse of the chosen horizontal position controller module sampling time (7/7°).
The choice of this value is related to the frequency at which the measurements are
available. Furthermore having designed the navigation controller framework using a
cascade control design it is required to set the horizontal position controller sampling
time at least three times lower than the horizontal speed controller module sampling time
(Tshsc). For the sake of this thesis the frequency of the horizontal position controller
module has been set equal to 10Hz. This choice leads to a sampling time equal to
(Ths¢ =1/10 = 0.1s).

(x*,%)—>x%* (x*,%)—%* (x*,%)—x%x* * R) s k* * R)sk*
(Kp Ky K b R) X o (xR) =%

2. par(x- z)oxr =
(x*, &) —%* ¢ 1 (x*,%) o%x*
UMin UMax

)

G R O R)o%

(x*, %) —%* N(x* X)—x*
derﬂlter ’ d ’ r

enable f oo

,enable

(x*,%)—x*

antiyindup’
ciated to the 2DOF PID controller (2dof Pidyx 3)—;+). The latter takes as input the
error between the desired (z*") and the estimated (2") position of the quadrotor along
the (x) direction expressed in the world coordinate frame. The 2DOF PID controller

enable Kg:’&)_)**) : They represents the controller tuning parameters asso-

output represents the desired reference velocity (i*" € [—1 1} [m/ s}) along the (x)
direction expressed in world coordinate frame. The choice to bound the velocity value
between minus one and one meters per second is related to the small angle approxima-
tion assumption allowing to decouple translational quadrotor’s motion if the quadrotor
movements (pitch and roll angles) are small (15 degree maximum). An illustration de-
scribing the 2DOF PID controller together with the discrete plant model used to tune
it is provided.
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- Par(ys 9)—y+

Controller Plant Model
< dof -
2do N —
> L > T ek >
)’(‘W

Figure 2-5: This figure shows the input and output of the discrete 2DOF PID controller

#(z)

(2dof Pid(y+ 3)—3+) and of the discrete open loop plant model (#(z) used to tune it. The

output of the horizontal position controller module is (#*").

The derivation of the discrete plant model used to to tune the (2do JPid g 3) _y4+) CON-
troller is given in 2-2-1. The discrete model equation is showed in Eq. (2-27). The
tuning of the controller parameters have been done ensuring that the controller output
is inside the desired boundaries given different types of reference inputs and that the
estimated value (") will track the reference one (z*"') with no overshoot and a steady
state error equal to zero. To be able to see the controller output the (enablege, Mm)
boolean variable is set to true and a filter gain (Ny) is chosen such that Eq. (2-10) is
satisfied. The choice to introduce a low pass filter on the derivative error term ensures

i (2)

that the control sensitivity function (z* (Z)) is realizable.

_ (Y)Y 1 (Y32 e (v 9) =t * 9)—=y* * 9oy
= (Kp K K b= )Y

Y 9)—=y* 1y 3)-¥* 9=y O Y-y 9=y O ¥y
UMin 7UMax 7enablederﬁ1ter - hd 7Nr

*
enable
I'efﬁlter

I

2(131,1*‘61?1;):. l, K&‘Q ,y)ay*) : They represent the tuning parameters associated to the

2DOF PID controller (2dof Pidyx 4)—y+). This controller takes as input the error be-
tween the desired (y*") and the estimated (") position along the (y) direction and it

enable

provides as output the desired velocity of the quadrotor (Q*W € [—1 1} [m/ s}) along

the (y) direction . All the data are expressed in world coordinate frame. An illustration
of the 2DOF PID controller and of the discrete model used to tune it is provided.
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Controller Plant Model
y?oy y
> » 2dof | — —
- A v y)=>y
-)’/‘W

Figure 2-6: This figure shows the input and output of the discrete 2DOF PID (2dof Pid(y« g)—g+)

controller and of the open loop discrete plant model ( U(2) ) used to tune it. The output of the

v*(2)
horizontal position controller module is (3*").

The discrete plant model is given in Eq. (2-27). The derivation of the discrete plant model
used to to tune the (2dof Pid(y~ 4)_4+) controller is given in 2-2-1. Also in this case the
controller parameters have been tuned such the controller output is inside the boundaries
and a steady state error is achieved.

2-2-3 Outputs

1. x*W "W . They represents the controller outputs provided respectively by the 2DOF
PID controller (2dof Pid,» 3)—3+) and (2dof Pid(,» 5)_4+). They are the outputs of the
horizontal position controller module and they represents the horizontal quadrotor ve-
locities expressed in world coordinate frame. For the sake of this thesis a saturation con-
straint has been introduced on both the controller outputs (¢*", y*"V € {—1 1} {m / s} ).
The unit of measure is introduced to underline that although a 2DOF PID controller
provides adimensional output it is possible in this case to state that the two controllers
outputs values have been tune to have a physical meaning. Indeed they represent ve-
locity.
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2-2-4 Algorithm

A summary of the algorithm running inside the horizontal position controller module is pro-
vided.

Algorithm 2 Horizontal position controller module

Initialization:
1: Get horizontal position controller module sampling time (7/7¢)
2: Get 2dof Pid;+ 33+ tuning parameters:
DT (g §) i+ = (K]gx*’j)ﬁi*,Kc(lx*’ﬁ)_m*,Kzgi*’j)*i*’b(x*,:%)%ﬂb*,c(x*,:%)ﬁi*, J(\;:n“f
(z*,2)—a* K(w*,ﬁ:)—m’*)

* . 3)—a* * . 3)—a*
N
antiwindup’ aw

(z*,2)—a* N(x* JB)—i*
derfilter ’ d ’ r

Teffilte'r'
3: Get 2dof Pid(y« g4 tuning parameters:

Par e gyge = (KW D0 @D~ g0 00 )it )i gl 9=t gl i

M
W) =i ("5 O e e
enablederﬁlm N, ,enable , Kaw )

antiyindup
4: Initialize 2DOF PID controllers:
2dOfPid(x*7§3)H¢* — (paT(m*@)Hi*,Tshpc)
2dOfPid(y*,g)_>y* — (par(y*’g)_}y*,Tng)
Algorithm: (Run at frequency equal to 1/777¢ Hz)
5: Get references: (x*"V,y*") Unit {m}

enable ,enable ,enable

(y* 7’9)_>y* N(y* 7:0)%:[1
) T

*
enable
ref fitter ’

6: Get measurements: (2", ") Unit [m}
7. Calculate 2dof Pid ,« 3)_4+ controller output:

#*W  2dof Pid (g )+  (z*W,8") with #*W € [—1 1} Unit [m/s}
8: Calculate 2dof Pid(y 3,4+ controller output:

W 2dof Pidye gy — ("W, 9V) with W € [—1 1] Unit [m/s]
9: Send (CE*W,Q*W)

2-3 Vertical position controller module

2-3-1 State space representation

e Dynamics :

W= W (2-29)
e State space :
Given
X=:" vy=:" u=W (2-30)
the state space representation of the linear system shown in Eq. (2-29) is
Xix1 = AtxaXixi + Bix1 Ui (2-31)
with
A1x1=0 Bixi=1 Cixi=1 Dix1=0 (2-32)
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e Laplace domain :
The Laplace transfer function between inputs (U(s)) and outputs (Y (s)) is

Y(s) = %U(S) (2-33)

e Z domain :
Applying Backward Euler discretization method <5 R~ Zsz) Eq. (2-33) becomes

T

Y@ ===

U(z) (2-34)

where (T}) represents the chosen sampling time. The difference equations associated to
Eq. (2-34) are

Y(k) =Y (k—1)+ T,U(k) (2-35)

where (k) represent a generic sample time instant.

2-3-2 Inputs

1. TsPC : It represents the sampling time of the vertical position controller which it is an
altitude controller. The choice to separate the horizontal and vertical position controller
in two different modules which might have different sampling time it is related to the
fact that the altitude measurement can be provided at a higher frequency with respect
to the horizontal position measurements. Therefore it is possible to select the frequency
of the two modules according to the frequency at which the measurements are available.
For the sake of this thesis an EKF is used to provide the quadrotor position, orientation,
velocity and acceleration measurements at a frequency close to 30H z. Thus, according
to the cascade control design it has been chosen to set the vertical position controller

module frequency equal to 10H z.

2. par(ye gy g = (K D78 KD @88 P s)oi ot 2)4
(2" 2) 2 y(2" )% (2" 2) 5 (2" 2) %
UbMin ' UMax ~ senableg,. . " Ny

* )i

)

(z*,2)—z* NS'Z

*
enablerefﬁlter ,

(z* 2)—2*
antiwindup,

2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid .~ 3)—:+). This controller takes as input the error be-
tween the desired (2*") and the estimated (") position along the (z) direction and it

enable Kgﬁ:’i)ﬁi*) : They represent the tuning parameters associated to the

provides as output the desired velocity of the quadrotor (2*W € [—1 1} [m/ s]) along

the (z) direction . All the data are expressed in world coordinate frame. An illustration
of the 2DOF PID controller and of the open loop discrete model used to tune it is
provided.
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Controller Plant Model
Z*W . Z'*W
) o ) g 2d0f b . — p—
- A (z*,z)—>z*
z"W

Figure 2-7: This figure shows the input and output of the discrete 2DOF PID (2dof Pid .« 3)_:+)
controller and of the open loop discrete plant model (,j*((zz))) used to tune it. The output of the
Z::*W)

vertical position controller module is (

The discrete plant model is given in Eq. (2-34). The derivation of the discrete open
loop plant model used to tune the (2dof Pid .« 3)_,:+) controller is given in 2-3-1. Also
in this case the controller parameters have been tuned such that the controller output
is inside the boundaries and a steady state error is achieved.

2-3-3 Outputs

1. z*W . It represents the output of the vertical position controller module. In particular

it stands for the desired reference velocity along the (z) direction expressed in world
coordinate frame that the quadrotor has to track to ensure that it will reach the desired
altitude. For the sake of this thesis the value of this velocity has been bounded between
minus one and one meter per second. The ENU convention is used to express the value
of (V) which means that a positive value of the latter will make the quadrotor to
move upward whereas a negative value downward. is An illustration of the ENU robot
frame together with the navigation framework controller outputs is given in Figure 2-2.
A summary of the convention used in the navigation controller framework is given in
Table 2-1.
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2-3-4 Algorithm

A summary of the algorithm running inside the vertical position controller module is provided.

Algorithm 3 Vertical position controller module

Initialization:
1: Get vertical position controller module sampling time (777¢)
2: Get 2dof Pid(,+ 3+ tuning parameters:
par(2*7§)_>2* _ (KI(?Z*,,?)—Xz* : K[(iz*’é)%z*’ K/i(z*,é)%z*’ b(Z*72)_>z.*’ 6(2*72)_”-’,*’ ](\;;,f)—%z*’ U](\/Z[;,xz)—)z*’

(z*,2)—2* (z*,2)—2*
enablederﬁlm. N ,enable

3: Initialize 2DOF PID controllers:
2dOfP7:d(Z*77:,)_>z* — (par(z*vé)_)z*,T;’pc)
Algorithm: (Run at frequency equal to 1/T¢P¢ Hz)
4: Get references: (2*"') Unit {m}

(z*,2)—2* N(z* )2

* (z*,2)—2* (z*,2)—2*
ref puner 2 VT ,enable )

antiyindup’ aw

5: Get measurements: (") Unit [m}
6: Calculate 2dof Pid .« z)_,:« controller output:

W 2dof Pids 2y ax + (W, 2W) with W ¢ [—1 1} Unit [m/s]
7: Send (2*V)

2-4 Horizontal speed controller module

2-4-1 State space representation

e Dynamics :

. T*WzR R A g*R
B = [cos(@¥)  sin(@™)] [WR]
opwer T (2-36)
" = [sin(@") —cos(@)] | s
Linearizing around the equilibrium point (T*"W*% = mg) Eq. (2-36) becomes
R 1 R . R Q*R
&V = J {cos( ) sm(ww)} [qﬁ*R]
(2-37)

>
=
|

| —
w
-~
=
<
5
|
o
S
>
ASE

w)] [f;f;]

e State space :
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o= )= ] o= o] - 3]

Ibﬂzlmlzywww>sm¢A1[wﬂ -

Uz sin(PpV)  —cos(PpV)| |¢*F
o [eos(@W)  sin(p")
o T sin(@V)  —cos(PW)

the state space representation of the linear system shown in Eq. (2-36) is

Given

t&>&v

Xox1 = AsxoXox1 + Bax2Usyi (2-39)

with

0 0
Aoy = [ ] Bayo = [

1 0 0 0
0 0 ] Coxo = [0 11 D2x2=[0 O] (2-40)

o=
Q= O

e Laplace domain :
The Laplace transfer function between inputs (U(s)) and outputs (Y (s)) is

8] U(s) = Yi(s) = L01(s) als) = L0 (s) (2-41)

S

O wlka

Y(s) = [

e Z domain :

Applying Backward Euler discretization method (s ~ Zz}j) Eq. (2-41) becomes

97 0 T T
— gls gls
Y(2) = [ o ]U(zHYl(z): i) ) = 1)
1—2—1

(2-42)
where (T) represents the chosen sampling time and (g) is the gravity force value. The
difference equations associated to Eq. (2-42) are

Vi(k) = Yi(k — 1) + gT Uy (k) Ya(k) = Ya(k — 1) + gTsUs(k) (2-43)

where (k) represent a generic sample time instant.

2-4-2 Inputs

1. TY%¢ : It represents the sampling time value chosen for the horizontal speed controller
controller module. The latter contains two 2DOF PID controller in charge of making
the quadrotor able to track an horizontal desired velocity. Because the EKF used in this
thesis provides data at 30H z it has been chosen to set the horizontal speed controller
module sampling time equal to (7/%¢ = 1/30 = 0.033s).
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9 Par . 4 o = (KS( X)—0y K(x X) =0y K(x X)—0y b(x X) 0y C()'c*fc)%@v

Ug\)/imx)—wv U(x x)—>6v

b

(x* )—>0V (x* ,x)—)Gv
d

¢ (%*,%)—0y N(x X)—0y
erﬁlt ’

enable efnrer ,

,enable

;tlt?v{v)i:f:p’ Kg’;”‘)*“) : They represent the tuning parameters associated to the

2DOF PID controller (2dofPid ;. 3y .4 ). This controller takes as input the error be-

tween the desired (#*") and the estimated (") velocity along the () direction and it
provides as output the pitch that the quadrotor has to track expressed in world coordi-

enable

nate frame (6,) with (6, € {—0.2 0.2} {rad}) . However, this value does not represent
the pitch of the quadrotor expressed in robot coordinate frame required to be sent to the
Parrot and Pixhawk autopilot. For this reason a transformation taking into account the
quadrotor’s yaw (") and the roll angle (¢, output of (2do JPid g oy o )) expressed
in world coordinate frame are required. The explanation of how the transformation is
derived in given in Appendix B-4 and the transformation equation is showed in Eq. (2-
38). Thus it is possible to conclude that the value of the pitch angle expressed in robot
coordinate frame is given by

0 = cos(hp" )0, + sin(P" )¢, (2-44)

Choosing to set both the controller outputs (6,, ¢, € [—0.2 0.2} [rad]) and knowing
that (" € [—7’[’ 7['} [rad}) it is possible to state that

0 € [= /=2, + O) Oy + 02,0 = [-0.2828 0.2828] [rad]  (2-45)

which are equivalent to (£16.2°). An illustration of the 2DOF PID controller and of
the open loop discrete model used to tune it is provided.
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Figure 2-8: This figure shows the input and output of the discrete 2DOF PID (2dofPid(¢*,%)_>9U)

controller and of the open loop discrete plant model (Qi((zz))) used to tune it. It also shows how

the controller output (6,) is used in combination with the estimated yaw angle (¢}) and the

(2dof Pid . s)_,4,) controller output (¢,) to derive the output of the horizontal speed controller

module (0*F).

The discrete plant model is given in Eq. (2-42). The derivation of the discrete open
loop plant model used to tune the (2do fPid(g;«*,fc) _.p,) controller is given in 2-4-1. The
tuning of this controller has been done ensuring that the controller output is inside the
boundaries and a steady state error is achieved.

(K5 9o Kff*&)*‘ﬁ", K V)70 p " 5)=ov o7 3)—0v.

. par P ;

*9)—dv

Ug};&y)ﬂb" , UE};,‘Z ) ,enable

7 3)—dv g Y) by
e ) Nd

59 —by Oy
dergiter T

enablelrefﬁlter

)

: They represent the tuning parameters associated to the

antlwindup ’

2DOF PID controller (2d0fPid(y* ?j)_ﬂ%). This controller takes as input the error be-

tween the desired (*") and the estimated (§") velocity along the () direction and
it provides as output the roll angle that the quadrotor has to track expressed in world
coordinate frame (¢,) with (¢, € [—0.2 0.2} [rad}) . To be able to be sent to the
Parrot or Pixhawk autopilot the roll angle has to be mapped from world coordinate
to robot coordinate frame. To this the quadrotor’s yaw (@W) and the pitch angle (6,,
output of (2do sz'd(j:*’:%) _p,)) are required. A detail explanation of how the mapping
from world to robot frame is achieved is given in Appendix B-4 and the matrix used to
map the roll and pitch from world to robot frame coordinate is presented in Eq. (2-38).
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Thus it is possible to conclude that the value of the desired roll angle (¢*f) expressed
in robot coordinate frame is given by

o = sin(p™)0, — cos(p™V )y, (2-46)

Setting the controller outputs saturation values to (6,,¢, € {—0.2 0.2} [rad}) it is

possible to calculate knowing that (" € [—71‘ ﬂ'} {rad}) the saturation boundaries
associated to the roll angle expressed in robot coordinate frame.

o e =\ [=(0,,,, + 82) (O, 02,0 = [-0.2828 0.2828] [rad| (2-47)

which are equivalent to (£16.2°). An illustration of the 2DOF PID controller and of
the open loop discrete model used to tune it is provided.

" 6,
1 1
R v AW. vAw (p*R
> @* =sin(")6,- CoS({" )Py mm}p-
Controller Plant Model
LW
Vo4 2dof 2y
— 2l —— -
- A (y*r )_’(pv
A
y

Figure 2-9: This figure shows the input and output of the discrete 2DOF PID (2d0fPid(y*’yf)H¢v)

controller and of the open loop discrete plant model ((;’((Z;)) used to tune it. It also shows how
the controller output (¢,) is used in combination with the estimated yaw angle (z@) and the
(2dofPid ;. 3,4, ) controller output (6,) to derive the output of the horizontal speed controller

T

module (¢*F).

The discrete plant model is given in Eq. (2-42). The derivation of the discrete open loop
plant model used to tune the (2dof Pid . oy, 4,) controller is given in 2-4-1. The tuning

of this controller has been done ensuring that the controller output (¢*f) is inside the
boundaries and a steady state error is achieved.
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. ﬁw : It represents the estimated yaw angle of the quadrotor expressed in world coor-

dinate frame. Usually this value is provided by the EKF but it can also be obtained
using a MOCAP system. To be precise it represents how much (degree or radians)
the quadrotor’s robot frame is rotated with respect to the world coordinate frame only
considering the robot frame rotation about the (z) axis of the world coordinate frame.

2-4-3 Outputs

1. *R #*R . They are respectively the desired pitch and roll angles expressed in robot co-

ordinate frame that it has been chosen to send to the quadrotor’s autopilot. To calculate
the two values two different 2DOF PID controller has been used (2dof Pid ;. 3 _p,) and
(2do fPidg. o, 4,)- It has been chosen to limit these values at around (£16°) to ensure
that the small angle approximation assumption is satisfied. The ENU convention is
used to represents the two outputs value. This choice leads to say that a positive value
of (6*F) makes to quadrotor to move forward whereas a negative value backward. On
the other hand a positive value of (¢*®) makes the quadrotor to move right whereas
a negative value to move left. An illustration of the ENU robot frame together with
the navigation framework controller outputs is given in Figure 2-2. A summary of the
convention used in the navigation controller framework is given in Table 2-1.

2-4-4 Algorithm

A summary of the algorithm running inside the horizontal speed controller module is provided.
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Algorithm 4 Horizontal speed controller module

Initialization:
1: Get horizontal speed controller module sampling time (774°)
2: Get 2dosz‘d(i*7i)_>9U tuning parameters:

K}gﬁc*,:%)%v? Kéfc*,fc)%ev K(a’c*,fn)—wv pE*2) =00 o (#%3) =00 7@ )0 U("” &) =0y

par g« iy—e, = (

Mm Max )
0, i* 5)—0, 0, 0, i) —s0, 0,
enableéxerfxl): N(x )= ,enablegfﬁj N(I &)= enable,(;fmﬁ; c(ffu )= )
3: Get 2doszdy D—bo tuning parameters:
PAT e gy, = (AT K00 D00 )= it p D=0 gD,
(5%,9) = do (&)= do (§*,9)—¢v (§*,9)—¢v (§*9)—¢v (*,9) = o
enabledyerlem NG ,enabler'zf;’lt SN Y enableazim‘zjmdup K9 )
4: Initialize 2DOF PID controllers:
2dof Pid e 3y 9, (par(j* vy , Thse)
h
2dOfPZd (7 9) = bo (par(y Y) = o )
Algorithm: (Run at frequency equal to 1/775¢ Hz)
5. Get yaw angle measurement: (@W) € {—ﬂ' TI'} Unit [md}
6: Get references: (W, W) ¢ [—1 1} Unit [m/s}
7. Get measurements: (", ") Unit [m/s}
8: Calculate 2dof Pid (%.3) =0, controller output:
O < 2d0f Pid 5. 3, < (", 3V) with 0, € [~0.2 0.2] Unit [rad|
9: Calculate 2do szd (55— controller output:
¢ 4 2dofPid g 51, (57", 5"V) with ¢, € [—0.2 0.2} Unit [md]
10: Calculate reference pitch: 0*F < cos(pW)0, + sin(p™) e,
11: Calculate reference roll: ¢*f < sin(p")6, — cos(YV)p,
12: Send (0°7,¢*7)  with 0*F, " € [~0.2828  0.2828| Unit [rad|
2-5 Vertical speed controller module
2-5-1 State space representation
e Dynamics :
. T*WzR
W= g (2-48)
m
e State space :
Given
W W T*WzR
X=z" Y= U= e (2-49)

the state space representation of the linear system shown in Eq. (2-48) is

X1 = A1x1Xix1 4+ Bix1Uixi (2-50)
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with
A1x1=0 Bixi=1 Cixi=1 Dix1=0 (2-51)

Laplace domain :
The Laplace transfer function between inputs (U(s)) and outputs (Y (s)) is

Y(s) = %U(s) (2-52)

Z domain :
Applying Backward Euler discretization method <5 ~ Zsz) Eq. (2-52) becomes

Ts
where (T}) represents the chosen sampling time. The difference equations associated to
Eq. (2-53) are
Y(k)=Y(k-1)+T,U(k) (2-54)

where (k) represent a generic sample time instant.

2-5-2 Inputs

1. TY%¢ : It represents the sampling time of the vertical speed controller module. Inside

this module a 2DOF PID controller in charge of calculating the desired quadrotor thrust
given the desired and estimation velocity along the (z) direction has been developed.
This controller module is used only in dealing with quadrotor equipped with Pixhawk
autopilot. In dealing with Parrot quadrotors it is not required the use of this module
because the autopilot accepts the desired velocity along the (z) direction as input which
it is the output of the vertical position controller. The sampling time chosen for this
module is (T7°P = 1/30 = 0.033s). This sampling time choice is related to the fact that
the EKF used to get the estimated velocity along the (z) direction provides data at
(30Hz).

. scalegprust : In dealing with the Pixhawk autopilot it is required to move the quadrotor

to send a thrust command value between zero and one. This means that the 2DOF PID
controller has to generate an output in this range. However, in this case the output has
lost the physical meaning because it does not represent a force (Newton). However, it
is still possible to tune the controller to ensure that the controller output is bounded
between zero and one. Furthermore, to avoid that a too large thrust is applied to the
motor the (scalegp,s¢) variable has been introduced. The latter has the aim to prevent
that large thrust value are applied to the quadrotor. This variable is really useful
to understand what is the quadrotor minimum thrust to overcome gravity. Indeed in
using the Pixhawk autopilot quadrotors with different motors the minimum thrust to
overcome gravity will change. To avoid to send a too large thrust which might cause
the quadrotor to crash it is useful to start increasing slowly the (scalegp,yst) variable up
the point that the quadrotor starts moving overcoming gravity. After having found the
minimum required thrust value to overcome gravity it is possible to use the (scaleipyyst)
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variable to select the desired maximum thrust value. If a different quadrotor with smaller
size and less powerful motors is used it sufficient to decrease the (scaleip,yst) value
without modifying the controller parameters to make the quadrotor fly. To summarize
the output of the vertical speed controller module is obtained multiplying the output
of 2DOF PID controller (T3,) with the (scalegyst) factor.

TR = T, scalegpust  with T, scaleipryst € [0 1} (2-55)

5* 5)—T 5% 5)—T 5% 5) T sk 2 cx 2
g, (KU T BT o, i,

i*,% —T i*,% —T
Ugvﬁn) ",Ufwax) ¥, enable

(z*2)—Ty
) NI‘ 9

(z*,2)—>Ty

(2% 5)>Ty ~(25,2)>Ty
Ny enablerefﬁlter

derﬁlter

(#*,2)= Ty 1-(52)—=Tyy | :
antivinduy’ Kaw ) : They represent the controller tuning parameters asso-

ciated to the 2DOF PID controller (2d0fPid(2* 2)—>Tv)' This controller takes as input

the error between the desired (3*") and the estimated (£") velocity and it provides as

enable

output a thrust value (T, € [O 1}) The output of the vertical speed controller mod-
ule is the thrust value (7)) provided by the 2DOF PID controller multiplied times the
(scalegnryst) factor as showed in Eq. (2-55). An illustration of the 2DOF PID controller
and of the open loop discrete model used to tune it is provided.

scalethrust

\ 4 7R
> T*R: Tv scalem,ust )
Controller Plant Model

7V, T,

—_— —p 2d0f. .
> > e, >
Sw
V4

Figure 2-10: This figure shows the input and output of the discrete 2DOF PID

(ZdofPid(Z*vzf)HTv) controller and of the open loop discrete plant model (;((ZZ))) used to tune it.

It also shows how the controller output (73,) is used in combination with the (scalegpst) value
to derived the output of the vertical speed controller module (T*#~W),
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Navigation controller framework

The discrete plant model is given in Eq. (2-53). The derivation of the discrete open
loop plant model used to tune the (2do fPid(z.*7 3 _,) controller is given in 2-5-1. The
tuning of this controller has been done ensuring that the controller output is inside the
boundaries and a steady state error is achieved.

2-5-3 Outputs

1. (T*B=W) . It represents the output of the vertical speed controller module and it is

calculated according to Eq. (2-55). In dealing with the Pixhawk autopilot this output is
bounded between zero and one. To be precise it represents how much force is applied by
the motor to make the quadrotor move. The upper script (R ~ W) is used to indicate
that the (z) direction of the robot frame is close the (z) direction of the world frame.
This occurs because small angle approximation assumption is satisfied. For this reason
it is possible to say that the quadrotor thrust can be referred to both robot and world
coordinate frame. The ENU convention is used to describe the thrust value (7*%~W),
Because the latter is mapped between zero and one is possible to say that increasing
the thrust value the quadrotor will move upward where decreasing it the quadrotor will
move downward. An illustration of the ENU robot frame together with the navigation
framework controller outputs is given in Figure 2-2. A summary of the convention used
in the navigation controller framework is given in Table 2-1.

2-5-4 Algorithm

A summary of the algorithm running inside the vertical speed controller module is provided.

Algorithm 5 Vertical speed controller module

Initialization:

1: Get vertical speed controller module sampling time (77%¢)

2: Get thrust scale value: scalegyyst € [O 1}

3: Get 2d0fPid(Z.*,Zf)%Tv tuning parameters:

.*f =Ty .*f —Ty .*f =Ty iz s* 2 .*f —Ty .*f —Ty
Par(. sy g, = (K 7T KT KT pins (AT g gy
(2%,2) =Ty Ar(2%,2)=T, (2%,2) =Ty Ar(2%,2)—=T (2%,2) =Ty (2*,2) =Ty

enabledeTﬁlm N, 7enablereffmer , Ny senableg,; " Kaw )

4: Initialize 2DOF PID controllers:

2d0fpid(z-,*7§)_>Tv < (par(z'*7§)_>Tv ) Tsvsc)

Algorithm: (Run at frequency equal to 1/77%¢ Hz)

5:

Get references: (#*V) € [—1 1} Unit [m/ s}

6: Get measurements: (") Unit [m/ s]

. T*W%R

Calculate 2do fPid( 3Ty controller output:
Ty <= 2dof Pid ;. 3y g, (W W) with T, € [O 1} (Pixhawk thrust boundaries)

= Tyscaleihrust

Send (T*W*F)
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2-6 Yaw controller module

2-6-1 State space representation

e Dynamics :
@ZW — FWRR (2-56)

e State space :
Given

X — iw Y — &W U = *WRR (2-57)
the state space representation of the linear system shown in Eq. (2-56) is
Xix1 = A1x1Xix1 + BixaUrxa (2-58)

with
A1x1=0 Bixi=1 Cixi=1 Dix1=0 (2-59)

e Laplace domain :
The Laplace transfer function between inputs (U(s)) and outputs (Y (s)) is

Y(s) = %U(s) (2-60)

e Z domain :

Applying Backward Euler discretization method (s ~ 'Z}j) Eq. (2-60) becomes

T

Y@ =1—=

U(z) (2-61)
where (T5) represents the chosen sampling time. The difference equations associated to
Eq. (2-61) are

Y(k)=Y(k—-1)+TU(k) (2-62)

where (k) represent a generic sample time instant.

2-6-2 Inputs

1. TV It represents the sampling time of the yaw controller module. The choice of this
sampling time depends on the yaw angle measurement of the robot frame with respect to
the world coordinate frame. In this thesis it has been chosen to set (T%¢ = 1/10 = 0.1s).
The yaw measurement is available also at a higher frequency however it is convenient to
avoid to control the yaw angle at a higher frequency rate to ensure that the assumption
stating that the rotational and translation quadrotor’s motion are decoupled is satisfied.
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Navigation controller framework

2 PAT (e e =

= (KW=t g WD WDt ) o) d

(W D)= (" D)= WD) =* \gWr )= (W D)= \gW* ) —=d*
UMin UMax dergiter Nd N

*
enable, efprrer 0 INE

*
,enable

gﬁ’;lﬂ;ﬁ, Kgﬁ:’w)%w*) : They represents the controller tuning parameters asso-
ciated to the 2DOF PID controller (2dofPid(w* 1@)—”&*)’

put the error between the desired (v*" € [—7’[’ Tr] [rad}) and the estimated (" e

enable

This controller takes as in-

[—77 77} [mdb yaw angle and it provides as output an angular velocity value (y*~W ¢

[—0.4 0.4} [rad/ 3} ). To control the yaw angle ensuring that the quadrotor will always
rotate along the direction in which the yaw error is smaller it is required to modify the
calculated yaw error (e,) as following

ife,>m
€p = €y — 2T

elseif e, < —m

(2-63)
€p = €y + 2T
else
ey = €y

where (e, = PV — 1,/3W) represents the error between the desired and the measured
yaw angle. Thus it is possible to conclude that the input error of the 2DOF PID
(2d0fPid(w*’@_>¢*) controller is (ey). An illustration of the 2DOF PID controller and
of the open loop discrete model used to tune it is provided.
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Ifev> m Controller Plant Model
= -2 r %R
w* + e, ey a ev ew
elseif ev< -m "
- A —> -l ZdOflIJ—»w* > >
- else
lI-JW ey =ev

Figure 2-11: This figure shows the input and output of the discrete 2DOF PID
(2dofPid(w*$¢)H¢*) controller and of the open loop discrete plant model (%) used to tune it.

Furthermore, it also shows how to modify the yaw error to ensure that the quadrotor will always
rotate clockwise or counterclockwise depending on the direction in which the yaw error is smaller.
The controller output of the yaw controller module is (1)*#~W).

The discrete plant model is given in Eq. (2-61). The derivation of the discrete open
loop plant model used to tune the (2d0fPidw*’¢;)_>¢*) controller is given in 2-6-1. The
tuning of this controller has been done ensuring that the controller output is inside the
boundaries and a steady state error is achieved.

2-6-3 Outputs

1. (@L*R“W) : It is the output of the yaw controller module and it represents the yaw angu-
lar rate that the quadrotor has to track to make itself reach the desired yaw angle. This
value follow ENU convention which means that if the yaw rate is positive the quadro-
tor will rotate counterclockwise whereas if it is negative it will rotate clockwise. An
illustration of the ENU robot frame together with the navigation framework controller
outputs is given in Figure 2-2. A summary of the convention used in the navigation
controller framework is given in Table 2-1.

2-6-4 Algorithm
A summary of the algorithm running inside the yaw controller module is provided.
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Algorithm 6 Yaw controller module

Initialization:
1: Get yaw controller module sampling time (TY°¢)
2: Get 2dosz‘d(w* D) tuning parameters:
(WD) =t (D)t (D) R Byt (g ) () (X )
PAT (e i)y = (Kp K, K, AR e Gl R S S U ’
(1#*71;)%7/)* N("b*ﬂ&)_}w*

enablegﬁ:}ﬁz:w,Ncgw’w_ﬂp*,enablereffmer , Ny ,enablegﬁ;ﬂ;ﬁ*,K%ﬁw%w)
3: Initialize 2DOF PID controllers:
2dof Pid . )y = (Par(s ) s TY°)

Algorithm: (Run at frequency equal to 1/7¥¢ Hz)
4: Get references: (v*W) € [—77 w} Unit [rad}

Get measurements: (") e [—7'[' Tr] Unit [rad}
ey = w*W o @W
if e, > m then
Ty = €y — 2T
Yy =0
10: else if ey, < —m then
11: Ty = €y + 2w
12: Yyp = 0
13: else
14: 1y =W
15 gy =W
16: end if
17: Calculate QdOfPid(w*’@_}W controller output:

¢*R”’W — 2d0fPid(¢*’¢)_>¢* — (ry, yyp) with &*sz € [—0.4 0.4} Unit [md/s}
18: Send (Y*FxW)
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Chapter 3

Vision based planner to approach
either a static or moving object

After having completed the design of the navigation controller framework the goal of this
chapter is to present a vision based planner composed by a perception, state estimator and
image based visual servo module able to generate the desired reference velocities required to
drive the quadrotor up to a certain desired distance from the chosen visual marker minimizing
the error between the estimated visual marker center position on the image plane and the
desired one. An illustration of the problem is showed in the bottom figure.
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Vision based planner to approach either a static or moving object
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Figure 3-1: The figure shows on the left side the desired pixel values (pink) computed knowing
the desired center location (uf, v#) of the visual marker on the image plane (7*) and the desired
distance between visual marker and camera (d;;,,,,). On the right side is shown the image based
visual servo control problem which consist in driving the detected pixel points (red) towards the
desired ones (pink). The aim of the IBVS controller is to move the camera frame (C) attached
with the quadrotor itself such that the detected pixel points (red) appearing on the current camera
image plane (7) will move towards the desired ones (pink).

Figure 3-1 shows the vision based planner problem which is solved combining three different
modules.

e Perception Module: This module is in charge of detecting the chosen visual marker

and extract the pixel points (red) (uj=12..5 = row,vj=12..5 = column) representing
the markers’ corners and the center. Furthermore, it also generates the desired pixel
points (pink) given both the desired center position of the visual marker on the image
plane plane (7*) and the desired distance between visual marker and chosen quadrotor
camera.

e State Estimator Module: This module takes as input the detected pixel points (red)

and it provides an estimation of them that is used when a detection is lost for a small
amount of time.

e Image Based Visual Servo Module: This module is in charge given both the desired

and the estimated pixel points of computing the desired velocities that the quadrotor
has track to drive asymptotically the error between the desired and the detected pixel
points to zero.
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An illustration of the vision based planner architecture combined with the navigation con-
troller framework is provided.

Vision based planner

/ oV v v \ Navigation Controller
RO ~
RC Rﬁ / ll,w \

3 Change Horizontal Speed Congpller
m’ €Ol From w.0
20 >»0—H IBVS Ve | camera [ Ve Interface Parrot
el
I + E| L ( g*R »PAgrR N
B o —pn | f e
\ %R Pa: R P RC
— S ¥ Pz Driver
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Figure 3-2: Vision based planner combined with navigation controller framework

In dealing with the vision based planner only the horizontal and vertical speed controllers are
required because the image based visual servo works in the velocity domain. Therefore the
horizontal and vertical position controllers have been removed by the navigation controller
framework because there are not required to accomplish the vision based planner task. The
yaw controller appears in the navigation controller framework because it is possible to control
independently the yaw angle while the vision based planner is active. In controlling the yaw
is important to avoid that a quadrotor rotation will make the visual marker disappear from
the acquired chosen camera image.

3-1 Perception module

Th goal of the perception module is the extraction of the center and of the four corners of
the chosen visual marker in pixel (row,column) and (2D) image coordinates. The detector is
the key element of this module and it is in charge of extracting the pixel coordinate values of
the center of the visual marker and the size of its side in pixel coordinates unit. For the sake
of this thesis the ArUco detector from the ArUco library [5] has been chosen and the ArUco
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markers have been used to solve the vision based planner task. The choice to use ArUco as
a visual marker is mainly due to the fact that the ArUco detector available in the ArUco
library works at a frequency of around 30 Hz which allows to extract the center of the chosen
marker and its side in pixel coordinates unit almost every time an image is acquired. For a
first trial of the algorithm it has been preferred to rely on a good detector to exploit firstly
how the vision based planner performs with high frequency detection.

3-1-1 Inputs

1. chosen_camera : It is an integer value indicating from which camera (0=bottom) or
(1=front) the quadrotor has to acquire the image to solve the vision based planner task.
A quadrotor is usually equipped with a front and a bottom camera from which images
can be acquired at a specific rate usually around 30Hz. However the perception module
does not know from which camera it has to get the image. Furthermore, the vision
based planner should be designed to be able to be used either with the front or the
bottom quadrotor’s camera image. For example using the front quadrotor’s camera the
vision based planner can be used to follow a visual marker placed on an moving object
or simply approach to it, if the latter is static, to release a certain item or perform some
manipulation (if a robotic arm is provided). On the other hand the vision based planner
used in combination with the image acquired by the bottom quadrotor’s camera can be
used to land either on a moving or on a static platform where the visual marker has
been previously located. For this reason in designing the perception module an integer
variable called (chosen__camera) has been introduced. The latter if it is set to zero it
will ensure that the perception module will get both the bottom camera image and the
intrinsic matrix and distortion coefficients associated to it. On the other hand if the
variable is set to one the front camera image and the intrinsic and distortion coefficients
associated to the front camera will be used. The drawback of this approach is that both
the two cameras are required to be active at the same time and this might increase the
computational cost of the algorithm. The vision based planner will choose which image
has to use according to the (chosen__camera) variable which is set as default to one
(front camera images used) but that can be changed online either by the mission planner
or by the user itself. When the perception module is initialized if no (chosen__camera)
value is provided the (chosen__camera) values is set to one by default. Dealing with two
cameras there is the need to load two different set of configuration variables associated
to the front and bottom camera. This occurs because in a mission the quadrotor has to
be able to use the vision based planner with both front and bottom camera without the
need to switch off the quadrotor and load new parameters. For example, the vision based
planner can be used with the front camera to approach a specific ArUco marker with
(1D) number equals to (/ID* = 5) at a desired distance (fdZ,,, = 1000) (millimeters)
and later with the bottom camera to approach a different ArUco marker with different
side dimension (°sidef,,, = 170) (millimeters) and different (*D* = 9) at a different
desired distance (°dZ,,, = 500) (millimeters) from it. Therefore, it is required that the
perception module is able to switch easily between front and bottom camera. The upper
scripts (f) and (b) are used to differentiate between default fixed variables associated
respectively to the front and to the bottom camera.

2. (fug, fvg,Pug,PvE): They represent respectively the desired (u = row,v = column)
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pixel coordinates values of the center of the ArUco marker respectively in the image ac-
quired by the front and by the bottom camera. Thus given an image acquired by the cho-
sen camera a desired ideal marker will appear on the acquired image with (row, column)
pixel coordinate value equal to (uf,v%). It is important to be able to choose freely the
location of the desired center on the acquired image to avoid to have the latter always
located on the center of the acquired image itself. An example where it is convenient to
set the desired center of the ArUco marker in a different location from the image center
is a mission where the quadrotor has to release an object inside a bucket. Assuming
that the object to release is located under the quadrotor, having the desired center of
the ArUco marker in the center of the acquired bottom image will require to place the
ArUco marker on top of the bucket. However, this choice will prevent the object to be
released to fall inside the bucket itself. For this reason having the possibility to locate
the desired center of the visual marker in a different location from the image’s center
will make the quadrotor able to release the object inside the bucket simply setting the
desired center to the left or to the right of the bucket itself. Also in this case different
desired center location can be selected for the front and bottom camera according to
the task that the quadrotor has to do. It is important to avoid to place the desired
center of the visual marker close to the border of the image. If this occurs the image
based visual servo control law will not perform nicely because it is really simple that
given a quadrotor movement the ArUco marker will disappear from the image. The goal
of the defaults parameters (fu%,fv%) and (Puf,’v?) is to accurately select the desired
center of the visual marker on the acquired chosen image. The perception module will
choose to load either the desired center of the front or bottom camera according to the
(chosen__camera) value (0=bottom, 1 = front).

3. (fID*,PID*) : They represent the (I D) numbers of the desired ArUco that the detector
inside the perception module has to detect according to the chosen camera value (front
or bottom). It is like having two different markers like an helipad and a circle associated
to the front and bottom camera. The choice to work with ArUco visual markers allows
to have different visual markers available for different tasks which are identified by a
unique (/D) number. An illustration showing different ArUco markers is provided.
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Figure 3-3: ArUco markers

The same detector is used to detect all the ArUco markers showed in Figure 3-3 and it
provides as a output the center, the side dimension in pixel and the (ID) of the detected
marker. For example, if the front camera has been chosen (chosen__camera = 1) and the
ArUco marker appearing in the front image has the same (D) number of (fID*), the
corners and the center of the detected marker will be extracted otherwise not. Having
the possibility to associate different markers to front and bottom camera images will
allow to place different ArUco markers in the same environment without the need to
ensure that when for example the landing task is started only an ArUco marker is present
in the scenario. In addition visual markers such as ArUco markers can be used also to
improve the estimation of the position of the quadrotor with respect to the chosen fixed
world coordinate frame if the position of the marker with respect to the world is known
a priori. This means that it is possible that in a scenario different ArUco markers will
appear.

rams Pdiam) ¢ They are the desired distance expressed in millimeters between either

the front or the bottom camera and the chosen ArUco marker with desired (ID*)
number equal either to (/7D*) or (°ID*). The desired distance between chosen camera
and chosen ArUco markers is used to calculate the desired pixel corners location knowing
the desired center of the marker (uf,vZ). Furthermore, in the image based visual servo
module the desired distance (df,,,) can also be used to compute the desired interaction
matrix that is required to derive the desired velocities required by the quadrotor to
approach the visual marker at the desired distance (d},,,) minimizing the error between
the desired center (uf, v%) and the detected one (us, vs). In selecting the desired distance
between chosen camera and visual marker is important to ensure that at the chosen
desired distance the chosen camera is able to detect the marker. Setting the desired
distance to zero for example does not make any sense because when the camera gets to
close to the marker the latter disappear from the image itself. The same consideration
can be done in setting a to large desired distance between camera and visual marker.
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Thus the desired distance is in between the minimum distance between camera and
visual marker such that a detection occurs and the maximum distance at which it is
possible to detect the marker. This minimum and maximum distance value depend on
the chosen camera, on the size of the visual marker and on the chosen detector.

5. (fsidemm,bsidemm) : They represent the dimension in millimeters of the side of the
chosen ArUco markers identified by (/ID*) or (°ID*). According to which camera is
enable a specific ArUco marker is chosen and it is side is measured and it is used to
both estimate the distance between the chosen camera and the marker and to calculate
the desired marker’s corners.

6. (ffmm,fshmm,fimhpix,bfmm,bshmm,bimhpix) : They are default variables associated

to the chosen camera. Usually the values of these variables are found looking at the
technical camera specification. To be precise (fimm, Shym, s 117, ) stand for respectively
the absolute focal length (millimeters), the camera sensor height (millimeters) and the
number of rows of the chosen image (front or bottom). A quadrotor can have different
front and bottom cameras and for this reason different values are required to differentiate
between front and bottom default camera parameters.

7. (R&,R%b) : These two rotation matrices stand for how either the front or bottom
camera frame is rotated with respect to the robot coordinate frame. They are fixed
rotation matrices because usually the front and the bottom quadrotor cameras are fixed
with the quadrotor frame. The robot frame follow ENU convention and a pinhole camera
model is used to model both the front and bottom camera. An illustration is provided
to show world, robot, front and bottom camera frame.
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Figure 3-4: lllustration of World coordinate frame (W), Robot coordinate frame (R), Front
camera coordinate frame (Cg) and Bottom camera coordinate frame (Cy,). For both front and
bottom camera frame a pinhole camera model has been chosen. The World and Robot coordinate
frame follow ENU convention.

Given Figure 3-4 is possible to calculate the matrices (Rgf, Rgb) as following

0 0 1 0 -1 0
RE, =|-1 0 0| and RE =|-1 0 0 (3-1)
0 -1 0 0o 0 -1
3-1-2 Outputs
1. (m;;xizl,zwﬁ,mgxizl’z,ms) : They represent respectively the desired pixel (u},v}) =

(row;, column;) and (2D) image coordinates (z3p, ,y5p.) of the corners (i = 1,2,3,4)

and of the center (i = 5) of the chosen marker.

According to the chosen__camera value the front (f uz, f v, f s fsideym, T ID*,

 foms Tsn, fimhpix, Rgf ) or the bottom (Pu%, v, bd%,... Usidemm, *ID*, ® frum,

bshmm, bimhm, Rgb ) default camera parameters are loaded into the variables (uf, v¥,
7_* 7_* )

piz PiT;=1,2,...5° mpix¢:1,2,~--5

the variables (u3, vi, dym, Sidemm, fmm, Shpm» ©Mh,, ) are used to derive the top
left, top right, bottom right, bottom left corners of the visual marker with respect to
the desired center (uf,vf). Assuming that the marker is planar the side of the desired

s Sidemm, ID*, frm, Shyms @Mn,., RE ). To compute (m
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marker expressed in pixel is given by

f side imy, .

. * _ mm mm pix

side;, = pr (3-2)
mm  Shmm

The derivation of Eq. (3-2) is given in Appendix C-1. Given the side of the desired

marker in pixel (sidey;,) and the desired marker center location (u3,v3) the desired row

and column pixel coordinate values of the marker’s corners are given by

imp sider;. 1My, . sider;
(ul,v7) = ( ;’"I - 21211’7 ;p” - me) top left
mp, sidel; . 1My, . side*;
(u3,v3) = ( ;W — 2pm, ;UW + 2‘mx) top right
. . 3-3
- iMp,,;, — Sidey, My, sideg;, ' (3-3)
(u3,v3) = (—— + ; B 4 bottom right
2 2 2 2
imp, sidel; .. 1My, . side*;
(ug,vy) = ( ;m + 2pm, ;Um - 2’“) bottom left

where (4j—12,...4,Vi=1,2..4) are respectively the row and the column pixel values. To
summarize the desired pixel coordinate values are

_Ul*_
’Ul*
'UQ*

m’ = |v2” (3-4)

PIT;=1,2,---5

’LL5*

Lvs*

After having calculated the desired pixel coordinate values given the intrinsic camera
parameters (fz, fy, cz, ¢y) associated to the chosen camera and derived from a previous
offline camera calibration (using Matlab [6] or OpenC'V [7]) it is possible to calculate
the (2D) image coordinate associated to (m;l-*xizl’z,uﬁ). Using perspective projection [8]
the desired (2D) image coordinates (mjp, _; ,.5) are

rvi—cz
S -
Tap, ui—cy
s 1%
Y2p, Y
" vy —Cq
Z2Dy Jo
T* _ |yx I e i)
m2D1:1’2.4.5 - y2D2 - fy (3_5)
$§D5 vgf—cz
*
_y2D5_ ul iCcy
L fy .
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.. p * . .
A scheme summarizing how to calculate (m7; Loy D Di:1,2-~5) is provided for the
sake of clarity.
us
_ U3
. 5
fug) fvga fd;zmv fSZdemm d
It sn Limy, _nm
mm» mm piz Szdemm
F o Ity Tew fe
T Y xy "~ Ly f *
mm mT
chosen_camera=0or1l| s, .| — l Tfl_lvz*'“sl
m
_ . ; 2Di—1,2...5
bug’ bvga bd:nma bsldemm ZT’}hPiw '
b b b,
fmmy Shimms UMby, fz
bg bpe b, b
fas fya Cgy Cy Y
&
Gy

Another option to compute the desired references is to take a picture of the visual
marker where the latter will appear in the acquired image in the desired position.
Given this desired image it is possible to extract the desired corners and center using
the detector. It has been chosen to make the computation of the desired references
(M, Los? mE*Di:l,Quﬂ) independent from the chosen visual marker to avoid to have
different desired images given different markers and to allow to place the desired center
precisely on the image plane. An illustration of the extracted corners given different
desired centers location but same desired distance between visual marker and camera

is provided in the bottom figure.
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e
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Figure 3-5: The figure shows how given different desired center pixel coordinate values (uf, v¥)
and a desired distance (d,,,) in millimeters between camera and visual marker is possible to
located the desired corners ( pink ) of the chosen ArUco marker freely on the desired image plane

(77)-

2. (m;ixizl,z,ms’m;ixizl,z,ms) : They stand for respectively the detected pixel (u;,v;) =
(row;, column;) and (2D) image coordinates (zap,,y2p,;) of the corners (i = 1,2,3,4)
and of the center (i = 5) of the chosen visual marker. To calculate (my;,. _ , . .mip_ . )
a detector is required able to extract the corners and the center of the detected marker.
Using the ArUco marker detector of the ArUco library is possible given a certain image
where the ArUco marker appears to extract the ArUco marker’s corners, the center, the
perimeter and also the ArUco marker (/D) number. The detector orders the ArUco
corners in a clockwise direction from the top left corner according to the front side of the
ArUco. However if the ArUco rotate the detected corners will rotate as well with the
marker. A figure showing how the ArUco detector outputs the corners given different

ArUco marker orientation is provided.
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Figure 3-6: This figure shows the output of the ArUco detector (red points) when the ArUco
marker has different orientation.

The output showed in Figure 3-6 is not optimal in dealing with an under actuated system
such as the quadrotor. Indeed, the latter cannot rotate itself without translating which
means that it is impossible for the quadrotor to ensure that the desired marker’s corners
and center will coincide with the detected ones if a pitch or roll rotation on the marker is
applied. A solution to overcome this problem is to create the detected corners knowing
the side and the center of the detected ArUco marker at every iteration. In this way
the side of the ArUco will change depending on the detected side but the orientation of
the detected corners is independent from the ArUco marker orientation. An illustration
showing how using the side and the center of the ArUco marker the detected corners
become independent from the ArUco marker orientation is provided.
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Figure 3-7: The figure shows how the detected corners (red) are independent from the ArUco
marker orientation. The latter only depends on the side and on the center of the detected marker.

Given the detected side of the ArUco (sidep;,) obtained divided the perimeter by four
and the detected center of it (us,vs) the corners of the ArUco marker are derived as

(u1,v1) = (us — Sid;pix,w) — Sid;pm) top left
(ug,v2) = (us — Sid;pm,vg, Sid;pm) top right
(us,v3) = (us + siderm , U5 siderm) bottom right >0
(u4,v4) = (us + Sid;pm , V5 — sid;pm) bottom left
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a matrix representation is provided

ur]
U1
U2
T = |V -
mplxizlyg,m5 2 (3 7)
us
LU5 ]
Given the computed detected marker’s corners and center (my;,. ., ) expressed in
pixel coordinate values the corresponding (2D) image coordinates (mgp,_ , ) are com-
puted as follows
-
L2D4 uq —Icy
Y2D, fy
V2—Cx
T2D, ;
U2 —Cy
T _ _ —_—
mQDZ‘:Lgmg, - y2D2 - fy (3_8)
T2Ds V5 _Ca
x
LY2Ds | Us—Cy
L7

To conclude given an acquired image a detector is used to retrieve the center of the
marker (us,vs) and the side of it in pixel coordinate (sidep;;). Given this two informa-
tion available only if a detection occurs (measurement = true) both the detected pixel

coordinates (m? ) and (2D) image coordinate (m3p, values are calculated.

PiTiz12...5 :172“‘5)

A scheme summarizing how to calculate (m;iri:u“ﬁ,ngi:wms) is provided for the
sake of clarity.

Fimage, f1D* . . us
o) > [ -

chosen__camera . fz [ Detector 1 51 fepmc N [mgmimms]

=0orl Ty if(ID = ID*) fx m5D1:1,2m5
bimage, I D* Ca CZ
[bfx,bfy,bcx7bcy] /! L Gy o

3. (d},,dm) : They are the desired and the estimated distance between marker and chosen
camera. To estimate the distance it has been assumed that the marker is planar which
means that all the marker detected points lie on the same plane and therefore they all
have the same distance from the chosen camera. Using perspective projection knowing
the absolute focal length (fpm), the sensor height (sp,,,.), the number of rows of the
image (imy,,, ), the real side of the marker in millimeters (side,,) and the detected
side of the marker in pixel (sidepi,) is possible to obtain a rough distance estimation.
The latter is given by

fmm Sidemm imhmz
dmm =

dmm
dm = 3-9
sidepiz Sh,,, " 1000 (3-9)
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A detailed explanation of how Eq. (3-9) is derived it is given in Appendix C-1. To solve
the image based visual servo problem either the desired distance or an estimation of it
in meters is required.

4. measurement : It is a boolean variable that is set to true if the desired marker has
been detected successfully and false otherwise. To be precise given an image acquired
by the chosen quadrotor’s camera only if the desired ArUco marker with (/D) equal to
(ID*) is detected the variable (measurement) is set to true. The latter becomes false
if in the sequent acquired image no detection occurs.

5. safety_counter : It is an integer variable that counts how many consequently not
detection occurs. Every time a detection occurs the variable is set to zero. The
(safety counter) variable has been introduced to avoid that if the desired ArUco
marker is lost the quadrotor will continue to move in a direction that might bring it far
away from the area in which the desired ArUco marker is placed. To be precise a thresh-
old variable has been introduced called (safety_counter_threshold) having the goal
to put the quadrotor to hover (reference velocities equal to zero) if (safety counter)
is greater than (safety counter_threshold). The choice to introduce this variable
is mainly related to the image state estimator module. Indeed, having an estima-
tion of the marker’s corners is important to avoid problems when the detection is lost
just for some instant. However, a wrong estimation might cause the quadrotor to
move in a direction in which it will never see again the desired marker. Thus, the
(safety_counter_threshold) variable is used by the image based visual servo module
to understand that the image state estimator module is estimating from a lot of time
the corners and this might be a problem because the desired marker can be far away
from the correct position. Therefore, the (safety counter) variable can be thought as
a variable able to tell to the image based visual servo module how long the quadrotor
can continue to move when a detection is not available before to stop the quadrotor and
wait until a detection will occur again.

6. R% : It represents the rotation matrix describing how the camera frame is rotated with
respect to robot frame. This rotation matrix is fixed because the quadrotor’s front and
bottom camera do not move with respect to the robot frame fixed with the quadrotor
itself. The choice to set this matrix in the perception module is motivated by the fact
that every time a quadrotor camera is defined it is required to evaluate not only the
default camera parameters but also the transformation between camera frame and robot
frame. The latter will be used to map the image based visual servo controller output
representing the velocities (vg’o) of the camera frame (C') with respect to the visual
marker frame (O) expressed in camera coordinate frame (C') into the velocities (vg’o)
of the camera frame (C') with respect to the visual marker frame (O) expressed in robot
coordinate frame (R).

7. (fx,fy, cx, cy) : The are the intrinsic camera coefficients of the chosen camera required
to move from pixel coordinates to (2D) image coordinates and vice versa. This pa-
rameters will be used in the image state estimator module to transform the estimated

pixel coordinates (m;;;i: . 2"“5) into the corresponding (2D) estimated image coordinates

(mEDi:LQ’...5) :
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3-1-3 Algorithm

A summary of the overall algorithm running inside the perception module is presented.

Algorithm 7 Perception Module

Initialization:
1: Get default variables front cameras:
(Tug, vz, I d,,., T sidemm, T ID* 7 frum, ¥ sp
2: Get default variables bottom camera:
(Pug, v, vz, Psidenmm, "I D, frm, Psh s zmhm, RC )
Algorithm: (Run at acquired image frame rate (30 Hz))
3: Get camera bottom image and Get front camera image
4: Get bottom camera intrinsic matrix (°f,,%f,,%c,,%¢,) and
distortion coefficients (°k1, ks, *p1, ®pa, Pk3)
5: Get front camera intrinsic matrix (7 f,, / Ty fep, ! ¢y) and
distortion coefficients (Tky, ko, Tp1, fpa, Tk3)
Get chosen_camera (0=bottom, 1=front)
if chosen camera = 0 then
Set img = bottom image
Set camera intrinsic matrix (fy, fy, cz,cy) = (O fp,0 Ty by, bcy) and
distortion coefficients (k1, ko, p1, p2, k3) = (°k1, bkg,bpl,bpg,bkg)
10:  Set default variables (uf, vZ, d%,.., Sidemm, ID*, frm, Shym s 1M
= (ug, vz, bdx,,, U sidemm, PID*,® frum, Usp
11: else
12:  Set img = front image
13:  Set camera intrinsic matrix (fy, fy, ¢z, ¢y) = ( fu, f Ty Fep, T ¢y) and
distortion coefficients (ki, k2, p1,p2, k3) = (Fk1, Tka, Tp1, T po, fk:g)
14:  Set default variables (u%, v, d%, . Sidemm, ID*, frum, Shopm s 00 meC)
(fu5 f’U5, fd;nbm, fSid@mmy f[D*, ffmma fshmm7 fimhpiz7 RCf)
15: end if
16: Detect ArUco marker from img
17: if ArUco marker detected then
18:  Extract (us, vs, sidepig, [D)
19: if (ID* = ID) then

R¢E,)

mm ) pzz ?

RR) —

pw: ’

bim )
mm pzx ’ RCb

20: measurement = true and safety_counter = 0

21: Compute measurements: (m;ixizl,Qms’ngi=1,2w5) = f(us, vs, Sidepiz, [z, fy: Czs Cy)
29: Estimate distance: dy, = f(sidepiz, Sidemm, fmms Shom s imhm)

23: Lend (m;’ixizl,g,,ﬁ)’ (ngi:L2...5) and (dm)

24:  else

25: measurement = false and safety counter = safety_counter +1

26: end if

27: end if

28: Compute references:
T ™ _ * * . ,
(mpil‘l 1, 2 mQDi:172A.A5)_f(u57v57dmm’ 87'demm7 fmm’ Shmm7zmhpiz7 fZ7 fy’ =) Cy)

29: Send (7, ),(mip,_,, .),(d},),(measurement), (safety counter),(RE),(fr, fys ca»cy)
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3-2 Image state estimator module 57

In the upper algorithm the world Get is used to indicate that the perception module will read
a certain input whereas the word Send is used to say that the perception module will output
a certain value. A resume of the inputs and outputs of the perception module is provided.

OUTPUTS
1)Desired pixel coordinates :

(m;;)(izl,g’A‘As)

- . 2) Detected pizel coordinates :

INPUTS -
1)Default variables front camera : (mpixi:1,2---5)
(fllg, fvg, X, ., fsidemm, FID*, 3)Desired 2D z'*mage coordinates :
ffmm, fShmm, fimhpixv R(l%f) (ngi:1,2---5)
2)De fault variables bottom camera : 4)Detected 2D image coordinates :
(Pug,PvE, Pdx,,., Psidemm, PID*, (mip,_,, ;)

Pt m, PShy., Pimy, R%b) 5)Desired distance in meters between
chosen camera frame and marker

(Assumption Marker is planar) : dy,

pix’?

3)chosen_camera (0 = bottom,1 = front)| _,
4)Front camera image

i 6) Estimated distance in meters between
5)Bottom camera image )
6)Bottom camera intrinsic matriz chosen camera framle and marker
and distortion coef ficients : (Assumption Marker is planar) : dm
(Pfy, Pfy, Pey, Pey, Pky, Pka, Ppy, Ppa, Pks) 7)T'rue/False detection variable :
7)Front camera intrinsic matriz rpeasuremgnt
and distortion coef ficients : 8)Safety variable counting the number
(F£,, ffy, fe, ny, i1, fko, Tp1, Fp2, fk3) of consequently no detection :

- . safety__counter
9) Fized rotation matrix from
camera frame to robot frame : R%

10)Intrinsic matriz : (fx, fy, cx, cy)

3-2 Image state estimator module

The image state estimator module is in charge of estimating the pixel points (marker’s corners
and center) at a certain desired chosen frequency which will be the same of the image based
visual servo controller module. The need of this module is mainly due to the fact that the
image based visual servo controller module has to generate the output in a synchronous way
which means at a specific frequency rate. Thus it cannot work using as a feedback the marker’s
corners and center detected by the perception module because it is not guaranteed that every
time an image is acquired a detection is provided. Indeed something can appear between
marker and camera and the detected pixel points might not be available at one specific
discrete time instant which means that a feedback is not available for the image based visual
servo controller module. For this reason to ensure that the corners are provided at a chosen
frequency rate the image state estimator module has been introduced. Two different approach
to provide an estimation of the detected pixel points when a detection is not available have
been developed.

e Static Approach: This approach when a detection is not available it assigns to the
estimated pixel points the values of the previous detected ones. This approach does
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not try to guess how the pixel points moved on the image plane if the marker for some
reason has disappeared from the image.

e Kalman Filter Approach: This approach uses a Kalman filter with a velocity con-
stant model to estimate how the pixel points ( marker’s corners and center) have been
moved on the image plane when the detected pixel points are not available. The aim of
this filter is to estimate how the pixel points move on the image plane to try to guess
how the marker is moving in space.

According to different tasks one approach might result better than the other. Indeed, in
a scenario where the marker does not move it is better to use the static approach because
if the marker disappear it is because something has appeared between camera and marker.
Therefore, it is better to avoid to guess where the marker is because it is already known that
the marker is in the same position of before. Thus, in this situation it is better to assign to
the estimated pixel points the previous detected values to avoid that the quadrotor will move
far way from the desired area where the marker is located. On the other hand in dealing with
a marker that is moving freely in space it is better to try to estimate the pixel points to guess
where the marker is when it disappears from the image. In this case there is not advantage
in keeping the estimated pixel points values equal to the previous detected ones because the
marker is not static anymore and it is position in space might randomly change.

3-2-1 Inputs

1. (measurement), (m7; .mbp ), (fx, fy, cx, cy): They are the outputs of the

perception module. The meaning of them have been already discussed in subsection 3-
1-2.

2. selector : This is an integer variable that is used to switch among the static approach
(selector=0) and the Kalman filter approach (selector=1).
By default the selector is set to one. Different task can required different approaches
therefore this parameter can be changed online.

3. Q,R, Ty : They represent the process covariance noise matrix (), the measurement
covariance noise matrix (R) and the sampling time (7s) at which the image is acquired.
A reasonable sampling time choice is (T5 = 1/30 = 0.033s) that is derived assuming that
the camera provides images at a frequency of 30H z. It is also possible to increase and
decrease the variable (Ts) to a have bigger or a smaller displacement of the predicted
pixel points between two consequently acquired images. Indeed increasing (T) the
estimated corners in the second image will appear further than in the case in which (T%)
is decreased. Choosing (Ts = 0) will make the estimated corners to do not move on the
image plane which resembles to the static filter approach. The process covariance (Q)
and measurement noise (R) matrices are used to tell to the Kalman filter respectively
how much the noise affects the states and how much the noise affects the measurements.
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The (@) and (R) matrices are defined as

(Qraxa Oaxa  Osxa Osxa Ouxy
Osxa  Qryxa  Oaxa  Osxa Ogxy
Q20%x20 = | Oaxa  Osxa  Qrgxyg  Osxa  Ogxs
Oaxa  Ouxa  Osuxa  Qryxg  Osxa

| Oaxa Ogxa Oaxa Ouxa  Qryxy (3-10)

[Rroxa  0Oax2 02wz O2x2  O2x2
O2x2  Rraxa  O2x2 Oax2  Oo2xe
Riox10 = | O2x2 O2x2 Rroxs  Oax2 O2xe
O2x2  O2x2  O2x2  Rroxa  O2xo
| O2x2 O2x2 O2x2 O2x2  Rroxo

where (Qr454) and (Rr4x4) are the two diagonal covariance matrices used to tune the
Kalman filter. The values of these matrices are usually provided as default parameters
of the Kalman filter and they are usually loaded in the initialization of the Kalman filter
itself. The size of (@) and (R) matrices is determined by the states and measurement
size. Indeed at a specific discrete time instant (k) the estimated states (Z(k)) and the
measurement (z(k)) (if they are available) are defined as

Us
20%20 (3-11)

2(k) = mpiy_, ()= [wa(k) vi(k) wa(k) va(k) - us(k) vs(k)]

~

B(k) = |an(k) o1(k) du(k) Bi(k) - as(k) os(k) ds(k)

10x10

In tuning the (Q) and (R) covariance matrices the following consideration have been
done.

e Q: The covariance process noise matrix () matrix takes into account uncertainty
in the model. Increasing the diagonal elements of (Q) causes the Kalman filter
prediction to be far from the provided model’s value. This occurs because the
process covariance noise (@) is added to the process model matrix (A) and large
values in (Q) results in large noise added inside the model on which the Kalman
filter rely on. Therefore if it is known that the pixel points will move following a
velocity constant model is better to keep (@) small. If instead the visual marker
is moving randomly it is better to increase (@) to tell to the Kalman filter that
it does not have to rely too much on the model available. In choosing a diagonal
matrix it is assumed that the states are independent from each other.

e R: The measurement covariance matrix (R) matrix takes into account uncertainty
in the measurements. Increasing the diagonal elements of (R) more uncertainty is
introduced in the measurements. This causes the predicted pixel points to converge
slower towards the real measurements ones because the Kalman filter does not rely
too much on the measurements values. On the other hand decreasing the diagonal
element of the (R) matrix means that the Kalman filter in making the prediction
will rely more on the measurements rather than on the model. This choice will
cause the predicted values to converge faster towards the detected measurements
ones when they are available.
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3-2-2 Outputs

A

1. (] myp. | 2_'_5) : They represents the estimated corners in both pixels and

PXj—1 2.5’

(2D) image coordinates. The need of a corners’ estimation is mainly due to the fact
that in the attempt of following an object where the visual marker is placed on it the
quadrotor can loose the marker due to unknowns and fast movements of the object. For
this reason a corners’ estimator has been implemented aiming at predict the corners’
movement when a detection is not available. Furthermore, a detection is provided at
a certain detector frequency which might be a feedback to slow for the image based
visual servo controller. Therefore, it is a good design choice to introduce an estimator
able to select the frequency at which the corners are needed. In using for example
a Kalman filter to estimate the corners is important to be aware that the filter will
predict the corners pixel values if no detection occurs and it will update the prediction
with real detected corners pixel values every time a detection occurs. This means that
it is possible to generate predicted corners at every desired frequency but to be able
to rely on them to solve a landing or object following task it is better to select the
state estimator module frequency around 30Hz to ensure that the number of corners
prediction is not to high with respect to then number of detections. To make the image
based visual servo controller synchronous which means that it will work at a desired
chosen frequency and not only when a detection is available two possible solutions have
been developed.

e Static approach: It consists in assigning to the estimated pixel points and (2D)
image coordinates values (mgixi:m“ﬁ, anDZ_:LQ“ﬁ) the detected ones (m;mi:w”{) ,
ms Di:1,2-»-5) when they are available otherwise it keeps the previous detected values
until a new one is provided by the perception module. This approach allows the
image based visual servo controller module to work having feedbacks at a chosen
frequency. However this approach does not provide any information on how the
corners move on the image plane if a detection is not available anymore. Applying
this approach, unexpected movements of the visual marker might result in a lost of
the marker from the image plane which will make the quadrotor unable to complete

the vision based planner task. A resume of the algorithm is provided.

Algorithm 8 Static approach

Initialization:

1:

Prev, ., T prev

1 . - _
Initialize previous values ( Mz 1 o5 m2Di:1’27m5) = (010x1, 010x1)

Algorithm: (Run at desired frequency)

10

2
3
4
5
6:
7
8
9

Get measurement
: if measurement = true then
T T
@ (mpi:m:lﬁgﬁ.‘gﬂm2D¢:1721m5)
prev T' prev T — T' T
( mp’LCIEZ‘:LQ).”s? 2D1‘=172’...5> (mpll‘i:1,2’4.457mQDi:172’..,5)
AT AT - r s
(mpixi:172,.u5’ m2D¢:172’...5) - (mpiwi:1’2,m5’m2D¢:1’2ym5)
. else
4 7'. T — prev ’T' prev T
: (mplwi:LQ’.“{)’ m2D¢:1,2’.4.5) ( mp’L.’L'i:1727m5’ m Dizl’gy..45)
: end if
AT AT
m (mpix¢:1’2,4.457mQDi:1’2,...5)
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e Kalman filter approach: It consists in using a Kalman filter to estimate the
corners and the center of the chosen ArUco marker. This approach will provide an
estimation of how the marker’s corners and the center move on the image plane
if a detection is a not available anymore. The Kalman filter formulation is given
in [9]. To design the Kalman filter the process and the measurement matrices are
set based on a velocity constant model. The input of the Kalman filter are the
detected pixel points (m;ix¢:1,2ms (k)) at discrete time instant (k).

The process velocity constant model given a generic pixel point (i) is given by

i(F)
v;(k) = 0i(k — 1) + Tst;(k — 1) (3-12)

Extending the model of a single pixel point (i) to the marker’s corners and center it
is possible to derive the process model used in the image state estimator module to
estimate the position in pixel and the velocity of the marker’s corners and center.
The process model is

(k) = Az(k — 1) (3-13)
which is equivalent to
(a1 (k)] (a1 (k—1)]
01(k) o1(k—1)
'LAtl(k) 7f1(k7 - 1)
01 (k) 01(k—1)
ﬂg(k’) AT4><4 0 0 0 0 ﬁ2(k - 1)
ba(k) 0 Aryeq O 0 0 ba(k —1)
uz(k)| = | 0 0  Apgey O 0 uz(k —1) (3-14)
v2(k) 0 0 0  Aryeq O va(k —1)
: 0 0 0 0 Aryxs :
5 (k) as(k — 1)
05(k) b5 (k — 1)
iis (k) us(k —1)
L0 (k) ] [05(k — 1) ]
with
1 0 7T, O
01 0 T
00 0 1
The measurement model is
771;1'%1_:1’2'”5 (k) = C’m;ixi:mms(k —1) = z(k) =Cz(k—1) (3-16)
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that is equivalent to:

[u1 (k)] [ui(k—1)]
v (k) Croxs 0 0 0 0 vi(k—1)
uz (k) 0  Crows 0 0 0 ug(k —1)
ve(k)| = | o 0  Croxqs O 0 va(k —1) (3-17)
: 0 0 0 Croxq 0 :
U5(]€) 0 0 0 0 Craxa U5(k — 1)
_115(]43)_ _U5(l{2 — 1)_
with
1 0 00

The Kalman filter approach with its predict and update stage is summarized here.

Algorithm 9 Kalman filter approach

Initialization:
1: Get default variables: (Q, R,Ts = 0.033)
2: Calculate A = f(Ty), C matrices
Algorithm: (Run at desired frequency)
3: Get intrinsic matrix (fz, fy, ¢z, cy)
4: Get measurement
5: if measurement = true (update Kalman filter stage) then
6: % (m;ixizlygymg))
7. if first time (first time the marker is detected) then
T .
8: Initialize Kalman filter: & = [ul vy Ty Ts---us vy Ty Ts} S0 and P = Isyx20
X
(Identity matrix)
9: end if
10: SAet z= 771;%%:1’2”‘5
11: Prodel = APAT + Q
12: Tmodel = AT )
13: K = (PmodelCT) (R + CPmodelCT)
14: P = Pmodel - KCPmodel
15: & = Zimodel + K(Z — Cimodel) (Update)
16: else
17: P = Proge = APAT + Q (Prediction covariance)
18: & = Zmoder = AZ (Prediction states)
19: end if .
20: Caleulate (g, , ) =f(@)=[a1 &1 @ o - @5 05 with
I AT
p=lon 0 b b a5 05 ds s

21:
22:

Calculate (ngi:Lz,“ﬁ) =P (Mpigs_y o 50 fos fys Car Cy)

AT AT
m (mpix¢:1,2,4.45 ’ mQDi:1’2,...5)
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3-2-3 Algorithm

A summary of the overall algorithm running inside the image state estimator module is
provided.

Algorithm 10 Image state estimator module

Initialization:
1: Get selector (0= Static approach, 1 Kalman filter approach)
2: Get default variables: (@, R, T, = 0.033)
3: Calculate A = f(Ty), C matrices

prev prev

Mini 10D MEp,_ o) = (010x1, 010x1)
Algorithm: (Run at image frequency 30Hz to have as much measurements as possible)
5. Get measurement
6: Get intrinsic matrix (f, fy, ¢z, ¢y)
7. if selector = 0 then
8:  if measurement = true then

4: Initialize previous values (

. T T
9: @ (mpixi:1’2,,..57 m2D1:172’“.5)
10: (prevm;iﬁizlygymg)7pT€vm§Di:1’27.“5) = (m;ixi:1’2yn<5’ngi:1)27...5)

. oT AT _ T T
11: (mpixi:1727...5’ m2Di:1,27“A5) - (mpi.l’i:172’...5’ mQDi:LQ’“ﬁ)
12: else

. ST T — Tev T rev T
13: (mpi.ri:l’Q’...S’m2Di:1727A“5) - (p mpiszl’zy..ﬁ’p m2D2‘:172’“.5>
14:  end if
15: else
16:  if measurement = true (update Kalman filter stage) then
17: @ (mgiwizlg,“ﬁ)
18: if first time (first time the marker is detected) then

T .
19: Initialize Kalman filter: & = {ul v Ts Ts---us vy Ts Ts Sox1 and P =
X
I50x20 (Identity matrix)
20: end if
21: Set z =my;,. ., (measured variables)
22: Podel = APAT + Q
23: Tmodel = AZ )
24: K= (PmodelCT) (R + CPmodelCT)
25: P = Pmodel - KOPmodel
26: T = :i'model + K(Z - Ci‘model)
27:  else
28: P = Podel = APAT +Q
29: T = i'model = AZ
30: end if ’
31 Caleulate (g, ) =f(@) = |t & @ 6 - @ 05 with
PR . 1T
p=li o i b a5 05 G5 O

32:  Calculate (ngi:m’mE)) = F (Mg o 50 oo fys Carcy)
33: M (m;izizlgﬂ.‘ﬁ’ ngi:Lg’.“g,)
34: end if
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A resume of inputs and outputs of the image state estimator module is provided.

INPUTS
1)selector : (0 = Static approach,
1 = Kalman filter approach)

2)De fault Kalman Filter Process and OUTPUTS
Measurement Covariance Matriz : (Q,R) 1) E'stimated pixel coordinates :
3)Sampling time acquired images : Tg N (Mpie, ., )
4)True/False detection variable : 2)Estimate(moordinates :

measurement
5)Detected pizel coordinates : (m

T_ ) (ngiszmg,)
P1Xj=1,2,...5

6)Detected 2D image coordinates : (ngi:m”B)

7)Intrisic : (fx, fy, cx, cy)

3-3 Image based visual servo controller module

The image based visual servo controller module is a controller having as a goal the minimiza-
tion of the error between the estimated (2D) image points provided by the state estimator
module and the desired references ones given by the perception module. To achieve this goal it
calculates the reference camera velocities with respect to the visual marker expressed in world
coordinates frame that the quadrotor has to track to drive the error to zero. The formulation
of the IBVS for a full actuated system is given in [10], [11], [12]. However, the quadrotor is an
under-actuated system which means that it only has four control inputs (four motor speeds)
to reach any (3D) position in space with a certain orientation. Indeed it cannot translate
along (x) and (y) axis without turning. Examples of how to apply IBVS to an under-actuated
system such as the quadrotor are given in [13], [14] where the IBVS algorithm is used to solve
the quadrotor autonomous landing problem. For the sake of this thesis only the instantaneous
translational camera velocities (vg’o) will be tracked by the quadrotor. The yaw orientation
is not controller by the IBVS but the yaw controller can be used to modify the quadrotor
yaw angle when the IBVS algorithm is active. In modifying the yaw angle while the IBVS
algorithm is active it is important to avoid to send a big change in desired yaw reference
that might cause the quadrotor to rotate to fast and to loose the marker from the image. To
summarize, the goal of this section is to derive an IBVS formulation that given the estimated
and the desired (2D) image points is able to provide the reference translational velocities
required to move the quadrotor such that the error is driven to zero.

3-3-1 Inputs

1. (chosen_camera), (safety counter), (R&), (dm,d},), (mgbizl ,.5) o A deep expla-

nation of the meaning of the perception module input variables (chosen_camera,
safety counter, Rg, d*,) is given in 3-1-1 whereas the calculation of the perception
module output variables (d,, mgz,izl ,..5) is given in 3-1-2.

2. mjp,_ , .t They represent the estimated (2D) visual marker’s corners and center

calculated by the image state estimator module either using the static approach (selector
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3-3 Image based visual servo controller module 65

= 0) or the Kalman filter approach (selector = 1). A detailed explanation on how these
values are derived and what they represent is given in 3-2-2.

3. Rﬂv : It represents the rotation matrix describing how the robot frame attached with
the quadrotor is rotated with respect to the world frame. A detailed explanation of
how this variable is derived is given in B-1-1 and the value of the rotation matrix is
given in Eq. (B-2). To calculate this matrix it is required to know the pitch (6) , roll
(¢) and yaw (1) angles of the quadrotor expressed in world coordinate frame. These
values represent the orientation of the quadrotor with respect to the world coordinate
frame and they are provided to the image based visual servo module either by the EKF
or by a motion capture system. The latter is in charge of estimating the full quadrotor
states (position, velocity, orientation ,acceleration) of the quadrotor expressed in world
coordinate frame.

4. safety_counter_threshold : It is an integer variable that is used in combination with
the (safety counter) variable whose explanation is given in 3-1-1. In particular the
(safety_counter__threshold) variable has been introduced with the aim to provide to
the quadrotor a threshold variable indicating after how much time it has to stop to
listen to the estimation given by the image based visual servo module and wait until
new commands are provided. To be precise if the (safety counter) is greater than
the (safety counter_threshold) the quadrotor will send to the navigation controller
framework velocities along (z),(y),(z) direction equal to zero and not the output of the
image based visual servo controller. This choice will bring the quadrotor to stay in
same position (hover state). If later on the marker is detected again the velocities cal-
culated by the image based visual servo module will be sent to the navigation controller
framework.

5. (FX, P 1) According to the chosen camera value (1=front, 0=bottom) the chosen tuning
controller parameter either () or (°)) is loaded into the variable (A). The latter is a
diagonal three times three positive definite matrix where the elements of its diagonal
are all greater than zero .

A0 0
A=10 X O with det()\) >0— )\1, )\2, )\3 >0 (3—19)
0 0 As

The values on its diagonal matrix (A1, A2, A3) are multiplicative always positive factors
that are used to increase or decrease the velocities (vg’o) calculated by image based
visual servo controller representing the velocities of the camera frame (C') with respect
to the visual marker frame (O) expressed in camera frame coordinate (C'). Therefore,
the tuning parameters (A1, A2, A3) are applied on the velocities expressed in the chosen
camera frame and not on the velocity expressed in the world frame which are the input of
the navigation controller framework. This might cause misunderstanding in tuning the
parameters to increase or decrease the speed of the quadrotor along a chosen quadrotor
axis. Indeed, if the user wants to use the front camera to make the quadrotor approach
an object and it also wants to increase the speed of the quadrotor along the (x) direction
of the robot frame (assumed to be aligned with the world frame) it has to know which
tuning parameter he/she has to increase to do that. For example increasing the value
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of (/A1) the quadrotor will not move faster along the (z) direction of the robot frame
( forward or backward) but it will move faster along the (y) direction of the quadrotor
frame (left or right) (see Figure 3-4). Thus, it is important to know how the tuning
parameters are related to both the velocities of the quadrotor expressed either in the
robot or in the world coordinate frame. Different cameras might have different frame
orientation. For this reason it is interesting how the front (£ Ai=123) and the bottom
(®Xi=1.2,3) gains are related with both the velocities of the robot expressed either in robot
or world coordinate frame. Knowing this information is possible to increase or decrease
the quadrotor velocities along a chosen desired direction of the world coordinate system.
The navigation controller framework receives as input the velocities expressed in world
coordinate frame and it has to track them. Therefore, it is required to transform the
velocities derived by the IBVS controller expressed in camera coordinate frame into
world coordinate frame. Knowing that the camera is fixed with the quadrotor it is
possible to infer that the velocities of the camera frame is the same of the velocities
of the quadrotor expressed in the chosen coordinate frame. Thus to transform the
velocities of the chosen camera frame expressed in the chosen camera coordinate frame
into velocities of the robot expressed in the world coordinate the following equation is
used.

_ RW RO
(3-20)
with vg’o—vc = REv CO Rg)\vlg’O

(vIg’O) represents the instantaneous camera velocities without any scale factor applied
(A = I3x3). Given Eq. (3-20) is possible to compute the mapping between the transla-

tional not scaled camera velocities (VIg’O) derived using either the front (vag’ ) or the

bottom camera (Pv Ig’o) and the corresponding velocities expressed in robot coordinate
frame (fvc O byl O) The mapping is showed here.
fvg,o _fy RR v ICO
1C,0 1C,0
0 0o 1] o o] s Iasfo] o (3-21)
=|-1 0 0|0 fx o] |fo! = |-\ olf
0 -1 0|0 0 i 8 0 _f)\QfUIg 0
bvg,o _ bvg,o Rgbb)\ Ig,o _
b 1C,0 b 1C,0
0 -1 0][x 0 o0 vrg >\2f v, 80 (3-22)
=|-1 0 0[]0 "xp 0] (%] 87 = |-
_ b O c 6
0 0 1 0 0 A3 bvgc _ )\3 va

where (Rgf) and (Rgb) are respectively the rotation matrix describing how the front and
the bottom camera frame are rotated with respect to the robot frame. A more detailed
explanation of these values in given in 3-1-1. Assuming the pitch and roll quadrotor
angles are close to zero it is possible to infer that the rotation matrix (RY ) describing
how the robot frame is rotated with respect to the world frame is only affected by the
rotation of the quadrotor about the (z) quadrotor axis by a yaw () angle. Making this
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assumption is possible to calculate how the tuning parameters (/ Ai=1.2,3) and (b)\i:172,3)
affect the velocities expressed in the world coordinate frame.

C,0
w, cos(yp) —sin(y) 0 f)\3fvlo
£ = RYIVEC ~ |sin(p)  cos(y) 0| [—IAfulS0] =
0 0 1 NaWi [C’O
2 Mo (3-23)
Iaafal FxiFo ICO
cos(¥)! Al vz +sm(1/;) A
= Sm(i/})f)\zafvzg’o — cos(zp)f)\lfvic’o
1C,0
—f)\ZnyC
C,0
Wo cos(v) —sin(yp) 0 b)\gbvég
bVR7 R}/I{b 2,0,\, sin(vy)  cos(y) 0 by,b g]cC,O _
0 0 1 b)\ bU[C,O
b (3-24)

—cos()? s ] i +8m(zp)b)\1bv£go

= | —sin(1)’ Ao bvéc’o cos(1)P APl 16,0
WS 1€,0
e

A table summarizing how the front (/ Ai=12,3) and the bottom (b)\l-:m,g) tuning param-
C,0 R,O
) (Ve

eters influence the velocities of the quadrotor expressed in camera (v’ robot

and world (VII/%V’O) coordinate frame is provided.

Table 3-1: Relation between tuning parameters (f A1,/ Xo, FA3) and (°A1, )2, %)3) and velocities
of the quadrotor expressed camera, robot and world coordinate frames

vgo =< I 9 (IBVS) go ‘}/%VO (Navigation controller)
a1 | it affects vxc’o it affects v, 2° | Tt affects va’O and v, V"¢
c YR R YR

g | it affects vyg’o it affects vzg’o it affects vzg’o

g | it affects vzg’o it affects UMR%’O it affects vxg/’O and vyg/’o
b)\; | it affects vxg’o it affects vyg’o it affects vxg/’O and vyWO
by | it affects vyg’o it affects vxg’O it affects vw}g’o and vyWO
bXg | it affects vzg’o it affects vzg’o it affects vzg’o

Because the navigation controller framework receives as input the velocities of the
quadrotor expressed in world coordinate frame (vg’O) in tuning the front camera pa-
rameters (Y1, fAg,f)3) it is preferred to set both (fA1,7)3) around the same value if
the quadrotor will perform rotation about the (z) axis. Otherwise knowing the orienta-
tion of the robot frame with respect to the world frame is possible to do a fine tuning
of (FA1,7)3) to achieve a greater speed either along the (z) or (y) direction of the world
coordinate frame. The same consideration referring to table Table 3-1 can be done for
the bottom tuning parameters (*A1,%\a, A3).
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6. (finteraction_matrix, Pinteraction_matrix) : They represent integers variables re-

spectively associated to the front or bottom camera that are used to selected which type
of interaction matrix the image based visual servo controller has to use. Given a task
the image based visual servo controller has to generate the velocities that the camera
frame has to track to ensure that the estimated (2D) image points will coincide with the
desired ones. In doing this, it can use three different types of error interaction matrices

o Desired error Interaction Matriz (interaction__matriz = 0): This is a constant in-
teraction matrix that is a function of the desired center (23, y5p. ) of the marker,of

the difference between the desired third and the desired second corner (d;w”)

along the (y) direction of the (2D) image coordinate system and of the desired
distance in meters between visual marker and chosen camera (d,).

e Measured error Interaction Matriz (interaction__matriz = 1) : This interaction
matrix is not constant. Indeed it changes at every iteration and it is a function
of the estimated center (Z2p,,J2p, ), of the estimated difference between third and
second corners (d,, D2,3) along the (y) direction of the (2D) image coordinate system
and of thg estimated distance in meters between the visual marker and the chosen

camera (d,). This type of interaction matrix will generate large velocities changes
which will make the quadrotor to approach the visual marker in an aggressive way.

e Average error Interaction Matrix (interaction_matrixz = 2): It is an average inter-
action matrix combining both the information of the desired and of the measured
interaction matrices. Choosing this interaction matrix will make the quadrotor
to move faster than the desired interaction matrix but slower than the measured
interaction matrix. This interaction matrix is usually preferred with respect to the
other two because it is able to combine more information together to generate the
velocities for the navigation controller framework.

A detailed explanation of how these interaction matrices are derived is given in 3-2-2.

. (Max,Min) : They are saturation constraints that are used to saturate the velocities

(V;V’O) that are sent to the navigation controller framework. A saturation should not

occur tuning properly the (f)\) and (®A) matrices. However for a safety condition it
has been preferred to introduce this saturation constraints to avoid that the navigation
controller framework will receive velocities to high to be tracked. Furthermore, the
small angle approximation assumption has been used to design the controllers of the
navigation controller framework. According to this assumption the quadrotor cannot
track large velocities references (greater than 1 m/s) because the horizontal and vertical
speed controller should not generated a pitch and roll greater than fifteen degrees to
meet the small angle approximation assumption. For this reason it has been chosen to
saturate the velocities at 1 m/s.

3-3-2 Outputs

ng’oz The main steps required to compute the translational camera velocities that the

quadrotor has to track to minimize the error between the estimated and the desired
corners are shown.
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(a)

Compute Error (e)

Given the estimated (m3p,_ , ) and the desired (m3},_ , ) corners expressed
in (2D) image coordinates, following the error formulation of [15, chapter 7, pages:
189-191] is possible to write that the IBVS error (positive feedback) is given by

oS *
L2Ds — Lapy

A A * A *
€= f(m;—Dizl,Q’“.s,m;Di:l,Q,...5) = y2D5 B yzD5 (3_25)
dy2D3,2 - dy2D3,2
with (dyw&2 = Yop, — Y2D,) and (al’zjw&2 = Y5p, — Y5p,)- In calculating the error

the positive distance along the (y) direction between the second and the third
marker has been considered. This choice is mainly due to the fact that it has been
preferred to formulate the error saying that the IBVS controller has to minimize
the error between the estimated and the desired center and it has to bring it is
detected current side equal to the desired one. An illustration is provided showing
the meaning of the error parameters.

(Xapy, YzBl) (X'ZDZ . Y2p,)
Detected Corners ‘ .
(Xap, - X2p QB-’<
(Xapy, Y2;1) ;<
NU
] | <
(X2ps, Y2p3)

Desired Corners
(X2p, - X2p; )

<.

Image plane t

Figure 3-8: lllustration of the error terms. On the left image side the detected corners (red)
are shown. They are extracted independently from the marker orientation knowing the detected
center (us,vs) and the side of the marker (sidep;,;). On the right side the desired corners (pink)
are illustrated. Respectively in red and pink have been highlighted the 2D image coordinates
values used to formulate the IBVS error.

(b) Compute Error Interaction Matrix (Le)

Dealing with visual servoing algorithm such IBVS brings immediately to underline
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the concept of interaction matrix. The latter is a matrix relating the chosen visual
features with the camera instantaneous velocity (translational and rotational cam-
era frame velocities). The derivation of the interaction matrix for different visual
features (point, straight line, plane primitives and circle) is given in [16]. Accord-
ing to Appendix C-2 the time derivative considering only translation motion of a
generic (2D) i image point (mjp, ) is

: 1 z2D; Ve ¢y
Top; | z¢ 0 z¢ Col _p GO 396
- = 0 1 Y2D Vyo = Lg; Vo (3-26)
y2Di - 7C 7C C,0
i i Vo

According to Appendix 3-9 the time derivative of the difference between two generic
2D k and j image points along the y direction considering only translational motion
is

dyw,w. = Y20, — Y2D; [0 (—Z%? + %) (y;]:ck - y;? )} vg’o (3-27)
Assuming that the visual marker is planar is possible to state that all the visual
marker points have the same distance from the camera. This means that (Z& =
ch = ZZ.C ). In this thesis the term (d,,) is used to indicate the distance between the
planar marker and the origin of the camera frame expressed in meters. Applying
the assumption that the marker is planar to both Eq. (3-26) and Eq. (3-27) is
possible to state that the derivative of the estimated terms (@ws,gwwdywm)
required in the formulation of the error shown in Eq. (3-25) is

o 1 Z2Dg C,0

L2Ds ~zn 0 T Vg o

e 1% B e
7 0 —4 C,0

dy2D3’2 0 0 y2D3d Y2Dy (O

The interaction matrix (L,) is made up by the (2D) image coordinates of the
estimated center of the visual marker (Za2p,,J2p,), the current distance (d,,) be-
tween the planar visual marker and the current camera frame, and the difference
(dyop,, = Y2Ds — Y2p,) between the third and the second estimated (2D) im-
age points along the (y) direction of the (2D) image coordinate system. [10]
proposes other two different ways to compute the interaction matrix. The first

one is to replace the measured values (Z2p,,92D5, dm, dy, D3,2) with the desired one
(T3p5 Y305 A Ay, Dy 2). This result in a constant interaction matrix L, defined
as .
1 0 T2Dy
az, Ea
D
Lye=1| 0 -4 P (3-29)
s T
0 0 2D3d* 2Dy

The second approach aims at combined both the measured (L,) and the desired
(L,+) interaction matrices to derive an average interaction matrix (L, ) defined as

& x5
1L 0 205 4 T2pg
I I LA T dm ar,
== z* = — 1 1 Q2D5 y;D5 _
b=+t =5 O Tq T T (3-30)
0 0 y2D3d Y20, + 2D3d* 2Dy
m m

Manuel Rucci CONFIDENTIAL Master of Science Thesis



3-3 Image based visual servo controller module 71

According to the chosen interaction matrix the behavior of the controller will result
not aggressive (L« ), aggressive (L, ) or average (L., ). Given the derivative of a
(2D) image coordinate provided in Appendix C-2 and the derivative of the distance
among two (2D) image coordinate given in Appendix C-3 is possible to calculate
the derivative of the error showed in Eq. (3-25) assuming that the desired (2D)
image coordinates (23p.,y3p,, dy, D3,2) do not move on the image plane (7) where
the current image is acquired and where the estimated (2D) image points move
depending on the real position of the visual marker.

‘%2D5 _%0
é=| vops —Bp.

~

= Lva© (3-31)
A 0

dy2D3,2 -

with (Le = Ly) or (Le = Lyg+) or (Le = Ly,).

Given the three possible choice for the interaction error matrix the determinant of
the desired (L}), measured (L,) and average interaction matrix is computed. The
following conclusion have been derived.

e Measured Interaction Matrix Singularity:

Y2D3 — Y2Do
det(Ly) = ——-—"""==0
(L) 3, (3-32)
if YDy =v2p, & dpy #0

The condition that the estimated distance has to be different from zero (d,,, #
0) it is always achieved because it is not possible to see the visual marker
when the quadrotor camera is really close to it (d,, ~ 0). This means that to
be able to see the visual marker and calculate an estimation of the distance
(dp) it is required a minimum distance between visual marker and camera
allowing the visual marker to completely appear on the image plane. The
second condition regards the difference along the (y) direction between the
third and the second (2D) image points. This difference represents a measure
of the side of the visual marker. The latter can approach to zero only if the
marker rotate on the image plane. To avoid this problem it has been chosen to
do not consider the marker orientation in calculating the markers corners. The
latter are computed using the center and the side of the detected marker see
Figure 3-7 and Figure 3-8. Thanks to this choice the difference (yap, — y2p,)
it will always be different from zero. Indeed it can only be zero or get close
to zero if the visual marker is a point. However this is not the case and
thanks to the detector limitation there will always be a minimum marker size
with (yap, # y2p,) at which it is possible to detect the marker. If the size
will appear smaller than the minimum size the corners will not be detected
anymore. Thus it is possible to conclude that the condition required to avoid
that the measured interaction matrix is singular are satisfied.

e Desired Interaction Matrix Singularity;

Y5ps — Yap
det(LY) = 228 2222 — ()

if Yp,=p, & d, #0
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(c) Compute v
Imposing an exponential error decay (¢ = —Ae) is possible to retrieve the camera

In this case to avoid singularity issues is required to select the desired pa-
rameters (ygDS,yg Do dr,) such that the condition to avoid singularity are met.
(Y3p5s Y3D,» dry,) are fixed in time and they represent the desired values at which
the estimated ones have to converge. Usually in setting the mission the user
will choose the desired distance between camera and marker and the center of
the desired marker on the image plane. Given these values the desired corners
are compute as shown in the perception module outputs 3-1-2 . The desired
corners computation is equivalent at extract the desired corners from a chosen
picture where the visual marker appears in the desired position. Therefore to
be able to get the pixel points it is required that the marker is big enough so
that its corners and center can be extracted. Therefore it will never be possible
that (y3p, = Y3p,) is satisfied. The latter means that the marker has turned
into a point where all the marker’s corners and center are the same point.
In choosing properly the desired parameters it is possible to avoid singularity
issues related with the desired interaction matrix.

Average Interaction Matrix Singularity:

(dm + d:n)Q(dm (yng, - y;Dg) + d:n(y2D3 - y2D2)) _
(8d3,dx3) (3-34)
if dm(Y5ps — Y3p,) = —dp,(Y2D5 — Y2p,) & dm,dy, #0

det(L,,) =

The latter is the result of the combination of the measured and desired in-
teraction matrix. To avoid singularity in this case both the desired and the
estimated distances have to be different from zero as explained before. Then, a
second condition is required which is (dp (y5p, — Y3p,) # —d (Y25 — Y2D,))-
The latter is always satisfied because in dealing with no orientation of the
marker the desired corners will always have the same sign of the detected
ones. Furthermore also the distances (d,,,d},) need to have the same sign
which is always positive for convention. For this reason it is not possible that
(dm(Y3p, — Y5p,) = —dy,(y2Ds — Y2D,)) because this means that the desired
and estimated values will have opposite signs. It is like having the quadrotor
approaching the visual marker upside down that is not feasible. A situation in
which the condition can be satisfied is when the quadrotor’s bottom camera
is used to land on platform where a visual marker attached to it is rotating
about the vertical axis of the platform. This situation can cause the desired
and the estimated values to be equal and with different sign when the platform
is rotated 180 degree with respect to the desired values. However, even if this
occurs it has been chosen to extract the pixel points always assuming that the
visual marker orientation does not change and for this reason the condition

(dm(Y3p, — Y5p,) # —dm(Y2Ds — y2p,)) is always satisfied.

The singularity of the error interaction matrix (L.) has been studied and it is
possible to conclude that there are not singularity issues related with the desired,
measured and average interaction matrix.

C,0
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instantaneous translational camera velocities

v ¢.0 I *
c,0 e L2Ds — Top;
,O 2 c,O| _ r—1 9 —ayx
v = —A.;te = |v ye | = —ALg | Y2Ds yzp5 (3-35)
C,0 dy2D372 - dy203 5
UZC ?

where (\) is a positive convergence factor. (vg’o) represents the translational

velocities of the camera frame (C') with respect to the visual marker frame (O)
expressed in camera coordinate frame (C') . The goal of this section is to map these
velocities into the input velocities of the navigation controller framework which are
the velocities of the quadrotor robot frame (R) with respect to the visual marker
frame (O) expressed in world coordinate frame (vgfo). The rotation matrices
describing how the front and bottom camera frame are rotated with respect to
the robot frame have been presented in 3-1-2. An illustration showing how the
front camera, bottom camera, robot and world frames are oriented one respect
to each other is presented in Figure 3-4. Given these values is possible to derive
the velocity of the camera frame (C') with respect to the visual marker frame (O)
expressed in robot coordinate frame (R) as follows

R,O C,0

R C,0 RO| _ pR C,0
RC C — yC _RC ’Uyc (3—36)

R,O C,0

with (RE = Rgf) if the chosen camera is the front one or (Rf = R{ ) if the
selected camera is the bottom one. The rotation matrices values (Rgf, Rgb) are
given in Eq. (3-1). Knowing that the chosen camera is fixed with the quadrotor
and assuming that both the camera’s frames have their origin on the robot frame
it is possible to state that the velocities of the camera frame (C') with respect to
visual marker (O) expressed in robot coordinate frame (R) is equivalent to the
velocities of the robot frame (R) with respect to visual marker (O) expressed in
robot coordinate frame (R). This assumption is possible because the two cameras
are fixed with the quadrotor itself which means that moving the quadrotor the
camera will move as well in the same way. Thus it is possible to infer

vg - Vg 0 (3-37)

Given (V%O) is required to map these velocities into the corresponding velocities
expressed in world coordinate frame. To do this the rotation matrix describing how
the robot frame (R) is rotated with respect to the World frame (R}JY) is required.
The latter has been present in B-1-1 and its value is given in Eq. (B-2). Once the
rotation matrix (RY (1,6, ¢)) is available the translational velocities of the robot
frame (R) with respect to the visual marker (O) expressed in world coordinate
frame (W) are given by

W,0 R,O
Uz’ Ve

W,0 W R,O wW,O| _ pWw R,O

vp =Rpvyp~ = |vyp | = Rg |vyR (3-38)
W,0 R,O
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3-3-3 Algorithm

A summary of the overall algorithm running inside the image based visual servo module is
provided.

Algorithm 11 Image based visual servo controller module

Initialization:
1. Get default (safety_counter__threshold, Min, Max)
2: Get default variables front camera:
X = diag(f M1, Aaa, T A33), finteraction__matriz
3: Get default variables bottom camera:
by = dz’ag(b)\n, b X\oa, b/\33), binteraction_matrix
Algorithm: (Run at same frequency of image state estimator module)
. Get chosen__camera
Get safety counter
Get Rg and R}/ZV
Get (M3p,_, 4 528D,y 5.0 Dins dm)
if chosen camera = 0 then
Set (A, interaction_matriz) = (°A,%interaction_matriz)
10: else
11:  Set (A, interaction_matriz) = (f)\, finteractionimatrix)
12: end if
13: Compute e = f(ngi:w"_'E,mggi:hzms)

14: if interaction__matrixz = 0 (constant interaction matrix) then

15:  Compute L, = f<m72’2)i:1,2,-»-5’ dr,)

16: else if interaction_matriz = 1 (measured interation matrix) then
17: Compute Le = f(m5p,_ , ., dm)

18: else if interaction_matriz = 2 (average interaction matrix) then
19:  Compute L. = f(mg*Di:LZmS,ngi:L% dr,, dm)

.52 M)
20: else
21:  Compute L, = f(mgbizl b @)
22: end if
23: Compute V%O =ML le
W0 _ pW pR,,C0 . .
24: Compute v,"~ = Rp RAvZ™ (Assumption: camera frame fixed with the quadrotor)
w,0o _ _W,0
— VR =Vg

25: Check if VEV’O € [Mm Maa;}, if NOT — saturate

26: if safety_counter > safety_counter_threshold then
W,0

27: v = 03x1 (hover)

28: end if

29: Send vg/’o (Navigation controller input)
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A resume of inputs and outputs of the image bases visual servo controller module is provided.

i INPUTS
1)chosen__camera : (0 = bottom,1 = front)
2)safety_counter
3)safety counter threshold
4) Default variables front camera :
f), finteraction matrix
5)De fault variables bottom camera :
b\, Pnteraction matrix
6) Fized rotation matrix from
camera frame to robot frame : R(Pjl
TYNOT fixed rotation matrizx from
robot frame to world frame : R

9)Estimated pixel coordinates : (fjp_ , )

10) E'stimated distance in meters between
chosen camera frame and marker
(Assumption Marker is planar) : dm
11) Desired distance in meters between
chosen camera frame and marker
(Assumption Marker is planar) : dj,
12)Saturation IBV S output velocities
constraints : (Min, Max

Master of Science Thesis CONFIDENTIAL

9)Desired pizel coordinates : (mp, )

%

OuUTPUTS
1)Velocities of the robot
with respect to the marker

expressed in world coordinate frame :
W,0
YR
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Chapter 4

Experiment

4-1 Experiment description

The objective of this chapter is to validate how the vision based planner and the navigation
controller framework perform in solving a fully autonomous chosen mission. The mission
chosen to validate both the vision based planner and the navigation controller framework
designed is the following.
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Mission
1. Take_off
2. Go_to_point — {x*W y W W w*W} = [0,0,1.3,0}
3. Go_to_point — {x*w Tl w*w} = [0,2,1.3,0}
4. Rotate — *"V = —90
5. Go_to_point — {x*W y W W w*W} = [1.5,2,1.37 —90}
6. Approach_to__an_object — camera = 1 (front camera)
7. Go_to point — [x*W g W W zp*W} - [1.5,2,1.3, —90]
8. Rotate — "V = —180
9. Go_to_point — {x*W y W W ¢*W} = [1.5,0,1.3,—180}
10. Rotate — *" =90
11. Go_to_point — [x*W gy W W ¢*W} = [0,0,1.3,90}
12. Rotate — W =0
13. Go_to_point — {x*w yWw W @Z)*W} = [0,0.5,3,0}
14. Approach__to__an__object — camera = 0 (bottom camera)

15. Land

The upper mission has been designed as a sequence of task taking different inputs parameters
that can be used multiple times in the mission to achieve different goals simply assigning
to the task input parameters with different values. In designing the mission the following
quadrotor tasks have been chosen.

e Go_to_point (x

*W,y*W,Z*W,w*W) — Reach a desired pose: The goal of this
task it is given a desired pose (z*W,y*W W 4*W) to drive the quadrotor from it
its current pose up to the desired one. This is accomplished using the navigation
controller framework and a state estimator in charge of estimating the quadrotor full

states (position, velocity, acceleration, orientation).

Rotate (w*W) — Rotate keeping the same position: This task has the objective
to make the quadrotor rotate of a desired yaw angle (1»*"') minimizing the quadrotor’s
displacement from its current position. This task is also solved combining the navigation
controller framework with the state estimator. In this task it is not required to specify
the desired quadrotor position as a input parameter.

e Approach_to__an_object (camera =1) — Approach to a known either static
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or moving ArUco Marker up to a desired distance: This task has the aim
to make a quadrotor able to approach to either a static or moving ArUco marker up
to a desired distance from it keeping the center of the detected ArUco marker on a
desired position on the acquired camera image. To solve this task it has been chosen
to use the quadrotor front camera and to keep the ArUco marker static. This task is
achieved combining the vision based planner with the navigation controller framework.
A state estimator is also required with the aim to provide velocities and yaw orientation
quadrotor’s measurements. In dealing with this task the quadrotor does not require to
know neither its position in space nor the position of the marker. Indeed, it is sufficient
that the visual marker appears on the acquired camera image.

e Approach_to__an_object (camera = 0) + Land — Autonomously land on a
static platform. This task can be split in two subtasks. The first one is to approach
a platform on which an ArUco marker is placed up to a desired distance from it. It has
been chosen to keep the platform static. In doing this task it has been chosen to keep
the platform static. The second one it is to land on this platform when the quadrotor
has reached the desired distance. Thus this task has been solved combining the vision
based planner with the navigation controller framework using the quadrotor bottom
camera. Also in this case a state estimator is required with the aim to provide velocities
and yaw orientation quadrotor’s measurements .

The mission will be performed in both real flight using the AR Drone 2.0 and in simulation
environment using the Gazebo simulator in combination with the PX4 Software-In-The-Loop.
The specification of the two choices are provided.

¢ Real flight mission (AR Drone 2.0): To perform the mission in real flight an AR
drone 2.0 has been chosen. The specification of the latter are given in Appendix A
whereas the control technology allowing it to take off, land and hover without drifting
is presented in [17]. In solving the real flight mission the developed navigation controller
framework and vision based planner are combined with the Aerostack EKF state estima-
tor and with the mission planner. Furthermore the driver package ardrone autonomy
it is used to receive the onboard sensors data measurements and to send autopilot com-
mands allowing to control as desired the quadrotor. In dealing with the AR Drone 2.0
the Take off and the Land tasks described in 4-1 are performed simply sending to the
ardrone__autonomy ROS driver a specific command for the taking off task and another
for the landing task.

e Simulated flight mission (Gazebo + PX4 SITL): For the simulation flight it
has been chosen to use the Gazebo simulator combined with the PX4 Software-In-
The-Loop (SITL) [18]. This simulation runs the same firmware that is running on a
real Pixahwk! autopilot. Therefore to test how the navigation controller framework
can be combined with the Pixhawk autopilot it has been preferred to use the simulation
environment to avoid useless crashes. In this mission the gazebo ground truth data have
been used to accurately estimated the quadrotor states in the simulation environment.
In making this choice it is possible to forget the state estimation problems and validate
only the vision based planner and the navigation controller framework in an almost ideal

"https://pixhawk.org/modules/pixhawk
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condition. The Aerostack mission planner has been used as well in combination with
the developed vision based planner and navigation controller framework to make the
quadrotor performs the desired tasks. The ROS driver mavros package has been used
for both receiving data from the Pixhawk autopilot and for sending autopilot commands
to the latter. The Take off and the Land tasks in dealing with a quadrotor equipped
with Pixhawk autopilot have to be designed . Indeed there are not commands such as
in the AR Drone 2.0 to ensure a stable take off and land. To overcome this problem the
Take off task has been designed as a Go_ to_point task which means that to do solve
that both the navigation controller framework and the ground truth measurements are
required. About the Land task it has been chosen to design it simply shutting down
the motor.

To be able to combine the upper tasks in a unique fully autonomous mission the Aerostack
mission planner has been used. The idea is that each task has to be able to be used multiple
times in a mission according to a different set of parameters that are used to configure the
mission itself. For example the task Go_to_point can be used multiple times during the
mission to make the quadrotor reach different poses. The same consideration can be done for
the Rotate task which can be used to make the quadrotor rotate up to a desired yaw angle.
Also in this case it is possible that this task can be repeated different times in the same
mission. To conclude the quadrotor experiment goal is to solve a fully autonomous mission in
both real and simulation flight respectively using the AR Drone 2.0 and the Gazebo simulator
combined with the PX4-Software-In-The-Loop. The mission is the result of different tasks
( Take__off, Go_to__point,Rotate, Approach__to__an__object, Land ) which can be combined as
desired and used multiple times with different input parameters in the same mission.

4-2 Experiment requirements

ROS has been chosen as a software framework to ensure communication among different
modules. An overview of how ROS works is given in [19] whereas a more detailed explanation
is available in this book [20]. The navigation controller is made up by five different modules
(horizontal position controller, vertical position controller, horizontal speed controller, vertical
speed controller, yaw controller) representing five different ROS packages which can run
at a different frequency. The vision based planner is composed by three different modules
(perception, image state estimator, image based visual servo). All the modules have been
designed such that it is possible with a ROS service to start or stop them. However to be
able to design the desired fully autonomous mission (4-1)‘ the vision based planner and the
navigation controller framework are not enough. Indeed firstly a state estimator is requried
to get an estimate of the quadrotor states (position, velocity, acceleration and orientation),
secondly a mission planner is needed to be able to set up the mission and in particular to
allow the quadrotor to perform different tasks consecutively, finally it is required to know
how it is possible to control both the AR Drone 2.0 and a quadrotor equipped with Pixhawk
autopilot using the the navigation controller framework.
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4-2-1 State estimator

To make the quadrotor be able to move in space a quadrotor state estimator is required.
The latter is in charge of estimating the quadrotor full states (position, velocity, acceleration,
orientation) fusing together the quadrotor onboard sensors. Different choices have been done
related to the state estimator for the simulation and the real flight experiment.

e State estimator simulation experiment: For the simulation experiment it has
been preferred to use the Gazebo ground truth data measurements to test how the
vision based planner and the navigation controller framework perform with a quadrotor
equipped with a Pixhawk autopilot. Indeed the PX4 Software-In-The-Loop has been
used. It has been preferred to use the ground data in this experiment to do not add
further estimation problems in the validation of both the vision based planner and the
navigation controller framework. In making this choice it is possible to focus only on
how the developed modules behave in an almost ideal condition. Only when the sim-
ulation has been validated it is possible to move to a real flight scenario in which an
EKF is used to fuse the different on board sensors to provide the quadrotor full states
estimation.

e State estimator real flight experiment: In dealing with real flight performed
with the AR Drone 2.0 the estimation of the quadrotor states has been provided
by an EKF module available in the Aerostack. The latter fuses together the IMU
(0, gb,l/},é,q'ﬁ,w',ax,ay,az), the optical flow (&,y) and the ultrasound altimeter (z,2)
data provided by the ROS driver ardrone autonomy package to obtain an estimation

of the quadrotor states (2,5, 2W, W W W, &W, oW, TZJW) expressed in world co-
ordinate frame following ENU convention. However the estimation of the position is
performed integrating the velocities and for this reason the quadrotor will accumulated
a drift in the estimation of the latter that it will increase in time. To validate the vision
based planner and the navigation controller framework it has been chosen to use the
estimated EKF data rather than the ground truth data provided by a MOCAP system.
This choice is related to the fact that the quadrotor velocities are estimated correctly
by the EKF. This means that in making the quadrotor approaching an object up to a
desired distance all the required estimated data are available using the EKF. However
in trying to drive the quadrotor from the current to a chosen desired pose the position
estimation will accumulated drift in time. Anyway having a wrong position estimation
does not affect how the navigation controller framework tracks the desired reference. If
the measurements are wrong the navigation controller framework will track the wrong
ones. The drawback is that it thinks to have reached a pose in space that it is not the
real one. Furthermore, it is has been chosen to do not rely on the MOCAP system in
doing the mission because it is an expensive system that cannot be moved freely from
one location to another. For this reason it has be preferred to validate the developed
modules using EKF estimated data rather than the ground truth ones to increase the
level of autonomy of the mission. Anyway the ground truth data have been collected for
comparison purpose. The EKF estimated data are provided at a frequency of (30Hz)
because optical flow data are derived from sequences of images acquired by the bot-
tom camera of the AR Drone which runs at (30Hz). The estimated data are used as
feedbacks in the navigation controller framework (see Figure 2-1 ).
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4-2-2 Mission planner

They are a set of modules available in the Aerostack that allow to define a mission in which the
quadrotor has to face different tasks. Each quadrotor task is solved thanks to the combination
of different modules that has to be started. When the task is solved all the modules associated
with the solved task are stopped and a new task with new associated modules can start.
To be able to perform different tasks in the same mission a mission planner is required.
The Aerostack mission planner has been used to build the desired mission. The latter is
composed by a python mission interpreter in charge of reading a python mission file and
by an Executive system which is in charge of starting and stopping different ROS modules
according to a specific task that the quadrotor has to face. A detailed explanation of how it
works it available here [21],[22] [23]. The main idea behind this system is that a quadrotor
mission can be divided into multiple tasks that the quadrotor has to accomplish. These tasks
are called behaviors. To solve these problems the quadrotor requires different modules to be
started. The knowledge of which module is associated to a certain behavior is provided a
priori by an operator. To conclude, a mission is sequence of behaviors where each behavior
requires a set of modules to be activated. A behavior condition is introduced inside each
behavior and it is used to tell to the mission planner when a specific task is solved. Indeed,
when the condition is satisfied a new behavior can start. The advantage of this approach it
is that simply modifying the behavior parameters and arranging them in a different order it
is possible to build different mission in a fast an easy way. For the sake of this thesis three
different behaviors have been used to design the final mission used to validate the vision based
planner and the navigation controller framework. They are summarized as follows

e Go_to_point: This behavior takes as input the desired pose (z*W, W, W *W)
from the mission file. Then, it activates all the modules associated to it. The modules
associated to this behavior in both the real flight and in the simulated flight are provided

in the following table.

Table 4-1: The table shows the Go_to_point behavior's inputs and the modules that has to be
started to solve the Go_to_point task in both real and simulation flight.

Behaviors Required ROS packages AR | Required ROS  packages
Drone 2.0 Gazebo + PX4 SITL
horizontal position controller | ground truth

Go__to_point vertical position controller horizontal position controller
horizontal speed controller vertical position controller

Inputs: yaw controller horizontal speed controller

(W W W W EKF vertical speed controller

yaw controller

This means that to be able to perform the two missions it is required to distinguish
among modules associated to the behavior Go_to_ point in the real and in the simulation
flight. Given Table 4-1 it is possible to state that the behavior Go_ to_ point goal is to
drive a quadrotor from it is current pose to a desired one. The choice of the desired
pose is provided in the mission file. Because a behavior represents a quadrotor task a
condition is required to end the task. The stop condition associated to the behavior
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Go_to_point is

V@ W —aW)2 4 (W — gW)2 4 (W — 2W)2 4 (W — W)2 < (4-1)

which means that the quadrotor has reached the desired pose with a pose error smaller
than a chosen preloaded threshold value (0,). The latter is used to increase or decrease
the accuracy of the behavior Go_to_point.

e Rotate: This behavior takes as input the desired yaw angle (¢*") from the mission
file. Then, it activates all the modules associated to it. The modules associated to this
behavior in both the real flight and in the simulated flight are provided in the following
table.

Table 4-2: The table shows the Rotate behavior’'s input and the modules that has to be started
to solve the Rotate task in both real and simulation flight.

Behaviors Required ROS packages AR | Required ROS  packages
Drone 2.0 Gazebo + PX4 SITL
horizontal position controller | ground truth

Rotate vertical position controller horizontal position controller
horizontal speed controller vertical position controller

Input: yaw controller horizontal speed controller

() EKF vertical speed controller

yaw controller

According to Table 4-2 it is possible to see that the same modules of the Go_to_ point
behavior are started. The difference between the two modules it is that the Rotate be-
havior only takes as input the desired yaw angle an not the position that the quadrotor
has to reach. This means that this behavior allows the quadrotor to rotate on it is
current position. Indeed the desired position in this case it is the first position mea-
surements that the state estimator provides when the Rotate behavior is started. The
stop condition associated to the behavior Rotate is

WY — V| < oy (4-2)

which means that the quadrotor has reached the desired yaw angle with an error smaller
than a chosen preloaded threshold value (o). The latter is used to increase or decrease
the accuracy of the behavior Rotate. It has been preferred to start all the controllers of
the navigation controller framework and not only the yaw controller because it is better
if the quadrotor rotate keeping itself in the same position. To do this all the navigation
controller framework are required.

e Approach_to_an_ object: This behavior takes as input the desired camera that it has
to use to approach an object. This input parameter is used to tell to the vision based
planner which camera it has to use either front or bottom for the solution of the task.
Simply changing this value the Approach_to__an__object behavior can be used to follow
an object using the front camera of to autonomously land either on a static or moving
platform using the bottom camera. The modules associate to this behavior in both the
real flight and in the simulated flight are provided in the following table.
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Table 4-3: The table shows the behavior used in the chosen mission together with the module
associated to them for both real and simulated flight.

Behaviors Required ROS packages AR | Required ROS  packages
Drone 2.0 Gazebo + PX4 SITL
perception ground truth

Approach_to_an_ object image state estimator perception
image based visual servo image state estimator

Input: horizontal speed controller image based visual servo

(chosen__camera) yaw controller horizontal speed controller
EKF vertical speed controller

yaw controller

From Table 4-3 it is possible to see that this behavior combines both the developed
vision based planner and the navigation controller framework to solve the task. The
condition chosen to stop the behavior is that the IBVS error defined in Eq. (3-25) is
smaller than a chosen threshold value (o7pys). This behavior is in charge of starting
all the modules required to make the quadrotor approach to an object up to a desired
distance keeping the center of the latter in a precise desired image position. Thus it is
possible to conclude that the condition used to stop the modules is

erpvs < OIBVS (4-3)

To conclude it is possible to say that the design of the mission presented in 4-1 is a combination
of behaviors which requires different modules to be activated. The main advantage of this
design it is that the same behavior can be used multiple times in the same mission and it can
be configured with different input parameters. In addition combining the presented behaviors
in a different way it is possible to easily design different missions.

4-2-3 Autopilot drivers

To be able to communicate with AR Drone 2.0 and with the Pixhawk autopilot two different
open source ROS drivers are required.

e ardrone_autonomy %: This ROS package it is used to control the AR. Drone 2.0 using
ROS as a software communication framework. Thanks to this package it is possible to
both read the AR Drone 2.0 onboard sensor data and send Parrot autopilot commands
(PAg* PAg* PAzx PAJx) to control as desired the quadrotor.

e mavros®: This ROS package it is used to coomunicate with the Pixhawk autopilot.

In particular the mavros package it is used to deal with a MAVLink communication
protocol were MAV stands for Micro Aerial Vehicle. Thanks to this ROS package it is
possible to both read the Pixhawk autopilot sensor data and send Pixahwk autopilot
commands (PIO*R,PI ¢ B PLypR PLT*R) 6 control the quadrotor.

’http://wiki.ros.org/ardrone_autonomy
3http://wiki.ros.org/mavros
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However different autopilots requires different autopilot commands to be sent and different
convention can be used to express them. For this reason it is required to find the relation
between the navigation controller framework outputs and both the Parrot and Pixahwk au-
topilot commands. In the following subsection it is explained how the navigation controller
framework outputs are related with both the Parrot and Pixhawk ones. (see Figure 2-1).

4-2-4 How to use the navigation controller framework to control an AR. Drone
2.0?

The Parrot AR Drone 2.0 autopilot commands (P46*, PAg*, PAz* PAy*) convention used in
the ROS ardrone__autonomy driver package is the following.

PApR ¢ {—1 1} (+ forward, —backward)
PAGR ¢ [—1 1} (+leftward, —rightward)
PA xR ¢ [—1 1} (+upward, —downward)

PAYR ¢ [—1 1} (+ccw, —cw)

Given the navigation controller framework conventions available on Table 2-1 and illustrated
on Figure 2-2 the mapping between Parrot Autopilot commands (P AgrRt PAgxR PAzxR P Aw*R)
and navigation controller framework commands (O*R, o*, AR, Aw*R) is given by

PAH*R — Q*R
PA Cb*R — _ ¢*R

2-:*
PA QL*R — ¢*R

where (P AgrR PAgxR PAzxR P AL&*R) represent the Autopilot commands that is required to
send to the ROS Driver package ardrone__autonomy to control the Parrot AR Drone 2.0. An
illustration of the convention used to represent both the Parrot Autopilot and the navigation

framework commands is provided.

Master of Science Thesis CONFIDENTIAL Manuel Rucci



86 Experiment

Figure 4-1: Frame convention used to Figure 4-2: Frame convention
express the Parrot AR Drone 2.0 Au- (ENU) used for the Navigation con-
topilots commands troller framework outputs commands

It is interesting to underline that the ROS Driver package bebop__autonomy * used to control
the Parrot Bebop 2.0 follows the same Autopilot commands convention of the AR Drone 2.0.
Thus it is possible to infer that the autopilot commands showed in Eq. (4-5) can also be used
to control the Parrot Bebop 2.0. The specification of both AR Drone 2.0 and Bebop 2.0 are
given in Appendix A.

4-2-5 How to use the navigation controller framework to control a quadrotor
equipped with Pixhawk autopilot?

To test the navigation controller framework with the Pixahawk autopilot [24] the Gazebo
simulator combined with the PX4 Software-In-The-Loop has been used. This simulation runs
the same firmware that is running on a real Pixahwk autopilot. Therefore to test how the
navigation controller framework can be combined with the Pixhawk autopilot it has been
preferred to use the simulation environment to avoid useless crashes. The convention used to
send Pixhawk autopilots commands to the ROS driver package mavoros are summarized as
follows

Pigelt ¢ [—1 1} (+backward, — forward)
PILyxR ¢ {—1 1} (+rightward, —le ftward) (46)
PIT=R ¢ [0 1} (+upward, —downward)
PLyR ¢ {—1 1} (+cw, —ccw)

Given Eq. (4-6) it is possible to conclude that (PZg*E L ¢*E PILy*E) follow NED convention
whereas (P I *R) follows ENU convention. The mapping between navigation controller out-

‘http://wiki.ros.org/bebop_autonomy
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puts (07, ¢ T+ 4)*R) and the autopilot commands (1@ PL gt PLp*R PLyxR) that it
is required to send to the ROS driver package mavros is provided.

PIgsR _ _p*R

PI ¢*R — ¢*R

PIT* — T*R (4—7)

Ply* = — (%bﬁMU + Zb*R)

where (FPIy*E € {—ﬂ ﬂ} [rad]) is the reference yaw expressed in NED convention, (1%, €
{—W W} {rad]) is the yaw derived from the IMU data expressed in ENU convention ob-

tained subscribing to the /mavros/imu/data topic and (*F € {—0.4 0.4} [rad/s]) is the
output of the yaw controller module which follows ENU convention. A sample code is
available in Appendix B-3 with aim to show how it is possible to send both open loop
(PLorR PL xR PLT*R PLy*R) and navigation controller outputs (6*F, ¢* T*% 4*F) com-
mands to the mavros ROS driver package to control a quadrotor equipped with Pixhawk
autopilot. An illustration showing the Pixhawk autopilot commands convention with respect
to the navigation controller framework ones is provided.

X PlruR @Xx ‘T*R
oY PR ey
ez g oz

1 i

y 4
Figure 4-3: Frame convention used Figure 4-4: Frame convention used
for the Pixhawk autopilot commands for the navigation controller outputs
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Chapter 5

Results

In this chapter the results of the experiment described in chapter 4 are presented. In particular
these results are related to the mission described in 4-1 which it has been chosen to perform
in both real flight using the AR Drone 2.0 and in simulation flight combining the Gazebo
simulator with the PX4 Software-In-The-Loop.

5-1 Simulation experiment
The video associated to the simulation experiment presented in this section is available here.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ca6HT5rsF5Q

Another video representing the same experiment where the platform it is performing a circular
motion it provided at this link (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=IPOspKf_1Rw). For the
sake of this thesis it has been preferred to see how the vision based planned perform using
static platform rather than a moving one to be able to visualize clearly the trajectory of the
estimated marker’s corners and center with respect to the desired ones.

5-1-1 Default parameters used in the simulation experiment (Simulation Pix-
hawk autopilot)

The navigation controller framework and the vision based planner parameters that have been
used to perform the fully autonomous mission described in 4-1 are provided. The description
of their meaning together with the explanation of how they are derived is given in chapter 2
and 3.
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Table 5-1: Horizontal position controller module default parameters (Simulation Pixhawk au-

topilot)
Sampling time | 2DOF PID gains Saturations Derivative error and Anti windup
boundaries reference filter gains
Thre — (.1g K(m*,a%)—)z’* -1 U(x*,i)—)i" -1 bl (z*,8)—d* T bl (z*,2)—&* Fal
s . p = Min = enableg,,’ "= = True enableg,; " " = False
et L R DY O B iy
*,AH'* *7A .k * A % *’AA)'* _
T =1 Y)Y * Bymar (v 9)—=9" _
c(r*,i)%i* _ 0 UMar = 1 Nr(’w 7$)—11/A :{VR Kaw = NR
K,()y*’@)_’y* -1 enable&iﬂ?:’y =True

Kc(ly*’g)ﬁy.* =05
KO =i
pw =9t — 1
AR I

N D=9 — 173

) P
enablei’éf’y) Y = False
filter

NP N.R,

Table 5-2: Vertical position controller module default parameters (Simulation Pixhawk autopilot)

Sampling time

2DOF PID gains

Saturations
boundaries

Derivative error and
reference filter gains

Anti windup

TvPe = 0.1s

K;gz*,z*)az* -1

Kl(iz )2 -0
Zl(z*,,é)—»z'* —0

B R

C(z*,é)%i* =0

Uiy ==
2¥,2) =2
UMa;E =1

enable&z*’é)%i* = False

€T filter
N(gz*,i)—)z‘* — N.R

2%, 2) =3
enable( ) = False
ref fiter

NE A7 _ N R

enable(z*’i)ﬁi* = False

antiyindup

K92 _ N R

Table 5-3: Horizontal speed controller module default parameters (Simulation Pixhawk autopilot)

Sampling time

2DOF PID gains

Saturations
boundaries

Derivative error and
reference filter gains

Anti windup

Thse = 0.033s

K5 970 — 0,253
K{97% = 0,025
K970 — 0115
p(#" 8 =00 — 0,55
c(i*f{_*e” =1.73
K070 = 0.253
K@ 92% = _0.025
K079 = 0115
™) =dv = 0.55
9= ée =173

Usion 7% = ~022
U800 _ o
Ul — .2
Ul D= — 0.2

(z*,2)—*
derfilter
NP7 3439
(z* ,&)—d*
enablemffmﬁr = False
N(z*,;ﬁ)—m’c* _
T

enable =True

(" 9)—y*
derf’ilter

N 979 — 3439

(y*,9)—y*
enable = False
TE.ffmer

N2 N.R.

enable = True

(z* &) —i*

enable ;- " = True
* *}'*
KD =10,
T
enablel? ;970 = Trye

antiyindup

K077 =10,
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Table 5-4: Vertical speed controller module default parameters (Simulation Pixhawk autopilot)
Sampling time | 2DOF PID gains Saturations Derivative error and Anti windup
boundaries reference filter gains
T3Pe = 0.033s KISZ::’Z:)_’T“ =2.014 UZ(\;:;ZZ)_’T“ =0 6nable£li,i)lzy?“ = True enablfgit’ii:f:; = True
Ky 77 = 0331 | U0 =1 N7 =299 K& =10

KEI2T — 0502
bE =T = (.574
#9210 = 1.208

.*’f ST,
enable’ ) = False
Teffilter

NEAO2T _ N R

Table 5-5: Yaw controller module default parameters (Simulation Pixhawk autopilot)

Sampling time

2DOF PID gains

Saturations
boundaries

Derivative error and
reference filter gains

Anti windup

TV =0.1s

K7~ 05
K=
KD g
)=t — 1
W)= —

Min

Max

U(w*ﬂ/})ﬁ‘/}* =04
U(w*ﬂl’)ﬁd)* =04

(") =d* _ False

Ade'f'f.ilte'r'
N7V = N.R.
enableg’é’;w)—w* = False

Filter

N2 Z N R,

enable

(" )" _ False

antivindup

K7 — NR.

enable

Table 5-6: Perception module default parameters (ArUco marker has been used)

Ideal centers | Camera parameters: Marker parameters | Rotation matrix from
and  desired | Front image (48x640) camera to robot frame
distance Bottom image (480x640)

Tug = 240 ! frnm = 7.6 ! sidem = 170 0 0 1

for =320 Tsp,,, =9.9382 fID* =12 RE =|-1 0 0
Fd,, =1000 | Timy, ., =480 bsidemm = 170 -1 0

bur = 240 8 frm = 7.6 bID* =9 0 -1 0

by =320 bsp,,. = 17.938 Rgb =|-1 0 0
bdx . =750 bimy, .. = 480 0 0 -1

pix

Table 5-7: Image state estimator module default parameters (ArUco marker has been used)

Master of Science Thesis

Estimation approach

Kalman filter approach default
parameters

selector =1
(0 = Static approach,
1 = Kalman filter ap-

proach)

T, = 0.033s
01 0 0 0
0 01 0 0

Qraxa=|o o 05 0
0 0 0 05

3 0
Ryoyo = {0 3}
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Table 5-8: Image based visual servo module default parameters

Safety and saturation constraint
variables

IBVS default parameters

safety counter_threshold = 80
Min = —1
Maz =1

Finteractionmairiz = 0

0.6 O 0

fAgxs=10 06 0
0 0 04

binteractionmairiz = 0

0.7 0 0

PAgxs = | 0 07 0
0 0 0.15

5-1-2 Simulation experiment results

*W s W _xW
=T 'Y ) %

—.CfZW ~W ,7:’W
" Ground Truth’ ¥ Ground Truth’ “Ground Truth

¢W
Ground Truth

z [m]

y [m] 2 1.5

x [m]

Figure 5-1: The figure shows the quadrotor's (3D) trajectory associated to the quadrotor's
mission 4-1. The simulation is performed in the Gazebo simulation environment using the Pix-
hawk Software-In-The-Loop. The ground truth data are used to estimate the quadrotor’s states
(position,velocity,acceleration,orientation) expressed in world coordinate frame. The numbers ap-
pearing on the figure are used to indicate the mission task’'s number that the quadrotor is facing.
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.’13*W, y*W’ Z*W

W ~TV 5w
" Ground Truth’ Y Ground Truth’ ©Ground Truth

¢W
Ground Truth
-1 18]

E
> 0.5 -
1k
1.5
o= NN N NN N, Y, S, N N, N N N NN —
2.5 | | | | |
1.5 1 0.5 0 -0.5

X [m]

Figure 5-2: The figure shows the (2D) quadrotor's trajectory associated to the quadrotor mission
4-1 which it stands for how the quadrotor moves along the (x) and (y) direction of the world
coordinate frame. The numbers appearing on the figure are used to indicate the mission task's
number that the quadrotor is facing.

2 1 I e
0.5+
)
= 0
E,
-0.5
05| —CC*W
S T
Ground Truth
1 ‘ ‘ -1 ‘ ‘
0 50 100 0 50 100
time [s] time [s]

Figure 5-3: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's ground truth estimated (")
position (red line) with respect to the desired reference (z*"V) (blue line). On the right side it
is shown the output of the horizontal position controller module (i*"V) representing the desired
reference velocity along the (z) direction of the quadrotor expressed in world coordinate frame.
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1 o 0.15
—/:W
T Ground Truth 0.1+
05 ¢
0.05 r
-0.05 |
-0.5 +
-0.1 ¢
-1 ‘ L -0.15 ‘ ‘
0 50 100 0 50 100
time [s] time [s]

Figure 5-4: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's ground truth estimated (")
velocity (red line) with respect to the desired reference (i*") (blue line). On the right side
it is shown the output of the horizontal speed controller module (8*%) representing the desired
reference pitch angle of the quadrotor expressed in robot coordinate frame.

_y*W
25 e ‘ 1 I | W
~YGround Truth )
2 L 4
15l 0.5
1 [ —
— (2]
E 2 0
05+ E
0 o 05+
-0.5
-1 ‘ -1 4 ‘
0 50 100 0 50 100
time [s] time [s]

Figure 5-5: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's ground truth estimated (§")
position (red line) with respect to the desired reference (y*") (blue line). On the right side it
is shown the output of the horizontal position controller module (¢*"V) representing the desired
reference velocity along the (y) direction of the quadrotor expressed in world coordinate frame.
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1.5 e ‘ 0.1
—/:W
YGround Truth
1F 1 0.05 ¢
0
w 5
€ S
- -0.05 |
-0.1 ¢
‘ ‘ 0.15 ‘ ‘
0 50 100 0 50 100
time [s] time [s]

Figure 5-6: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's ground truth estimated (")
velocity (red line) with respect to the desired reference (y*") (blue line). On the right side it
is shown the output of the horizontal speed controller module (¢*%#) representing the desired

reference roll angle of the quadrotor expressed in robot coordinate frame.

*W

—
3.5 _QW ‘ 1
Ground Truth
3+ . 0.8 -
0.6
0.4
@
E 02
0
-0.2
‘ ‘ -0.4 ‘ ‘
0 50 100 0 50 100
time [s] time [s]

Figure 5-7: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's ground truth estimated (2")
position (red line) with respect to the desired reference (2*"') (blue line). On the right side
it is shown the output of the vertical position controller module (3*") representing the desired
reference velocity along the (z) direction of the quadrotor expressed in world coordinate frame.
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Figure 5-8: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's ground truth estimated (")
velocity (red line) with respect to the desired reference (:*') (blue line). On the right side it
is shown the output of the vertical speed controller module (T*%~W) representing the desired
reference thrust along the (z) direction of the quadrotor expressed in robot coordinate frame.

‘ ‘ 0.1 : :
3 i _&*R%W
0.05 +
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015 | Il |
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Figure 5-9: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's ground truth estimated (iW) angle
(red line) with respect to the desired reference (¥*"') (blue line). On the right side it is shown
the output of the yaw controller module (1/}*W) representing the desired reference yaw angle of
the quadrotor expressed in world coordinate frame.

Manuel Rucci CONFIDENTIAL Master of Science Thesis



5-1 Simulation experiment 97
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0.1 -

y [m]
C

0.1 0.2

x [m]

0.3 0.4 0 time [s]

Figure 5-10: The figure shows the evolution in time of the estimated marker’s corners and center
(start x, end o) towards the desired ones (¢). The number 6 appearing in the figure it is used
to underline that these results belong to the quadrotor task number 6. The latter consists in
approaching a static visual marker using the front camera up to a desired distance which it is
equivalent to drive on the current (2D) image plane the estimated corners towards the desired
ones.

-0.15
-0.1 ¢

-0.05 -
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Figure 5-11: The figure shows the trajectories of the estimated corners and center (start x, end
o) towards the desired ones (¢) on the (2D) image coordinate plane. This result is associated to
quadrotor task number 6.
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0.5

=|lell
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time [s] time [s]

Figure 5-12: The figure shows on the left side the estimated distance (d red line) between
quadrotor and ArUco marker computed using Eq. (3-9) with respect to the desired chosen value
(d* blue line). On the right side it is shown the evolution in time of the norm of the IBVS error
given in Eq. (3-25). The result shows in this figure belongs to the mission task number 6 in which
the quadrotor uses the front camera to approach a static object up to a desired distance (equal
to 1m), minimizing the error (|e|) between the estimated and the desired marker’s corners and

center.
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Figure 5-13: The figure shows the evolution in time of the estimated marker’s corners and
center (start x, end o) towards the desired ones (¢). This figure is associated to the mission task
number 14. The latter consists in making the quadrotor approaching a static visual marker using
the bottom camera up to a desired distance. This task is equivalent to say that the quadrotor is
autonomously landing on a static platform on which the ArUco visual marker is placed. Indeed
when the quadrotor reach the desired a land command is sent.
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0.2 -
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Figure 5-14: The figure shows the trajectories of the estimated corners and center (start X, end
o) towards the desired ones (¢) on the (2D) image coordinate plane. In particular it represents
how the estimated marker’s corners and center move towards the desired ones. This figure is
associated to the mission task number 14.
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Figure 5-15: The figure shows on the left side the estimated distance (d red line) between
quadrotor and ArUco marker computed using Eq. (3-9) with respect to the desired chosen value
(d* blue line). On the right side it is shown the evolution in time of the norm of the IBVS error
given in Eq. (3-25). The result shows in this figure belongs to the mission task number 14 in which
the quadrotor uses the bottom camera to approach a static object up to a desired distance (equal
to 0.75m), minimizing the error (|e|) between the estimated and the desired marker's corners and
center. When this distance is reached the quadrotor lands on the platform.

5-2 Real flight experiment

The video associated to the real flight experiment presented in this section is available here.
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=T6Ep4t_QX6M

Another video showing how the quadrotor is able to follow using the front camera a vi-
sual marker is provided here (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=GssfIm8wolMg) and here
(https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Eot1V2JZUf4).

5-2-1 Default parameters used in the real experiment (AR Drone 2.0))

The navigation controller framework and the vision based planner parameters that have been
used to perform the fully autonomous mission described in 4-1 are provided. The description
of their meaning together with the explanation of how they are derived is given in chapter 2
and 3 . Available in Appendix B-2 are also the results associated to the experiments that have
been done to properly select the controller parameters of the navigation controller framework.
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Table 5-9: Horizontal position controller module default parameters (Parrot AR. DRONE 2.0)

Sampling time | 2DOF PID gains

Saturations
boundaries

Derivative error and
reference filter gains

Anti windup

Thre = 0.1s K928 05
Ka(l:p*,:i)ﬁw‘* -0
fo*,f)—)z’* -0
b(ac*,fc)—m’c* =1
c(r*,.i)—>i* =0
Kéy*7’g)_)y* — 0.5
Kéy*’g)*)y.* =0
i(y*v?))—ﬂll* =0
p =t —
W= —

Uyl =1

(z*,&)—a™
derfitter
N7 173

(z*,2)—a* _
6nableTeffilter = False
N(I*ﬂ?)ﬁi* _

. =

)=y
Tfilter
e
N O =173

(W™, 9)—y" _
enablereffilter - False

N7 — N.R.

enable = True

enableg; = True

(z",@)—d" _
enableamiwiww = False

(¢*,3)—d*

Kow’ - A)j'* .
Yo=Y

enabley,, ;" = False

K977 = N.R.

Table 5-10: Vertical position controller module default parameters (Parrot AR.

DRONE 2.0)

Sampling time | 2DOF PID gains Saturations Derivative error and Anti windup
boundaries reference filter gains
T3P =0.1s K{,Z:Z;Hi =1 U%;;’f;%z* =1 enable&'z;’g:f* = False enableflf;;i);i; = False
2 ,2)—z )= 2 * A s * 4 . x
K =0 Ul o7 = NG NR K92 — NR.

i(z*,ﬁ)—m’* —0
b(z*,é)ﬁz'* -1

C(z*,é)%z‘* =0

2*,2)—i*
enable( 2) = False
ref firter

NE A7 _ N R

Table 5-11: Horizontal speed controller module default parameters (Parrot AR.

Sampling time | 2DOF PID gains

Saturations
boundaries

Derivative error and
reference filter gains

DRONE 2.0)

Anti windup

TP*¢=0033s | (D20 (319

Ki(a.:*’j:)ﬁeu — 0.181
b("i"*’%)_}al’ = 0549
@) =00 = 1,729
Kgg 7y)—><25'u — 0367
C(y*’y)ﬁ)(ﬁv = 1.723

Usion 7% = ~022
U800 _ o
Ul — .2
Ul D= — 0.2

(z*,2)—*
derfilter
N D= _ 4337
(z* ,&)—d*
enablemffmﬁr = False
N(z*,;ﬁ)—m’c* _
T

enable =True

(" 9)—y*
derf’ilter

NY 9= — 4979

(y*,9)—y*
enable = False
TE.ffmer

N2 N.R.

enable = True

(z* &) —i*

enable ;- " = True
* *}'*
KD =10,
T
enablel? ;970 = Trye

antiyindup

K077 =10,
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Table 5-12: Yaw controller module default parameters (Parrot AR. DRONE 2.0)

Sampling time | 2DOF PID gains Saturations Derivative error and Anti windup
boundaries reference filter gains
Ty =0.1s K,(,w*’w)ﬁw* =12 Uﬁ;w)ﬁw* =-04 enable&g;ﬁz:w* = False enablegﬁ;;ﬁ;?g = False
Ky =0 Uptas ™" =04 | N0 Z N R, KU D7 Z NR.
K iw)fw =0 enableif}ﬁ’l)ﬁw* = False
b(w*7¢)_)¢* _ 1 w* 1[} J*tgr
)=t _ NI NR,
Table 5-13: Perception module default parameters (ArUco marker has been used)
Ideal centers | Camera parameters: Marker parameters | Rotation matrix from
and  desired | Front image (360x640) camera to robot frame
distance Bottom image (360x640)
fug =180 F foum = 7.6 I sidemm = 255 0 1
Foz =320 Tsp,,. =9.9382 FID* =13 RE =|-1 0 0
Fd,m = 1000 | Timy, . = 360 bsidem = 255 -1 0
buz = 180 b frnm = 7.6 bID* =2 -1 0
byr = 320 bsp,. = T7.938 RE=1|-1 0 o0
bdx =750 bimp,,,, = 360 0 -1
Table 5-14: Image state estimator module default parameters (ArUco marker has been used)

Manuel Rucci

Estimation approach

Kalman filter approach default
parameters

selector =1

(0 = Static approach,
1 = Kalman filter ap-
proach)

T, = 0.033s
01 0 0 0
0 01 0 0
Qraxa=|o o 05 0
0 0 0 05

3 0
Ryoyo = {0 3}
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Table 5-15: Image based visual servo module default parameters

Safety and saturation constraint
variables

IBVS default parameters

safety counter_threshold = 40
Min = —1
Maz =1

Finteractionmatriz = 2

0.65 0 0
fxgxs=1 0 045 0
0 0 0.6
binteractionmairiz = 2
03 O 0
PAgxs = | 0 02 0
0 0 0.3

5-2-2 Real flight experiment results

*W W W
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Figure 5-16: The figure shows the quadrotor's (3D) trajectory associated to the quadrotor's

real flight mission.

The mission is performed using the AR Drone 2.0. An EKF is used to

estimate the quadrotor's states (position (red line) ,velocity,acceleration,orientation) expressed in
world coordinate frame. The yellow arrows are used to represent the quadrotor estimated yaw
angle during the mission. The purple line represents the ground truth data measured during the
Approach_to_an_object (visual servoing) tasks (6 and 14). The latter shows that the quadrotor
is moving correctly toward the goal identified by the dashed blue line although the estimation of
the position provided by the EKF (red line) is wrong. This occurs because during task 6 and 14
only EKF velocity measurements and visual information are used. The numbers appearing on the
figure are used to indicate the mission task’'s number that the quadrotor is facing.
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Figure 5-17: The figure shows the (2D) quadrotor's trajectory associated to the quadrotor
mission which it stands for how the quadrotor moves along the (z) and (y) direction of the world
coordinate frame. The numbers appearing on the figure are used to indicate the mission task's
number that the quadrotor is facing.
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Figure 5-18: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's EKF estimated (") position
(red line) with respect to the desired reference (z*"V) (blue line). The ground truth position
(@Y ocap) (vellow line) is provided for a comparison purpose. On the right side it is shown
the output of the horizontal position controller module (i*"V') representing the desired reference
velocity along the (z) direction of the quadrotor expressed in world coordinate frame.
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Figure 5-19: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's EKF estimated (") velocity
(red line) with respect to the desired reference (i*") (blue line). The ground truth velocity
(2} ocap) (vellow line) is provided for a comparison purpose. On the right side it is shown the
output of the horizontal speed controller module (6*F) representing the desired reference pitch
angle of the quadrotor expressed in robot coordinate frame.
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Figure 5-20: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's EKF estimated (§"V) position
(red line) with respect to the desired reference (y*"') (blue line). The ground truth position
(9% ocap) (yellow line) is provided for a comparison purpose. On the right side it is shown
the output of the horizontal position controller module (3*"V) representing the desired reference
velocity along the (y) direction of the quadrotor expressed in world coordinate frame.
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Figure 5-21: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's EKF estimated (") velocity
(red line) with respect to the desired reference (7*"') (blue line). The ground truth velocity
UV ocap) (vellow line) is provided for a comparison purpose. On the right side it is shown the
output of the horizontal speed controller module (¢*#) representing the desired reference pitch

angle of the quadrotor expressed in robot coordinate frame.

4
— Z*W
W
—ZEKF
3 2W
MOCAP
2 L

[m/s]

0 50 100 0 50 100
time [s] time [s]
Figure 5-22: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's EKF estimated (2"V) position
(red line) with respect to the desired reference (2*"') (blue line). The ground truth position
(2¥ ocap) (vellow line) is provided for a comparison purpose. On the right side it is shown

the output of the horizontal position controller module (2*"V) representing the desired reference
velocity along the (z) direction of the quadrotor expressed in world coordinate frame.
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Figure 5-23: The figure shows on the left side the quadrotor's EKF estimated (¢/"V) angle (red
line) with respect to the desired reference (¢*"V) (blue line). The ground truth angle (¥} 50 4p)

(yellow line) is provided for a comparison purpose On the right side it is shown the output of

the yaw controller module (1/}*W) representing the desired reference yaw angle of the quadrotor
expressed in world coordinate frame.
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Figure 5-24: The figure shows the evolution in time of the estimated marker’s corners and center
(start x, end o) towards the desired ones (¢). The number 6 appearing in the figure it is used
to underline that these results belong to the quadrotor task number 6. The latter consists in
approaching a static visual marker using the front camera up to a desired distance which it is
equivalent to drive on the current (2D) image plane the estimated corners towards the desired
ones. To solve this task front camera image information together with the EKF velocities and
yaw angle measurements have been used.
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Figure 5-25: The figure shows the trajectories of the estimated corners and center (start x, end
o) towards the desired ones (¢) on the (2D) image coordinate plane. In particular it represents
how the estimated marker corners and center move towards the desired ones.
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Figure 5-26: The figure shows on the left side the estimated distance (d red line) between
quadrotor and ArUco marker computed using Eq. (3-9) with respect to the desired chosen value
(d* blue line). On the right side it is shown the evolution in time of the norm of the IBVS error
given in Eq. (3-25). The result shows in this figure belongs to the mission task number 6 in which
the quadrotor uses the front camera to approach a static object up to a desired distance (equal
to 1m), minimizing the error (|e|) between the estimated and the desired marker’s corners and
center.
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Figure 5-27: The figure shows the evolution in time of the estimated marker's corners and
center (start X, end o) towards the desired ones (¢) during the quadrotor mission task number
14. The latter consists in making the quadrotor approaching a static visual marker using the
bottom camera up to a desired distance.
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Figure 5-28: The figure shows the trajectories of the estimated points (start x, end o) towards
the desired ones (¢) on the (2D) image plane during the quadrotor task number 14. The top
right figure spikes represent the estimated points predicted by the image state estimator module
(Kalman filter with velocity constant model) when a detection is lost. A fast converge to the
new detected points is obtained setting the diagonal values of the measurement covariance matrix
(Rr,,,) to small values (high confidence in the measurements) (see Table 5-14 pixel unit).

Manuel Rucci CONFIDENTIAL Master of Science Thesis



5-2 Real flight experiment 111

3 " 1 w w
—d —|le]l
—d
2.5 . 0.8
2 0.6
E E
1.5+ . 04+
1 0.2
——
0.5 : ‘ 0 ‘ ‘
0 10 20 0 10 20
time [s] time [s]

Figure 5-29: The figure shows on the left side the estimated distance (d red line) between
quadrotor and ArUco marker computed using Eq. (3-9) with respect to the desired chosen value
(d* blue line). On the right side it is shown the evolution in time of the norm of the IBVS error
given in Eq. (3-25). The result shows in this figure belongs to the mission task number 14 in which
the quadrotor uses the bottom camera to approach a static object up to a desired distance (equal
to 0.75m), minimizing the error (|e|) between the estimated and the desired marker's corners and
center. When this distance is reached the quadrotor lands on the platform.
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Chapter 6

Conclusions

In this thesis a quadrotor controller framework and a vision based planner have been devel-
oped. The explanation of how they have been designed it is provided respectively in chapter
2 and 3. The experiment chosen to validate them has been presented in chapter 4 and the
associated results have been shown in 5. It is time now to derive the conclusion of this thesis
and discuss what it has to be done in the future to improve the developed algorithms. It
has been chosen to separate the conclusion associated to the navigation controller framework
from the ones related to the vision based planner.

6-1 Navigation controller framework conclusions

The navigation controller framework has been designed to able to communicate with both
Parrot AR. Drone 2.0 and Pixhawk autopilot. It is composed by five different modules
(horizontal position controller, horizontal speed controller, vertical position controller, verti-
cal speed controller, yaw controller) where a total of seven 2DOF PID controller allow the
quadrotor to track simultaneously either the quadrotor’s desired positions and the yaw an-
gle (2, W, W W) or the desired velocities and the yaw angle (¢*", W, 2*W +*) or
the horizontal desired velocities, the altitude and the yaw angle (*V, g*W W *W). The
navigation controller conclusions are summarized here.

e The controller framework shown in Figure 2-1 has shown to be compatible with both
AR Drone 2.0 and Pixahwk autopilot. Furthermore, the cascade design choice obtained
designing different modules able to be started and stopped has permitted in the same
mission to make the quadrotor firstly track the desired pose and secondly the transla-
tional velocities provided by the vision based planner. This has been possible simply
stopped the horizontal and vertical position controller modules. The design has been
inspired by the Simulink design where blocks (modules) running at a precise frequency
are used to design controller’s structures. The tuning of the controller’s parameters
has been done simplified the quadrotor autonomous navigation into subproblems where
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the small angle angle approximation assumption has been found to be a satisfactory
assumption to ensure indoor autonomous quadrotor navigation.

e The modularity of the design has enabled to easily replace the navigation controller
modules with new modules with the same inputs and outputs and immediately test them
running an autonomous mission. Thus it is possible to state that the modularity of the
design has simplified the development and test of new controllers. This feature allows
different people dealing with different control design to focus only on the development
of the controller. Indeed a controller library is available where different controller can
be added. This choice allows to easily select inside a module which controller available
in the library better suits to the task problem.

e The simulation framework chosen combining the Gazebo simulation with the PX4
Software-In-The-Loop has allowed to validate the architecture design and the commu-
nication with different Aerostack modules such as EKF and Mission planner. Thanks to
the simulation environment it has been possible to improve the design avoiding useless
crashes. However in moving from simulation to real world environment it is required to
perform a fine tuning of the controller’s parameters.

e The design has shown to be robust to estimation errors introduced by the EKF. Indeed
the real experiment has been conducted using EKF measurements with the aim to
increase the level of autonomy of the quadrotor.

e The convention chosen for the navigation controller outputs, feedbacks and reference
inputs data are in tune with the standard convention used in robotics to ensure that
different state of art algorithms whose are developed using ROS can easily be combined
with the navigation controller framework.

6-2 Vision based planner to approach either static or moving ob-
jects conclusion

It is made up by three different modules (perception, image state estimator, image based visual
servo) whose final goal it is to calculate the desired translational velocities (&*WV, W, W)
required by the quadrotor to approach up to a desired distance a chosen static or moving
object keeping the detected center of the latter in a precise position on the current image
plane. The vision based planner does not require to know neither the quadrotor’s pose nor

the visual marker one. The vision based planner conclusions are summarized here.

e The generalization of the task solved by the vision based planner which consists in
approach to an object up to a desired distance has permitted to use the vision based
planner to solve different tasks such as approach to a static or moving object or land
on a static or moving platform.

e The division of the vision based planner problem into subproblems represented using
modules has clearly underlined which are the three main components required by the
vision based planner to solve the task. The latter are the detector, the marker’s corners
and center estimator and the image based visual servo controller located respectively
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inside the perception, the image state estimator and the image based visual servo mod-
ules. This division has permitted to improve separately the three modules and test the
overall planner in a fast and easy way. Indeed if a new detector it is designed it is only
required to add it inside the perception module. Then it is required to compare the out-
put of the already tested detector with the new developed. If the output are satisfactory
it is possible to immediately run a fully autonomous mission using the new detector to
accomplish the task. The same consideration can be done for both the marker’s corner
and center estimator and the control law used to derive the translational quadrotor
velocities.

e The trajectory that the quadrotor performs in the real world when the vision based
planner is used has been found to be strongly dependent on the choice of the controller
parameter A (Table 5-15 and Table 5-8). The latter are scaling translational velocities
factors that can be used to modified the quadrotor trajectory in the real world. To be
precise closer they are to the same value smother will appear the quadrotor trajectory
in approaching to the marker.

e It has shown that it is able to work without knowing neither the object position in
space nor the quadrotor one. Indeed the vision based planner solves the problem of how
the quadrotor can move with respect to an object whose pose it is unknown and can
change randomly. In term of quadrotor measurements it is required to only estimate
the quadrotor velocities and yaw angle.

e The choice to make the vision based planner able to easily switch between front and
bottom camera has permitted to the quadrotor to solve different tasks such as object
following and autonomous landing in the same mission simply selecting the camera that
the vision based planner has to use. This design has showed great advantages especially
related to the simplification of the mission’s design.

6-3 Future works

The presented designs have been proved that can be used to increase the level of autonomy
of the quadrotor in performing autonomous missions. However, a great deal of improvements
can be done related to both the navigation controller and the vision based planer designs.

6-3-1 Navigation controller framework future work

The navigation controller framework improvements are summarize here

e The navigation controller framework has been validated only in simulation environment
for a quadrotor equipped with Pixhawk autopilot. Thus it is required to test it in a real
quadrotor equipped with Pixhawk autopilot.

e To make the navigation controller as less dependent as possible from the choice of the
autopilot it is required to test how it performs with different autopilots available on the
market and ROS compatible.
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o Identify a proper quadrotor model ensures a fast and accurate tuning of the 2DOF PID
controller parameters. For this reason it is required to improve the navigation controller
framework design using system identification techniques to derive and validate better
quadrotor models that can be used to design new controllers or improve the tuning of
the available ones.

6-3-2 Vision based planner future work

The vision based planner improvements are summarize here

e Improve the perception module design adding different type of detectors able to extract
the side and the center of a given object in pixels coordinated. The constriction that it
is only possible to approach an object on which a specific marker is applied on it has to
be removed.

e Improve the image state estimator model (velocity constant model) with the aim to
have a more reliable and robust estimation of the object corners’ and center.

e Improve the image based visual servo control law such that it is able to deal with
dynamic obstacles appearing between the camera and the chosen object.

e Remove the assumption that the marker is planar and use the marker orientation to
also control the quadrotor rotation about the (z) axis.

e Validate how the (2D) trajectory (on the image plane) of the markers’ corner and center
change in using different type of interaction matrices to exploit which among the desired,
the estimate and the average better suits to a specific quadrotor task.

e Replace the bottom quadrotor camera with a Gimbal and use the image based visual
servo controller outputs to control both the translational quadrotor velocities and the
Gimbal angular velocities to avoid to loose the marker from the acquired image. This
choice reduce the possibility that the object disappears from the image and it uses all
the six image based visual servo controller outputs to control the translational quadrotor
velocities and the the Gimbal angular velocities.

e Remove the assumption that the marker is planar in the estimation of the distance
between the quadrotor and the chosen camera.

e Compare the image based visual servo design with both the position and homography
based visual servo.

e Validate the maximum speed at which the quadrotor can follow a moving object or land
on a moving platform using the vision based planner design in combination with the
navigation controller framework.
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Quadrotors

A-1 Parrot AR.Drone 2.0 (Parrot autopilot quadrotor)

Figure A-1: AR. Drone 2.0 with outdoor hull

It is a wireless quadrotor that can be controlled using the open source ROS Driver package
ardrone__autonomy . It is equipped with a front HD CMOS Video Camera: 720p (1280 x 720
pixels) at 30fps (92° wide angle lens) and a bottom VGA CMOS Video Camera: QVGA
(320 x 240) at 60fps (64° wide angle lens). Both the cameras data are available but only
one per time can broadcast camera image data. Thus, the user according to its purpose has
to select from which camera get the image data. A resume of the AR. Drone 2.0 technical
specification is shown in the following table.

"http://wiki.ros.org/ardrone_autonomy
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Table A-1: Parrot AR.Drone 2.0 Technical Specification

Ardrone 2.0 with outdoor hull

Weight 380 grams

Dimensions 35(length) x 28(width) x 11(height) cm

Battery Lithium polymer battery (3 cells, 11.1V,1500mAh)
Running time: 12 minutes

Processor 1GHz 32 bit ARM Cortex A8 processor with 800MHz

video DSP TMS320DMC64x

Operating System

Linux 2.6.32

Front Camera

Resolution:1280x720 pixels (720p)
Video Rate 30fps
92° wide-angle diagonal lens camera, HD CMOS sensor

Vertical Camera

Resolution:320x240 pixels (QVGA)
Video Rate 60fps
64° wide-angle diagonal lens camera, CMOS sensor

Ultrasound Altimeter

Emission frequency: 40kHz , Range: 6m

Accelerometer 3-axis, +/- 50mg precision

Gyroscope 3-axis, 2000° /second precision

Magnetometer 3 axis, 6° precision

Motors 4 brushless inrunner motors: 14.5 watts and 28500
rev/min

Connection Wi-Fi b g n, b=(2.4GHz-11 Mb/s) g=(2.4GHz-54Mb/s)
n=(2.4GHz-300Mb/s) )

Price 249.99 Euro

A-2 Parrot Bebop 2.0 (Parrot autopilot quadrotor)

Figure A-2: Bebop 2.0

The Bebop 2 quadrotor also called AR. Drone 3.0 it is an evolution of the AR Drone 2.0.
Comparing with the AR. Drone 2.0 it is a lighter and smaller quadrotor with higher flying
CONFIDENTIAL
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capability. Furthermore it is equipped with a 14 Mega-pixels CMOS front video camera:
HD 1080p 1920 x 1080p (30 fps) Fisheye (180° wide angle lens) with digital stabilization
implemented. A ROS Driver package called bebop autonomy is available making it compatible
with ROS. The front camera can be controlled by software and the user can choose to look
front or backward tilting the virtual camera by software command. Furthermore, thanks to
the software image stabilization and the 14 Mega-pixel bottom side image view this quadrotor
becomes a more suitable platform to test landing algorithm than the previous one (AR.
Drone 2.0). However a low frequency ( 5 Hz) IMU data is available using the ROS driver
package bebop__autonomy. This limitation makes difficult to estimate the quadrotor position
and orientation in world using an EKF. To overcome this problem Parrot has developed a
navigation system called S.L.A.M.dunk?. It is a 140 grams platform equipped with a Fish-
eye stereo camera with a 1500 x 1500 resolution at 60fps, a Ubuntu computer with a ROS
compatible SDK, IMU, magnetometer,ultrasound and barometer sensors. Thanks to the high
resolution stereo camera the platform is able to generate an environment depth map used
for both identify obstacles and measure how far they are from the quadrotor itself. The
combination of the S.L.A.M.dunk with the Bebop 2 makes this quadrotor having all the
sensors required to navigate autonomously in a GPS-denied environment and for this reason
a relevant investigation research product. A resume of the Bebop 2.0 technical specification
is shown in the following table.

Table A-2: Parrot Bebop 2.0 Technical Specification

Bebop 2.0

Weight 500g

Dimensions 21 x 26 x 10 cm

Battery Lithium polymer battery ( 11.1V, 2700mAh), 25 minutes
fight time

Processor ARM Cortex-A9, Dual core processor with quad-core
GPU

Operating System Linux
Resolution: 4096 x 3072 pixels (1080p)

Front Camera Video Rate 30fps, 3-axis digital system stabilization

Sunny 180° wide-angle diagonal fish-eye lens: 1/2.3"
aperture, HD CMOS 14 Mpx

Sensors vertical stabilization camera (16fps), Ultrasound Altime-
ter, Pressure Sensor, 3-axis gyroscope, Accelerometer, 3-
axis magnetometer, Global Navigation Satellite System
(GNSS) chipset (GPS + GLONASS)

Motors 4 brushless motor, rotation speed is 7500 rpm in run-up
and can reach over 12000 rpm.

Connection Wi-Fi 802.11 a b g n ac

Price 500 Euro

’https://www.parrot.com/us/business-solutions/parrot-slamdunk
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A-3 Eagle (Pixhawk autopilot quadrotor)

Figure A-3: Eagle with protection

Table A-3: Eagle Technical Specification

Eagle with protection

Weight 3.2Kg, maximum payload capacity 1Kg

Dimensions 61 x 61 x 40 cm

Battery 2 Lithium polymer battery 4500mAh each, 12 minutes
fight time

Processor Intel-NUC 6i5SYK, 16GB of RAM and SSD de 256GB
computer

Operating System

Ubuntu 14.04.5 LTS (Trusty Tahr) with ROS Jade and
Aerostack installed

Autopilot Pixhawk Autopilot of 3D Robotics, IMU and magnetome-
ter integrated in the Autopilot, RC Module for user con-
trol

Sensors Hokuyo Laser range finder UTM-30 LX (30m 270°), Intel

Realsense RGB-D camera, RGB 180 degree fisheye lens
bottom camera, Lightware altimeter SF10/A, 2 servos
controlled using PWM signals from an oboard Arduino
pro-mini board.

Oboard sensor com-

USB connection

munication

Motor 4 motors of T-Motor MT2814-10 of 770KV with 2 blade
propeller of 11 x 4.7 inch

Ground Station Com- | Wi-Fi

puter to  Onboard

Computer communi-

cation

Price 6000 Euro
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A-4 Sparrow (Pixhawk autopilot quadrotor)

Figure A-4: Sparrow

Table A-4: Sparrow Technical Specification

Sparrow
Weight 1.2Kg
Dimensions 21 x 24 x 19 cm
Battery 1 Lithium polymer battery 5000mAh each, 12 minutes

fight time

UpBoard Intel Atom TM x5-78350, RAM 4GB DDR3L-
1600, Storage 32GB eMMC, 4*USB2.0+USB3.0 OTG,
alimentation 5VDC

Ubuntu 16.04.2 LTS (Xenial Xerus) with ROS Kinetic
and Aerostack installed

Onboard Processor

Operating System

Autopilot Pixhawk Mini Autopilot of 3D Robotics, IMU and mag-
netometer integrated in the Autopilot , RC Controller
Module to user control

Sensors Hokuyo URG-04LX-UGO01 (5.6m, 240° view angle),

Lightware SF10/A (up to 25m)

Oboard sensor com-
munication

USB connection

Motor

4 motors of T-Motor F40 II 2400KV with 2 blade pro-
peller

Ground Station Com-

puter to

cation

Onboard
Computer communi-

Data Link, Module OEM IPnDDL, frequency 5.8GHz,
up to 12Mbps data transfer, electromagnetic power up
to 1W (range greater than 1 Kilometer), alimentation 7-
30VDC

Price

4000 Euro

Master of Science Thesis

CONFIDENTIAL

Manuel Rucci



122 Quadrotors

Manuel Rucci CONFIDENTIAL Master of Science Thesis



Appendix B

Navigation Controller Framework
Appendix

B-1 Quadrotor dynamics

B-1-1 Translational dynamic

According to Euler’s equation of motion and neglecting air drag forces the quadrotor trans-
lational dynamic can be described as

i 0 0
m |j| =—-m 0] +RY |0 (B-1)
Z g T

which means that the overall force applied to the quadrotor expressed in the world reference
frame is given by the gravity force acting only along the z negative direction of the world
frame plus the thrust force. This force is always oriented along the positive direction of the z
axis of the robot frame. However due to the fact that the robot frame directions will change
when the quadrotor moves, a rotation matrix able to transform a vector in the robot frame
to the corresponding vector in the world frame is applied. Using the rotation matrix R}/%V it is
possible to map the thrust vector force into the corresponding force applied in the three axis
of the world frame. The resulting rotation matrix Rlév is able to transform the orientation
of a vector in the robot frame coordinates into the corresponding orientation of the same
vector in the world frame coordinates is calculated using ZY X convention. The final rotation
matrix describing how to transform a vector from robot frame coordinates to world ones is
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the following

cos()  —sin(y)

0] | cos(9) 0 sin(0 0
RY = R.($)Ry(0)Ra(0) = |sin() cos(¥) 0| | 0 0 cosld) —sin(@)| -
0 0 1| |—sin(0 0 cos( ) 0 sin(¢p) cos(o)
cos()cos(0) cos(yp)sin(0)sin(¢) — sin()cos(p) cos(v)sin(f)cos(¢p) + sin(y)sin(p)
= |sin(¢)cos(0) sin(y)sin(0)sin(¢p) + cos(1)cos(@) sm( )sm( ) cos(¢) — cos(¢)sin(¢)
—sin(0) cos(0)sin(¢p) cos(0)cos(¢)
(B-2)
Z 0 e cos(t)sin(B)cos(¢) + sin(y)sin(p)| |0
mlygl=—10 |4 [... ... sin(y)sin(0)cos(¢p)— cos(y)sin(p)| |0 (B-3)
Z mg cos(0)cos(¢) T

The final translational dynamic of the quadrotor isolating the acceleration results being

i= (cos(¢)sin(9)cas(¢) + sin(w)sin(qb)):b
= (sin(zﬁ)sin(@)cas(qﬂ - cos(@b)sin(qb))z (B-4)

2= (cos(@)cos(@)i -9

The Maclaurin expansion (the Taylor expansion about 0) of the sine and cosine of angle 7 is

R U Gt S L N LN L /1 U
sin(n) = nz::O Corip” TR TEH W T T T 6 0 soao T
d d < (=) o1 _ @ < oo ) B
cos(n) = g, snn) = dnnz:% ent!l THm\TEm s Tt )T
d oo U
-y Ty T
dn (77 6 T 120 500 ) 5 21 70 "

Assuming small angle approximation and neglecting higher order term we write

According to small angle approximation assumption the dynamics can be rewritten as

il _ T Jcos(y) sin(y) | |0
gl m [sin(¢) —cos()| |¢

Z=——9g
m
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B-1-2 Rotational dynamic

Looking at the rotational dynamic recalling Euler momenta equation of motion it is possible
to write the rotational dynamic of the quadrotor as

In+wxITw=rT (B-5)

where the upper equations describes how the rotational dynamic changes in the world frame
which it stands for how the angular acceleration change ( or momenta ) when some external
torques 7 are applied to the quadrotor. The inertial matrix I is a diagonal matrix thanks
to the assumption that the rotating robot reference frame has its axis fixed to the body and
parallel to the body’s principal axis of inertia.

I= (B-6)

o o5
ol o
SNo o

To write the angular velocities as a function of the Euler angles the derivate of the rotation
matrix able to transform a vector from the body to the world frame required. The latter is

given by
RY = RY [u] (B-7)
X

where [w] y stands for the skew symmetric matrix resulting from vector w € fRe3*! and is
computed as follows

Wy 0 —wW, Wy

wy| = | w; 0 —wy (B-8)

Wy —Wy Wy 0

T
The relation between angular velocities w = [wz Wy wz} with the derivative of pitch,roll
and yaw & = (b 9 1/1} is obtained

Wy o 1 0 —sin(0) <z5
wy | = [R%/TR}%V} = |0 cos(¢) cos(B)sin(¢)| | €| = J(a)d (B-9)
w, 0 —sin(¢p) cos(0)cos(p)| |4

. v
where [R%VT R‘g/] stands for the inverse operation of the skew symmetric one. Assuming

T
small angle approximation the J(«) matrix relating angular velocities w = [wx Wy wz}

with the derivative of pitch,roll and yaw & = {qﬁ 9 1[)} results being the identity

1
J(a) =10 (B-10)
0

O = O
= o O

Replacing Eq. (B-9) into Eq. (B-5) the rotational quadrotor dynamic equation becomes
IJa+Tja+ Jax IJa=rT (B-11)
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where knowing that J(«) is the identity from equation Eq. (B-10) it is possible to state that

Ii=—axTa+r—Ta=—|a| la+7 (B-12)
X

where [o’z} stands for the skew symmetric matrix resulting from vector &
X

0 —d3 a9
M =las 0 —a (B-13)
X . .
—Q (65} 0

The complete rotational dynamics equations are

L 0 0][¢ 0 — 6][L 0 o]][é Ta
0 I, Of[6]=—|4d 0 —¢||0 I, Of|6]+|n (B-14)
0 0 L||¢ 0 6 o]0 0 L||d] |m

Isolating the angular acceleration [(ﬁ 0 74 and writing the torques as (7, 7y, 7»)

MRV = S
A A

. — I,

0= b= +% (B-15)
w I —L T

V=00 T

Assuming that the derivative of the Euler angle are really small the rotational dynamic turns
being

Tx
I,
Ty
1, (B-16)
Tz
I

The relation between the torques (7, 7y, 7») and the angular speed of each motor (w1, wa, w3, w4)
is derived as following.
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Figure B-1: X Configuration, motor number and body frame

T=F + F+ F3 + Fy = b(w? + wi 4+ w? + w?)
7o = F3 4+ Fy — F| — Fy = Lb(w3? + w3 — w} — w?)
7y = Fy+ Fy — Fy — Fy = Lb(w3 + w? — w? — w?)

7, = F + Fy — Fy — F3 = db(w? + w3 — w} — w?)

T b b b b w? w?
Tw| _ |~Lb Lb Lb —Lb w3 4 w3
Ty —Lb Lb —-Lb Lb w% w§
T db db —db —db| |w? w?
det(A) = 16L%b'd  #0 Vb,d,L #0
1 —1 —1 1
e
V=] B W I mf T
3 L I T I B
Wy 1 4.6 4Lb  dbdl L7®
1 Te Ty | Tz
wl_\/4_b<T_f_f+E>
1 T, T, T
= =T+ 4+ ¥y 2
wa \/4b<+L+L+d>
1 T, T, T
=, =(T+E_Y¥_ =2
s \/4b< YT d)
1

(B-17)

(B-18)

(B-19)

(B-20)

(B-21)

where b , d and L are respectively the motor constant, the motor drag coefficient and the arm

length whereas w1, ws, w3, wy are the quadrotor angular velocity of each motor.
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B-1-3 Simplified quadrotor model

The simplified quadrotor dynamics derived under the small angle approximation is the fol-
lowing

= % [cos(w)  sin(s) m

j=— [sin(v) —cos()] m

T

=Y (B-22)

B-2 Navigation controller framework controller tuning experiment
results

B-2-1 Multiples velocity i*" steps

This experiment has been done to validate how the (2do fPid(i*’gfc) _p,) performs in tracking
multiples velocity (*) steps between -1 and 1 meters per seconds. The control parameters
used in this experiment are given in Table 5-11. A video showing the experiment it is available
here (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=5Q4DxjXFzJE).
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Figure B-2: The figure shown on the left side the reference velocity (i*") (blue line), the
EKF measured one (2%, ) (red line) and the ground truth (%¥/5c4p) (vellow line) available
for comparison. On th right side it is shown the pitch (6*f) controller output calculated by the

2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid ;. ;) . )-

B-2-2 Multiples velocity 7" steps

This experiment has been done to validate how the (2dof Pid(y*@ N %) performs in tracking
multiples velocity (¢*) steps between -1 and 1 meter per seconds. The control parameters
used in this experiment are given in Table 5-11. A video showing the experiment it is available
here (https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=pHfy-1sMHYk).
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Figure B-3: The figure shown on the left side the reference velocity (7*"V) (blue line), the
EKF measured one (9% ) (red line) and the ground truth (935 ap) (vellow line) available for
comparison. On th right side it is shown the (¢*#) controller output calculated by the 2DOF PID

controller (2dofPid . 5 4 ).

B-2-3 Multiples position z*" steps

This experiment has been done to validate how the (2dof Pid;» 3)_,4+) performs in tracking
multiples position (z*") steps. The control parameters used in this experiment are given in
Table 5-9. A video showing the experiment it is available here (https://www.youtube.com/
watch?v=P6tBmfbejFg).
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Figure B-4: The figure shown on the left side the reference position (z*") (blue line), the
EKF measured one (2%, ) (red line) and the ground truth (2¥,5c4p) (vellow line) available
for comparison. On th right side it is shown the velocity (*"V') which is the controller output

calculated by the 2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid g+ 3)—i+)-
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Figure B-5: The figure shown on the left side the reference velocity (i*") (blue line), the
EKF measured one (2}, ) (red line) and the ground truth (2% ,-.p) (vellow line) available
for comparison. On th right side it is shown the pitch (6*F) controller output calculated by the

2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid ;. 3) 9, )
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B-2-4 Multiples position y*" steps

This experiment has been done to validate how the (2do JPid,
*W)

y*yﬂ)—w*) performs in tracking
multiples position (y steps. The control parameters used in this experiment are given in
Table 5-9. A video showing the experiment it is available here (https://www.youtube.com/

watch?v=2gNIbvRdwcE).

1.5 w w w 1 —Lq)*W
'1 L -
0.5+
05+ |-
E 0 g 0
-0.5 | |
_y*W -0.5
Al AW
f —YEKF
N4
Yymocap
15 ‘ ‘ ‘ -1 ‘ ‘ ‘
0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60
time [s] time [s]

Figure B-6: The figure shown on the left side the reference position (y*"') (blue line), the
EKF measured one (91 ) (red line) and the ground truth (9} ocap) (vellow line) available for
comparison. On th right side it is shown the (") which is the controller output calculated by
the 2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid(y« 5y )-
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Figure B-7: The figure shown on the left side the reference velocity (7*"V) (blue line), the
EKF measured one () ;) (red line) and the ground truth (4} 4p) (yellow line) available for
comparison. On th right side it is shown the roll (¢*#) controller output calculated by the 2DOF
PID controller (2dof Pid g« 5,4, )

B-2-5 Multiples position z*"V steps

This experiment has been done to validate how the (2dof Pid (.« 5)_,:+) performs in tracking
multiples position (2*"V) steps. The control parameters used in this experiment are given in
Table 5-10. A video showing the experiment it is available here (https://www.youtube. com/
watch?v=mTIoTSK9JLE).
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Figure B-8: The figure shown on the left side the reference position (2*"') (blue line), the

EKF measured one (2%} ) (red line) and the ground truth (2}, 4p) (yellow line) available

for comparison. On th right side it is shown the velocity (¢*"V') which is the controller output
calculated by the 2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid .« 5)_:+ ).

B-2-6 Multiple yaw *" steps

This experiment has been done to validate how the (2do fPid( W )= 12)*) performs in tracking

multiples desird yaw (¢/*') steps. The control parameters used in this experiment are given
in Table 5-12. A video showing the experiment it is available here (https://www.youtube.
com/watch?v=riIPhOGbROK).

Manuel Rucci CONFIDENTIAL Master of Science Thesis


https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=riIPh0GbROk
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=riIPh0GbROk

B-2 Navigation controller framework controller tuning experiment results 135

4 0.5
3 L
0.4+
2 L
0.3 1
1t
— )
0 = 3 02¢ 1
g 8 " L\” \,,,
Al I \/\/
W 0.1 ]
2 TV [
—¢€7VKF 0 ) |
3 ~Yyocap I — W
-4 ‘ ‘ ‘ -0.1 ‘ ‘ ‘
0 20 40 60 0 20 40 60
time [s] time [s]

Figure B-9: The figure shown on the left side the reference yaw (*") (blue line), the EKF
measured one (¢ ) (red line) and the ground truth (Y3750 4p) (vellow line) available for

comparison. On th right side it is shown the yaw rate (¢*) which is the controller output
calculated by the 2DOF PID controller (2dofPid(W71[))_>¢*).

B-2-7 Navigation controller + EKF mission experiment

In this experiment the previously tuned controller are combined to solve a mission in which
different desired poses have to be tracked. In performing the mission the Aerostack EKF
state estimator is used. A video showing the experiment it is available here (https://www.
youtube.com/watch?v=MsWUhc1AMzU).
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Figure B-10: The figure shows the quadrotor’'s (3D) trajectory associated to the quadro-
tor's mission B-2-7. The EKF data are used to estimate the quadrotor's states (posi-
tion,velocity,acceleration,orientation) expressed in world coordinate frame (red line). The numbers
appearing on the figure are used to indicate the mission task's number that the quadrotor is facing.
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Figure B-11: The figure shows the (2D) quadrotor’s trajectory associated to the quadrotor
mission B-2-7 which it stands for how the quadrotor moves along the (x) and (y) direction of the
world coordinate frame. The numbers appearing on the figure are used to indicate the mission
task’'s number that the quadrotor is facing.
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Figure B-12: The figure shown on the left side the reference position (z*"') (blue line), the
EKF measured one (2%, ) (red line) and the ground truth (2¥,5c4p) (vellow line) available
for comparison. On th right side it is shown the velocity (i*"V') which is the controller output

calculated by the 2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid (g« 3)—i+)-
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Figure B-13: The figure shown on the left side the reference velocity (i*") (blue line), the
EKF measured one (2% ) (red line) and the ground truth (2%, .p) (vellow line) available
for comparison. On th right side it is shown the pitch (6*f) controller output calculated by the
2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid ;. 3)_q,)
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Figure B-14: The figure shown on the left side the reference position (y*"') (blue line), the

EKF measured one (91 ) (red line) and the ground truth (9} ocap) (vellow line) available for
comparison. On th right side it is shown the (") which is the controller output calculated by

the 2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid(y« 5y )-
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Figure B-15: The figure shown on the left side the reference velocity (7*"V) (blue line), the
EKF measured one (i} ;») (red line) and the ground truth (4} 4p) (yellow line) available for
comparison. On th right side it is shown the roll (¢*#) controller output calculated by the 2DOF
PID controller (2dof Pid g« 5,4, )
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Figure B-16: The figure shown on the left side the reference position (2*"') (blue line), the
EKF measured one (21} ) (red line) and the ground truth (2}, ,c4p) (vellow line) available
for comparison. On th right side it is shown the velocity (¢*"V') which is the controller output
calculated by the 2DOF PID controller (2dof Pid .« 5y« ).
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Figure B-17: The figure shown on the left side the reference yaw (*'V) (blue line), the EKF
measured one (¢ ) (red line) and the ground truth (Y3750 4p) (vellow line) available for

comparison. On th right side it is shown the yaw rate (¢*) which is the controller output
calculated by the 2DOF PID controller (2dofPid(WﬂZ))_>¢*).

B-3 Code used to send Pixhawk autopilot commands using the

mavros package
An example of code used to send pitch, roll, yaw and thrust commands (P/9*F, PI1gR PIT*R Plyxk)
derived in Eq. (4-7) through the mavros topic mavros/setpoint_raw/attitude using as a feed-
back only the IMU data coming from /mavros/imu/data is provided.

/*

1) Get IMU msg.orientation

from /mavros/imu/data

message type exmaple sensor_msgs::Imu msg;

*/

/ *
2) Extract yaw_IMU from IMU data in ENU (+ccw,-cw) [-pi pil
*/

//convert quaternion msg to eigen
Eigen:: Quaterniond quaterniond;
tf::quaternionMsgToEigen(ImuMsgs.orientation, quaterniond);

//Converts ENU (Mavros) frame to NED frame

//Rotating the frame in x-axis by 180 degrees

Eigen:: Quaterniond BASE_LINK_TO_AIRCRAFT = mavros::UAS::
quaternion_from_rpy(M_PI, 0.0, 0.0);
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quaterniond = quaterniond*BASE_LINK_TO_AIRCRAFT;

//Rotating the frame in x-axis by 180 deg and in z-axis by 90 axis

Eigen:: Quaterniond ENU_TO_NED = mavros::UAS::quaternion_from_rpy(M_PI
, 0.0, M_PI_2);

quaterniond = ENU_TO_NEDxquaterniond;

//converting back quaternion from eigen to msg

geometry_msgs:: Quaternion quaternion;

tf::quaternionEigenToMsg(quaterniond, quaternion);

tf::Quaternion q(quaternion.x, quaternion.y, quaternion.z, quaternion
W)

tf::Matrix3x3 m(q);

double yaw_IMU_NED,pitch_IMU_NED,roll_IMU_NED;
mavros ::UAS::quaternion_to_rpy(quaterniond, roll_IMU_NED,
pitch_IMU_NED, yaw_IMU_NED);

//convert quaternion to euler angels
m.getEulerYPR (yaw_IMU_NED, pitch_IMU_NED, roll_IMU_NED);

//Converts NED frame to ENU frame

double yaw_IMU_ENU = — yaw_IMU_NED; // ENU [-pi pil
/*

3) Get Navigation controller (NC) outputs
NC_ref_yaw_ENU (ENU in [-pi, pi] +ccw -cw)

NC_ref_pitch_ENU (ENU in [-pi, pi] +forward,-backward)
NC_ref_roll_ENU (ENU in [-pi, pi] +rigthward,-leftward)
NC_ref_thrust_ENU (ENU in [0 1] +upward,-downward)

*/

/ *

4) Calculate Pixhawk Autopilot commands (PI)
PI_ref_yaw_NED (NED in [-pi, pil] +cw -ccw)

PI_ref_pitch_NED (NED in [-pi, pil] +backward,-forward)
PI_ref_roll_NED (NED in [-pi, pil] +rigthward,-leftward)
PI_ref_thrust_ENU (ENU in [0 1] +upward,-downward)

*/

double PI_ref_yaw_NED = —(yaw_IMU_ENU + NC_ref_dyaw_ENU);
double PI_ref_roll NED = NC_ref_roll_ ENU;

double PI_ref_pitch_NED = —NC_ref_pitch_ENU;

double PI_ref_thrust_ENU = NC_ref_thrust_ENU;

/*

5) Send to the Pixhawk through mavros

*/

Eigen:: Quaterniond quaterniond_NED = mavros::UAS::

quaternion_from_rpy(PI_ref_roll NED, PI_ref_pitch_NED,
PI_ref_yaw_NED);
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Eigen:: Quaterniond quaterniond_ENU = mavros::UAS::
transform_orientation_ned_enu(mavros::UAS::
transform_orientation_baselink_aircraft(quaterniond_NED));

geometry_msgs:: Quaternion orientation_ENU;
tf::quaternionEigenToMsg(quaterniond_ENU, orientation_ENU);

mavros_msgs :: AttitudeTarget attitude_msg;
attitude_msg.orientation = orientation_ENU;
attitude_msg.thrust = PI_ref_thrust_ENU;

/***********************************************************/

// Publish message into "mavros/setpoint_raw/attitude" topic
/% KK KoK K koK ok ok ok ok oK ok ok K ok ok K ok oK K K oK K oK oK K KoK ok oK K oK K ok ok K K ok K ok ok K ok ok K KK K KoK koK %/
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Vision Based Planner Appendix

C-1 Distance estimation

OBJECT
_.-H-"

homm

mm

Figure C-1: CMOS, lens and object illustration required to derive the distance between lens and

object (dymm)

Given Figure C-1 is possible to derive an estimation of the distance between object and camera

lens (dym ). To do this two different consideration are done.
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e Firstly is possible to find a relation between the real object height (h,,,,, ), the corre-
sponding height of the object on the CMOS camera sensor (sp, ), the absolute focal
length and the distance between object and camera lens where all the parameters are
expressed in millimeters. The mathematical relation is given by

h’Omm o dmm (C—l)

Shomm B fmm

which means that ratio between the real object height and the height of object appearing
on the camera sensor is equal to the ratio between the distance between object and
camera lens and the absolute focal length.

e Secondly is possible to find a relation between the height of the object on the camera
sensor expressed in millimeters and the height of the object in pixel. The need of this
relation is due to the fact that it is easier to know the height of an object in pixel rather
than the height of an object on the camera sensor in millimeters. The mathematical
relation is

Shomm _ Shmm _ Shmmhopiz
- - Sho'mm - y

pix

(C-2)

imp,

pix
where (ho,,,) and (imp,,, ) represent respectively the object height in pixel and the

height of the image (number of rows) expressed in pixel.

Combining Eq. (C-1) with Eq. (C-2) is possible to derive an equation able to estimate the
distance between object and camera lens as follow

d . fmmhommlmhmx
mm —

(C-3)

Shm,m hopia;

where the absolute focal length (fm), the sensor height (sp,,,,,) and he image height (imy,, )
in pixel are available looking at the chosen camera documentation whereas the height of
the object is given by the detector. Given equation Eq. (C-3) knowing the desired distance
between camera and object (df,,,), it is possible to compute the object height in pixel as
follow

o fmm hOmm thpiz

Opixz ~— Sh

h

(C-4)

*
mm - mm
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C-2 Time derivative of a 2D image point

Figure C-2: Camera (C) and object frame (O) representation. The point PP is rigidly attached
to the object frame. The latter is thought as a rigid body.

T .
Given a point PX = [ch ve z¢ ] representing the coordinate of a point ¢ expressed in
T
the camera frame (C) and a point PP = {Xlo V2 ZZO} attached to the rigid target object
frame (O), the equation describing PZC as a function of Pio is
P{ = RGP? +T§5 (C-5)

The derivative of this point (P;.C) is
: 0
FC = RSP0 + RGP0 + 1§ (c6)

Making the following considerations

20
G ,L»O because the point P; is rigidly attached to the object frame (O). This condition
makes the derivative of point P; expressed in the object frame equal to zero. If an
observer is sitting on the origin of the object frame it will see the point P; static in
time.
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° wg’c is the angular velocity of the object frame with respect to the camera frame
expressed in camera frame coordinate. The latter can be rewritten as

c,c »C RO »C c,c C
(wo€] = RGRE — RG = [w5C] RG (C-7)
where { gc} is the skew symmetric matrix of the vector w € R3*1L,
X
Wy 0 —W, Wy
|:W8’Ci| « = |Wy = Wy 0 —Wyg (C-8)
W, —Wy Wy 0

° Tg represents the translational velocity of the object frame with respect to the camera
frame in camera frame coordinate (vg’o)

is possible to write

> c,C Cp ccC _ [.cco C CC _
B~ [, 58 +v5° = €], 7416
o oo (C-9)
= - [‘Pz' } woC Vo
which is equivalent to
X¢ loXe; 0 -z¢ v¢
: L2 c v i i
Pe = |YC| = [ngg - [Pi u %C with [Pﬂ = z¢ 0o -XC| (C10)
7¢ Wo o l=ve x¢ o

where (v gc) and (wg’c) represent respectively the translational velocity of the object frame

with respect to the camera frame expressed in camera frame coordinate and the rotational
velocity of the object frame with respect to the camera frame expressed in camera frame
coordinate. Dealing with visual servoing is more interested to know the velocities of the

camera frame with respect to the object frame in camera frame coordinate (Vgo,wg’o) .
Th lati bet c,0 __CO d c,c _CCy .
e relation between (v, w7 ) and (v, wg ) is
VGO0 _ _ o
c - @]
c,0 _ C,C (C-11)
Thus (C-10) can be rewritten as
o |xf 11 [vO0
PC= Y0 = [~Tses Iz u l CC,O] (C-12)
ZC Weo
which is equivalent to
y C,0 C,0
Xi =" - wyc 928 +w.gOvC
y C,0 C,0
YV = —v, & — wzc °XE +w,o°z¢ (C-13)
; C,0 C,0
ZZ-C = —U5 — wwc YC + wy XC
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C-2 Time derivative of a 2D image point 147

Knowing that the 2D image coordinates of a generic ¢ point, according to perspective projec-
tion, are defined as

XC u—cy
% ZC
L o (C-14)
Y Vi~ G
zg

with u; = column; and v; = row; pixel coordinates. The derivative of the 2D image coordi-

nates are

)

XC _ XZCZlC . (XC—xQDlZF)

:E2Dl = =
S & (C15)
o VE YEZT (O )
i C 2 C
Z; z¢ Z;
Replacing (C-13) into (C-15) results
voc? | wap,v.0” c,0 C,0 C,0
Zop, = — J:Z% + ZZCZC + Zop;Y2D; Wa iy — (1 + x%Di)wyC’ + Yop, Wz
i i
v’ yanv2c c,0 c,0 c,0 (1)
Y2p;, = — yZ% + Zéc — T2p,Yap; Wy + (1 +y§Di)wzc’ — T2, Wz
1 (2
Rewriting (C-16) in a matrix form results
o
Vz o
c,0
Yy
Z2p c,0 c,0 V%O vz%O
ST =L, VT with Vo = = C-17
ion, | = Lo Ve ¢ = |weo| T o (C-17)
C,0
Wyg
c,0
where L, is known as interaction matrix and it is equal to
o —Zl_c 0 xég zapyep; —(1+23p) w2, (C18)
Considering only translational motion Eq. (C-17) becomes
c,0
T2p, 7 0 o c,0
. = ‘ 1 y27bi /UyC7 == LIZVC’ (C—lg)
Y2D; 0 -7 o C.0
1 i ,UZC,

where Vg’o are the instantaneous translational camera velocities describing the tranlsational
velocities of the current camera frame (C) with respect to the object frame (target visual
marker O) expressed in the current camera frame (C'). Ly, is the interaction matrix relating

the derivative of the 2D image point (113, ) with the instantaneous translational camera

velocities (vg’o) .
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148 Vision Based Planner Appendix

C-3 Derivation of the distance between two 2D image coordinate
points

Given a generic distance among two points k& and j along zop and ysp direction

dng = xQDk — X2D;
= ’ (C-20)
dyQDk,j = y2Dk - y2DJ

the derivative in time is

doap, , = #2Di = &0, (c-21)

dysp, , = Y2, — Y2D;
Knowing from Appendix C-2 that the derivative of a generic ¢ 2D image feature is given by

lﬂbwi] [_ Jo 0 2% wopwep, —(1+23p)  wep, ] [Vg,ol

g 1 Y2D, 2 C,0
Y2D; 0 -3¢ & 1+4+wvsp, —%2p,y2p, —%2p,| |Wg
1 1

(C-22)

combining Eq. (C-21) with Eq. (C-22) is possible to rewrite the derivative of the distance as

zg

j _ 1 1\ co, (7D, %2p,
dx2Dk,j — (_ 7]? + ZJC>UQ:C + <

C,0 C,0
+ ( — (1 +a3p,) +(1+ fU%Dj))wyc + (ysz - ysz)wzc

C,0 C,0
V¢ + | 2D Y2D, — X2D;Y2D; |Wa'

. 1 1 C,0 Y20 Y2D; c,0 C,0
dysz’j = (_Zcf‘f'Z(;)UyC + ( ko z V.o T+ (1+y%Dk)—(1+y§Dj) W'+
k J

C C
Z Z;
+ < — Z2D,Y2D, + xszysz)wyg’o + < — Zap, + xsz)wzg’O
(C-23)
Considering only translational motion Equation (C-23) becomes
. 1 1 oD Top . C.0
d:E2Dk,j = [ _f + ?) 0 ( ch - ZjCJ ):| VC7 C o
d . |:0 (_L + i) (ysz _ Y20, ):| VC7O ( - )
Y2py 5 zg  Z§ zg z¢ o}
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List of Acronyms

UAV Unmanned Aerial Vehicle

GPS Global Positioning System

EKF Extended Kalman Filter

MOCAP Motion Capture System

IMU Inertial Measurement Unit

ROS Robot Operating System

ENU East North Up

NED North East Down

PID Proportional Integral Derivative controller
PD Proportional Derivative controller
2DOF Two degree of freedom

IBVS Image Based Visual Servoing
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