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Active Vibration Control Test of High-Speed Compound Unmanned Rotorcraft using
Reduced Airframe Model
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2 =22 1= S8 R02 HZH2 25% =4 I X 20 Uit ss &85 MO AIAE=S AFE6H0
ANE ARE =8 GIACH. =S4 M = RS L20ils £ AHolelA AEHS A= 6%04 full-scale 22|
SE4s MZ5 FEHOIEE Mo, Hl™ FH A2 FES A 209 Am mME FIEIH XA XS
ANEE 2HESIALCH X =& L& s5 ds MO AE2 fd 302 &8 oS ‘ja §I1QF 30HS 15 IS H
L otE HdAHE AIZoICH Fx-LMS 2 112l&E2 A&dtl= AVCSE MATLAB Simulink, dSPACE ControlDesk, &
RCP (Rapid Control Prototyping) SI=9I0{2l MicrolabBoxE AFE58t 2 E0otRULCH EH &S0l 2AsH 230 knots 2
HigE =2H2 REst =4 I 229 =2 AX0A 2P &S SE0l AVCSE HESE HR 8467 ~ 4754 %
HoE = ASS TS MO AIE HARE Sotod =IotALt

Key Words : Lift-offset compound helicopter, Active vibration control test, Small-scaled model

M E

22 M| e dAIUAME JIEQ ElS3HO SHEOl M5 =8 £T (2 150 ~ 170 knots), ®HS &%
Hel, & ZHAE S HES diZotl =& 0I5 2 HAe i S FFE2 sSAM 228 = Jse CrEst
SEfel MEE Y SEE MAIQ g ESotn UL O & S8 ITAI|e ool 26, M, & X
z= HXE M AlSoled 28 HMXA2l "™ ¥ N HE dss2 25 =0 556, Liftofset SE8E
3|Mel)|= Lifofset 2HT (2 S= BE 2H)Q BX =2 HXZ2 8 AM2ets =288 3M2I|0ICH 0=
Sikorsky it 2l XH-59A, X2 Technology Demonstrator (TD), S-97 Raider, 2 SB>1= WEXQI Lift-offset =&&
3 HAII0IH, R+6 0= HY A5 LSoIU2L, SAIM 012 22 Lift-offset =88 3AAI|= 0= HIH

Al =88t =2 A=slies SME0l =L ACH

QD] s Ao F 0l ZES M0 2o 2dot=s Z2H o2 AS0l JtE Sot HEoti, Hel
ZHY =2 2H 2 Sdl0IE M= (No)2 =8 (n)2t32 28 322 s o= 82 (nNoP = nNb/rev)0l
JIME Jt&GHA €Lk ol 1P (= 1/rev)= SPAAS & 2H & £EE DIEC 2 =22 1% HEd =88
Lol oo MBE Liftoffset ZE= Sdl0IE EH2l &/5t 2EH AM0I2 2tAS |G| AGHH 240l
a5l 2 SdiolE (rigid blade)E 0186t22 LEHAOl & SEO HIGHH &S0l 01 SAGHCH JIMH g
Lif-offset ZES 2AME ANs2 g2 Mol, %9 IZ 9 o=, ¥ SXHIE8 &I S99 0Yys 2HE

OFJlot] LIOHD} Lift-offset =88 &I ZICH HIE =2 MEHe & QUL

Fig. 1 OId 2 % US0| Liftoffset ZHE == Btd ZH9 A/6t Bo HZXS (advancing side) A
220 AUHS LMAIIILD ZHO ZE|H (retreating side)lAE LS LMAIIIA L0 S&H A% (dynamic
stal)2 AKX Le=Ch WOetA Liftoffset 2&E JAAIE JIEQ Y ZHE AI=ZoteE JI&9 E2lE8H9
ZEHO HI5I0 248 2)| A8 AsS I, D% A EE| HQ 2ECQ &2 2HAI20079 MatA
JIES == &S MO JIHEC 92 FOH4 OY £ Hldl 2820 et Bate s SHNME 2=2Ho=2
HZ Jise s ds M I8 820 2 R06t0. S|korsky it= X2TD® % S-97 Raider, 2 SB>1 Defiant2t
22 Liftoffset 2& 2ISEH2 JIM AsS2 MO fdl st s B% & I8 = s3 &ds HA
ANAE (Active Vibration Control System, AVCS) 2 AIE0oICH AVCSE JIAM &&S MEe MES 210 a2
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BHOHQI As AM ASE JIMA JHEsHH 26 SHOZ Nololos JIgez, Xs MM otE2
Aole ofs 2MI| (force generator), JIESH (accelerometer), ¥ HEZ II=% HOI| (closed—feedback

controller) 2 RAECHUD Fig. 2= 2 =29 5= = MO A0 AF2E AVCSS HETZS LIEHHLY.
] AH-1G

NASA Langley Research Center@ Bellit= (Fig. 3(a)"), V=22 (Fig. 3(b)" 82| stick-line2 =24 JIA
A2 0|28t s s HH2 A Cﬂ?
|

& ZUE HIgESZ Vv-22 JIHO l]o;._ ss s M2 JIY & GPC
(Generalized Predictive Control)2 e s &S MO JI¥€2 HEOIQC Stick-line 2 JEtel =4 I
2AE 088 K& s A" Jg2 %é* A RUs 0|28t AlSH0&E JE

HAHGIH AIE JIsotH,
S0 U= HEEE A JIAMS =01 OhE SAHEEE OtLict 0101 eratEl JIHel SE4d= Wt ME22

s s MO Jlgs JIMo HE8ot=0U AN W FE8 JIHOICH Eat =4 JIM 2XE 0S8t
S

Mo AME2 &JIAd (Full-scale aircraf)E 0I1&8 58 &s MO AL HDSIH e "2 o, Al &
HIES ABEHE 275D & I 82 sSs s MO g &2 JF U2=2 28500 i<
S OICH.

Hd8 ARMAME JIEY coaxial HEIBEY LERE JIXS SS S MO AIE JlgsS Zysta” 9.
Je2iLt Lifoffset ZEIQF 8 o] Ul L Z2H2HE SAIN AIZSle S8 20 3|0 30 AVCSE
088 5SS S MO AE o7 2D b glCh & X ZE2EQ YHE AIZste Z2ERE A2 &
=29 Lif-ofset 1% HIE =88 200 3/XAIQY LA A4S XX, LEREE DS HIHA ZEREHE
DIl g3llel EREY 20l 2ol HEo JM ¥ LHel SS401 2 =29 Lfrofset =
slFolllo S HIWGH 4018 Ao MSSCH Wt 2 ==20ME HE &H SAHA  Liftoffset
coaxial 2E 9 B #o| Wi Y TRURYES S0 AIBSE 5000 b 2 =E sFAI0 AVCSS AS M
H52 ISl 2l 2 JIM REE 0/88 HAE #MX 75 % AVCS £ 0188 55 IS HOl AIES
ES 2

ot JIM =& 2o ds Yo M
2 930 X HiY S§E R0 M) (Fig. 4a)2 s &5 MO AlE HAE #HX 252 @loh stick-
line @& J|Btel 25% =4 JIM 22 (Fig. 4(b))S XA A Z=2 30l CATIA, £ MSC.NASTRAN R4
ol Z208s AFE6tH ZAHGHALCH 25% =4 JIAH 22 J1301 E0l18 €20l ¥ *Eﬂolal AE

015t &S ACH MIMO (Multi Input Multi Output) J18te] AVCSE 0| &8t %% s MO AlEs s=dstI| #

el MY olE 2MI| (K2004E01 SmartShaker)& AlE0ol0 2P 26 5B s ols, & 2P &% AM otES
MAEBIFOO, )02 JISETH (PCB352C42)= Remote cockpit device, Wing root 2 Wing tip I XI0l 2 =otACt
Fx-LMS &12I52 AlEol= AVCS=E MATLAB Simulink, dSPACE ControlDesk, 2 RCP (Rapid Control
Prototyping) SIER0{01 MicrolabBoxS AM25t0d RE6HRUCH A8 o =] Z A8 230 knots HIEH

|-_|

LTAE 2 FEA JIM 2E2 JIM =2 XA AVCSE HE6H0 JIM =2 Z&2 2P JIM &ds0l HES
Hog = UASS =oAL
0 - LA
L ta Advancing side ** HﬂRetreatmg side |,
Advancing side Retreating side *0s .
A LOS

Retreating side Advancing side

oy

(a) Single main rotor (b) Lift—offset coaxial rotor

Fig 1. Characteristics of Lift—offset c oaxial rotor("
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Rotor
Sensors . mem Ny/rev Rotor Vibration Response
(Accelerometers) i === Nyjrev Actusators Vibration Resp
‘ Ny/rev vibrations

Counter-Vibration Forces . Periodic Vibration

Airframe

AVCS

Active Vibration Control System
[ Sensors ]

{Accelerometers)

Counter vibration Forces Commands

Fig 2. Concept of Active Vibration Control System (AVCS)

“———Suspended by bungee
Fuselage spar w/ stiffeners -

\

(b) V-2210% scaled dynamic model‘’-8

(a) AH-1G 5.5% scaled dynamic model”
Fig 3. Scaled airframe models of various rotorcraft

Wing

& Propeller |

(b) 25% scaled dynamic model

Fuselage : 18.3 ft

(a) Full-scale model®
Fig 4. Unmanned Lift-offset compound rotorcraft
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Fixed
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Main spring pack u Sub spring pack
: 0.23 m (4EA) : :0.11 m (2EA)

Main cable : 0.9 m Sub cable : 1.285 m
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IMEDIZREH =4 JIM P20 MZ-= otE2 otE dlM (PCB 208C02, Fig. 62 @) AMEotH
oA, =4 JIM 2E2 I =2 XA JIH == e ds 8g2 15 JIEEH  (PCB 352C42,
Fig. 62 ®)E A5t ZTGIRULH Al g L ZEHES It PCBitS Model 483C15 (Fig. 621 @)
AR H, dS &5, a2 AAIZE WMo &S =3 HHIZ JdSPACERt2 MicrolabBox (Fig. 621 ®)E

| m om m

@ Rotor hub vibratory
force generator

1 2P hub pitch
@ PCB 208C02 f moment
@ Vibratory cancellation ﬁ = Rotor hub
force generator Momant arth ‘ = 2
0.23 m @ Vibratory cancellation

® MicrolabB force generator
icrolabBox

Nose

Fuselage - 4
> T Tail

Sa—

» B

@ PCB 483C15 Remote
cockpit
device

Wing root 14m

A

..., @ PCB 352c42

™~
Wing tip

Fig 6. Configuration diagram of test equipment

2.25= XE HO A2H(AVCS)
2.21Fx-LMS L g&E

Fig. 72 =24 JIM #X2 0188 JIHd =& &€& s5 ds MHMAH Al

0
o

flol AFEE Fx-LMS €12I&
x

J1BFO] AVCSQ| 22 CH0I0f D& 0ICHY. Disturbance path (H(iw))E 28 3 E GIEC22H LM = IIH As9
Mg s DOICH Actual forward path (C*liw))= MO LSOZEEH LMI0 JIHUH MEEEsE AN Ms9
SE42 LIEIDM, Forward path (Cliw))= K& dsS AMES Sl 20 & Actual forward path (C*(iw))2 =&
dY g4 RIS LIEMYWEO Fx-LMS 20282 ofs 2MI|e Mo 22 (Control signal, u(n))S JIEZAHZ
=JGe= old AF (e(n)It 240 E&EF NSHCZ AMHO0IESICH 0IF HO0IE & MO LE2 &M o=
gHMI2 MLEHN 2ZH 2 &S (y(n))d AA0l BHUo &AM TS (y(n)2 LM AlIA JIH HSS HOSHCH
SS S MO AE Al IISZHE 0|80t SHEE 02l dsEsE ZH 6B s A ds9 822 0ol 4
(1) 20l Hol= o),

e(n) = y(n)+ y(n) = C'u(n) + y(n) ~ Cu(n) + y(n) A1)

Fx-LMS ¢12I&2 el /MSE z4s ol MO 22Es FHO0IEs=sE 282 MO &1
O Al2E A8 (time step) OCH HAF ol (gradient descent) S 012060 HIAECH Ofle] &
SH B4 ()2 MO AHI0IE & MO o HEE (129 Al (2)¢ (3 2CH* D),

3 = E{e(n)|'}=e(n)" e(n) ~(2)
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a3 Al(3)
u(n+1)_u(n)—— ( ()J:u(n)—yc“e(n)
ou(n)
OlH, w2 &= LMS ZOOIE ZHEHAN 2o AAZ2Z AHiE= MO 2ol =8 £ ZHol=
otetole 2, pol gt2 =38 &0 otllet HMoJIe HtE8s ZEo)| 2o =S &s MO Al HEs gts
ANE =20 MESE AVCS ¥ Fx-LMS Zel&0 st 20 XAs d3e d3
o]

ArSoto{0F BtCt. =
ol

AU H=S0f QAT
b Rotor e
i JREp i « Reference theta Disturbance path :
[ I X(n)=cos@ ) y(n) + e(n) H
N 'l H(iw) =4, - iBy - )O :
: ] ! 'l (n) $+ :
I !
i Reference theta Actual Forward path C*(iw) i
! X(n)=cos 8 !
L e S — S—
1 Y I T3
: / i
H Vibration Control !
: Command Control signal : u(n) :
H 1
1
i Xe i
i C(iw) = Ac - iB¢ LMS Update P e E
L remwardpath e Fx-LMS;
Fig 7. Block diagrams for AVCS
2.22 NA" AH
AVCSE R4ol= MY g4 B2 A8 AIE2Y (Linear Time Invariant, LTI) AIAEIOZ, A|AE AS (system
identification) 0I01 210 Yes LHEUYW SHS Soll &0l Jisst E2g2 01860 0K dY & DE=
AHUE HES 20Istth 2 =22 JIM s9s 28 2 &SI L0 CHst AMAE AEZ 32 2P Z2H
=2 S28 FI|E 2= ZH o8 oIz s MM dlES 22 JINGIH X4 JsS AlgdsS £8at0 JIA
=2 XN SHE JIM s S22 MATLAB Curved Fitting tool2 0I5t 2P JIX s SE2 X3 &2
2oz FEoIAUL
2P ZH ots0H 2st JIM TsS=2 20Ict= Disturbance pathll AlAE AYE WE2 Ot Fig. 81 2 Cf.
e gtol Reference thetas ZHS 2P &S| a2

S UEHLHN, ==gt2 2P 2Z2H dtEs =4 JId 20l
RISt s ANES =386t IHEEHE Sol sHE JIM =2 |AXUAM 2P JIM &ds 8 (v(n)
Reference thetall 8(n)2 ZHY 2J42l EI01EE ZE= Lift-offset EELJ O AlZb AEC glﬁg MAED EEE
£ UAEZE Al (4= OIS 0l NpE 2H & 2

o(n)=N, xwxt(n) 21(4)

Disturbance path

Reference signal Airframe vibration
X(n) = cos 9(n) y(n) = Ay cos 8(n) + By, sin @(n)

H(iw) =AH - iBH J

Fig 8. System identification of Disturbance path
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MOl 22 (u(n)oll 2ol L= ot S| S 88 MY g4 2l Actual forward path(C*(iw))= &l
Ft=2t MS o ot=2 010 Tet T2 282 = UL, et dA222 HU0IE &= Mo Y8522
Qlofl Hatols s &M ots2 SS4H= HEol H8ot)| fol, S &M ols 2dIe 2l &2 0~ 60 %
OlZ Ctet 3019 &S o ofES= JIMO Jt&ot 28 89 02 AlAE A8= =8stlt. HOoE=
Mol SELZRH ddE oM ASe Flhxs RAE MHE I A8 HEs5 BAZ = UAES oS
LI MOl HEE cosinelt sine H22 &l X3t &2 HEZ Oteh Al (52 201 FGHRULE.

u(n) =Acosé(n) +Bsind(n) (9)

Mol ol e ds &M ot52 2P JIM s S (p(n))2 A (6)2 201 EE Itsotth Ol A2 & Bo=
MATLABS 0IZ20ot0 F£& JIM =2 XA 2P &s SE2 1X &2 &f==0IC}.

9(n) =C" u(n) = A[A_cosd(n)+B_sing(n)] + B[ A_sing(n)-B_.cosd(n)] 21(6)

= A, cosé(n)+ B, sind(n)

MetAM Actual forward pathll &Y & RS2 A (7)22 FHelstW LIEIE £~ U2M, Actual forward path
(Ciw))e Mg st4 22 [0S Fig. 91t 20| ES =},

>
o
|
w
v
Iz
3

. . BB
C'(iw) = A —iB,, A - AL *BB,

: Actual forward path Cancelation vibration
ule) = A oos oio = B sin () 5 =A[A, cos o(n) + B, sin o(]

+B[A, sin 6(n) - B, cos 6(n)]
L C'(iw) =A¢* — iBe+ J

Fig 9. System identification of Actual forward path

23FL 7|4 FEE 0|88 55 WS HO AE 7I¥

Fig. 100t 20l 2 ™A M3 o100.1¥0 == K= Fof ZYY AIE J|8r22 MATLAB Simulink 22 0IA
Simulink 221} dSPACE RTI (Real-Time Interface) 22 AI25I0d MIMO 2|89l S &= MO gDess
; A= D HE =2gE 200 3|29 Lift-offset 2E{Q

s

SAZGIACE. AIEN AIEE otE LAl Jt&l =1}
Sl82 H8ol)| fot 2P =42 NHGITCE. AVCSE o= Disturbance path (Fig. 10(a)2 )2t Actual
forward path & Forward path (Fig. 10(a)2 @) Y &= K& XS AIEL AIAE A BH¥sS A
QHBCMH, s s HUHE <st 2P &M dtE LMI|Z2 HMLEe MO 2 (Fig. 10(a)2 @)= M=st LMS
AOIOIE HHA! (Fig. 10(a)l @)= 0I=56l0d DHS 04 Al2t A8 (0.0001 s)OCH HIAHEICH Ol A& A9
AEdiol@d 43 2ol Hi# £& 230 knot OIA D= & HI@ X2AS FEGH| {8 2P EH FHE ot=
SHAJ|Ol MO L3S YOHO0IE X &1 DHE S AI=stit

Fig. 112 AVCSE o|gst %% s MO AIE2 JHfZO0ICH 2 =292 AVCSE 3ol JISEH (Fig. 119
D)2t 2JHel MEs &M otE LI (Fig. 112 @) MEGIH PHIJCH IIEEHY /AXle &8 AR9
JIEEH BHXIE &2 106N Remote cockpit device, Wing root & Wing tip0l IIXl =& Z2&2=2 HiXIGHACEH 2942
s MM ots 2|9 Xe= stickdine 2E IS HA JIM PXel S48 Deddtl, 4 JIM #X9
28 4 D et AVCS AI2dI0Id ¢ 20 E U8 CZ XNES AFOIRULL

=4 JIH X = AX0 2= IEH (Fig. 112 @)2 A& = MicrolabBox (Fig. 112 ®)2] ADC M<
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(Fig. 10(b)2l @)0l LD, HEEHC s =& Al 45 M2l ¥ 0= ZHYE 6t PCBit2 Model
483C15 (Fig. 112 @)% High-Pass Filter2 Low-Pass FilterS Z &8t Band-Pass Filter (1Y St ZEH, Fig.
10(b)2 @)E AIE5IRUCH 2P 2H dlE 6l L NS A4 otE5S MH5le A48 ofE LMIE 2SotI| /st
MO 222 MicrolabBox 2l DAC Y (Fig. 10(b)2l @)= &EHE L. MATLAB Simulink 221 dSPACERTI =228
AESIH Rea = ss s MO LS 22 PC (Fig. 112 ®)° dSPACE ControlDesk T2 &40
AsSC 2 d722 s &s MO AES HMOstC

QU

;L

Disturbance Fain 1

@ 2P vibratory force
signal input
-

(® 2P rotor hub force generator
control signal output (Fixed)

DAG GL1
—-b—-‘w s,

Gain_outt

E
B
[
2
5

3
§

5
8
3
3
2
£

DAC_CLASST_BLA

DAC CLt
D )

Gain_oue

@ 2P vibration response
acceleration signal input

E

I
(%)
g

{
g
5
¥
g

DAC_CLASST_BL2

:
s
f(2)
g

u

o
5
#
c
F
1

DAC L1
e LR

Gain_ou2

H
g
5
)
f

b
hiN
g

P
(b) Signal input/output using dSPACE RTlblock
Fig 10. MATLAB Simulink block diagram

:
g
g
8
H
#

b
E

® MicrolabBox @ PCB 483C15
2P rotor hub vibratory '
force generator Moment arm : 0.23 m : @ Accelerometer
(PCB 352C42)
e
n:‘w : @ Linear force generator

(K2004E01 SmartShaker)

2P vibration cancellation
force generator

Fig 11. Schematic diagram for active vibration control test
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2.4¢17 AT

2.4.1 X| & ™ & A" (Ground Vibration Test)

s &S HO AME82 <ol Disturbance path ¥ Actual forward pathl AAE AlEZ 2o K& XS AES
LB M8 0o Yl T 230 knotsOIMSl D= HIE =58 20 FAAIQ IH IS 2 A
ZU SASE =9 JIM 22 & s SHE =4 JM RYUHAHNE 22 4+ JAE2 =4 JIH X9 K&t
A D9 (Fig. 1)0l st s Y 842 MSC.NASTRANS 0|25t &5t HES| JIAE 2P &2 LIXl
TUHE (Myp)E 2H B X0 5t Z4 JIM R=EQ X4 AsS AMES +=HIACH IIEEHZE S3E I
22 8tskol XE 222 MATLAB Curve Fitting toolS 0I208t0 Il YEo=2 HEist] A|AE AldEgs Sl
=4 JIM 2EQ JIM =& 2E 2P s SE€o 54 (Disturbance path, Hliw)) S F&56HALCH

Fig. 12= &8 4309 Full-scale 2E2 0I838 GVT 2o JIH NS 2S¢ 4 ZUY 2 =29 25%
=4 JIM REE 028 GVT 222 JIX &s 8¢ oid &L XA s Alg ZHE HlWotH LIEHHT sS4
I REE 0188t X4 TS AMES 36 2, =24 I 2E2 =2 X (Remote cockpit device, Wing
root & Wing tip)lAl DIl =2 &sto] 2P JIHl XS 20| A8 AR Full-scale 22 AMESH 0l HF
Zet HlWote 1.07 ~ 51.27 %2 2XUE EJCH =2 JIH X DO Wing tiplilAd JIXH ds S0l CA
S o= L SHIUSL, JIES HeBH Ms 2E?P £F0 01 g 0142 =2 WSS 20122 55 IS
MO AE HRE st HES K& s ANE s R=oUCHD BHEHGHALE

0I= 2)He TS &Y ot5 LIS 22 AS5IH 28 2l (maximum force2l 0 ~ 60 %) OILHSl XS &4
OlES JIst & EHE JIEE MSE 246 XsS A olE gMI|o MY &% 2 (Actual forward path,
C'(iw))) S AEEHC

Fixed e Fixed

1.2,3,4,5,6

Main spring pack

Sub spri k
:0.23 m (4EA) ub spring pac

:0.11 m (2EA)

Main cable : 0.9 m Sub cable : 1.285 m

| Accelerometer
Remote % (vertical dir.)
Cockpit
z device Rotor

Wing root —»{

Wing tip ——-__N’E%’r
LN, J

et

Fuselage : 1.4 m

Fig 11. GVT model for airframe vibration response analysis of s mall-scaled model
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Airframe vibration response analysis result

0.7 T I
I Full scale model(simulation result®)
[ 25% Scaled model(simulation result)
0.6 [[125% Scaled model(test result) =

e
3

g
IS

=
(%]

e
[X]

=
-

2P vertical direction vibration response [g]

Remote cockpit device Wing root Wing tip

Fig 12. Comparison of 2P vertical vibration responses between full- and small-scale models

(230 knots)

2.42AVCSE 0|88t 58 & & Mo AN

3 APO0o] 230 knotsIAQl D= HIE =283 20 3M2I|9 Full-scale 229 JIH A= 22 P&
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