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Abstract: The relative motion control for an uncertain chaser spacecraft to approach a tumbling space
target is investigated in this paper. The nonlinear coupled dynamics for relative translational and
rotational motions of the two spacecrafts are modeled. Based on the model, relative position and attitude
controllers are designed by a unified nonlinear robust adaptive control method without using the target
inertial parameter information. Asymptotic stability of the six degrees-of-freedom closed-loop system is
proved. Theoretical results are demonstrated by a numerical simulation.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Many space programs such as rendezvous and docking, cap-
turing, repairing and fueling, tracking various space objects,
and removing debris in orbit have attracted a lot of attention
in recent years. Autonomous proximity operations in these pro-
grams is the most critical technology, it requires precise posi-
tion and attitude control. Since the relative motion dynamics
between two spacecrafts are highly nonlinear and strongly cou-
pled, many classical linear control methods are not applicable.

Various nonlinear controllers have been designed based on
the spacecraft relative motion model. A robust controller, in-
cluding both relative position and relative attitude controls,
was designed by Stansbery and Cloutier (2000) for the space-
craft proximity operations with state-dependent Riccati equa-
tion technology. Relative position control based on phase plane
control technique and relative attitude control based on rel-
ative quaternion feedback scheme were developed in Philip
and Ananthasayanam (2003). Singla et al. (2006) proposed
an output feedback adaptive control to solve the spacecraft
autonomous rendezvous and docking problem under measure-
ment noises, but the couplings of relative position and relative
attitude motions were not considered. The integrated relative
position and attitude control problem for spacecraft proximity
operations with parametric uncertainties, bounded disturbances
and measurement noises was investigated in Subbarao and
Welsh (2008), and ultimate boundedness of the closed-loop
system errors was achieved. In Di Cairano et al. (2010), the
relative position control problem for spacecraft proximity op-
erations was converted to a model predictive control optimiza-
tion problem with considering thrust magnitude and spacecraft
approach velocity constraints. Liang and Ma (2011) proposed
a Lyapunov-based adaptive control method for tracking the
angular velocity of a tumbling satellite before docking and
stabilizing rotation of the two-satellite compound system after
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docking. By the use of the method, only the rotational motion
can be stabilized, but the coupled relative translational motion
was not considered as in Meng et al. (2010). Xin and Pan (2010)
addressed a closed-form nonlinear optimal control solution for
spacecraft proximity operations with 8-D technique. Although
the relative position and attitude dynamics coupled with the
flexible appendage were used to design a unified optimal con-
troller, the parametric uncertainties and external disturbances
were not considered. Then they researched again the problem in
Xin and Pan (2012) and redesigned the optimal controller with
considering the modeling uncertainties. Zhang et al. (2012)
designed the integrated relative position and attitude controller
for a chaser spacecraft with control saturation, but the target
attitude information is required in real time.

In light of above achievements, we consider the problem of
positioning a chaser spacecraft to a desired proximity position
along the docking port direction of a space target, and syn-
chronizing the chaser attitude with the tumbling target attitude.
The main contribution of the paper is as follows. First, the rel-
ative translational and rotational motions are all modeled in the
chaser spacecraft body-fixed frame. Although the two relative
motions are coupled in the model, relative position controller
and relative attitude controller are independently designed by a
unified nonlinear robust adaptive control method without using
the target inertial parameter information. Second, in spite of the
decoupled controller design, asymptotic stability of the closed-
loop system for spacecraft proximity operations is proved based
on the coupled six degrees-of-freedom dynamics model.

This paper is arranged as follows. In section 2, the mechanical
model of the spacecraft proximity operations is derived, and the
objective of controller design is stated. In section 3, detailed de-
signing procedure of a robust adaptive nonlinear state feedback
controller is proposed, and stability analysis of the closed-loop
system is presented in section 4. Simulation results are then
shown in section 5. Finally, conclusion is given in section 6.
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2. MODELING AND PROBLEM DESCRIPTION

Notations. The skew symmetric matrix S(a) € R3*® derived
from a vector @ = [aj,az,a3]T € R? is defined as

0 —asz ap
S(a) =]l a3 0 —a
—day ap 0

It satisfies ||S(a)|| = ||a||, a*S(a) = 0, and S(a)b = —S(b)a,
b"S(a)b =0 for any b € R3. Moreover, ||a|| < ||a||, where | a]|
and ||a||; denote vector 2-norm and 1-norm, respectively. A > 0

represents that A is a positive definite matrix, and ||A|| is its

induced matrix 2-norm. sgn(a) = [sgn(ay),sgn(az),sgn(a3)]T,

where
—1,a; <0
sgn(a;)) =40, a=0

1, a;>0
2.1 Chaser and Target Dynamics

The control problem that a chaser spacecraft with modeling
uncertainties tracks a tumbling space target is considered in
this paper. Relevant frames and vectors are shown in Figure
1, where .%; 2 {Ox;y;z;} is an Earth-centered inertial frame,
ZF. = {Cxyz} and F = {Tx,y,;z} are the chaser and target
body-fixed frames, and their origins C and T are mass centers
of the chaser and target, respectively. Point P is the chaser
desired proximity position along direction of the target docking
port. Solid arrows {r, r.} and dashed arrows {r;,r,,, p, } are the
vectors represented in frame %, and frame .%;, respectively.
The task of this work is to control the chaser spacecraft such
that point C tracks point P and frame .%, tracks frame .%;.

The position of mass center C and the attitude of frame %,
with respect to frame .%; can be described by following chaser
kinematics and dynamics equations expressed in frame %, if
the modified Rodrigues parameters(MRP) are used for attitude
parametrization (Xin and Pan (2011)):

r=v-S(@)r (1)

6= %[(1 6761, +25(6) + 266 @ o)
mv+mS(@)v=f+dy 3)
JO+S(@)Jo=1+d; 4

Fig. 1. Relevant frames and vectors

where r € R? is the position and ¢ is the MRP attitude with
the constraint ||6|| < 1; v,@ € R? are linear and angular ve-
locities; f,T,dy.d; € RR? are the control force, control torque,
disturbance force and disturbance torque, respectively; m € R
and J € R3*3 are the chaser mass and inertia matrix. I3 isa 3 x 3
unit matrix.

With the same description manner for the chaser motion, the
kinematics and dynamics for target translational and rotational
motions are described in frame .%; as

’.lt :vt—S(CO,)r, (5)

. 1
6 =11~ 6/0,)+25(0,)+20,0]| @, ©6)
m;l'l, —I—mtS((D,)vt =0 (7)
J,(i);—FS(COZ)J,(Dt :0 (8)

where r;,0, € R? are target position and attitude; v;, ®, € R>
are target linear and angular velocities; m; € R and J; € R>*3
are target mass and positive definite symmetric inertia matrix,
respectively.

Claim 1. For the target dynamics (7) and (8), denote tar-
get kinetic energy E(t) = 1(mv} v, + ©fJ,@,) > 0, since its
time derivative E(t) = —m,vIS(@,)v, — @I S(®,)J; 0, = 0, we
know that E(t) = E(0) £ 1(mv[ (0)v,(0) + ®f (0)J,@,(0)) <
oo, Therefore, the target linear velocity v, and angular velocity
®; are always bounded.

2.2 Relative Motion Dynamics

The rotation matrix from .%; to %, is (Shuster (1993))

4(1-olo,) T

——S(o ——=5(0.) S(o6,) 9

(1+olo,)? (60)+ (1+0o'0,)? (6.)°S(0c) ©)

where 0, is the MRP of relative attitude defined by
~o,0'6-1)+0(1-0/0,)—25(0)C

‘ 1+ 60,676 +20]0

R=I—

(10)

According to Figure 1, the position and velocity of point P can

be described in frame .%; as

rp, =ri+p;, vy, =V +S(@;)p, a1

where p, € R3 is a constant vector in frame .%,. The relative po-

sition, relative linear and angular velocities are all represented
in frame %, as

r.=r—Rry, ve=V—Ry,,

®, = O —Ro; (12)

Substituting (12) into (1)—(4) and using R = —S(®,)R, i), =
v, —S(@;)rp, and R~! = RT yield the relative motion models
represented in frame .%, as (Yuichi et al. (2011))

i‘e:ve_S<w)re (13)
d-e = G(Ge)we (14)
mve = —m[S(®— @.)v+S(®.)ve +Rv, |+ f+d; (15)

JO,=—-S(®)Jo—JRd,—S(@,)(®0—o,)]+T+d; (16)
where G(0,) = i[(l —olo,); +25(6,) 426,06 is invert-
ible, Rv, can be calculated from (11), (7), (12) and RS(a) =
S(Ra)R for any a € R as

Rv),, =R[v, +S(@,)p,| = —RS(®,)v, —RS(p,) &
=—S(Ray)[Rvy, —RS(@;)p,] — RS(p,) @
=—S(®—-a,)[v—v.—S(®o—o.,)Rp,]

—RS(p,) @,
and @, is calculated from (8) and (12) as

7)
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(b[ = —JZIS((O;)J,(D,

=—J 'S(R"(0—-®,) )R (0 - ®,) (18)

Thus the equations (15) and (16) can be rewritten as
mve = —mg —mn + f +dy (19)
Jo,=-S(0)Jo+JS(®.)(0—0,)+In,+T+d; (20)

where
g =S(@)v, +5*(@ — @.)Rp,
n; =RS(p)J; 'S(R" (0 — ®,))J,R" (@ — ®,)
ny =RJ'S(RY (@ — @,))J,RT (0 — ®,)

Claim 2. The terms S(®)r, in (13) and n; in (19) reflect that
the relative translation between the two spacecrafts is affected
greatly by the relative rotation between them. This indicates
natural couplings of the spacecraft proximity operations sys-
tem.

Generally, in above system dynamic models (19) and (20),
the chaser mass m, inertia matrix J, external disturbance force
dy, disturbance torque d; and the target inertia matrix J; are
unknown. In this paper, following assumptions are adopted in
the subsequent development.

Hypothesis 1. m = mg + my is a positive scalar and J = Jy +Ja
is a symmetric positive definite matrix, where nominal value
my is a known positive constant and Jy = diag{J},,J%,J%}
is a known positive diagonal matrix; m, is an unknown and
bounded constant, Jo = [A;j](i,j = 1,2,3) is an unknown and
bounded symmetric matrix. J; is an unknown and bounded
symmetric positive definite matrix.

Hypothesis 2. The disturbances d; and d; are completely
unknown, but they satisfy ||ds| < ps and ||d¢|| < pr, where
Py and p; are unknown constants.

Hypothesis 3. The chaser desired position p, represented in
frame %, is prior known. Moreover, the chaser can directly
measure its motion variables {r,v,0,®} and relative mo-
tion variables {r,,v,,0,.,®,} with the measurement devices
mounted on the chaser body (Lither and Dubowsky (2004)).
However, the target motion variables {r;,v.,0,,@;} are as-
sumed to be unavailable directly for the chaser.

2.3 Control Objective

The objective of this paper is to design a controller based on
above relative motion models to drive the chaser to a desired
position on direction of the target docking port and reorient the
chaser attitude to coincide with the target attitude. Considering
(12), the objective is equivalent to design robust nonlinear
control inputs f and 7, such that the controlled spacecraft
proximity operations system with above-mentioned modeling
uncertainties is capable to guarantee limy_,oo 7o = liMy_y00 Ve =
lim; 0o 6, = lim;_,0o @, = 0.

3. CONTROLLER DESIGN

In this section, a robust adaptive nonlinear control approach is
developed for the spacecraft proximity operations. The adaptive
control laws are used to compensate the chaser parametric un-
certainties and the unknown coupled dynamics of translational
and rotational motions, and to suppress the external environ-
ment disturbances.

2221

3.1 Relative Position Controller Design

Define a manifold
s1 =V, +Arr, 21)
where A; = AT > 0 is the feedback gain matrix. Differentiating
(21) gives
ms, = mv, +mA; .
=—mg—mni+ f+ds+mAv.—mA S(@)r.
=—my—mn+ f+dy
wherey = g+ Av. + A1S(0@)re..

(22)

Based on Hypothesis 1 and 2, denoting unknown constant
scalar p,, = |m|||J;!][||J;||, estimation errors ity = riiy — ma,
Pm = Pm— Pm> P = Py — py, and selecting a function

Vi = %kor;rre + %msTsl + Zi%mi + ziyzpﬁ + 21?;331 (23)
where ko > 0 is a constant gain and ¥; > 0(i = 1,2, 3); then from
(13), (21), (22) and considering kor! S(@)r, = 0, we have

. ) . r_ | I, .
Vi Zkofzre + STmsl + —mama+ —PPr+ —PmPm
4l 2] v

=—kore Aire + 5| (kore —my —mny + f +dy) (24)
1 . 1. 1.
+ —mama+ —PrPr+ —PmpP
T ATA YZprf " PmPm
Design the relative position control input
f=—kore —Kis1 + (mo+1ia)y — Prsgn(s1) 25)

— Pullp,llll@ — @c|*sgn(s1)
where constant gain matrix K; = K] > 0. Substituting (25) into
(24) gives the derivative of V| as

. T T T T T
Vi =—kor,Air, —s1 K181+ 811ay — symny +s1dy

— 51 pysgn(si) — 51 pml P, [l @ — 0| *sgn(s:) (26)

+ %ﬁmﬁu + %ﬁfﬁf—f' %ﬁmﬁm
If design parameters adaptive update laws as follows:
A= —ny'si
pr=nlsilh
P = 15l|pi | @ — @] |31
substituting (27) into (26) and using [|S(a)| = ||a
IRT|| =1, ||s1]| < ||s1]|1 result in
V) <— korZAlre — SrHKlsl +sfﬁ1Ay
+pulsillIRIIp IR @ — |
+osllsill = prlisilli = pullp || @ — @ 151]]x
— iy 1+ Prllsi |1 + PPyl @ — @ |ls1 1
< —s1Ki81+pul| Pl @ — @c | [Is1][1 +pylsi
—Prlisilli = pullpi @ — @ ||Is1 [l
+Pylsll +Pullpoll| @ — e[ [1s1]]s
=—STK1S1 <0
and the closed-loop position dynamics becomes
ms1 = —kor, — K181 +ripy —mni +d;y
—pysen(si) — pullpll| @ — @.|*sgn(s1)

3.2 Relative Attitude Controller Design

27)

R =

b}

(28)

Define a manifold

$H=®,+ A0, (29)
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where feedback gain matrix A, = Ag > 0, from (29), (16), (14)
and (8), we get
J§ =J0,+ I\ 6,
=—S(0)Jo+JS(0,)(0—o,)+IAG(0,)0,
+t+d.+JRJ7'S(RM (0 - @,))JRT (0 — @,)

(30)

From Hypothesis 1 and 2, introduce a linear operator L(a) for
any vector a = [ay,az,a3)" as

aj 000 as ap

L(a) 2 [0 a 0 a3 0 a1‘|

00 a3z az aj 0
we have Ja=L(a)0 =L(a)(0o+ 0,), where 8 = [J11,J22,J33,
Sz, J13,J12) T, 00 = [79),79,7%,0,0,0]T, 04 = [Ar1, A0, A,
Aoz, A13,A1]7, then equation (30) turns to

J$ =Y(0p+0p)+Jny+T+d; 31D

where Y = L(S(®,)(0 — @,)) — S(®)L(®) — L(A2G(0,)®,).

Denote unknown constant p; = ||J||||7; ||| ||, estimation er-
rors O = 0p — Op, p; = Py — Py, Pr = Pr — P and define

1 I -1 1 1
Vo ==s3Jss+ =—0,00+—p2+—p? 2
2755 5'24'27/4 A A+2y5Pr+2y6PJ (32
where ¥ > 0(i = 4,5,6), we obtain
. ) 1,14 | | B
Vo =s1J8+ —0,00+ —popr+ —psds
Y ¥ Y6
=s1[Y (00 +0x)+Jny +T+d;] (33)
+ L8000+ Lpepet Lpsp
74AA v 76JJ
Design the relative attitude control input
T=—Ks$) —Y(Oo-l-éA) —ﬁfsgn(S2) (34)

—psllo— @.|sgn(s2)
where feedback gain matrix K> = K2T > 0. Substituting (34) into
(33) yields

Va=—s Kosy+s3Jny+sid; —s1Y 0,

— s1Pesgn(s2) — 530s(|@ — @ |*sgn(s2)

(35
+ L 05bat —pepet —pib
?’4AA v YeJJ
Design parameters adaptive update laws as
éA =nuY's)
pr=1slls2/1 (36)

pr =16l @ — @c|*||s2]|1
then substituting (36) into (35) and considering ||S(a)|| = ||a||,
IRl = [R™]| = 1. [Is2]] < [ls2]l1 yield

V2 < —53K282 + py |82 [[IRI[IR" (|| @0 — @0, ||

+pellsall = 7Y 85— pellsalli — pulls2|1]|o — ||
+ 8,7 85+ il |1 + s ls2 |1 0 - @ |2

< — ;K282 4 pyl| @ — @, |*[[s2[1 + pells2
= pells2ll1 — psll@ — @c | 2]
+pellsalli + Bl @ — @22

Z—Sngsz <0

and the closed-loop attitude dynamics becomes

J§ =—Kaso —YOr+Jny +d: — Prsgn(sy)

A (37)
~ psllo— @ |*sgn(s2)

4. STABILITY ANALYSIS

Although above nonlinear robust adaptive controllers are sepa-
rately designed based on the relative translational and rotational
models, stability of the relative motion closed-loop systems un-
der the proposed controllers should be studied uniformly due to
the couplings between the translational and rotational motions.
The result is described in following theorem.

Theorem 1. Consider the spacecraft proximity operations mod-
els (13), (14), (19) and (20), if the relative position and attitude
controllers are designed by (25) and (34), corresponding pa-
rameter adaptive updating laws are assigned as (27) and (36),
respectively; then tracking errors of the closed-loop system
asymptotically converge to zero and parameter estimation er-
rors are uniformly bounded.

Proof. Taking V = V| 4V, > 0 as the Lyapunov function for
the closed-loop systems (28) and (37), we know

VS _;Lkl||S1||2_2’k2HSZH2 (38)
< —plls|*> <0

where Ay and Ay, are the minimum eigenvalues of K| and K>,
respectively; s = [sT,s1]T and pu £ min{ A1, 42 }-

Since V(¢) > 0 and V(¢) <0, V(¢) is monotonically decreasing
along the closed-loop system trajectory and is bounded by zero.
Hence V(¢) has a finite limit V (e0) as t — o and

0< V(o) <V(t) <V(0) <o0,¥t >0
From (38), we know

[ lstPar< =1 [“viar < VOV VO

This means that ||s|| is square integrable.

Considering the definition of V(r), we have
1 1 1 1
0< gl + gl + FAulsalP+ IS < ViE) <o

where A, is minimum eigenvalue of J, § £ [fita, éz, PssPzyPm,

ps1%, and y £ max{1, %, 15, %, V5, ¥% }. It follows that [|r || < o,
|ls|| < oo and ||| < oe. Since ||R|| =1, ||o.|| < 1, from (21)

and (29), we know that ||v.|| = ||s1 — Aire] < oo, ||@,] =
ls2 — AxG.|| < oo; and considering (11), (12), Claim 1, we
can obtain [[v[| = [|ve + R[v, + S(@;)p,]|| < o, ||@] = [|@, +

R@;|| < oo. Furthermore, from (19), (20), (25) and (34), we
know || f|| < ee and ||7|| < e; from (28) and (37), we have ||§|| <
oo, which implies that ||s|| is uniformly continuous. Then, based
on the Barbalat Lemma (Krstic et al. (1995)), we conclude
1My oo §1 = lim; 0o 82 = 0.

On the manifolds sy = v, +Ar,=0and s, = @, + Ay, =0,
we have 7, + [A; +S(®)]r. =0and 6.+ G(0,) A6, =0 from
(13) and (14), then we chose a Lyapunov function

1 1
Vs = Erzre‘i— EO‘ZO} Z O
Taking time derivative along the manifolds with rIS(@)r, =

1+olo,

0 and considering 61 G(0,) = O‘Z(Shuster (1993))

yield
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V, :rZi'e + O'Z(')‘e
=—r,[A1+S(®)]r.— 6,G(0.)A20,

1+olc 3
- ZAlre—i4 ‘6TA0, (39)
AmZ
<= A re|* = = [0l < 0

where A, and A, are minimum eigenvalues of A; and Aj,
respectively. So V(¢) is monotonically decreasing and bounded
on the manifolds, it follows that it has a finite limit V(o)
as t — oo such that 0 < Vy(eo) < V4(7) < V,(0) < o for all
t > 0. This means that ||r.|| and ||6,| are bounded, and from
(39) we can prove [y ||r.||*dt < o and [§’||6||*dt < . From
[7ell < o G <1, ] < oo, 21, (29), we get ]| < o,
|l@,.|| < eo; from (12) and Claim 1 we know || @|| < e. Then
from (13) and (14), we have ||F|| < e and ||&,|| < ee. It implies
that r, and 0, are uniformly continuous. Based on the Barbalat
Lemma, we know lim,_,c. 7, = lim;_y0o 6, = 0.

Furthermore, from (21), (29) and lim; s 81 = lim; ,0 87 =
0, we know lim;_ye#, = lim;_,.. 6, = 0. Thus, according to
(13), (14) and considering G(o,) is invertible, we conclude
lim; oo Ve = lim; o @, = 0.

Claim 3. It should be noted that the gain matrices {Ki,A;}
in the relative position controller and {K>,A>} in the relative
attitude controller can be designed independently to satisfy
their own bandwidths, respectively.

5. SIMULATION AND DISCUSSION

In this section, an autonomous proximity mission in orbit
for rendezvous and docking is simulated. The tumbling target
spacecraft has a smaller initial dynamic condition of position
and attitude so that the successive docking operations can be
effectively carried out and achieved. After the relative posi-
tion and relative attitude between two spacecrafts are precisely
controlled, subsequent docking operations can be safely real-
ized. Simulation results are presented to demonstrate the per-
formance of the developed controllers.

Initial values in the simulation are shown in Table 1. The de-
sired position for chaser in frame .% is p, = [0,5,0]T(m). The
nominal values of the chaser mass and inertial parameters are
mo = 50(kg) and 8o = [580,400,300,0,0,0]" (kgm?), respec-
tively. We use the proposed controllers to achieve the spacecraft
proximity operations. The controller parameters are chosen as
ko = 0.1, K1 = 203, K, = 1005, A1 = 0.055, Ay = 0.213,
%= 0.02(i = 1,++,6), a(0) = pr(0) = pe(0) = pu(0) =
ps(0) =0, 64(0) =0.

In the simulation, parameters of the chaser, the target and
disturbances are listed as follows:

598.3 —22.5 —51.5
m=>582(kg), J= l—zz.s 424.4 27 ](kgmz)
—51.5 —27 263.6

3336.3 —135.4 —154.2
Jy=|—135.4 3184.5 —148.5] (kgm?)

—154.2 —148.5 2423.7
t 1
1+sin(1:2)+sin(2:(:)lo)

d;= | 1+sin(-—=)+sin(==) | x 107*(Nm)

1+cos(£)+cos(275t—)
125 250

. Tt . Tt
1+ sin( 12;) + sm(200)
., T ., I
1+ sm(?) +sin(=—)
T

1+cos(125)+cos( )
The simulation results of relative attitude are shown in Figure
2, including the relative attitude, relative angular velocity and
control torques represented in frame .%,. These results demon-
strate a good attitude tracking performance: the attitude syn-
chronization is achieved in about 80(s) and the relative attitude
converges to zero, which indicates that the chaser attitude is
synchronized with the target attitude. Figure 3 shows the sim-
ulation results of relative position, relative velocity and control
forces expressed in frame %, for controlling the chaser to a
desired position p, = [0,5,0]T(m) in frame .%. As shown in
Figure 3, the desired position tracking is accomplished in about
100(s) and the relative position converges to zero. The control
forces and the control torques presented in Figure 2 and Figure
3 show that the large control efforts of chaser spacecraft are
used initially in order to track the desired proximity position
and coincide with the tumbling target attitude quickly. More-
over, after the desired position and attitude are achieved, the
control efforts decrease rapidly. Small oscillations of control
forces and torques are preserved as shown in Figure 2 and
Figure 3, because of the control inputs for tracking the target
motions and suppressing the modeling uncertainties. Figure
4 and Figure 5 show that the adaptive estimated values for
the unknown parameters are all bounded. The simulation re-
sults demonstrate that the proposed control strategy for chaser
spacecraft can track the target motions precisely and asymptotic
stability of the closed-loop system can be guaranteed.

=

Table 1. Initial values in simulation

Variable Value Unit
r [1,1,1]T % 7.078 x 10° m
v [0,0,0]T m/s
c [0,0,0]T rad
o [0,0,0]T rad/s
r, [50/v/2,0,—-50/+/2]T m
Ve [0.5,-0.5,0.5]T m/s
c, [0.5,—0.6,0.7]T rad
@, [0.02,-0.02,0.02]T  rad/s

6. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, the control problem of spacecraft proximity
operations is investigated. The couplings of translational and
rotational dynamics, uncertain inertial parameters and bounded
external disturbances are considered in the six degrees-of-
freedom relative motion model. A nonlinear robust adaptive
state feedback control approach is developed to design relative
position and attitude controllers without using the target inertial
parameter information. Based on the six degrees-of-freedom
relative motion model it is proved that the chaser can track both
the target attitude and desired relative position, and the tracking
errors converge to zero.

Future works of this research include: 1) extending the pro-
posed controller to more practical cases, such as finite time
docking, control inputs constraints, and measurement noise et
al; 2) redesigning the controller for the flexible chaser and target
spacecrafts in proximity operations.
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