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Optimal control based dynamics exploration

of a rigid car with load transfer

Alessandro Rucco Giuseppe Notarstefano John Hauser

Abstract

In this paper we provide optimal control based strategiesxiuore the dynamic capabilities of a single-track
rigid car which includes tire models and load transfer. gsam explicit formulation of the holonomic constraints
imposed on the unconstrained rigid car, we design a car nvddieh includes load transfer without adding suspension
models. With this model in hand, we perform an analysis ofeheilibrium manifold of the vehicle. That is, we
design a continuation and predictor-corrector numeritrategy to compute cornering equilibria on the entire range
of operation of the tires. Finally, as main contribution betpaper, we explore the system dynamics by use of
novel nonlinear optimal control techniques. The propodeategies allow to compute aggressive car trajectories and
study how the vehicle behaves depending on its parametershdw the effectiveness of the proposed strategies we
compute aggressive maneuvers of the vehicle inspired tmgesianeuvers from virtual and real prototyping.

I. INTRODUCTION

A new emerging concept in vehicle design and developmertigsuse ofvirtual vehicles, i.e., software tools
that reproduce the behavior of the real vehicle with highlitigld2], [3]. This allows to perform dynamic tests
before developing the real prototype, thus reducing caudstiane to market. This engineering area is caliadiual
prototyping.

In order to explore the dynamic capabilities of a car vehmieto design control strategies to drive it, it is
necessary to develop dynamic models that capture integedifnamic behaviors and, at the same time, can be
described by ordinary differential equations of reasoaalimplexity. Many models have been introduced in the
literature to describe the motion of a car vehicle both fandation and control. Starting from the simplified bicycle
model, higher complexity models can be designed by addiffgreint car subsystems such as tires, suspensions,

the transmission system, the differential and the engihe[B4 [6], [7], [B]. The bicycle model is a planar rigid

An early short version of this work appeared a5 [1]: diffees between this early short version and the current aitidielde a much
improved comprehensive treatment, new results on the pempmodel, revised complete proofs for all statements, andwaexperimental
computation scenario.
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model that approximates the vehicle as a rigid body with tweeels. It is widely used in the literature since it
captures many interesting phenomena concisely. Howevisrntodel does not capture some important dynamic
effects. One of them is load transfer. The most natural wayntalel load transfer would be to add suspension
models. Using an idea independently developed in [9], see [dl0], we will model tire normal loads by means
of the reaction forces generated at the vehicle contacttedip the ground. This allows to model load transfer
without adding suspension models, thus with a reasonabtease in the model complexity.

Car dynamics analysis at maximum performance has beenywidlatstigated in the literature. We provide an
overview of the relevant literature for our work. First, amadysis of the equilibrium manifold for race vehicles is
performed in[[11] and [10]. In particular, existence andaiiy of “cornering equilibria”, i.e. steady-state aggeive
turning maneuvers, and bifurcation phenomena are invastigin these papers and references therein. Aggressive
non-steady state cornering maneuvers for a rally vehicleevpeoposed in[[9] (see also [12]), and [13]. [A [9]
trajectories comparable with real testing driver manewane obtained by solving a suitable minimum-time optimal
control problem, whereas in_[13] stability and agility ofefe maneuvers were studied. Inl[14] minimum-time
trajectories of formula one cars were designed by meansmgngal techniques based on nonlinear programming.
In [15] and [16] the influence of the vehicle mass and centema$s on minimum-time trajectories was studied.
Recently, in[[17] a constrained optimal control approacpussued for optimal trajectory planning in a constrained
corridor. A Model Predictive Control approach is used totoointhe vehicle along the planned trajectory. Model
Predictive Control for car vehicles has been widely ingded, see, e.gl, [18] and [19]. It is worth noting that the
optimal control strategy proposed in the paper for trajgctxploration can be also used in a Model Predictive
Control scheme to track a desired curve.

The contributions of the paper are as follows. First, we Wgve single-track model of rigid car that extends
the capabilities of the well known bicycle model and gerieeal the one introduced inl[9]. We call this model
LT-CAR, where “LT” stands for load transfer. Our LT-CAR mdddiffers from the one in[[9] for an additional
term in the normal forces that depends on the square of thergtmwy Also, we provide a rigorous derivation of
the proposed model by use of a Lagrangian approach. Namalyy @an explicit formulation of the holonomic
constraints imposed on the rigid model, we are able to mduelldad transfer of the car without modeling the
suspensions. The LT-CAR model can be seen as the limit of aemeith suspensions whose stiffness goes to
infinity. A preliminary version of this mathematical idea svaroposed for a rigid motorcycle model in_[20], see
also [21].

Second, with this model in hand, we perform an analysis oetiglibrium manifold of the vehicle. Namely, we
study the set of cornering equilibria, i.e. trajectorieshs system that can be performed by use of constant inputs.
We design a numerical strategy based on zero finding tecesigambined with predictor-corrector continuation
methods[[2P] to compute the equilibrium manifold on the rentange of operation of the tires and parametrize it
with respect to the lateral acceleration and the velocitthefvehicle. We show slices of the equilibrium manifold
for a saloon car and a sports car with respectively frontevaed rear-wheel drive transmissioris,|[23]. Moreover,

we investigate the structure of the equilibrium manifoldhmiespect to variations in the horizontal position of the
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center of mass. Moving the center of mass from the rear torthre €auses a significant change in the structure of
the equilibrium manifold giving rise to interesting bifations.

Third and final, we develop a trajectory exploration strgtégsed on novel nonlinear optimal control techniques
introduced in[[24], see also [25], and show its effectivariasunderstanding complex car trajectories on two testing
maneuvers. In the first test, we perform an aggressive manéywsing a multi-body software, Adams, to generate
the desired curve. The objective of this choice is twofoldwe show the effectiveness of the exploration strategy
in finding an LT-CAR trajectory close to the desired curved &ii) we validate the LT-CAR model by showing that
the desired curve, which is a trajectory of the full Adams elpds in fact “almost” a trajectory of the LT-CAR
model. In the second test, we perform a constant speed maneava real testing track (a typical maneuver for
real vehicle testing). We show how to design a full stataitngesired curve (from the assigned path and speed)
by use of a quasi-static approximation and compute an optiragctory that shows a typical driver behavior in
shaping the path to keep the speed constant.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Sedfibn lintteduce and develop the car model. In Secfioh IlI
we characterize the equilibrium manifold of the car and ewa comparison between two significant choices of
the car parameters. Finally, in Sectlon IV we describe thetexjy for trajectory exploration and provide numerical

computations performed on a virtual track and a real radiagkt

II. LT-CAR MODEL DEVELOPMENT

In this section we introduce the car model with load trangf@rCAR) studied in the paper. This model is an
extension of the one proposed in [9], [10]. We model the caa angle planar rigid body with five degrees of
freedom (three displacements and two rotations) and thastin it to move in a plane (three degrees of freedom)
interacting with the road at two body-fixed contact pointeeTcenter of mass and the two contact points all lie
within a plane with the center of mass located at distan®m the rear contact point andfrom the front one,
respectively. Each contact-point/road-plane interactiomodeled using acejka’s tire model [26]. A planar view

of the rigid car model is shown in Figuké 1. The body-framela tar is attached at the rear contact point with

front steer.
angle

Fig. 1: LT-CAR model. The figure show the quantities used to desdtieemodel.

z-y-z axes oriented in a forward-right-down fashion. Wexet [z y 2]7 € R* andR € SO(3) denote the position
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and orientation of the frame with respect to a fixed spatmftae withz-y-z axes oriented in a north-east-down
fashion.R maps vectors in the body frame to vectors in the spatial framthat, for instance, the spatial angular
velocity w*® and the body angular velocity’ are related bys® = Rw® andw® = RTw*. Similarly, x* = x + Rx®
gives the spatial coordinates of a point on the body with bodgrdinatesx’ € R3. The orientationR of the

(unconstrained) rigid car model can be parameterized guRmll-Pitch-Yaw parametrization) as follows

Cy Ch — Sy Cy) S0
R=R(y,0) = Rz(l/J)Ry(e) = | SyCo Cy  SySo |
—S0 0 Co

wheref andy are respectively the pitch and yaw angles (we use the notagic= cos(¢), etc.). In the rest of the
paper, for brevity, we use the notatign= (v, 6). The vector
)" )"

q=(x,y,90,2,0) = (g, qc

provides a valid set of generalized coordinates for dynarmadculations. The coordinates = (z,y,)” are the

reduced unconstrained car coordinates, while= (z,0)? are theconstrained coordinates.

A. Tire models

We model the tire forces by using a suitable version of theejRas Magic Formula[[26],[[27]. Before, we
clarify our notation. We use a subscripf™ (“ ") for quantities of the front (rear) tire. When we want to gia
generic expression that holds both for the front and the tieawve just suppress the subscript. Thus, for example,
we denote the generic normal tire forgg, meaning that we are referring ., for the front tire andf,. for the
rear one.

The rear and front forces tangent to the road plghend f,,, depend on the normal force and on the longitudinal
and lateral slips. The longitudinal slip is the normalized difference between the angular veloditshe driven
wheelw,, and the angular velocity of the free-rolling = v.,. /r.,, with v., the contact point longitudinal velocity,

I{iww_wO o Vex — TwWuw
wo Vex

The lateral slip (or side-slipy is defined agan 5 = v.,/ve,, With v, the lateral velocity. We assume that the rear
and front forces tangent to the road plarfg,and f,, depend linearly on the normal forces. Thus, the combined

slip forces are
fz= _fzme('%)gm,B(kaB) = _fz,uac(’iaﬁ)
fy = _fzfyo(ﬂ)gyk(kvﬁ) = _fzﬂy(“aﬂ)a

where the pure longitudinal sligi,o(x), the pure lateral slipf,o(3) and the loss functions for combined slip
9z8(k, B8) and g,k (x, B) are defined in AppendiX]A together with the values of the patens used in the paper.
The front forces expressed in the body franﬁ?j and f;?y, are obtained by rotating the forces in the tire frame

according to the steering angte so that, e.g.,fjim = frzcs — frySs. Substituting the above expressions i,
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and fy,, we get

Fre = —Fr=(pga(rr, Br)es — ppy(ry, Br)ss)

= —fredife(ky, By, 0).
In the rest of the paper, abusing notation, we will suppriesstiide’ and usg: s, (k ¢, 85, 0) to denotgi s, (k ¢, By, 6).
We assume to control either the rear stipand set<; = 0 (rear-wheel drive) or the front slip; with x, =0

(front-wheel drive). We denote the controlled slip. Thus, theontrol inputs of the car turn to be:

« Kk, the rear or front longitudinal slip,

« ¢, the front wheel steering angle.

Remark 2.1 (Longitudinal dlip as control input): The use of the longitudinal slip as control input is present i
the literature, e.g.[ [19] and [20]. This choice does noitlitme applicability of our analysis. Indeed, wheel torques
can be easily computed once a trajectory is computed. O

Next, we introduce a simplified tire model that will be useddesign approximate trajectories (trajectories
of a simplified car model) characterized by contact forcest tan not be generated by the Pacejka’s model.
This simplified tire model,[[4],[123],[128], relies on the foling assumptions: (i) the longitudinal force is directly
controlled, (i) the relationship between the lateral fofg and the side sli is linear, and (iii) the longitudinal and
lateral forces f, and f,, are decoupled. We call the simplified car model obtaineddiyguthis tire approximation
the Linear Tire LT-CAR (LB-CAR).

Figure[2 shows the plots of the longitudinal and lateral ésrg, and f, for the Pacejka’s and linear tire models.
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Fig. 2: Pure longitudinal (a) and lateral (b) forces are plotteduastion of respectively longitudinal and lateral slip fbrae
values of the normal force. In (b) the simplified tire modedgded line) is also shown. The longitudinal versus latenalef is
plotted as function of the longitudinal slip for differenalues of the side-slip (c). The ellipse of maximum tire faré® shown

in solid red.

Remark 2.2 (Other tire models): Tires are one of the key components of the vehicle and havengortant
impact on the performance. To capture the complex behavitheotires several models have been developed in
the literature [[26], [[29], [[30]. We highlight that the LT-GAmodel can be developed with any tire model (not

necessarily the Pacejka’s one). O
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B. Constrained Lagrangian dynamics

Next, we develop the constrained planar model of the rigiditat allows to include the load transfer. To describe
the motion in the plane, we derive the equations of motiorhefunconstrained system and explicitly incorporate
the constraints (rather than choosing a subset of genedatiaordinates). This allows to have an explicit expression
for the normal (constraint) forces.

We derive the dynamics of the unconstrained system via therfEagrange equations. To do this, we define the
Lagrangian’ as the difference between the kinetic and potential enerdfig, ¢) = T'(q,¢) — V (¢). The equations
of motion for the unconstrained system are given by the Hudgrange equations

T T
4oL oL _y )
dt 0q Jdq

whereU is the set of generalized forces. Exploiting the Euler-laagie equations, we get
M(q)i+C(q,q) +Glq) =U )

whereM (q), C(g,¢) andG(q) are respectively the mass matrix, the Coriolis vector amdgitavity vector.

The longitudinal and lateral forces arising from the tioad interactions at the front and rear contact points,
I = [fras frys frar fry]*, are converted into the generalized fordésby using theprinciple of virtual work,
< f,vb,>=<U,q >, wherev?, = [v},, 0}, 0%, 0% |7 are the longitudinal and lateral velocities at the front and
rear contact points. Computing the Jacobian matfiig)) mappingg to the front and rear contact point velocities

expressed in the body frame’,, = J¢(¢)q, we get< J¢(¢) f,¢ >=< U, ¢ >, so that
U=Jf()f

The front and rear contact points coordinates expressetieérbody frame are; = (a + b,0,0)7 and xt =
(0,0,0)T. The coordinates in the spatial frame, respectively= (z3,?, z$) and X} = (x5, Y}, 27), arexg = x
andxj =x+ Rxl}, so that the velocities in the spatial frame are givervpy= x and
v =%+ Rw® x x§ =% — Rx} x w® = %X — R&}.J0(6)9,
while the velocities expressed in the body frame are
v = RTX = J(9)d,
v = RIX = X3 (8)d = T (9)id

Thus, the Jacobiady turns to be

Jv?x CyCy  SyCo 0 —sg 0

J, - b 0 0
Jj(gb) = Ulfzy = Sy G (a + )09

Ty CyCo  SyCo 0 —sg O

Jub —Sy  Cy 0 0 0

Next, we constrain the contact points to the road plane irmotd compute the normal tire forces as reaction

forces. We impose the constraint that the rear and frontaobmioints have zero velocity along theaxis. The
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velocity constraints are given by. = e3 R"X = J,;» (¢)¢ =0, andz; = e (R"% — K5 J (0)d) = Ju_(6)4 =0,

wherez, andz; are the position of the rear and front contact point expiegse¢he body frame, respectively. The

front and rear constraints may be written in the foAty)¢ = 0, where

Jo (9) cypSe SypSe 0 cg —(a+0)
Alg)=| 7~ = v

ngz(¢) CypSH SqpSH 0 Co 0

®3)

From the principle of virtual work, we get the vector of caastt generalized force$]., in terms of the contact
points constraint forces, = [f;. fr=]T € R?, asU. = AT (q)\. These forces will be incorporated into the equations
of motion allowing the explicit calculation of the front amear contact point forceg, and f...

In the next theorem we show that, under the linear dependeinttee contact point forces on the normal ones,
the constrained system can be explicitly written as an ustcaimed ordinary differential equation.

Theorem 2.3 (Special structure of the constrained system): Given the unconstrained car model with structure as

in (@) and the constraint§](3), the following holds true:

(i) the dynamics of the constrained system can be writtearims of the unconstrained coordinages= [z, y, ¥

and the normal forces = [ff. f,.]7 € R? as

~ gr .
M(qr) \ ] +Clgr ¢) + 9(ar) = U, 4)
where
~ Mii(gr) 0
M(Qr) = =
Moi(gqr) Maa(gr)
m 0 —mbsy 0 0
0 m mbcy, 0 0
= | —mbsy mbcy L.+mb?>| 0 o |,
0 0 0 -1 -1
—mhcy —mhsy 0 a+b 0
[ —mbcw/}2 |
) —mbsw{)z
. Ci(qrdr)
Clar dr) = T = 0 : )
CQ (qu Q’r‘) 0
(I= 4 mhb)i

0
0
G (ar
G- | |y ©)
2(qr) —mg
_mgb_
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[ Cw —81[, Cw —81[, 1
S C S C ffw
¥ 0 P 0

u .
U=|—"|=] 0 a+b 0 0 Tov | 7

0 f'mv

0 0 0 s
0 0 0 e
(i) the subsystem

Mii1(ar)Gr + Ci(ar, @) + Gi(gr) = U (8)

is a Lagrangian system obtained from a suitaielduced Lagrangian £,.(¢,-), with constraint forces

Mai(gr)Gr + Maa(gr)A + C2(gr, Gr) + G2(gr) = 0;

(iii) under the assumption that the forcésdepend linearly on the normal forces, ife= F'\, the car dynamics

turns to be
M(qrvﬂ**) [ q; ] +C(Q7‘7(j'r) +g(q'r) =0 (9)
with
M T M Ty Mskk
M(QT,H**): 11(q) 12(q K ) .
Moai(q:)  Maa(gr)

Proof: To prove statement (i), we use Lagrange’s equatibhs (1udcg all the coordinates (even the con-
strained ones) and plug the constraints directly into theatgns of motion (rather than attempting to eliminate the
constraints by an appropriate choice of coordinates). Bimstcaints are taken into account by adding the constraint
forces into the equation of motion as additional forces Whiffect the motion of the system. Hence the constrained

equations of motion can be written as
M(q)i+ Clg,9) + G(q) = J (9)f — AT (@)X

Alq)i + Ag)g =0,
where M, C, G and A are the one introduced if]l(2) arid (3). The constraints leag.(t9 = ¢.(¢t) = ¢.(t) = 0,

Vt € R, so that we have
[M(q)i + C(q,9) + G(@)]lg.=0 = [JF (@) f — AT (@) N]]q.=0
where

M(q)lg.=0 = [ M (qr) \ Ma(qy) } -

m 0 —mbs.y 0 —mhcy
0 m mbcy 0 —mhsy
= —mbsy, mbcy mb? + I, 0 0
0 0 0 m mb
| —mhcy —mhsy 0 mb Iy +m(b® +h%) |
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AT(Q)|qc:O =

= o O O

0

0

01,

1
—(a+b) 0

andC(q, 4)|q.=0, G(9)|q.=0; JjT(q)f|qC:0 are given by[(b),[(6), and(7) respectively. We rewrite thaaipns of

motion with respect to thextended variables [¢,, \]” as

[Ml(qr)|AT][ q; ] +C(gr,dr) +G(qr) = [ Zf)l ] . (10)

Defining M = [M;(q,)|AT], the special structur&l(4) follows.

To prove statement (ii), we compute the reduced Lagrangidn,) = T'(¢,,4.) — V(¢-) and derive the Euler-
Lagrange equations. Explicit calculations, shown in AgperB] lead to equation[{8). The expression of the
constraint forces follows from the arguments to prove stata (i).

Finally, to prove (iii), if the forcesf depend linearly on the reaction forces we hgve F' A, for a suitableF",

then we can rewrite the generalized forces as

—Hgz 0
U —pgy 0
=] = @] A
0 0 —MUrzx
0 “Hry

Colfa = Sylfy  Cyfire — Spliry

Sylfz + Cofify  Sulra + Cpfiry
M12
0 0
0 0
so that equatiorf (10) becomes
~ "'r 0 M Ty * % "r
M) | " |+ | Miatarop) | [ +C+G=0
A 0| 0 A
from which equation[{9) follows directly. ]

We call the matrixM in (@) the extended mass matrix.

Remark 2.4: Equation [[®) can be exploited as
Gr = —(Ma1 + MiaMgy May) ™!
[C1 + G1 + M12 M5, (Co + Go)]
A = — M5} (Ca + Go + Maiiy).

From this expression it is clear that we have a dynamic modaiaitly depending on the unconstrained coordinates
x, y andy and an explicit expression for the normal forces that candsel o calculate the Pacejka’s term for the

tire forces. O

March 4, 2019 DRAFT



10

An important aspect to investigate for the constrained rhadéhe invertibility of the extended mass matrix.
Differently from the standard mass matrix, which is alwaysifive definite (and thus invertible), the invertibility
of the extended mass matrix depends on the model and tirenptees.

Theorem 2.5 (Invertibility of the extended mass matrix): The extended mass matrix is invertible if and only

a+b
(Mrm_ﬂfw)# 3 .

Proof: Clearly, a matrix is invertible (i.e. non-singular) if andly if its determinant is nonzero. By performing

elementary row operations on thle{ matrix (Gauss-Jordan elimination method), we get the edemnt matrix

m 0 | —mbsy  Cylifa — Sylfy  Cylra — Syhry
0 m | mbcy  Sypga+Cplipy  Sylre + Cpliry
0 0 I.. aftfy —bpiry

0 0 0 -1 -1

0 0 0 a+b+ hiiss hpire

With the matrix in this new form, the determinant can be gasiimputed and is given byet M = m?21,, (—p.h+
a+ b+ uyrsh), which is zero if and only if(p,; — pre) = "T“’ thus concluding the proof. [ ]

Corollary 2.6: For the car parameters and Pacejka’s tire model in Appendlithé extended mass matrix is
invertible.

Proof: From the combined slip Pacejka’s formulas we can show ghatand ¢, are bounded,

|:urw| = |frw0("$)grmﬁ(’€aﬁr)| < d;

el = 1c5fr20(0)g728(8) — 55 fryo(B)gr258(B)]
< (df +d).

Thus, |pre — pfe| < (dh +df + d;;) and for the data provided in Appendixl A, we have the striciiradity
(d, + df + df) < %2, so that the proof follows. [ ]

C. Dynamics in the body frame

We provide the dynamics in the body frame with two differegttaf coordinates. These dynamics will be helpful
in the characterization of the equilibrium manifold andlie Eexploration strategy. Indeed, expressing the dynamics
in the body frame, we can decouple the dynamic of the vehiole fits kinematics. This allows to write a reduced
model that includes only velocities and accelerations.

Since the dynamics do not depend on the positiorady, and the orientation), we can work directly with

the longitudinal velocityv,, and the lateral velocity,. To do this, note that

orw | T (11)
U Uy + Uz

Thus, we get the equations in {12).
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m 0 0 Iy ra Ve I —mb’t[12 — mvyz/} 0 0
0 m mb iy Wry Uy mvzd} 0 0
0 mb (L..+mb®) (a+Dbup, O v |+ mbugtp +1 0 [ =10 (12)
0 0 0 -1 -1 fr= 0 —mg 0
—mh O 0 a+b 0 frz | (Izx + mhb)z/}2 + mhvyl/} mgb 0
meg —musg 0 e Mra v ] —mv¢35 — mbi)? 0 0
msg mucg mb iy My B —mvvj;cB 0
mbsg  mbveg (L. +mb®) (a+busy, O oo+ mbvipes +] 0 | =]0
0 0 0 -1 -1 fr= 0 —mg 0
—mhecg  mhvsg 0 a+b 0 frz | (I> 4+ mhb)yp? + mhvipss mgb 0
(13)

One more version of the dynamics is obtained by choosingadsssthe vehicle speedand the vehicle side-slip
angles, wheretan 5 = v, /v,. This change of coordinates is helpful to calculate the ldmitim manifold in the
next section. In this case, denoting= i + 8 the orientation of the velocity with respect to the spatiahie, we

have

wherev andvx are the longitudinal and lateral accelerations, respelgti¥inally, considering the relatioh {1L1) we

have .
S B A I
v Uy + Vg vy

and the equations of motion are given [inl(13).

)

We have a family of car modeld,_(12) and](13), that providdediint insights depending on the features to
investigate. The model[(112) is used to explore the dynanfitkeocar vehicle; the models{12) arld13) are used

to solve the equilibrium manifold (under usual driving cdiwhs, it is natural to specify and 3).

I1l. EQUILIBRIUM MANIFOLD

In this section we analyze the equilibrium manifold of the oaodel, i.e. the set of trajectories that can be
performed by use of constant inputs. Searching for “cor’steajectories requires the solution of a set of nonlinear
equations expressing the fact that all accelerations nausebto zero. To define an equilibrium trajectory, we refer

to the car model in the forni_(13). The equilibria are obtaibgdenforcing
(0, 8,%) = (0,0,0). (14)

The corresponding trajectory of the full car model (inchglposition and orientation) is a circular path at constant

speedv, yaw ratey» and vehicle side-slip anglé. Since3 = 0, the lateral acceleration is given ly,; = vy, and
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expressing the accelerations in the body frame as follows,

Qg Vyp — vyd} )
= . . =R, (ﬂ) .
ay Uy + Vg1 VX
we have
Gy = —Qjat SinB

Ay = Qq¢ COS B
¢ = alat/v-
Now, referring to the dynamic moddl_(13), we set the constsa[I4) and we get two equations from the load

transfer in equilibrium condition
b N (Iz> + mhb)(%et)? 4+ aiqpmhsin 3

_ffz:mga_’_b P
a (Iz> + mhb)(%2t)? 4+ aiqemhsin 3
_frz =mg —
a+b a+b

and the following three equations from the system dynamics:
mag — mwa + Mfacffz + Mrmfrz =0
may + pipy frz + ey frz =0 (15)

mbay + (a + b)pipyfr. = 0.
Substituting the expression of the normal forggs and f,. into equations[(I5), we obtain a nonlinear system
of three equations in five unknowns, (a;.¢, 8, 06 and k), so that the equilibrium manifold is a two-dimensional
surface.

We parameterize the equilibrium manifold in terms of the sfla@ed and lateral acceleratiangnda,;,;), so that
the slip angle, steering angle and longitudinal sfif { and <) are obtained by solving the nonlinear equations in
@as.

We solve the nonlinear system by using a Predictor-Corrd@€) continuation method, [22], relying on the
continuity of the equilibria with respect to the equilibmumanifold parameters and a;;.

Next, we describe the PC continuation method applied to thudlibrium manifold of our car model. We fix the
velocity v and explore a one-dimensional slice of the manifold.

First, we provide a useful lemma from [22].

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 2.1.3, [22]): Let ¢ : R**! — R" be a smooth nonlinear function such tifét,) = 0 for
somer, € R™*! and let theJacobian matrix Dy (ny) € R™*("*+1) have maximum rank. Then, there exists a smooth
curves € [0,s1) — ¢(s) € R*L, parametrized with respect to arclengthfor some open intervdD, s;) such that
for all s € [0, s1):

o ¢(0) = no;

o Uc(s))=0;

o rank(Dy(c(s))) = n;
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e ¢(s) #£0. O

Let n = (aiat, 3,6, )T and let/(n) = 0 be the nonlinear system if_{15), with: R* — R3. The following
proposition shows that there exists a one dimensional miandf solution points.

Proposition 3.2 (Equilibrium manifold well posedness): Given the nonlinear system ih_(15), the following holds

true:

(i) there exists a smooth curve € [0,s1) — c(s) € R*, for somes; > 0, such that/(c(s)) = 0 for all
s €10,s1);

(i) ¢(s) is the local solution of

1= t(De(n))
(16)

1n(0) = o,
wheret(Dy(n)) is thetangent vector induced by Dy ().

Proof: To prove statement (i), we use Leminal3.1. The nonlinear immct contains sums and products of
trigonometric and power functions, thus it is smooth. Uding expression of the combined slip forces introduced
in Sectior -4, forny = (0,0, 0,0) we haveu... = 0, so that it follows easily that(rn,) = 0. Moreover, by explicit
calculation, the Jacobian matrix g has rank three.

To prove statement (i), we differentiatéc(s)) = 0 with respect to the arc-length The tangent(s) satisfies the
equationD,(c(s))é(s) =0, |lé¢(s)|| =1 Vs € [0, s1). Henceé(s) spans the one-dimensional keriel(Dg(c(s))),
or equivalently¢(s) is orthogonal to all rows 0D,(c(s)). In other words, the unique vectéfs) is the tangent vector
induced byDy(c(s)), t(De(c(s))). Using the Implicit Function Theorem, e.d., [31], the tanigeectort(D,(c(s)))
depends smoothly o, (c(s)). Thus,c is the solution curve of the initial value problem [0{16), it concludes
the proof. [ ]

In order to numerically trace the cureeefficiently, we use a Predictor-Corrector (PC) method. Tlénnidea is
to generate a sequence of points along the cyrvé= 1,2, ..., that satisfy a given tolerance, sg§(n;)|| < v for
somer > 0. So, forv > 0 sufficiently small, there is a unique parameter valusuch that the point(s;) on the
curve is nearest tg; in Euclidean norm. To describe how pointsalong the curve: are generated, suppose that a
pointn; € R* satisfies the chosen tolerance (j|é(n;)|| < v). If n; is a regular point of, then there exists a unique
solution curvee; : [0,s;) — R* which satisfies the initial value problefn{16) with initiadredition 7(0) = ;.

To obtain a new poing;; alongc, we make apredictor step as a simple numerical integration step for the

initial value problem. We use aBuler predictor:
ait1 = +et(De(ns))

wheree > 0 represents a suitable stepsize.
The corrector step computes the paint.; on ¢ which is nearest tev; 1. The pointw;; is found by solving
the optimization problem
[wit1 — @] = min flw — o]l 17

L(w)=0
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If the stepsizee is sufficiently small (so that the predictor point, is sufficiently close to the curve) the
minimization problem has a unique solutiaf ;. We computev; ;1 by using a Newton-like method. Théewton
point N(a) for approximating the solution of (17) is given by (a) = a — Dy(a)™¢(a).

The PC continuation method used in the paper thus consis¢épeatedly performing these predictor and corrector

steps as shown in the pseudo-code below.

Algorithm 1 PC-continuation method

Given: initial equilibrium conditionr, such that/(n) = 0
for 1 =0,1,2...do
set the initial steplength; = €;
loop
get predictor stepa; 11 = n; + € t(De(n:));
search corrector term:
wit1 = ait1 — De(aip1) (aip);
Qi1 = Wit1,
if convergencehen
break;
else
update the steplength; = ¢;/2;
end if
end loop
Nit+1 = Wit1,

end for

We compute and compare the equilibrium manifold for two aarfigurations, namely a saloon car with front-
wheel drive ¢ = k¢) and a sports car with rear-wheel drive € ), equipped with the same set of tires. The
parameters of the two cars and the tires are given in Appdaldix

Some slices of the equilibrium manifold are shown in Fidur&& low longitudinal and lateral slips a first class
of equilibria appears. These equilibria are close to thesamigh the linear tire approximation (the solid lines in
Figures 3k and_3b and Figurled 3e and 3f are close to the de).limeleed, for low slips4,, 3y < 5[deg] and
k < 0.005) the tires work within their linear region as appears in FgglZa and2b. To characterize the vehicle
behavior in this region, we can usg] [5], thiedersteer gradient

0d(ajqa; v
Kus(alat;v) = 530{7[1) - Kaa

where K, = “U—ng is called Ackerman steer angle gradient. The vehicle is gaide understeering if(,; > 0,

neutral if K, = 0 and oversteering if{,,; < 0. From a graphical point of view, the understeering behawéor be
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Fig. 3: Equilibrium manifold for the front-wheel drive saloon ca){(d) and for the rear-wheel drive sports car (e)-(h). 8pec
cally: rear and front side slip, longitudinal force coefiot, steering angle, and maximum eigenvaluesfer (10, 20, 30, 40)m/s.
Dash lines in (a)-(b) and (e)-(f) are the equilibria withdar tire model ab = 20m/s. The dash-dot line in (c) and (g) is the

Ackerman steer angle.
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Fig. 4: Equilibrium manifold for the rear-wheel drive sports car ftifferent positions of the center of mass. Specifically:
rear side slip, front side slip, longitudinal force coefficf and steering angle far = 40m/s, b = (1.1,1.3,1.5)m and
a+b=2.45m. In (d) the red diamond markers show three equilibrium oimith steering angle opposite to the direction of

the turn (counter-steering).

measured by looking at how much the cumyg: — 6(a;q+;v), for fixed v, departs from the line;,: — Kqajqt. AS
shown in Figuré_3c, for the saloon car the steer angle gradieslightly positive, which suggests an understeering
behavior, except in the case of= 10[m/s] (slightly oversteering). For the sports car, Figuré 3g, Weenve a less
understeering (nearly neutral) behavigy,; ~ 0 at higher speeds.

For high values of the longitudinal and lateral slips the igium manifolds depart from their linear-tire

approximation. Indeed, the linear tires, without forceusation, allow to generate a lateral force for any lateral
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acceleration. In this region we can not use the understestignt analysis, thus we study the stability of the

equilibria. The stability is investigated by calculatirngetleading eigenvalues (those with largest real part) of the
linearized system with respect to the equilibrium stateshis region the equilibria are unstable for the saloon car,
see Figuré_3d, and stable for the sports car, see Figlre 3h.

The PC-continuation method allows also to perform a setgitinalysis of the equilibrium manifold with respect
to the car parameters (as, e.g., mass, moment of inertigercehmass position). In Figurlg 4 we highlight the
results obtained when varying the center of mass positiongathe body longitudinal axis. By setting the sports car
inertial parameters, we compute the manifold varying tHeevaf « andb with constant wheelbase+ b = 2.45m.

As far as the center of mass stays between the rear contattgmal the half wheelbase, the equilibrium manifold
(Figure[4 blue line) is structurally the same as the one infg@é[ 3f anl 3g. When the center of mass is moved
over the half wheelbase toward the front axle the manifolsl &asignificantly different structure (green and red
lines). In particular, the equilibria at highest rear latesind longitudinal slips, highlighted with the red diamond
markers, are achieved with steering angle opposite to thectibn of the turn (counter-steering). This car set
up resembles the one of rally cars which, indeed, take adgantf the counter-steering behavior in performing
aggressive turns.

The significant change of the equilibrium manifold with respto the position of the center of mass suggests

that the equilibrium manifold sensitivity analysis can Is®d as a design tool to optimize the car performance.

IV. NONLINEAR OPTIMAL CONTROL BASED TRAJECTORY EXPLORATION

In this section we describe the optimal control based gfiaseused to explore the dynamics of the car vehicle

and provide numerical computations showing their effertess.

A. Least-square optimization for trajectory exploration

Complex dynamic interactions make the development of maarsuhighly nontrivial. To this end, we use
nonlinear least squares trajectory optimization to explsystem trajectories. That is, we consider the optimal

control problem
1" 2 2
min 3 J. IX(m) = xa(T)l[g + u(r) = Ua(7) | RdT
1 2
+ 5 IX(T) = xa(T)]?,
subj. to X(t) = f(x(t),u(t))  x(0) = Xo,
whereQ, R and P, are positive definite weighting matrices, fore R™ and W € R™ " |z||3, = 2TWz, and
(x4(+),uq(+)) is a desired curve. The desired curve is a trajectory exiidoralesignparameter, i.e., it is a naive

guess of a system trajectory that the designer uses to extlertrajectory space. Here the weights R, and P;

are design variables that reflect the relative importanoé/@a confidence) of certain components of the desired
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trajectory. Writing the least squares trajectory funcaioas
1 T
h@£w25A IX(7) = xa()[I§ + llu(r) = ua(7)lI% dr

1
+ 5 IX(T) = xa(D)?,
with ¢ = (x(+),u(+)) and&; = (Xq(-),uq(-)), and denotingl” the manifold of bounded trajectori€z(-), u(-)) on

[0, T, the optimization problem can be written as

gggfdﬁ;ﬁd) (18)

To facilitate the local exploration of trajectories of thigghly coupled nonlinear system, we use the Projection
Operator Newton method developed linl[24].
We take a trajectory tracking approach, defining a projactiperator that maps a state-control curve (e.g., a

desired curve) onto the trajectory manifold. Specificalyg time varying-trajectory tracking control law

X(t) :f(x(t)’ U(t)), X(O) = Xo,
(19)

defines the projection operator

mapping the curve to the trajectoryy.

Using the projection operator to locally parametrize thagertory manifold, we may convert the constrained
optimization problem[(d8) into one of minimizing the unctamed functionaly(&; £q) = h(P(£);&4) using, for
example, a Newton descent method as described below. A geomepresentation of the projection operator is

shown in Figurd b.

Fig. 5: Geometric representation of the trajectory manifold: gvawint of 7 is a trajectory of the system. The projection of
the curve¢® = (a(-), u(-)) on T throughP is the trajectorye* = (x(-), u(-)).

Minimization of the trajectory functional is accomplishiegiterating over the algorithm shown in the table, where
¢ indicates the current trajectory iteratg, an initial trajectory, and, — Dg(&;;&4) - ¢ and¢ — D?g(&;;€4)(¢, €)
are respectively the first and second Fréchet differentiéithe functionaly(§) = h(P(£);&q4) até;.
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Algorithm 2 Projection operator Newton method
Given: initial trajectoryéy € T

for 1 =0,1,2...do

designK definingP abouté;

search for descent direction

1
G = al'g<ngiE?TD9(§i;§d) ¢+ 5D29(§i;§d)(C,§)

step sizey; = argmin, (0,1 9(§ + 7G);
projecté; 1 = P(& + viG)-
end for

The algorithm has the structure of a standard Newton mettiothé minimization of an unconstrained function.
The key points are the design &f defining the projection operator and the computation of thvetives ofg to
“search for descent direction”. It is worth noting that théwo steps involve the solution of suitable (well known)

linear quadratic optimal control problems, [24].

B. Exploration strategy

The projection operator Newton method, being a descentadetfuarantees the convergence to a local minimum
of the optimal control problem if_(18). A naive choice of thesited curve and the initial trajectory may let the
algorithm converge to a (local minimum) trajectory that @® tfar from the desired curve and does not contain
useful information on the vehicle capabilities. In orderdial with this issue, we develop an exploration strategy
based on the following features: (i) choose a desired curaewell describes the desired behavior of the vehicle,
but is not “too far from the trajectory manifold”, (ii) embete optimal control problem into a class of problems
parametrized by the desired trajectory, (iii) design a icwrattion strategy to update the desired and initial trajées
of the embedding problems.

First, we describe how to choose the desired curve. The pathttee velocity profile to follow on that path,
are usually driven by the exploration objective. Thus, tlesifionsz,(¢) and y,4(¢) and the velocityv,(t), with
t € [0,T], of the desired curve are assigned. For example, in the eexibas we describe two maneuvers where
we want to understand the vehicle capabilities in followregpectively a chicane at “maximum speed” and a real
testing track at constant speed.

How to choose the other portion of the desired curve (i.e.rémaining states and the inputs) strongly affects
the exploration process. In order to choose this portiorhefdesired curve, we use a quasi trajectory that, with
some abuse of notation, we calliasi-static trajectory.

Given z4(t), ya(t) and vy(t) (and thusoy(t)), t € [0,T], for eacht € [0,7], we impose the equilibrium
conditions [T4) for the desired velocity and path curvatare. That is, posingu,s(t) = va(t) and ¢y, (t) =

March 4, 2019 DRAFT



19

va(t)oa(t), we compute the corresponding equilibrium value for theesiig angle,5,.(t), the yaw rateg,s(t),
and the yaw angle),,(t), together with the steering angl&,(t), and the longitudinal slipg,s(t), by solving the
nonlinear equation$ (15). Thus, the quasi-static traigote,,(t), Uss(t)), t € [0,77], is given by

Xqs(t) =[za(t), Ya(t), 1hes(t), va(t), Bes(t), va(t)oa(t)]”,
Ugs (t) =[04s(t), “qS(t)]T .

Remark 4.1: We stress that the quasi-static trajectory is not an LT-CAdgettory since it does not satisfy the
dynamics. However, experience shows that, reasonabligovalues of the (longitudinal and lateral) accelerations
the quasi-static trajectory is close to the trajectory ritdahi O

The above considerations suggest that the quasi-stajectivey represents a reasonable guess of the system
trajectory on a desired track for a given velocity profileuShwhen only the desired position and velocity curves
are available, we set the desired curve as the quasi-stajectory. In doing this choice we remember that the
positions and velocity profiles are the ones we really warttaok, whereas the other state profiles are just a guess.
Thus, we will weight the first much more than the latter.

Since we are interested in exploring “limit” vehicle cafaigis, most of the times, as it happens in real prototype
tests, we will study aggressive (cornering) maneuvers #nat usually characterized by high levels of lateral
acceleration. Thus, it can happen that a quasi-staticctmje can not be found (we are out of the equilibrium
manifold). If this is the case, we generate the desired coyvasing the linear tires car model, $ICAR, discussed
in SectionI[-4, so that every lateral acceleration can bleie®d. In this way we can always construct the quasi-
static trajectory, and thus the desired curve, from a givesirdd path and velocity profile.

Remark 4.2: We could optimize on the simplified LT-CAR model, find an opintrajectory of the simplified
model and use that one as a desired trajectory for the actt@AR model. However, we can leave the optimization
do this operation directly on the actual model. O

With the desired curve in hand we still have the issue of cimgothe initial trajectory to apply the projection
operator Newton method. To design the initial trajectorg,auld choose an equilibrium trajectory (e.g. a constant
velocity on a straight line). However, such naive initia@jéctory could lead to a local minimum that is significantly
far from the desired behavior or cause a relatively high nemal iterations. From the considerations in Renfark 4.1,
we know that a quasi-static trajectory obtained by a veyggibfile that is not “too aggressive” is reasonably close
to the trajectory manifold.

These observations motivate and inspire the developmemt embedding and continuation strategy. We parametrize
the optimal control problem in_(18) with respect to the dedicurve. Namely, we designfamily of desired curves
that continuously morph a quasi-static trajectory with arfraggressive” velocity profile into the actual desired
(quasi-static) curve.

Thus, the continuation update is as follows. We start withoa-aggressive desired cung, = (x}(-), u}(-)),
and choose as initial trajectordf, the projection of the desired curvg, = P(&}). That is, we implement equation

@9) with (a(-), () = (x5(-), u}(+)). Then, we update the temporary desired cugyewith the new curve in the
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family, .ZH* (characterized by a more aggressive velocity profile onstimae track) and use as initial trajectory
for the new problem the optimal trajectory at the previowpsiThe procedure ends when an optimal trajectory is
computed for the optimal control problem where the tempodasired curve equals the actual one. Next, we give
a pseudo code description of the exploration strategy. Wot@ePQ Newt(;, £;) the local minimum trajectory

obtained by implementing the projection operator Newtorhme for a given desired cungg and initial trajectory

&

Algorithm 3 Exploration strategy

Given: desired path and velocity,(-), ya(-) andvg(-)
compute: desired cunvg; = (Xgs(+), Ugs(+));
design:&y, i € {1,...,n},

st.P(€y) ~ & and &g = &a;

compute: initial trajectory} = P(£}).

fori=1,...,ndo
compute),, = PO_Newt(, &);
set: ¢t = Copts

end for

Output: Eopt = &p e

C. Aggressive maneuver on a chicane and model validation

Virtual prototyping is the process of design, simulatiomdaesting of a “virtual” vehicle (i.e. a software
mathematical model of a real vehicle). It allows to simul&sting maneuvers as, e.g., the ones required by
international standards, thus reducing prototyping cast time to market. Computer Aided Engineering (CAE)
tools for virtual prototyping allow to create a full vehiaigodel so that physical and functional tests can be performed
without realizing a physical prototype with a very high legereliability. As CAE tool, we use Adams/Car developed
by MSC.Software. Adams is one of the most used multibody dyos tools in the automotive industry. A full
vehicle model includes all the actual car subsystems aaristg front and rear suspensions, chassis, front and rear
tires, powertrain, brake system.

We perform an aggressive maneuver by using Adams to gertbtdesired curve. The objective of this choice
is twofold: (i) we show the effectiveness of the exploratgirategy in finding an LT-CAR trajectory close to the
desired curve, and (ii) we validate the LT-CAR model by shayihat the desired curve, which is a trajectory of
the full Adams model, is in fact “almost” a trajectory of th&-CAR model.

The desired curve is obtained as follows. We set as desirddtpa chicane depicted in Figukel6a. To obtain
the desired velocity profile, we set the initial velocity 180km/h (41.67m/s), and invoke an Adams routine that
generates a velocity profile to drive the vehicle on the gpath at maximum speed under a maximum acceleration

(amax)- The remaining desired state curves are obtained by mdams Adams closed loop controller that drives
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the (Adams) vehicle on the given path with the given velopitgfile. The desired inputs are set to zero since they
do not have an immediate correspondence with the inputseoAttams vehicle. They are weighted lightly, thus
giving the optimization the necessary freedom to track tiages. With this desired trajectory in hands, to “run”
the exploration strategy, we need to define the initial ttajey and the continuation update rule for the desired
trajectory morphing.

The exploration strategy for this maneuver is as followgidlty, we limit the maximum acceleration parameter
to 50% of the desired onea,..0 = 50% anax). This gives a trajectory that can be easily projected toLIR€AR
model to get a suitable initial trajectory. Then, we inceetise vehicle capabilities of 80% acceleration step-size
until the desired maximum acceleration is reached. For éatemmediate step, we set the Adams trajectory as
temporary desired trajectory and the optimal trajectorthatprevious step as initial trajectory. A pseudo code of

the strategy is given in the following table.

Algorithm 4 Exploration strategy for the chicane maneuver

Run: Adams/Car withbath = “chicane”
compute: velocity profile witha,.x0 = 50% anax
run: closed-loop driver to get;’”
Compute: initial trajectoryi?” = P(¢£5°%)
for + =50,...,100 do
Run: Adams/Car withpath = “chicane”
compute: velocity profile withaay: = 1% amax
run: closed-loop driver to gegtjl%
Compute:£’, = PO Newt(E)?, £7°);

opt

. (1+10)% % .
Set: ¢ 1% = g%

end for

Output: &ope = E1007.

In Figure[® we show the results of the numerical computatitm&igure[6b a reasonably small (less tHan
m) path error can be observed. In Figliré 6¢c and Figule 6d wartregspectively the longitudinal and lateral speed
profiles followed by the LT-CAR model versus the Adams vehidthe maximum error is less th&ms6m/s for
the longitudinal speed an@l22m/s for the lateral one. Comparing Figulre 6f with Figlird 6c, weymatice the
relationship between the load transfer and the longitudioeeleration (velocity slope). The vehicle enters thé firs
turn decreasing the vehicle speed (constant negative)séopkthe front load suddenly increases due to the load
transfer induced by the strong braking. After the first ture velocity is slightly increased (constant positive sjope
as well as the load on the rear. Entering the second turn,ahile reduces its speed again and then accelerates
out again. It is worth noting in Figuiel6f how the LT-CAR loaarsfer follows accurately the Adams vehicle load

transfer except for a high frequency oscillation (probatilye to the Adams suspensions transient). We stress the
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Fig. 6: Aggressive chicane maneuver: profile of the relevant sigrthe LT-CAR profiles are very close to the Adams ones.

fact that there is an accurate prediction of the load trarsfbough the LT-CAR has not a suspension model.

D. Constant speed maneuver on a real testing track

In this test the desired maneuver consists of following & testing track at constant sp@edn particular, we

choose a desired speed that in the last turn gives a lateralemation exceeding the tire limits. For this reason

we compute the desired curve as the quasi-static trajeofoitye Linear Tires LT-CAR model, (LF}yCAR, on the

desired path profile depicted in Figureg 7a with veloaity: 25m/s.

The exploration strategy for this maneuver is as follows.mi@rph to the desired curve, we start with a speed

of 20m/s and increase the velocity profile din/s at each step. For each speed value, we compute the desired

curve as the quasi-static trajectory of the :-JAR model on the track. As mentioned before, for the @&TAR

model we can always find the quasi-static trajectory. Thdogapion strategy thus follows the usual steps. In the

following pseudo code we denot¢.. ... the quasi-static trajectory of ETCAR obtained on the given path at

constant velocity.

1See hitp://www.nardotechnicalcenter.com/ for detailsttantrack
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Algorithm 5 Exploration strategy for the constant speed maneuver

Given: desired pathey(-), yqa(-) andvg(-) = 25m/s

. i _ ¢25mis
compute: desired curng; = {523,

compute: initial trajectory2® = P(gf?;‘f/CSAR).
for v = 20,...,25 m/sdo

set:&y = {12 capy
opt = PO_Newt(s, &)

Cev+l .
set:{y" = ,];pt,

compute:

end for

Output: &y = £25,.

In FiguredY the optimal trajectory of the LT-CAR model (slogireen) is compared with the desired curve (dash
blue) and with the optimal trajectory of the bicycle modehgt-dot red). In particular, we choose a desired speed
(25m/s) that in the last turn gives a lateral acceleration ediogethe tire limits. We observe that the optimal
trajectory reaches a minimum speed at the last turn, FigdreClgarly increasing the desired speed increases the
path error, Figuré_gb.

The comparison with the classical bicycle model confirmsitfygortance of including load transfer in the model.
Indeed, the bicycle model is able to track the high speed lprafuch more accurately than the LT-CAR. This
reveals that the bicycle model is missing important dyndimdations due to load transfer that will appear on the
real vehicle.

Next, we comment on some interesting phenomena happenitigeidast turn. In the first straight portion
(highlighted with “1” in Figure [7&), the vehicle decelerates and moves on thet wfhhe track to gain the
most favorable position to enter the turn. Due to this faet ¢lar is in full deceleration to face the right bend.
In order to generate the required lateral forces, the tim® la high side slip angle (portio™in Figure[7a, see
also Figurd_7d). Then the car starts the exit from the turmtigno “3” in Figure[7a). With the decreasing of the
centrifugal force, the lateral forces on the tires decreasehat the longitudinal slip can increase, Figude 7f, and

therefore the longitudinal forces. Thus, the car accederat order to regain the desired constant speed.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we studied the problem of modeling and expiptive dynamics of a single-track rigid car model
that takes into account tire models and load transfer.iB¢gitom the bicycle model, we introduced the load transfer
phenomenon by explicitly imposing the holonomic constisafor the contact with the ground. The resulting model
shows many of the interesting dynamic effects of a real aartis rigid car model we characterized the equilibrium
manifold and analyzed how it changes with respect to stphrameters. Finally, we provided a set of strategies,

based on nonlinear optimal control techniques and coniimuanethods, to explore the trajectories of the car
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Fig. 7: Exploration strategy for a constant spe@di;/s) maneuver on a real testing track. The dash, solid and daislirés
represent the desired curve, the optimal LT-CAR and thenwdtbicycle model trajectories, respectively. Temporapgiroal
trajectories (forv = 21, 23m/s) are in light dot lines. In subplot (a) the path portiontleé optimal trajectory is shown with a
zoom on the last turn (entering the main straight): the acoemry (“1”), the apex point (2”), and the corner exit §") are
highlighted. In subplots (b) and (c) we show the path erra te velocity on the entire track. Subplots (d), (e) and K)vs
the side-slip, the steering angle and the longitudinal islifhe last turn where the desired constant speed gives eeddateral

acceleration exceeding the tire limits.

model. We provided numerical computations showing thecéffeness of the exploration strategy on an aggressive

maneuver and a real testing track.

APPENDIX
A. Car model parameters

The tire equations introduced in Section 1I-A are based enféhmulation in [[26]. The pure longitudinal slip is
given by

fzo(k) = dy sin {c; arctan [byk — e, (byk — arctan by k)] },
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the pure lateral slip by

25

fyo(B) = dy sin {¢, arctan [b, 8 — e, (b, 8 — arctanb, 3)|}

and the loss functions for combined slips by

9u8(k, B) = cos [cmg arctan (ﬁ

gyk (K, B) = cos [cyk arctan (m

Tbxl

The tire parameters are based on the ones giveln_in [27].

rear front
dy 1.355 1.381
Cx 1.61 1.61
by 11.919 11.696
€y 0.0263  0.0263
Cz8 1.1231 1.1231
Thal 13.476 13.476
Thz2 11.354 11.354
The mass parameters are based on the ones givén
Saloon car
m = 1150(kg] a = 1.064[m)]
1850
I = 0
—120
Sports car
m = 1480[kg] a = 1.421[m)
590
I, = 0
=50

March 4, 2019

1 + TngKQ)] ’

Tby1 ):|
14 rl%ygBQ '
rear front
dy 1.3 1.3
cy 0.9 0.833
by 11.478 15.418
ey —2.223 —1.256
Cyr 1.0533 1.0533
Thyl 7.7856 7.7856
Thy2 8.1697 8.1697
in [23].
b=1.569[m] h=0.57[m]
0 —120
1630 0
0 1850
b=1.029m] h = 0.42[m)]
0 —50
1730 0
0 1950

DRAFT
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Adams model, based on ADAMS/Car tools BMSC.ADAMS 2005 r2 (example of four-wheeled vehicle called

MDI_Demo_Vehicle). The tire parameters are determined by nonlinear curimegfitoutines.

rear front rear front
dy 1.48 1.48 dy 1.22 1.22
Cx 1.37 1.37 Cy 1.25 1.25
by 18.22 18.22 b, 17.8 17.8
ey —0.46 —0.46 ey 0.02 0.02

cop 11231 11231 ¢, 1.0533  1.0533
et 13476 13476 1, 77856 7.7856
rhea 11354 11354 1y, 81697 8.1697

m = 1528.68[kg] a=1.48[m] b=1.08[m] h = 0.43[m)]
583.39 0 —-1.91

Iy = 0 6129.12 0
—-1.91 0 6022.36

B. Reduced order model without load transfer (bicycle model)

The vectorg, = (z,y,%)T provides a valid set of generalized coordinates for dynamalculations. So, the
equations of motion for a Single-track rigid car with getieed coordinates,. = (z,y,v)? are given by
Mi1(gr)Gr + C1(gr, ¢r) + G1(ar) = Us
where the mass matrix is _
m 0 —mbsy,
Mii(qr) = 0 m mbey, )
—mbsy  mbey (I, + mb?)

the Coriolis and gravity vectors are

—mbc¢1ﬁ2 0

C (QTa QT) = —mb8¢¢2 G (QT) = 0

0 0

and the vector of generalized forces is
ff;E
Cy Sy Cy Sy

_ qT _ ffy

U=JpW)f =] sy cp sy ¢y s
0 (a+b) 0 0 "
L fry
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