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OPTIMAL FIDUCIAL MARKER PLACEMENT FOR SATELLITE
PROXIMITY OPERATIONS USING OBSERVABILITY GRAMIANS

Nicholas B. Andrews* and Kristi A. Morgansen†

This paper investigates optimal fiducial marker placement on the surface of a satel-
lite performing relative proximity operations with an observer satellite. The ab-
solute and relative translation and attitude equations of motion for the satellite
pair are modeled using dual quaternions. The observability of the relative dual
quaternion system is analyzed using empirical observability Gramian methods.
The optimal placement of a fiducial marker set, in which each marker gives si-
multaneous optical range and attitude measurements, is determined for the pair of
satellites. A geostationary flyby between the observing body (chaser) and desired
(target) satellites is numerically simulated and the optimal fiducial placement sets
of five and ten on the surface of the desired satellite are solved. It is shown that
the optimal solution maximizes the distance between fiducial markers and selects
marker locations that are most sensitive to measuring changes in the state during
the nonlinear trajectory, despite being visible for less time than other candidate
marker locations. Definitions and properties of quaternions and dual quaternions,
and parallels between the two, are presented alongside the relative motion model.

INTRODUCTION

With satellites becoming smaller and more autonomous than ever before, the role of the human
operator and ground-based sensors in the loop is on the decline. The importance of accurate relative
proximity operations between a pair(s) of satellites can already be seen when docking with the
space station or during an inspection mission. Future space missions are investigating the use of
teams of smaller, less expensive, and less capable satellites to replace the role of a single larger,
more expensive, and more capable satellite. These proposed missions often require the team of
satellites to orient themselves with respect to one another or a third-party satellite to accomplish
tasks such as on-orbit repair, refueling, or surveillance.1 During these missions, it is often difficult
to resolve independent ground-based optical and range measurements for each satellite when they
are sufficiently close together. Improving on-orbit sensing methodologies will improve relative state
estimation accuracy and increase the overall efficiency and safety of the mission.

Modeling the pose (attitude and position) of a rigid body in a way that is efficient and tractable is
applicable in many fields beyond satellite dynamics, such as robotics and computer vision.2, 3 It was
shown that dual quaternions provide the most compact and computationally efficient representation
for a rigid body transformation compared to other models.4 Dual quaternions can be thought of as
an extension of unit quaternions, which are commonly used to represent attitude transformations.
Computing coordinate transformations, relative states, and kinematic equations using dual quater-
nions have a similar form to quaternions and offer a convenient framework for working with rotating
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and/or moving reference frames.5, 6 Dual quaternions are also related to Chasles’s theorem which
states that any pose transformation can be modeled as a screw motion; a translation and rotation
about a line.2

The control and estimation of the dual quaternion satellite relative motion model have been inves-
tigated in previous works. Control of the coupled system with linear approximations was demon-
strated by developing feedback linearization in 7 and applying a linear quadratic regulator (LQR) in
6. An almost globally asymptotically stable nonlinear controller for tracking attitude and position
was presented in 8, and later improved in 5 when it was shown to perform well with uncertainty
in satellite mass and inertia properties. Reference 9 proved observability via Lie derivatives of
a nonlinear quaternion-only system using magnetic sensors. While 10 showed observability of a
linearized dual quaternion satellite proximity operation model with line-of-sight measurements.

The paper is organized as follows: first, mathematical preliminaries for quaternions and dual
quaternions are presented. Fundamental operations, properties, and parallels between the two are
discussed. The dual quaternion satellite relative motion model is then outlined in the following
section. The measurement model for the fiducial markers is also introduced in this section. The Ob-
servability Tools section provides the background material necessary to understand what it means
for a system to be observable, how to determine observability, as well as how to approximate the ob-
servability Gramian using empirical methods. The paper concludes by investigating optimal fiducial
placement for a simulated geostationary flyby and with a discussion of the results.

MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES

An introduction to quaternion and dual quaternion math is presented below. There is a variety
of notation and entry ordering used in quaternion and dual quaternion literature, so establishing the
form used in this paper will be helpful in understanding the relative motion model discussed later.
The material in this section can also be found in5, 6, 11 and a concise summary of definitions for basic
quaternion and dual quaternion operations is shown in table 1.

Operation Quaternion Definition Dual Quaternion Definition

Addition a+ b = (a0 + b0, ā+ b̄) â+ b̂ = (ar + br) + ϵ(ad + bd)
Scalar Multiplication λa = (λa0, λā) λâ = (λar) + ϵ(λad)

Multiplication ab = (a0b0 − ā · b̄, a0b̄+ b0ā+ ā× b̄) âb̂ = (arbr) + ϵ(adbr + arbd)
Conjugate a∗ = (a0, −ā) â∗ = (a∗r) + ϵ(a∗d)

Dot Product a · b = (a0b0 + ā · b̄, 03×1) â · b̂ = (ar · br) + ϵ(ad · br + ar · bd)
Cross Product a× b = (0, a0b̄+ b0ā+ ā× b̄) â× b̂ = (ar × br) + ϵ(ad × br + ar × bd)

Norm ||a|| =
√
a · a ||â|| =

√
(ar · ar + ad · ad) + ϵ0

Swap Undefined âS = ad + ϵar

Table 1. Quaternion and dual quaternion operations.6

Quaternions

A quaternion is defined as:

q = q0 + q1i+ q2j + q3k (1)
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Where i2 = j2 = k2 = −1. A quaternion can be represented as its scalar part q0 ∈ R and vector
part q̄ = [q1, q2, q3]

⊤ ∈ R3, succinctly expressed as a stacked vector q = (q0, q̄) ∈ R4. In some
literature, the scalar component will be placed at the end of the quaternion vector. However, for this
paper, the scalar component will always be assumed to be the first entry.

The relative orientation of a frame X with respect to the frame Y can be represented as the unit
quaternion (or rotation quaternion) qX/Y . The primary advantage of unit quaternions compared
to Euler angles or other rotation representations is that quaternions are singularity free. A unit
quaternion describing the relative orientation of X relative to Y is defined in terms of a rotation
angle ϕ about the unit vector n̄:

qX/Y =

(
cos

(
ϕ

2

)
, n̄ sin

(
ϕ

2

))
(2)

A unit quaternion satisfies the following properties:

q∗X/Y qX/Y = qX/Y q
∗
X/Y = 1q

q−1
X/Y = q∗X/Y = qY/X

(3)

where 1q = (1, 03×1). Similar to how the inverse is the transpose for rotation matrices, the inverse
is the conjugate for unit quaternions.

Unit quaternions have a convenient form for changing vector reference frames. Redefining a
vector ūX ∈ R3 in the X frame as uX = (0, ūX) ∈ R4, then a coordinate transformation to and
from the Y frame has the form of:

uY = q∗Y/XuXqY/X

uX = qY/XuY q∗Y/X
(4)

Additionally, unit quaternions can be chained together to solve for the total relative rotation between
multiple reference frames:

qX/Y = q∗Y/ZqX/Z (5)

The unit quaternion kinematic equations for a rotating frame are

q̇X/Y =
1

2
qX/Y ω

X
X/Y =

1

2
ωY
X/Y qX/Y (6)

where ω̄X
X/Y ∈ R3 is the angular velocity of X relative to Y in X coordinates and ωX

X/Y =

(0, ω̄X
X/Y ) ∈ R4.

Dual Quaternions

Dual quaternions are an extension of quaternions and provide a convenient and natural form
to model the relative pose (orientation and translation), and their respective velocities, through a
compact coupling of the rotational and translational kinematics. Similar to how a complex number
is composed of a real and imaginary part, a dual quaternion is formed from a real and dual part. The
dual unit ϵ signifies the dual part of the dual quaternion. A dual quaternion q̂ ∈ R8 is defined as

q̂ = qr + ϵqd (7)
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where qr ∈ R4 and qd ∈ R4 are quaternions representing the real and dual components. Like
the unit quaternion properties in equation 3, a unit dual quaternion satisfies similar unit length and
inverse properties shown below where 1̂q = 1q + ϵ0q.

q̂∗X/Y q̂X/Y = q̂X/Y q̂
∗
X/Y = 1̂q

q̂−1
X/Y = q̂∗X/Y = q̂Y/X

(8)

Similar to the quaternion form in equation 4, changing reference frames for a dual quaternion
ω̂X
X/Y ∈ R8 can be done as follows:

ω̂Y
X/Y = q̂∗Y/X ω̂X

X/Y q̂Y/X

ω̂X
X/Y = q̂Y/X ω̂Y

X/Y q̂
∗
Y/X

(9)

Like unit quaternions in equation 5, unit dual quaternions can also be chained together to solve for
a total transformation between intermediate frames.

q̂X/Y = q̂∗Y/Z q̂X/Z (10)

The dual position is a unit dual quaternion that describes the relative pose between coordinate
frames, it is defined as

q̂X/Y = qX/Y + ϵ
1

2
rYX/Y qX/Y = qX/Y + ϵ

1

2
qX/Y r

X
X/Y (11)

where rXX/Y = (0, r̄XX/Y ) ∈ R4 and r̄XX/Y ∈ R3 is the position of X relative to Y expressed in X
coordinates.

The dual velocity is a dual quaternion and describes the relative rotational and translational ve-
locities. It is derived from the transport theorem and has the general form

ω̂Z
X/Y = ωZ

X/Y + ϵ(vZX/Y + ωZ
X/Y × rZZ/X) (12)

where vZX/Y = (0, v̄ZX/Y ) ∈ R4 and v̄ZX/Y ∈ R3 is the translational velocity of X relative to Y
expressed in Z coordinates. Unlike unit dual quaternions, calculating relative dual quaternions are
treated similarly to vectors and have the form

ω̂Z
X/Y = ω̂Z

X/W − ω̂Z
Y/W (13)

The dual quaternion kinematics in equation 14 also have a nice parallel to the quaternion kinemat-
ics in equation 6. Despite the familiar form of rotation-only kinematics, it is important to remember
that the dual quaternion kinematics reflect the rotation and translation because of the coupling in the
dual quaternion formulation.

˙̂qX/Y =
1

2
q̂X/Y ω̂

X
X/Y =

1

2
ω̂Y
X/Y q̂X/Y (14)

Lastly, the multiplication of a block matrix M ∈ R8×8 with a dual quaternion is defined as

M =

[
M11 M12

M21 M22

]
, M11, M12, M21, M22 ∈ R4×4

M ⋆ q̂ = (M11 ∗ qr +M12 ∗ qd) + ϵ(M21 ∗ qr +M22 ∗ qd)
(15)

This operation is equivalent to right multiplying a M by a R8 vector.
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RELATIVE MOTION MODEL

For satellite relative proximity operations we are more concerned with tracking the relative pose
and velocities between pairs of satellites, and less with their state with respect to an inertial frame.
There are three coordinate frames used in the relative motion problem between a pair of satellites:
body B, desired D, and inertial I . The body frame is fixed to the chaser (secondary) spacecraft and
the desired frame is fixed to the target (primary) spacecraft. The states of interest are the relative
pose and velocities of the body with respect to the desired. It is assumed in this paper that both
spacecraft are in orbit around the Earth and the inertial frame is the J2000 Earth-centered inertial
(ECI) frame. A depiction of the relative motion problem outlined above is shown in figure 1.

Figure 1. Model of relative spacecraft system.

Perhaps the most straightforward method for modeling this system is to treat the translational
and rotational equations of motion separately for the body and desired, solve for their states with
respect to the inertial frame, and then compute the desired relative state while accounting for the
moving/rotating reference frames of the body and desired. However, this is a roundabout way to
our desired state representation and requires tedious and sometimes intractable calculations between
coordinate frames. An alternative is to use the Clohessy-Wiltshire or Hill equations to approximate
the nonlinear relative translational motion with a linear model.11, 12 However, this approach assumes
the body and desired frames are relatively close together, the desired is in a circular orbit, the body
is in a circular or elliptical orbit, and the translational and rotational equations of motion are treated
separately.

The dual quaternion approach improves the efficiency and accuracy of the relative motion prob-
lem by providing a convenient framework for computing relative states and simulating the relative
equations of motion. One of the most powerful features of embedding the pose and velocities in the
dual position and dual velocity formats is that velocities between fixed, moving, or rotating frames
can be calculated at a ”higher” level through dual quaternion operations, and without the need to
ever explicitly compute them via the transport theorem. However, a reference trajectory of the de-
sired with respect to inertial is still required for computing external forces, but the full nonlinear
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dynamics can be modeled without simplifying assumptions. The pose and velocities of the desired
with respect to inertial are assumed to be known. This assumption is motivated by the reality that
the state of the desired spacecraft is often well-characterized (e.g. geostationary communication
satellite).

Equations of Motion

The equations of motion for the dual quaternion relative motion model are:5, 6

˙̂qB/D =
1

2
q̂B/Dω̂

B
B/D (16)

( ˙̂ωB
B/D)

S = (MB)−1 ⋆ (f̂B − (ω̂B
B/D + ω̂B

D/I)× (MB ⋆ ((ω̂B
B/D)

S + (ω̂B
D/I)

S)) (17)

−MB(q̂∗B/D
˙̂ωD
D/I q̂B/D)

S −MB ⋆ (ω̂B
D/I × ω̂B

B/D)
S)

The mass matrix MB is defined in equation 18 where m is the mass of the body and ĪB ∈ R3×3 is
the inertia matrix of the body in B frame coordinates.

MB =


1 01×3 0 01×3

03×1 mI3 03×1 03×3

0 01×3 1 01×3

03×1 03×3 03×1 ĪB

 (18)

The dual force f̂B represents all external forces fB and torques τB acting on the relative motion
system. For on-orbit relative proximity operations, the primary dual forces that could be acting on
the system are gravitational acceleration f̂B

g , J2 perturbing forces due to Earth’s oblateness f̂B
J2

,
gravity gradient torque f̂B

∇g, and control inputs f̂B
c . The total dual force is simply the sum of the

individual dual forces:

f̂B = fB + ϵτB

fB = (0, f̄B), τB = (0, τ̄B)

f̂B = f̂B
g + f̂B

J2 + f̂B
∇g + f̂B

c

(19)

The dual force due to gravitational acceleration is:

f̂B
g = mâBg = MB ⋆ âBg

âBg = aBg + ϵ0q

aBg = (0, āBg )

āBg = −µ
r̄BB/I

||r̄BB/I ||3

(20)
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Where µ is the gravitational parameter of the central body. The dual force due to J2 is:

f̂B
J2 = mâBJ2 = MB ⋆ âBJ2

âBJ2 = aBJ2 + ϵ0q

aBJ2 = (0, āBJ2)

āBJ2 = − 3µJ2R
2
e

2||r̄BB/I ||5



(
1− 5

(
zB
B/I

||r̄B
B/I

||

)2
)
xBB/I(

1− 5

(
zB
B/I

||r̄B
B/I

||

)2
)
yBB/I(

3− 5

(
zB
B/I

||r̄B
B/I

||

)2
)
zBB/I



(21)

Where r̄BB/I =
[
xBB/I yBB/I zBB/I

]⊤
. The dual gravity gradient torque is:

f̂B
∇g = 0q + ϵτB∇g =

3µr̂BB/I

||r̂BB/I ||5
×
(
MB ⋆ (r̂BB/I)

S
)

τB∇g = (0, τ̄B∇g)

τ̄B∇g = 3µ
r̄BB/I × (ĪB r̄BB/I)

||r̄BB/I ||5

(22)

Where r̂BB/I = rBB/I + ϵ0q. Lastly, the dual control input takes the same form as the dual forces and
torques, but the control law is left to the operator’s discretion:

f̂B
c = fB

c + ϵτBc

fB = (0, f̄B
c ), τB = (0, τ̄Bc )

(23)

The model used in this paper considers gravitational acceleration and J2 perturbing forces due to
Earth’s oblateness as the only external forces and is rewritten for completeness as

f̂B = f̂B
g + f̂B

J2 (24)

Measurement Model

The sensor methodology investigated in this research is the use of fiducial markers for relative
proximity operations. The fiducial markers are placed on the desired spacecraft and observed by the
body spacecraft. This sensor methodology is motivated by AprilTag fiducial markers13 and a sample
tag with its respective coordinate frame T is shown in figure 2. When placed in front of a camera, a
single fiducial marker gives a range and attitude measurement. The range is measured with respect
to the center of the tag’s face and the attitude is represented as a relative unit quaternion. Both the
range ρ and attitude qB/T measurements are observed from the body frame B and measured with
respect to the tag frame T , which is affixed to the surface of the desired satellite and displaced from
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the origin of the desired frame D. The measurement model for a single tag has the nonlinear form:

y = h(x)[
ρ

qB/T

]
= h

([
q̂B/D

ω̂B
B/D

])
∈ R5

=

[
||r̄TB/T ||

q∗T/DqB/D

]

=

[
||rBB/D − q∗B/Dr

D
T/DqB/D||

q∗T/DqB/D

]
(25)

Figure 2. AprilTag fiducial marker and tag coordinate frame T .14

A body with multiple tags will return a set of measurement vectors with cardinality equal to the
number of visible tags from the observer’s perspective. For a tag to be considered visible it must
meet a minimum elevation constraint. The elevation angle ϕ is measured off the face of the tag and
is defined as:

ϕ = arcsin

 r̄TB/T ·
[
0 0 1

]⊤
||r̄TB/T ||

 (26)

OBSERVABILITY TOOLS

Observability describes the feasibility of uniquely determining an initial state of a system from
measurements over a finite time interval. If the unknown initial state x0 ∈ Rn can be uniquely
determined in an open neighborhood of x0 from the outputs y ∈ Rm, then the system is weakly ob-
servable.15 The observability of linear systems can be evaluated analytically using the observability
matrix and Gramian, whereas a computational approach can be taken to calculate the empirical
observability Gramian for nonlinear and analytically intractable systems. Numerical observability
tools provide measures of observability that can be used to determine whether or not a system is
observable and assess performance for optimal sensor placement.
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Linear Observability

In linear systems (equation 27), the observability matrix, O, is obtained by differentiating the
output y in a linear system with respect to time and collecting terms that are multiplied by the state
x:

ẋ = Ax+Bu

y = Cx+Du
(27)

O =


C
CA

...
CAn−1

 (28)

A linear system is then observable if and only if O is full rank.16, 17

Another tool to determine observability is the observability Gramian, which quantitatively cap-
tures the sensitivity of the measurements to changes in the initial conditions. The standard expres-
sion of the observability Gramian for a linear time-invariant (LTI) system is

Wo(t) =

∫ t

0
eA

⊤τC⊤CeAτ dτ (29)

If Wo(t) ∈ Rn×n is nonsingular for some t > 0, the system will be observable. Furthermore, the
eigenvector associated with the largest (smallest) eigenvalue indicates the mode that is most (least)
observable.15, 18, 19

The observability Gramian can be re-written in terms of measurements by using the solution y(t)
to the linear system (27):

y(t) = CeAtx0 +

∫ t

0
CeA(t−τ)Bu(τ) dτ +Du(t) (30)

where x0 = x(0).16, 17 Then differentiating 30 with respect to x0 and substituting in to 29 yields:

Wo(t) =

∫ t

0

∂y(τ)

∂x0

⊤∂y(τ)

∂x0
dτ (31)

The partial derivative ∂y(t)
∂x0

∈ Rm×n is a Jacobian matrix where it’s ith column is the derivative of
the measurement vector with respect to the ith entry in x0.

∂y(t)

∂x0
=
[

∂y(t)
∂x1(0)

∂y(t)
∂x2(0)

· · · ∂y(t)
∂xn(0)

]
(32)

Empirical Observability Gramian

The empirical observability Gramian provides a method to approximate Wo(t) for nonlinear sys-
tems or for linear systems where the Gramian is difficult to calculate. The sensitivity of the mea-
surements to changes in the initial condition (31) is approximated by using the central difference
method and individually perturbing each entry in the initial state by a small value ϵ. The empirical
observability Gramian is15, 18, 19

W ϵ
o (t) =

1

4ϵ2

t∑
τ=0

∆Y (τ)⊤∆Y (τ) (33)
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where ∆Y (t) =
[
∆y±1(t) ∆y±2(t) · · · ∆y±n(t)

]
∈ Rm×n is comprised of the differences

in the outputs, ∆y±i(t) = y+i(t) − y−i(t), that result from perturbing the ith row in the initial
condition x0 by ±ϵei. Where ei is a zero vector with 1 in the ith row. If the empirical observability
Gramian, W ϵ

o (t) ∈ Rn×n, is full rank at the limit ϵ → 0, then the system is weakly observable at
x0.15

Measures of Observability

The following metrics quantify the degree of observability based on the observability Gramian
and allow for optimization over a potential sensor set by casting the metric as a cost function in a
minimization problem.18

Minimum Eigenvalue This measure is the reciprocal of the minimum eigenvalue and provides a
measure of the least observable mode

Jν(Wo) =
1

λmin(Wo)
= ν. (34)

Minimizing this cost maximizes the observability of the least observable mode will be.

Condition Number This measure is the ratio between the largest and smallest eigenvalues

Jκ(Wo) =
λmax(Wo)

λmin(Wo)
= κ. (35)

The closer to one this measure is, the more balanced the information from the sensor is and the
better conditioned the inversion of the map from states to measurements will be. The condition
number is not a viable metric on its own and must be used with some caution as it may prioritize
minimizing λmax.

Optimal Sensor Placement

With binary sensor activation variables αi ∈ {0, 1} and α ∈ Rp that indicate if a sensor is
in use, define the total observability Gramian as the sum W̃ ϵ

o (α) =
∑p

i=1W
ϵ
i αi where p is the

number of potential sensor locations and W ϵ
i = W ϵ

o (t, i) is calculated according to equation 33,
but only using the ith entry in the measurement vector y. This decomposition results in a single
Rn×n empirical observability Gramian for each candidate sensor location and makes it possible
to optimize over different combinations of sensors. The optimal sensor placement problem for
determining the optimal subset of c sensors from a set of p feasible sensors can be thought of as
choosing the best combination of c observability Gramians. The optimization problem we wish to
solve is:19, 20

min
α

J(W̃ ϵ
o (α))

subject to 0 = 1⊤α− c (36)

αi ∈ {0, 1}

This formulation is, however, a non-convex mixed integer program, making it difficult to solve
and without global optimality guarantees. By easing the requirement that the sensor activation vari-
able, αi ∈ {0, 1}, be binary and instead requiring a value 0 ≤ ai ≤ 1, the constraints become
convex. If the objective function is convex with respect to the activation variables, the optimization
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problem is then convex. The measures discussed in the previous section are convex (ν) or qua-
siconvex (κ) with respect to the variables ai.21 This relaxation from binary to continuous sensor
activation variables makes the solution tractable, however, it is generally sub-optimal.

For this paper, the objective function considered is maximizing the minimum eigenvalue of the
observability Gramian. After relaxing the activation variables and applying the identity λmax(W̃

ϵ
o (a))In ⪰

W̃ ϵ
o (a) ⪰ λmin(W̃

ϵ
o (a))In, the optimization problem becomes the semidefinite program shown in

equation 37.21 Once the solution is found, the optimal set of sensors is chosen to be those corre-
sponding to the largest c values in the activation vector a.

max
a,λ

λ

subject to W̃ ϵ
o (a)− λIn ⪰ 0 (37)

0 ≤ a ≤ 1

0 = 1⊤a− c

SIMULATION RESULTS

Problem Setup

The simulated scenario is a geostationary flyby sampled once per minute over a 3-hour window.
The desired frame D is aligned with the Radial, In-track, Cross-track (RIC) frame R to simulate a
nadir-pointing spacecraft.12 For the sake of simplicity and since there are no visibility constraints in
play that are a function of the body’s attitude, the body frame remains aligned with the ECI frame
for the duration of the simulation. A plot of the flyby trajectory in the RIC frame centered about
the desired spacecraft is shown in figure 3. The colored vectors centered on the desired spacecraft
represent the principal axis of the desired frame D, which will be useful later as a reference to
comment on the optimal fiducial marker placement results. The colored points at the ends of the
flyby trajectory indicate the start (green) and stop (red) points over the 3-hour simulation interval.
The initial conditions for the body and desired spacecraft are defined with respect to the inertial
frame and are shown in table 2.

Parameter Body B Desired D

r̄I·/I (km)
[
−17517.33 −38359.24 0

]⊤ [
−17517.18 −38356.04 0

]⊤
v̄I·/I (km/s)

[
2.80 −1.28 0

]⊤ [
2.80 −1.28 0

]⊤
q·/I 1q

[
0.54 0 0 −0.84

]⊤
ω̄I
·/I (rad/s) 03×1

[
0 0 7.29e−5

]⊤
m (kg) 10 Undefined

ĪB (kg m2) I3 Undefined

Table 2. Initial conditions.

The desired spacecraft is modeled as a cube with 20m sides. Candidate fiducial marker locations
are equally spaced across each face of the cube at 10m intervals, for a total of 9 tags per face and
64 tags in total. A minimum elevation angle of 30° off the face of the tag is the only visibility
constraint for a valid measurement. The feasible set of tag locations is shown in figure 4. Once
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Figure 3. Nominal flyby trajectory from +R/+I to -R/+I.

again, the colored vectors extending from the center of the cube are the principal axis of the desired
frame D.

The initial conditions are first transformed into dual positions and velocities with respect to the
inertial frame:

q̂B/I = qB/I + ϵ
1

2
rIB/IqB/I , ω̂I

B/I = ωI
B/I + ϵ(vIB/I + ωI

B/I × rII/B)

q̂D/I = qD/I + ϵ
1

2
rID/IqD/I , ω̂I

D/I = ωI
D/I + ϵ(vID/I + ωI

D/I × rII/D)

(38)

Then the initial relative dual state is then calculated by

q̂B/D = q̂∗D/I q̂B/I

ω̂B
B/I = q̂∗B/I ω̂

I
B/I q̂B/I , ω̂B

D/I = q̂∗B/I ω̂
I
D/I q̂B/I

ω̂D
B/D = ω̂B

B/I − ω̂B
D/I

(39)

The state of the desired relative to inertial is numerically integrated in parallel with the relative
motion. The equations of motion for the desired relative to inertial are:

˙̂qD/I =
1

2
ω̂I
D/I q̂D/I (40)

˙̂ωI
D/I = αI

D/I + ϵ
(
aID/I − αI

D/I × rID/I − ωI
D/I × vID/I

)
(41)

The dynamics are derived using the dual quaternion version of the transport theorem and the angular
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Figure 4. Feasible fiducial marker set on the desired spacecraft.

acceleration is computed analytically from5

αI
D/I = ω̇I

D/I =
(rID/I × aID/I)||r

I
D/I ||

2 − 2(rID/I × vID/I)(r
I
D/I · v

I
D/I)

||rID/I ||4
(42)

The desired spacecraft experiences the same external forces as the target, so the external accelera-
tions acting on the desired are:

aID/I = aDg + aDJ2 (43)

Gramian Calculation

The state vector used for the empirical observability Gramian calculations should consist of all
independent states we wish to perform an observability analysis on and possibly estimate at a later
time. For the relative proximity operation problem, we wish to investigate the pose and velocities
of the body relative to the desired. This information is embedded in the relative dual position and
velocities and the state vector for the empirical Gramian calculation is:

x =

[
q̂B/D

ω̂B
B/D

]
∈ R16 (44)

However, the first entries of the real and dual components of the dual velocity quaternion will always
be 0, so there are actually only 14 independent states in the state vector that are perturbed. If x is
thought of as a stacked 16-dimensional vector, then entries 9 and 13 correspond to the 0 components.

The empirical observability Gramian algorithm returns a Gramian matrix for each measurement
in the system. In this scenario, there are 54 candidate tags and each tag returns a measurement in
R5; meaning there are a total of 270 Gramian matrices calculated. The five matrices corresponding
to the respective range and relative quaternion measurement of each tag are summed together to
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reflect the cumulative amount of information stored in a single tag; reducing the total number of
Gramians to 54 and matching the intuition of one Gramian per tag. Lastly, when a tag does not meet
the minimum elevation constraint at a measurement sample time it is equivalent to summing with a
zero matrix for the empirical Gramian calculation at that time step.

Results

Of the 54 tags in the candidate set, only 27 are visible at least once during the flyby. The visible
set lies on the +īD, +j̄D, and −īD planes and is shown in figure 5. The empirical observability
Gramian optimal sensor placement problem was solved for a set of five and ten fiducial markers;
results are shown in figure 6. In both cases, the solution prefers to place tags at corners and allocates
most of the tags to the +īD face. Placing tags at the corners maximizes the distance between
tags, thus giving the greatest diversity in range and relative quaternion measurements, and therefore
increases the ability to resolve a unique solution for the relative state.

Figure 5. Visible fiducial marker set on the desired spacecraft.

Alternative approaches to tag placement could be to place tags evenly across all visible faces or to
place tags weighted by how often they are visible. An interesting result from using the observability
Gramian for optimal tag placement is that the +īD face is favored over the other two visible faces,
despite it being visible for the least amount of time between the three. The +īD face is only visible
during the flyby approach, but the nonlinear dynamics during this phase are very sensitive to changes
in the initial state, and maximizing observability is synonymous with selecting sensors that are most
sensitive to measuring changes in state. Despite there being fewer measurements taken off the
+īD face, these measurements provide more valuable information when trying to resolve a unique
initial state from a set of measurements. This counterintuitive result demonstrates the power of an
observability-driven optimal sensor placement methodology. A comparison of visibility time versus
selected tags is shown in figure 7.
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CONCLUSION

This paper applied the observability-based optimal sensor placement problem to a dual quaternion
satellite relative motion model. First, background material on quaternions, dual quaternions, and
observability Gramians was introduced. Optimal fiducial marker locations on the surface of the
observed satellite during a geostationary flyby were then solved for sets of five and ten markers. In
both sets, it was shown that the optimal solution prefers to maximize the distance between markers.
Contrary to intuition, the optimal solution does not necessarily align with the candidate sensor
locations that are visible for the most amount of time. Maximizing the observability of the system
through optimal sensor selection is synonymous with selecting the set of sensors that are most
sensitive to measuring changes in state, which will ultimately minimize the estimate covariance.

Future work will test the performance of the optimal sensor set versus the suboptimal set in
simulation and on a physical system. In both cases, measurements will be taken with both sets,
processed through a Kalman filter, and the estimated error covariance will be compared. As a part of
this work, some time will be spent characterizing the performance of fiducial markers when affected
by real-world visibility constraints and noise such as shadowing, surface curvature, and tag pattern
design. Lastly, there are some challenges that arise when calculating the empirical observability
Gramian over long-duration trajectories. Gramian scaling methods to handle these long trajectories
and better condition the semidefinite program will be investigated.
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Figure 6. Optimal fiducial marker set of five (left) and ten (right) on the desired spacecraft.
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Figure 7. Percent of time visible for optimal fiducial marker set of five (left) and ten (right).
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NOTATION

·̄ vector in R3

A coordinate frame
B body satellite coordinate frame
D desired satellite coordinate frame
I Earth-centered inertial coordinate frame
In Rn×n identity matrix
µ gravitational parameter
J2 Earth oblateness constant
ĪB R3×3 body frame inertia matrix

MB body frame dual inertia matrix
ϵ dual unit

0q zero quaternion (0, 03×1)
1q one quaternion (1, 03×1)

0̂q zero dual quaternion 0q + ϵ0q
1̂q one dual quaternion 1q + ϵ0q

r̄ZX/Y position vector of X relative to Y in Z frame coordinates frame coordinates
rZX/Y position quaternion of X relative to Y in Z frame coordinates frame coordinates
v̄ZX/Y velocity vector of X relative to Y in Z frame coordinates
vZX/Y velocity quaternion of X relative to Y in Z frame coordinates
qX/Y unit quaternion of X relative to Y

q̇X/Y time derivative of unit quaternion of X relative to Y

q̂X/Y unit dual quaternion of X relative to Y
˙̂qX/Y time derivative of unit dual quaternion of X relative to Y

ω̄Z
X/Y angular velocity vector of X relative to Y in Z frame coordinates

ωZ
X/Y angular velocity quaternion of X relative to Y in Z frame coordinates

ω̇Z
X/Y time derivative of angular velocity vector of X relative to Y in Z frame coordinates

ω̂Z
X/Y dual velocity of X relative to Y in Z frame coordinates
˙̂ωZ
X/Y time derivative of dual velocity of X relative to Y in Z frame coordinates
āB acceleration vector in B frame
aB acceleration quaternion in B frame
âB dual acceleration vector in B frame
f̄B force vector in B frame
fB force quaternion in B frame
f̂B dual force in B frame
τ̄B torque vector in B frame
τB torque quaternion in B frame
Wo analytical observability Gramian
W ϵ

o empirical observability Gramian
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