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An Optimal Controller Design for
Gun Driving System of Combat Vehicles
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(Ji-Young Kim - Seok-Jae Lee Joon Lyou)

Abstract - An optimal robust controller design method for gun driving system is discussed in this paper. The
parameters of the gun driving controller are tuned by using the LQR characteristics for the performance and robustness.
Tuning method that optimize velocity error gives a significant improvement over the existing PID tuning methods. It is

shown that the tuning
performance and robustness.
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result of real gun driving system which is regarded as rigidness model or stiffness model satisfy

7oz AN FHHY A FYE HEsd FH
27y 2UES 93¥e nad A e Ay 2y
& P33, ¥ALS BLDC EH o3 EArt
Zlojet 2 g E3) i/‘bﬂ Agdn. o Ag dAAUEFY #
e ndA Rolx HE H¢ nder Hy AR
ol Aojr] HAE 9% FALdd ARGy AL
48 7% & do. AN FEE EFANA OFAc

D ZARLY Aeds

R3s) (1)

—_ 0374
s+3.831
2) AR AEg @

A9 = 680,247

534-8.66452+4817.3625s+18412.3371

2)

22 55 PID Ho{7|

® =RodE JEne w/ER Aadel Agse g
& Hasa) A8 AN Aol LA BEHAT, 1
AHE PID Aol718 A48 AA/EZE Alol7lg dARt

dis) i

—
y(s)
3 13

1Y 2-1 SE AORE BYE

2% 2-1& ANade &Y vAe @ QYL 27|
@AM aAl7)7) S8 o157 VA4 (Lead-Lag) UEH



FHZA AT Y AoVl SAo) SR
@ HuQ 4gs A AN S5 AFY 57
RS Bgan 4848 Addd AWH 4%e A
R s N EEE

v

Gun & &
Gun # A&

¥ 2-2. §9<] PID #%7)

99 s Aoirle 29 2-209 Fdatel ek 3
Ag Aozt 75 PID AMAZI2 74T e AN
T oolEE X FEFAG AR del g HAAGA A
A AHANDE 2HE 5 Q& PD Alo7] B2 ¥ye
Hg3ted LQR 71489 715X 2490 Q% Rol 984
PID A°17] steivleizt &d& RHolna} #r

3. LQR #A7IH 2 o] 88 HMo{J] MA
ANz FYsre 42228 Wl MZE AEw
TE =Y £948E ML LQR HAYAopuhde
PID Aojst HEA7lE $He 71802 27 Alage] o
3 4 Ech23]

3.1 LQRof 2[5t PID Ho0{7] X

2
LY+ B +y=uh @

FYuse] HERAT WA A2 AHHS L)
t
fo Wo)dr] »
D= oD |=|x,0 (4)
anf) x4(D
&

% e o [01 0
X AKX B A=[O 0 1},
a

- [0
B:M (5)
0—b—

1
LQR 7HE% A (6)& HA2sehs Hr AN 2o,

j(u)=—§ f:(X’Q!X'%-uz)a?; =07 ©)

u=—(X=—BTKX @
o714, G control gain matrix©) I, K& & 4 (8)9)
Riccati equation 37} 5+ optimal gain matrix©]ch,

KA+ATK~KBR-BTK+(=0 ®

63

K=K K Ky |, @={0 @ 0
2 42 2 0 0 QB

KmeKz) Q(DO 0
ekl vliey

4 (N9 XA Zee PID Aoj717t ot

D) = ~(Kg B+ Kpy+K oy [ 40

—Kc[xt)+rl,%+—37 I Yokl a0

Optimal gain K¢ PID Als¢te] @A+ o &3 2

K
———C
Km" z_l

Ky=K,, Kyp=K.tp (1D

Weighting matrix Q% 2] (8)o] o3, ol &% 4
o8 EEY F 33, oA FIA & PID Ao e}
e s 9o AAR fFEE 28218 Fndd.

Kz

K
Tlﬁ y Tp=™ KZl

K=Ky

S [Kp KI KD] =[K21 KZ) Kz]
32 ITAE 8 5X|5E ol &% Q2 RY AH

Aade 45E Jeldie JEY AFAFE 2
Ao TEIEE Aade wlbsE 2AE
z7] AR ¥ RN HAsE SAE
ITAE(Integral of time multiplied by the absolute error)[4]
AeATE ol&d ANYFAAN nHEFHSF ol 9@
Q% RE HA A

T
ITAE= fo de Dl (14)

¥ 3-1. ITAES] 9% A=A+

n=2 2414w, stah,
n=3 $3+1.Bw 5242150 s+ah,
n=4 si42.1w,5° 34252 2. 78, o,

23} ol4e ANaddM AR ARFSE Tt SMFE
5 2% masY,
o o

=3 a7 3
sStaw st s, (kLo )24 po s+l

9 (15)

HANGY LHFEE VESHE p y 24E ITAE 453
F9 HAAFE olgstel YKL AHY p 2 )8
o HE AFRE TAZE deh AANFLR Foi



AHAD(), BRHE TAZAN Qe ARND(,), TH
235 (g)ol dE BAE GeFH 2L, ol FHUG,

¢ . ¢
b="", o w,,=—t““ 16)

wn N

o el BAE G83 o,
4O yp=-TkE BT, AT N2de YA
(25)st $Y% 42l ITAE A4A5 2 (26)8 v ashg,

SRR s3I+ (a+Kp)s?+H(b+ K y)s+K o an

ITAE s34+1.Bw s 4+2. 15025+, (18)

0)3 =KZ)=V va 2.15(/)2”=b+K21v 1.75a)nza-{--}'{2 (19)

A HAH @y Qu Qr (R=DE ANEY + Ak &
LQRSl 7H34 82 QRE RAFHE ol 3 YT
2, 4 (1343 PD 445 g} P

33 = FEEX 9 HeEFo HB

B =R olgdt oj28 uygez ¥ FTERAY A
ol dste LQRE ©| 8¢ PI/PID A7 8 AA A
ot AR AL Aoy TFH HFZ Jo] F AL
HE Pl Alo7|2 AAsIgD, 242de] AL Aojrg 2
g3k HEZ Fe] U Ji7k HEE LQRE AHA v A9
AFgk T Aodd F8 S nHE A5 A AE 7o
PID Alel712 A A B

3.3.1 A=Yl digt 1x M@

—‘g +3.831y=0.372424 ) (20)

EYRgo] HELLE VN MRS AT A0F,

[ﬁfgg} [} i [123] [0 S0 e

71:[8 —3%831]' 32[0.?7&1]

a=3.831, b=0.37A

(22)

LQR A4 4 ©8 A28k y= PD Aol7lolh

o) = —ONUK KD+K p [0d) )
Optimal gain matrix k% Weighting matrix @&,
SRy
Ky Kol = 0 Q@ (24)

64

Q% A ®0 WYsd, ol B oz BEY 5 Uth
Qu=b2K%, (25)
Qu=b 2)Kzu —AKy—-aK W @6)

ASZ ANayel S49H43 ITAE AAATE vl@e,

%.Aéﬂg-;g/;_]: 52+(a+b2Kn)S+b2K10 (27)
ITAE s’ +1.40,s+d%, (28)
0)2,,=b2K10. 1.4(0,,=d+b2Ku (29)

AANGLR AsAH ARAANDE neded IHF
F w,=0rad/s® 78, LQRY 7153 84 gatol A
3 o] gkl o PI Alel718 HAHAF gt A

1006 721.08

~ (70846 0 -
o 0 —134.57]' K=|me nxml
S [Kp K3=[B.33 721.08] (3D

332 Z4odo] st 3x MLES

—;} +8. 664—2 4817, wsﬂ +18412.3371y=630. 24724 (32)

28W4o] ARAAE AN N2 & AHESF (HE,

J xogtg 0 1 0 g x08 8

d|x, (0|10 0 1 x (8

d@ |xod |0 0 0 1 |jxelT] o |96
x5(8) 0 —18412.3 —4817.4 8.7 xa(f) 630.20.

LQR 7145 4 (6)% H433E ()& PID Aj7]o]
F3x Alade YA 4 (42)9] ITAE HHA
v L gt

a,

22
T

ITAE s*+2.10,53+340%s* 2.7’ s+, (34)

AR R FEATH FRAANE nHs ARFHSE
w2 Fol 78 PID Aloj7l8] A¥ASF k= &3 2o

I Kp K K =[46.665 3438.15 0.284] (35)

4. NEO0lM YD X IF
4.1 7182 ctysie YR

29 3-13 3-2& Algak3e] RRCO 4 E 16KPHS &
52 FYAY 9L W $E PID A47)9 A3} AE
ol ZAitolt}, Ziegler-Nichols 2w LQR #HHA
oyl g 47 o] &% PID Ao7|1& Had A, LQR H
HAIYHE o] T Z99 ¢A3} Ase] 0.lmil A= AN



d5o} Agg Ao RN ASE ¥ + Ao

oos

004
003

c.02
i 001
L.
g-nm i
3 oo
003

004

.08

29 31 RATER A (FEeR)

G Poséion Enor CT) fads)

- L |

LT e

5 i0 15
Usecy

a9 3-2. 3AFER ¢4 (DCD

42 7| % EY 39 49

% B3 230 g ABUNS Ao AP
THOR FHole XHL wAsd 1z Fo wi EE
7H3at Atk 2% 3-3& 05rad/sece] % WH L #90L u
9 £Ed dig vZelth 2ol LQR HAHAojuge of
€% PID Aoj7)7t FE8E H27 vobd 348 2 o
A Azl ol o 2 45g AT HH FEAolst
ojFof e AL & + itk wg, Y 3-49 1Yy 3-5%
FEA A 223779 AEAedA e B JAHm,
1z £29%), 27 aA F7tstAcist Wz A

o AW FEA} o) FojE R BIY 4 Yo}

{1;
LJMW‘”J“ M e

?
J 2 b nAES
04 {

01 A SRAN ,\j

Gun Velociy radis)
e
g

65 1 15 2 28 3 35 4 45 § 55
Visee)

19 3-3. LAY 4 B 32F (¥ £E)

e e LG-PID
os £ N i

s W

e A AR A A

65

LG-FIG
ZN

=EdM W7y FEFA HEE £ TFFALH
e T 2dg o835, aTHE Ao g s
s % &= WHgd 248 2Fse A% AAEE 5
Alel 238 # e Aorig dAstgh AnddoAy
AAMNSY Gt FAARE 24E ¢ e PID A
o7l T ¥Ye ¥ TEFAA HEstd LQRY sHAgS
9 7bEal 8490 Q9 Rl o&|A PID Alojs] stein|es}
ARt o2 ¥ Qs RY A9 AAAGNM Foin o
wEd "J}Q T AEF ITAE 45AFE ol &3 A
A delM nfFEaee o8 AFsiAct Bd A48 o
Bl E FEA S AEHOHE HEog MAALG
234 e 2348 48 ¢ Ak

AgdE LQR HaHHoZ HAZ PID A7E 71&Y
PID Ajoj7]s} vlmg Zx BExA ol $94, LHFE,
Sdel W ARG Feol AMEE At F, Ziegler
-Nichols ¥, S#2Y F 7129 6l ew#E,
AE AL, Az AEHANA oldA AEHH A
o HaE F3ted 71ES AorldE 24 2P A
3 3 AU E TEAD F# denzg AIF A3 PD A
o717t ¥ Fdarh

g 2 =2 #®

(11 f&, 294, 249 9 290, 7187 AFEAF] A
T/ABA HHYAEAA, FLANGAF L BT, 2004 1.

[2] Y.P. Shin and C.J. Chen, "On the weighting factors
of the quadratic criterion in optimal control”, INT. ].
Control, Vol. 19, No. 5, pp. 947-955, 1974.

{31 J.B. He, Q.G. Wang and T.H. Lee, "PI/PID controller
tuning via LQR approach”, Chemical Engineering
Science, Vol. 55, No. 13, pp. 2429-2439, 2000.

[4] D. Graham and R.C. Lathrop, "The synthesis of ”
optimum” transient response: criteria and standard
forms”, AIEE Transactions, Vol. 72, Pt.II, pp. 273-288,
November 1953.

[5] RT. Stefani, C.J. Savant, B. Shahian and G.H. Hostetter,
Design of Feedback Control Systems, fourth edition,
Oxford University Press, Chapter 5, 2002.

[6] Karl Johan Astrom and Tore Hagglund, Automatic
Tuning of PID Controllers, ISA, 1988,



