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(57) ABSTRACT 

Force feedback in large, immersive environments is pro 
vided by device Which a gyro-stabilization to generate a 
?xed point of leverage for the requisite forces and/or 
torques. In one embodiment, one or more orthogonally 
oriented rotating gyroscopes are used to provide a stable 
platform to Which a force-re?ecting device can be mounted, 
thereby coupling reaction forces to a user Without the need 
for connection to a ?xed frame. In one physical realization, 
a rigid handle or joystick is directly connected to the 
three-axis stabilized platform and using an inventive control 
scheme to modulate motor torques so that only the desired 
forces are felt. In an alternative embodiment, a reaction 
sphere is used to produce the requisite inertial stabilization. 
Since the sphere is capable of providing controlled torques 
about three arbitrary, linearly independent axes, it can be 
used in place of three reaction Wheels to provide three-axis 
stabilization for a variety of space-based and terrestrial 
applications. 

34 Claims, 14 Drawing Sheets 
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GYRO-STABILIZED PLATFORMS FOR 
FORCE-FEEDBACK APPLICATIONS 

Matter enclosed in heavy brackets [ ] appears in the 
original patent but forms no part of this reissue speci? 
cation; matter printed in italics indicates the additions 
made by reissue. 

REFERENCES TO RELATED APPLICATIONS 

This invention claims priority of US. Provisional Appli 
cation Serial No. 60/005,861, ?led Oct. 26, 1995, the entire 
contents of which are incorporated herein by reference. 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention relates generally to force feedback 
and, more particularly, to the use of gyroscopic stabilization 
to provide an inertial frame against which a force-re?ecting 
device react. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Force-feedback technology and related devices may be 
divided into four broad application areas: medical, 
entertainment, teleoperations, and virtual reality. 
Teleoperations, the research of which provided the founda 
tion for the development of force-feedback devices, is the 
process of locally controlling a remote device. The primary 
difference between virtual reality and teleoperations is in the 
objects which they control. With teleoperations, actual 
physical robots are manipulated in the real world, whereas 
virtual reality involves simulated devices in synthetic 
worlds. Force-feedback for telerobotics has evolved large 
and bulky mechanical arms to more joystick-like designs. In 
general, these devices are designed for six degree-of 
freedom (6DOF) force feedback, and have the capability to 
provide high levels of force. More recently, ?nger-operated 
devices have also been introduced for use in teleoperations 
applications. 

The use of force feedback in medical training, simulation, 
and teleoperations is also increasing, with the primary 
application being minimally invasive surgical techniques 
which use laparscopic tools to perform intricate tasks when 
inserted into body cavities through small incisions. To 
realistically simulate laparoscopic tool forces, special 
purpose force-feedback devices are currently under devel 
opment. 

The entertainment ?eld is very dif?cult to address with 
force-feedback technology, since the applications demand 
both higher performance and lower costs. There are three 
primary markets for force feedback devices in entertain 
ment: location-based entertainment (LBE), arcades, and 
home entertainment. LBE demands the highest performance 
while home entertainment demands the lowest cost. Despite 
the con?icting demands, progress is being made in each of 
these ?elds. 

It may be argued that each of the application domains just 
described has its roots in virtual reality, which is becoming 
dominant in all immersive applications. As a consequence, 
on-going research in immersive applications is often termed 
“virtual reality,” whereas, when the research is completed, 
the application is given a speci?c name, such as a surgical 
simulator. Overall, virtual reality is becoming increasingly 
popular as a preferred means of interacting with many 
scienti?c and engineering applications. To cite two of many 
examples, molecular modeling and automobile design are 
moving from standard graphics, carried out on conventional 
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2 
graphics terminals, to more interactive environments utiliz 
ing 3-D stereo graphics, head-mounted displays and force 
feedback. 

As visualization is a very important aspects of these 
applications, interesting and useful technologies are being 
developed, including graphical object representations and 
large working volumes (CAVES). Concurrently, haptic 
interfaces are being perfected, which enable manual inter 
actions with virtual environments or teleoperated remote 
systems. The haptic system is a unique sensory system in 
that is can both sense the environment and allow a user to 
react accordingly. As a result, haptic devices not only 
stimulate the user with realistic sensor input (forces, tactile 
sensations, heat, slip, etc.), but also sense the user’s actions 
so that realistic sensory inputs can be generated. Haptic 
devices are divided into two classes, depending upon the 
type of sensory information being simulated. The ?rst, 
tactile, refers to the sense of contact with the object. The 
second, kinesthetic, refers to the sense of position and 
motion of a user’s limbs along with associated forces. 

Broadly, these approaches point toward the same goal: to 
immerse a person in a seemingly visual reality, complete 
with haptic feedback. However, a major de?ciency with all 
existing force-generating devices is the requirement that 
they be connected to a ?xed frame, thus forcing immobility 
on the user. State-of-the-art force-feedback devices, for 
example, are table mounted, requiring the device to be 
mounted to an immobile object in order to generate a ?xed 
point of leverage for forces and/or torques. Consequently, no 
existing force feedback device allows for easy mobility and 
force generation. This problem is fundamental, since many 
virtual reality applications require large working volumes 
and the ability to move freely within these volumes, to 
provide realistic visual and audio feedback during walk 
through scenarios, for example. 

In summary, large, immersive environments such as 
CAVES currently lack haptic feedback, primarily because 
the existing technology will not support unrestricted motion. 
This leads to one conclusion that force-feedback devices 
must migrate as visual technologies have, that is, from the 
desktop to large-volume, immersive environments. 
However, the design of a hand-held, spatially unrestricted 
force-feedback device is fundamentally different from exist 
ing devices, which typically use primarily electromechanical 
or pneumatic actuators operating against ?xed supports to 
achieve active force feedback. Nor is the realization of such 
a device intuitively obvious. To construct an n-axis joystick, 
requiring 1, 2, 3 to n+3 motors, presents signi?cant 
challenges, for example, since the additional motors may 
signi?cantly increase the cost and/or weight of the device. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention addresses the need for force feed 
back in large, immersive environmentally by providing a 
device that uses a gyro-stabilization to generate a ?xed point 
of leverage for the requisite forces and/or torques. In one 
embodiment, one or more orthogonally oriented rotating 
gyroscopes are used to provide a stable body or platform to 
which a force-re?ecting device can be mounted, thereby 
coupling reaction forces to the user without the need for 
connection to a ?xed frame. In one embodiment, a user 
interactable member is physically coupled to a stabilized 
body, with the control structure used for stabilization and 
that used to mitigate force-feedback being substantially 
independent of one another, enabling different stabilization 
mechanisms as described herein to be used with existing 
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force-feedback capabilities. In alternative embodiments, 
inventive apparatus and methods are used which take into 
account both the movements associated with the gyroscopic 
stabilization, a user’s movements, and the application of 
torques and forces to realize a spatially unrestricted force 
feedback device requiring fewer motors and structural ele 
ments. Speci?cally, an inventive control scheme is used in 
these cases to accelerate and decelerate the motor(s) asso 
ciated with providing the gyroscopic stabilization such that 
only the desired tactile feedback is experienced by the user. 
All of the various approaches are applicable to single and 
multiple degrees of freedom. 
A three-axis implementation includes a set of three, 

mutually perpendicular momentum wheels which form the 
gyro-stabilized platform, an attitude measuring device, and 
a control system. The attitude measuring device is employed 
to detect disturbances to the gyro-stabilized platform, 
including reaction torques due to a user’s interactions with 
the device. The control system varies the speed the momen 
tum wheels in order to maintain the gyro-stabilized platform 
in a ?xed position. In an alternative embodiment, a reaction 
sphere is used to produce the requisite inertial stabilization. 
Since the sphere is capable of providing controlled torques 
about three arbitrary, linearly independent axes, it can be 
used in place of three reaction wheels to provide three-axis 
stabilization for a variety of space-based and terrestrial 
applications. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is a drawing of a one-dimensional space gyro 
scopic model, as seen from an oblique perspective; 

FIG. 2 is a drawing of a three-axis stabilized system 
model, as seen from an oblique perspective; 

FIG. 3 is a drawing used to illustrate torque generation 
with respect to a momentum sphere; 

FIG. 4 is a block diagram illustrating a closed-loop 
control system; 

FIG. 5 is a block diagram illustrating a closed-loop 
control system with disturbance; 

FIG. 6 is a block diagram depicting plant feedback with 
optimal feedback for linear regulations; 

FIG. 7 is a representation of a mathematical model of a 
1-D model plant; 

FIG. 8 is a state diagram used to illustrate position 
regulation of a 1-D satellite plant using pole placement; 

FIG. 9 is a state diagram used to illustrate a ?nal design 
of a 1-D satellite model controller; 

FIG. 10 is a skeletal representation of momentum sphere 
housing; 

FIG. 11 is a simpli?ed drawing of an aspect of a momen 
tum sphere depicted infrared emitters and detectors; 

FIG. 12 is a simpli?ed drawing showing a great circle 
band of re?ective material around a momentum sphere; 

FIG. 13 is a drawing, seen from an oblique perspective, 
illustrating a different aspect of a momentum sphere; 

FIG. 14 is a cross-sectional view of a momentum sphere 
illustrating how a control subsystem may interact with 
optical emitters and a re?ective band; 

FIG. 15 is a block diagram used to describe a momentum 
sphere control environment; 

FIG. 16 is a drawing, as seen from an oblique perspective, 
of a spacecraft including a pitch momentum wheel; 

FIG. 17 is a simpli?ed drawing used to illustrate the 
stabilization of a gimbal sensor platform; 
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FIG. 18 is a block diagram of a single-axis momentum 

wheel for terrestrial applications; 
FIG. 19 is a drawing of a momentum wheel viewed from 

a top-down perspective, before the application of motor 
current; 

FIG. 20 is a drawing of a momentum wheel after the 
application of motor current; 

FIG. 21 is a root-locus plot; 

FIG. 22 is a time-response plot of a one-dimensional 
motor application according to the invention; 

FIG. 23 is a graph used to illustrate the control effort of 
a 1-D motor; 

FIG. 24 is a drawing, as seen from an oblique perspective, 
of a hand-held force-feedback controller utilizing three 
momentum wheels to provide inertial stabilization in three 
spacez. 

FIG. 25 is a drawing of a block digram of a spatially 
unrestricted force feedback controller utilizing three 
momentum wheels to provide inertial stabilization in three 
space. 

DETAILED DESCRIPTION OF THE 
PREFERRED EMBODIMENTS 

According to the invention, programmed amounts of 
rotary force are used for motion compensating and/or the 
stabilization of free-?ying platforms, or to provide force/ 
torque outputs from platforms to attached frames. Speci?c 
embodiments are disclosed with respect to spacecraft 
stabilization, as well as to the application of forces and/or 
torques to hand-held force generating devices, including 
joysticks, steering wheels, and implements of arbitrary 
shape for speci?c applications, such as sports simulations. 
By way of introduction, reaction wheels use the inertia of 

one or more (typically up to three) rotating ?ywheels to 
generate torques. These wheels are typically accelerated 
using electric motors which can be controlled to increase or 
decrease rotary speed, thus changing rotational momentum. 
When the wheel on a particular axis is accelerated through 
increased motor torque, an equal and opposite reaction 
torque is generated and applied to the base upon which the 
wheel is mounted. 

Reaction wheels are the most precise type of attitude 
control mechanism. However, when called upon to provide 
non-cyclic torques, they must be periodically unloaded by 
other means (i.e. when the motors have accelerated to 
maximum RPM in any direction, no additional acceleration 
can be realized in that direction unless the motors are 

slowed, generating torques in the opposite direction). 
Moreover, to provide arbitrary torques, three wheel axes 
must be provided. 

This application describes how reaction wheels as cur 
rently only applied only to spacecraft can be extended into 
several other related terrestrial applications, including gyro 
stabilized bodies and tethered, force-generating/re?ective 
input devices. Preliminarily, the following description will 
demonstrate and how three axes of reaction wheel can be 
reduced into a single, reaction sphere, useful either in the 
space-based or terrestrial applications. A description of 
reaction wheels and spheres will ?rst be presented, followed 
by a discussion of the extensions to such technology made 
possible by the invention. 

Single Plane of Torque Action 

The single plane model for a torque consists of a spinning 
wheel attached to a frame. There is a reference frame B, 
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embedded in the frame and a ?xed reference frame, A, in the 
world. Reference frame B is aligned with the axis of the 
spinning wheel. The system is shown in FIG. 1. 

The reference frame B has two degrees of freedom with 
respect to reference frame A. These degrees of freedom are 
described by generalized coordinates q1, q4, where q1 rep 
resents the angular degree of freedom about unit vector a1 
and q4 represents the linear degree of freedom along unit 
vector a1. With this model, the unit vectors in frames A and 
B are related by 

(1) 

The center of mass of the frame is located at the origin of 
the B reference frame. The frame is assumed to be a cube 
with a mass of M and height of R. 

The location of the center of mass of the wheel, d, is given 
by the vector pd, 

BPd=1b1 (2) 

where l is the offset from the center of the frame (in 
meters) and is a run-time parameter. The notation AvB 
denotes some vector v in reference frame B with respect to 
reference frame A. The mass of the (assuming without loss 
of generality a solid cylindrical disk) wheel is given by 

mmprzh (3) 

where p is the density of the material of the wheel, r is the 
radius of the disk and h is the height of the wheel; and have 
the units of kg/m3, meters and meters respectively. 

The central inertia dyadic of the wheel is given by 

The orientation of the wheel with respect to the frame is 
given by the generalized coordinates q3. This generalized 
coordinate is about the b1 axis. 

The central inertia dyadic of the frame is given by 

Weight)1 (6) 

where (assuming without loss of generality that the frame 
is cubic) 

MR2 (7) 
[FT 

Since there are two rigid bodies in this model (the frame 
and the wheel), the angular velocities and accelerations for 
both must be developed. 

The reference frame B is said to have a simple angular 
velocity in the reference frame Abecause there exists for all 
time a unit vector whose orientation in both the reference 
frame B and reference frame A is independent of time. This 
allows writing the angular velocity of reference frame B as 
the magnitude of its angular velocity times the ?xed unit 
vector 
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A035=£11br (8) 

To make the equations of motion concise, a generalized 
velocity will be de?ned as 

(9) 

Using the de?nition in Equation (8),“"00B can be rewritten 
as 

AmB=u1b1 (10) 

The wheel is said to have a simple angular velocity in the 
reference frame B because there exists for all time a unit 
vector whose orientation in both the wheel reference frame 
and reference frame B is independent of time. This allows 
writing the angular velocity of the wheel as the magnitude 
of its angular velocity times the ?xed unit vector 

(11) 

The angular velocity of the wheel in reference frame A is 
given by 

Amd=(u1+‘17)b1- (12) 

De?ning another generalized velocity, 

u7=‘-17 (13) 

allows expressing Equation (12) in terms of generalized 
velocities only as 

A(od=(u1+u7)b1. (14) 

The angular acceleration of reference frame B is found to 
be 

A 

and the angular acceleration of the wheel can be written 
as 

Aor"=(1'11+1'17)b1. (16) 

The location of reference frame B is given by 

APB=q4ar (17) 

The velocity AvB and acceleration AaB of this frame are 
found to be 

since the unit vectors ai are ?xed in reference frame A. 
De?ning a generalized velocity 

(19) 

allows rewriting Equation (18) as 
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By de?ning the disturbance forces acting at the origin of 
reference frame B as 

F=fxa1> (21) 

the disturbance torque acting on the frame as 

Tftxal, and (22) 

and the motor torque, applied to the wheel, as 

Tftdbl (23) 

the equations of motion are found to be: 

1[(12?2+12i17)=0 (24) 

Rewriting Equation (24) in matrix form yields 

(12 + 16) 12 11-1 Tx I2 I2i11'7 _de]I 

To control this system, an expression for "cd that allows the 
system to move from any value of {q1,u1} to any other value 
of {q1,u1} in the presence of disturbance torques "5x must be 
developed (see Section below). To gain a understanding of 
the system, ?rst set Tx=0. Equation (25) can now be written 
as 

From control theory, it is known that this equation is not 
stable since the poles lie on the imaginary axis. Thus, the 
form of "5d required to satisfy stability criteria must meet the 
following two criteria: 

1. It must move the poles of Equation (26) into the 
left-half plane. 

2. It should utilize values of {q1, ul, q7, u7} to control the 
system as these state variables can be measured. 

If the disturbance torque is not set equal to zero, then 
Equation (26) is rewritten as 

@1211qu (27) 

and a third requirement for the control torque is added. 
3. It must be robust for a speci?ed set of disturbance 

torque values and functional forms. 
Some simple relationships are also developed to suggest 

appropriate motor parameter values and sizes for the 
momentum wheels. For real world application, it is impor 
tant to be able to specify certain aspects of the problem, such 
as force produced, the period of time for which it is produced 
and the mass of the device. Also, to stay ?rmly rooted in 
reality, it is important to specify the power output of the 
motor. 
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8 
Equation (28) shows the basic equations 

m=at qu (28) 

where I is the moment of inertia of the momentum wheel 
(assuming that it is a thin hoop; for a solid disk, I=mr2/2 and, 
in reality, the actual value will fall some place in between), 
m is the mass of the momentum wheel, r is the radius of the 
momentum wheel, '5 is the torque applied to the operator 
(which is the same as the torque produce by the motor), (I 
is the angular acceleration of the momentum wheel, 00 is the 
angular velocity of the momentum wheel, t is the period of 
time for which the torque is felt and P is the power output 
of the motor. 

To feel a torque produced by a motor that is not attached 
to some ?xed structure, the motor rotor must be accelerating. 
The rotor will continue to accelerate until the motor reaches 
its maximum angular velocity, a value that is determined by 
motor parameters (but the calculation of which is not 
important for this analysis). To increase the amount of time 
during which the torque can be felt, it is necessary to slow 
down the angular acceleration of the motor by increasing the 
moment of inertia of the rotor. 

Equation (28) has four equations and eight parameters. Of 
these parameters, an equation is formed that relates m,r,t,'c 
and P because these are the parameters that can be controlled 
during the design of the device. One such form of this 
equation is 

(29) 

Arbitrary Torque Generation From Wheels 

To generate arbitrary torques, a 3D platform consisting of 
three spinning wheels attached to three non-coplanar axes of 
a frame is required. (For simplicity, and without loss of 
generality, this work assumes that the axes are mutually 
perpendicular.) There is a reference frame, B, embedded in 
the frame and a ?xed reference frame, A, in the world. 
Reference frame B is aligned with the axes of the three 
spinning wheels, thus de?ning a set of mutually perpendicu 
lar unit vectors. The system is shown in FIG. 2. 

The reference frame B has six degrees of freedom with 
respect to reference frame A. These degrees of freedom are 
described by generalized coordinates ql, . . . , q6, where 

ql, . . . q8 represent the angular degrees of freedom about 

unit vectors a1,a2,a3 respectively and q4, . . . , q6 represent 

the linear degrees of freedom along unit vectors a1,a2,a3 
respectively. The orientation of reference frame B with 
respect to reference frame A is described using a Body 3: 
1-2-3 representation. Table 1 shows the relationship between 
the unit vectors a1, a2, a3 and b1, b2, b3. 




























