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ABSTRACT Four-wheel independently driven skid-steered mobile robots are widely used in the fields
of industrial automation and outdoor exploration. In most of existing controllers of skid-steered mobile
robots, the wheel velocities are controlled independently to track the desired velocities from the high-level
kinematic controller. However, this kind of control method may lead to chattering phenomenon of skid-
steered mobile robots in practice, when the desired velocity commands of four wheels are not matched
under different ground conditions. In this paper, the coordinated control problem is investigated for the
four-wheel independently driven skid steer mobile robots, so as to solve the chattering phenomenon and
also achieve good control performance under different ground conditions. Since the mobile robots are over-
actuated and lack of suspension systems, a coordinated adaptive robust control scheme integrated with torque
allocation technique is proposed. First, an adaptive robust control law is developed to attenuate the negative
effects of load variations and uncertainties. Second, instead of directly giving the desired velocity commands,
a torque control and allocation algorithm is developed to regulate the driving torque of each wheel motor.
A coordinated control law with considering the wheel slip compensation is also proposed. Comparative
experiments are carried out, and the results show the proposed scheme can avoid the chattering problem and

achieve the excellent performance under different ground conditions.

INDEX TERMS Mobile robot, skid steer, coordinated control, adaptive control, control allocation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Skid-steered mobile robots are widely applied in the fields of
industrial automation and outdoor exploration. The schematic
of a skid-steered four-wheel independently driven mobile
robot is shown in Fig.1. Since the lack of a steering system,
the skid steer mobile robots have the advantage of outdoor
task [1]-[3]. However, the mechanical structure and the vary-
ing wheel/ground interactions will also lead to the complexity
of dynamic modeling and good controller design. Further-
more, to improve the driving ability based on the practical
requirements, the skid steer mobile robot considered in this
paper is four-wheel independently driven. At present, a large
number of papers have investigated on the trajectory track-
ing control of two wheel mobile robots. However, seldom
publications pay attention to four-wheel independently driven
skid-steered mobile robots.

Generally, the controller for mobile robots can be summa-
rized into two classes: kinematic controller(the control com-
mand for the mobile robots is the driving wheel velocities)
and dynamic controller(the control command is the driving
torques) [4]-[8]. The kinematic control is the most widely
used in actually application [9]-[11], which does not consider
the skidding of the robot wheels. To achieve a better perfor-
mance, several approaches have been proposed to address
this slip problem with the robot’s dynamics [7], [12], but
they will also increase the complexity of controller design.
Furthermore, in the above control researches of wheeled
mobile robots, the ground and wheels interactions are not
taken into consideration. But in most real applications, due
to uneven ground, or slippery terrain conditions, the interac-
tions can’t be ignored [7], [13]. As a result, the controllers
designed with a no-slip model, may not work properly.
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FIGURE 1. Four-wheel independently driven skid steered mobile robot.

For skid-steered mobile robots, since lack of the steering
system, differential velocities between the two sized are
applied to achieve steering requirement which will easily
lead to lateral skidding of the wheels for the kinematic
control. In the other side, the inevitable uncertainties in the
mobile robot’s dynamics will also take important effects on
the performance of mobile robots, which becomes another
challenging issue for the control design. Recently, a great
deal of control methods have been proposed to handle the
model uncertainties, such as adaptive control [1], [14], neural
network [15], [16] and robust control [7], [17], [18]. More-
over, Yao and Tomizuka [19], Hu et al. [20], Chenet al. [21]
and [22] developed the adaptive robust control (ARC) to deal
with both parameter and model uncertainties together in one
controller, and subsequently verified through various applica-
tion studies with comparative experimental results [19]-[22].
With these ARC controllers, the specified tracking transient
performance can be achieved and final tracking accuracy in
general is guaranteed. And thus could be the good guidance
for the dynamic controller design of skid-steer mobile robots.

Another problem should be noted that the skid-steered
mobile robot considered in this paper is four-wheel inde-
pendently driven, which means the robot is an over-actuated
system. In the present work, the wheels on the each side
are often supposed to rotate at the same speed. To guarantee
this condition, two methods are usually used: a) the wheels
on each side is mechanically connected together, and the
controller design is not much difference with the two wheel
mobile robot [23], [24]; b) the wheels are regulated with
velocity controller, where the controller design is similar with
the kinematic control [11]. However, it can’t be ignored that
there are fundamental differences between the four-wheel
independently driven mobile robot in this paper and the
above two situations. Thus, to achieve a better performance,
the driving torque allocation becomes an possible solution

VOLUME 5, 2017

for this problem. Some control allocation techniques are
proposed in [25] and [26] for over-actuated ground vehicle,
where the diving torques are directly distributed based on the
energy consumption. However, since the skid-steered mobile
robot in this paper isn’t equipped with steer system and
suspension system, the control design for it is much different
from the ground vehicle and the chattering phenomenon is
found in practice with the traditional controller. Thus, for the
skid-steered mobile robot, the appropriate control strategies
are needed to take into account the wheel/ground interactions
and four-wheel driven characteristics.

In this paper, for skid-steered four-wheel independently
driven mobile robot, a control oriented kinematic and
dynamic model is first presented. Furthermore, a coordinated
adaptive robust control(ARC) integrated with the torque allo-
cation technique is proposed to track the desired motion
trajectory. The adaptive robust control [21], [22], [27] is
developed to attenuate the negative effects of load variations
and uncertainties. And the proposed control strategy also
addresses the over-actuated scheme with the control alloca-
tion [28], [29] to regulate the driving torques, whose excellent
performance has also been verified in [30] and [31]. Thus,
with this kind of controller design, the tracking performance
can be improved and the chattering problem for skid-steered
mobile robot can be avoided.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, the con-
trol oriented dynamic model of a four-wheel independently
driven skid steered mobile robot is developed. Section III
presents an adaptive robust trajectory controller design for
the skid-steered mobile robot and the proposed torque allo-
cation technique with driving torque/wheel slip coordina-
tion. Experimental results on a skid-steered mobile robot
are compared in section IV. Finally, we conclude the paper
in section V.

Il. SYSTEM DYNAMICS AND PROBLEM FORMULATION
A. KINEMATIC AND DYNAMIC MODEL

The mobile robot investigated in this paper is shown in Fig.1,
which is driven with four independently wheels. The rotation
of the mobile robot is achieved from different wheel velocities
on each side, due to the absence of steering system. To obtain
a better outdoor exploration, the wheels and body are con-
nected directly. The reference coordinate system is named as
OXY . The body fixed coordinate system o,x,y, is attached
on the mobile robot, where o, is the origin of the body fixed
coordinate system, which locates at the middle between the
driving wheels. G is the mass center of the skid steered mobile
robot. 2w is the width between the driving wheels. /r and I,
are the distances from the center of mass to the front and
rear wheel axles, respectively. With the defined references,
the pose of the robot is represented by

q= @y ¢ (1)

where (x, y) is the coordinate of o, with respect to reference
coordinate system, and ¢ is the rotation angle.
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The kinematic model of a four-wheeled independently
driven skid-steered mobile robot can be expressed as [1]

q = S(Q)v + A(qQ)v, 2

where v = [vy, w] represents the linear and angular velocity
of the robot; vy is the lateral velocity of the robot; the S(q)
and A(q) are defined as

cos(¢p) 0 —sin(¢)
S(q) = | sin(¢) O, A(Q = | cos(®) 3)
0 1 0

From the Fig.1, we can find that the frictions between
the wheels and ground result in the motion of mobile robot.
The friction forces acting on the mobile robot is presented
in Fig.1. Thus, with Newton’s second law, the dynamic model
of the mobile robot system can be described as

m(Vy —vyw) = Fy1 + Foo + Fx3 + Fya + dy
m@y + vyw) = Fy1 + Fyp + Fy3 + Fys + dy,
Jo = —wFy + lgFy1 +wFxo + [fFyp
—WFy3 — [,Fy3 + WFyy — LFyy +dy  (4)

where m and J are the robot mass and inertia about the
yaw axis. Fy,i = 1,2,3,4, Fy;,i = 1,2,3,4 are the
friction forces acting on the mobile robot. dy, dy, dg represent
disturbances. w is the width of mobile robot. Referring to the
equation v = [vy, w]T, the dynamics(4) can be rewritten as

MV+A1vy =u+d
m(Vy 4+ vw) = uy +dy 5)

where the M = diag[m, J] is diagonal inertia matrix, respec-
tively; A is defined as [—mw, 0175w = [uy, uy]” denotes the
driving forces, where u, = Fy1 + Fy2 + Fy3 + Fy4 is the sum
of forces acting on the mobile robot along the longitudinal
direction and up = —wFy1 +1lrFy1 +wFxa + 1l Fyo —wFy3 —
Iy Fy3 + whFyq — I, Fyy is the sum of moments acting on the
mobile robot. The second term of equation(5) represents the
lateral slip motion. uy = Fy + Fyo + Fy3 + Fy4 is the sum of
friction forces acting on the robot along the lateral direction;
d = [d,, d¢]T is the nominal value of the lumped modeling
uncertainty and disturbance.

Referred to the dynamic(5), the driving forces are the result
of the interactions between tires and road. From Fig.2, we can
obtain the dynamics of driving wheels

Jriwyi + criwpi +fri = Tri — rFyi +dy,  i=1,2,3,4(6)

where J,; inertia of wheel; w,; denotes the angular velocity of
wheel; c¢,; represents the viscous friction constant of wheel;
f+i(g) is the Coulomb friction of the motor and reducer mod-
eled by f,; = AsSr(g), where Ay is the Coulomb friction
coefficient and Sy(g) is a known approximate function of the
traditional discontinuous sign function sgn(g) that is used to
compensate friction in implementation; t,; denotes the motor
torque; d,; is the disturbance; r is the radius of wheel.
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FIGURE 2. Wheel rotation motion.

B. ERROR DYNAMICS
To design a controller with such system(5)(6), we apply the
output redefinition technique [32]. The new output equations

are given by
_ |a1| _ |x + Leos(®)
=[] =[] "

where L is chosen as a positive constant. Differentiating the
equation (7), we can obtain the new dynamics as

7="Tv+ Agvy + di +di 8)
where T and A, are defined as
= [ Lo | =[] ©
Referring to equation (4), taking the second time-derivative
of (7), the following dynamics is derived.
Mii+Cz=u +d; +A + A, (10)
where

M, = TMT!, C,=TMT!, u, = Tu,
A; = [-movy, J/Liy)T, d, =Td, A, =TA (11)

Let the trajectory tracking error vector as e = [e,, ey]T =
[z1(2) — xq(8), z2(t) — ya(t)], where z4(t) = [x4(2), ya(t)] is
the reference trajectory. Then the system error dynamics can
be derived as

é+2zg = Tv+ Agvy +di +dy
M;€é + Cié + M,z + C;2g + B 2g + As
= u,-l—d;-l—&, (12)

It is well known (12) has the following properties
Property 1: The M; is symmetric and positive definite.
Property 2: The matrix M; — 2C,; is skew-symmetric.
The matrices or vectors in (12), namely, dg, My, C;, d;, A,
can be written as linear regression form described by a set of
parameters defined by @ = [87, 011" = [0, 6, ..., 651" =
[dix, dip, m, J, dyx, d,w,At],Atz]T. In general, due to vari-
ous reasons such as the change of payloads, the parameter
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FIGURE 3. Overall control structure.

vector @ cannot be exactly known . However, the extent of
the parameters can be roughly known in advance. Therefore,
the following assumptions are made [7], [33].

Assumption 1: We assume that the slip velocity vy and its
derivative ||V | are bounded.

Assumption 2: The extent of the parameters and uncertain
nonlinearities are known, i.e.,

0ecQ {0 : 0min =< 0 =< 0max} (13)
de 2 (d:|d <é) (14)

> 1>

T
where  0,in = [O1mins Comins o> O8minl" > Omax =
[O1max > O2maxs -+ 98max]T and 8, are known.

C. PROBLEM FORMULATION

With the the mathematical model for the motion of the
skid steer mobile robot(12),(6), the following performance
requirements would like to be considered in the controller
design

1) Tracking performance: the controller is synthesized to
track the reference trajectory as well as possible in the pres-
ence of uncertainties.

2) Motor torque allocation: With the traditional controller,
the unexpected chattering phenomenon may happen, which
would lead to damage of the mechanical components. Thus,
the motor torque should be properly allocated.

Based on these statements, for skid steer mobile robot,
the objective of controller design is to synthesize control
inputs 7,; in the presence of uncertainties and disturbances,
such that the motor toque can be properly coordinated and
the robot can track the desired trajectory.

lIl. CONTROL ALGORITHM

A. OVERALL CONTROL STRUCTURE

Based on the aforementioned analysis and problem state-
ments, our controller was proposed to achieve stable tracking
of the desired trajectory for over-actuated skid steer mobile
robot. To deal with this kind of problem, a coordinated con-
trol structure consisting of a adaptive robust control(ARC
control law and wheel torque allocation) and a motion com-
pensation scheme(kinematic control and linear feedback) is
proposed to track the desired trajectory, as shown in Fig.3.
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Since the model (5) cannot fully describe the actual parameter
uncertainties and robot dynamics. Thus, the ARC is incor-
porated such that the uncertainties in mobile robot dynam-
ics can be attenuated. The ARC controller offers the total
forces/moments(virtual control inputs) needed to track the
desired mobile robot trajectory. For the control allocation
part, with the given the virtual control inputs, the actuator
redundancy is resolved in real time to implement the com-
mand on the individual actuators. Moreover, kinematic con-
troller offers desired wheel velocities that aims to coordinate
the motion of the wheels. The design of the controller will
be given later and experiments are carried out to verify the
proposed control law.

B. DISCONTINUOUS PROJECTION
The adaptation law with discontinuous projection can be
given by [19]:

8 = Projy(T') (15)

where @ denotes the on-line estimate of @ and § = 6 — 6
represents the parameter estimation error. I' > 0 is sym-
metric positive definite and » is an adaptation function
to be given later. The projection mapping Projz(e) =
[Projé(ol), s P}’Ojé(03)] is defined in [19] as

0, if 6; = Ojpax and e; > 0
if 0; = Ojmin and e; <0 (16)
e;, otherwise

Projg (e;) = {0,

The projection mapping used in (16) has the following
properties.
Pl) 0cQ £ {0 2O0min <0 < omax} (17)
P2) (T~ Projy(Ty) — ) <0, Vn (18)

C. KINEMATIC CONTROL LAW

In this section, the most used kinematic control law is intro-
duced. The kinematic model(12) can be linearly parameter-
ized as

e+2zq=Tv+ Ay + Vi(z,2,1)0 + dy (19)

where dy = Wi(z, 7, 1)0, Wi € R2*!0 matrix is a known
functions. With the error dynamic(19), choose the ARC
law [34], [35] as

Vg = T_lu\u u, = Uyg + Uy,
u, =124 — Ay, + Vi(z,Z,1)0 (20)
where the model compensation term u, = Tv, u,, is designed

to track a trajectory perfectly, and the robust control law u,
consists of two terms

Uys = Uyg] + Wy, Uy = —Kje 2D

where u,s; is a simple linear feedback term and Ky is a
symmetric positive definite matrix. Moreover, u, is a non-
linear feedback term used to deal with the influence of model
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uncertainties for a guaranteed robust performance, which is
satisfied the following two conditions

1) e(u2 — ¥l (q,q,0)0 +dp) < e
2) euyn < 0 (22)

where €; is arbitrarily small parameter. The adaptation
function (15) is chosen as

n=v(q,q, e (23)

Noting that the control input v, contains virtual desired linear
velocity vyy and angular velocity wgg of the mobile robot.
Thus, the desired angular velocity of each wheel can be
derived as

i=1,3
i=24 24)

wgi = (Vxd — Wpd * W)/,

wgi = (Vxd + wpd * W)/,

where wy; is the desired wheel velocity.

Remark 1: The desired wheel velocities (24) are not only
used for the traditional kinematic controller design that will
be compared with the proposed controller, but also adopted
in the coordinated control later, Fig.3.

D. THE ARC CONTROLLER
A switching-function-like quantity is defined as

s=é+ Ae (25)

where A > 0 represents a diagonal matrix. Choose a positive
Lyapunov function

V() = %STMZS (26)

Differentiating equation.(26), the time derivative of V(¢) can
be described as

V=s"[u+d —A +A, — Cé—Bé —Miy
— Cizq — Bizg] (27)
Furthermore, equation.(27) can be linearly parameterized as

Mlid +C[id +Btid+cté + Bté_d1+A[ = _‘I’(Z, i, t)o
(28)

where ¥ € R?*3 matrix is a known functions. Thus, equa-
tion.(28) can be rewritten as

V=s"[u + ¥z 1)0 + A] (29)

Noting the equation (29), the virtual control input is chosen

as
w =T v, w=u,+u;, u,=—V(4q, q,)0 (30)

where u, is the adjustable model compensation to achieve
a perfect tracking performance, and ug represents a robust
control law term. Substituting (30) into (29) result in

V =s"[u; — W(q, q, 10 + A] (31)
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The robust control function u; consists of two terms
Uy = Uy + up, ug = —Ks (32)

where uy is a simple linear feedback term and K is a sym-
metric positive definite matrix. Moreover, uy; is a nonlinear
feedback term used to deal with the influence of model
uncertainties for a guaranteed robust performance, which is
satisfied the following two conditions

) s(uo —¥'(q, 4,00 +A) <€
2)sup <0 (33)

where € is arbitrarily small . The smooth examples of uy, sat-
isfying (33) can be found [27].

E. WHEEL TORQUE ALLOCATION AND

COORDINATED CONTROL

The section introduces the wheel torque allocation algorithm
and the wheel torque coordinate controller design. For the
wheel torque allocation, the desired driving torques of each
wheel is derived with the nominal vertical tire force. How-
ever, due to the lack of suspension system and various ground
conditions, the driving torques from the driving torque allo-
cation may cause the wheel slip and wheel velocity may
become very large. To avoid this phenomenon, a novel hybrid
coordinate control law is proposed.

The total virtual driving forces u; given in equation(30)
consists of the longitudinal driving force u,y and the yaw
moment ugy. These virtual inputs from ARC controller are
combined effort of each driving wheel. Therefore, the wheel
torque allocation algorithm is designed to generate the wheel
torque at each wheel based on the virtual inputs. Thus, a fol-
lowing cost function is chosen to achieve the desired wheel
torque of each wheel.

4 2 2
F2 + F2
Jeost = Y Wi——= 72 = (34)
i=1 i

where N; is the nominal vertical tire force, which can be
expressed in the following term

Mgl,

Ni= St =12,
20 +1,)
Mgl

= i=3.4 (35)
20 +1,)

The desired tire force have to satisfy the following constraints

Uyg = Fx1 +Fya + Fx3 + Fyy
Upd = —wiFy1 + lnyl +wpFyo +lnyl2
—wiFy3 — lrFy3 + wpFyq — lrFy4 (36)

The lateral tire force Fy;, i = 1,2, 3, 4 can be calculated [1].
Thus, the constraints can be rewritten as

g = Fy1 +Foo+Fy3+ Fyg
My = —wFy1 +WwFyp — wFy3 + wFyy (37
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where My = ugq —lpFy1 —IlpFyo +1,Fy3+1,Fy4. Substituting
equations (37) into equation (34), the desired longitudinal tire
torque Fy;,i = 1,2,3,4 at each wheel can be obtained by
lagrange multiplier. Thus, we can obtain following equation

aJ Xi

— =2Wi— 4+ A1 —why =0, i=1,2,3,4

aJ

— =F+Fo+F3+Fu=uy

Il

aJ

ﬁ=_WFxl+WFx2_WFx3+WFx4=Md (38)
2

where A; represents the lagrange multiplier. With the above
equations(38), the desired force of each wheel F); then can
be derived.

it = Fuir 4 Jridai + Ericogi + fri (39)

where j,,- and ¢,; are obtained from offline parameter esti-
mation, wy; is the desire wheel velocity from the kinematic
controller(24).

However, since the 4 wheel-independently-driven mobile
robot lack the suspension system, the wheel may lift from
the ground. Thus, the above control input t,; may cause the
wheel velocity becoming very large. In this study, a hybrid
coordinated feedback of the wheel slip is introduced to limit
the wheel velocity. From the kinematic controller, the desired
wheel velocity has been derived. Thus, the difference between
actual wheel velocity and the desired wheel velocity is used
to avoid the wheel velocity becoming too large.

T2 = Kpieyi (40)
where e;; = w;; — wg;. Therefore, the control input can be
derived as

Tri = Tril + Tri2 (4D)

Remark 2: The proposed control law t,; is a kind of hybrid
controller. The first term of control input T,y is applied to
generate the desired forces of each wheel. However, consid-
ering the actual mobile robot in lab lack of suspension system,
the control input t,;1 may lead to the wheel velocity become
very large. To avoid this phenomenon, the second term T, is
proposed. Therefore, a novel hybrid controller is determined.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

A. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

To verify the effectiveness of the proposed controller, a skid-
steered mobile robot from Guozi Robot is set up in Zhejiang
University. As shown in Fig.4, the laboratory has a four-
wheel independently driven skid-steered mobile robot. The
position and orientation was estimated from the odometry and
gyroscope. For this robot, we have the following parameters
used in controller design: w = 0.25m, Iy = [, = 0.2m,
M = 120kg, J = Skgm?, r = 0.16m.
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FIGURE 4. Skid steer mobile robot.

B. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

With a NI Compact-rio controller, the control algorithms are
applied on the mobile robot. The control period is set as
Ts = 12 ms. And the following controllers are compared to
illustrate the performance of the proposed control algorithm.

C1) Kinematic Control Algorithm: This control method
is the most used in actual equipment. From equation(24),
the kinematic control law can be derived wy;. The con-
trol parameters are properly as Ky = [10,10], and T =
diag[25, 25,0,0,0,0,0,0,0,0]. The desired velocities on
each side are used as the reference velocity for the wheels
which is tracked by a PID controller. With the PID controller,
the poles closed-loop transfer functions are located at —20,
such that the PID gains are derived as k; = 56,k, = 5.6,
kg = 0.

C2) Proposed Control Law Without Compensation: The
proposed control law can be obtained from equation(39).
The A is chosen as A = diag[5,5]. The robust control
law is designed as uy = —Kojs in the experiments, where
K. represents the combination of ug and ug [19], [21]. With
this simplified robust control term, the controller parameters
are chosen as Ko = [5.6, 5.6]7. The adaptation parameters
are chosen as I' = diag[0,0,1,1,0,0, 56, 56,0, 0]. The
wheel parameters used in Eq.(39) are estimated by standard
parameter identification. The smooth functions Sy are chosen
as(2/marctan(900w,;). And it is found that the parameters
are J;1 = 0.14V /(m/s?), &1 = 0.27V /(m/s), A;1 = 1.58,
Jro = 0.14V/(m/s?), &0 = 0.12V /(m/s),Ap2 = 0.77,
Ji3 = 0.14V/(m/s?), &3 = 0.10V/(m/s),Arz3 = 0.60,
Jrs = 0.14V /(m/s2), &4 = 0.16V /(m/s), Arq = 0.80.

C3) Proposed Control Law With Compensation: Compared
with controller C2, a velocity compensation is added in this
proposed control (41) so that the wheel velocity can be lim-
ited. The parameters are chosen as k;; = 2,i =1, 2, 3, 4.

To illustrate the effectiveness of the proposed approach,
the following test sets are performed.
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FIGURE 5. Trajectory tracking performance of Set1.
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FIGURE 6. Tracking error along x axis of Set1.
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FIGURE 7. Tracking error along y axis of Set1.

Set 1: To test the control performance of the proposed
algorithms, the mobile robot is applied to track a circle given

by
_|xa| _ | cos(0.1t —m/2)
Na = I:yd:| - [sin(O.lt —n/2)+1 “2)
which the rotation velocity is 0. 1rad /s, and these experiments
are tested on plain ground condition.
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FIGURE 9. Control inputs of Set1.

In the fist set of experiments, the tracking performance
of the controller with circle trajectory on the plain ground
is compared in Fig.5. As shown in Fig.6,7, it is found that
the proposed ARC controller with compensation achieve a
smaller tracking error and a better performance than the other
two. The angle tracking error is given in Fig.8, which also can
reflect the chattering performance of the proposed controller.
From this figure, the errors of C1 and C3 is obvious smaller
than C2. From table. we find that C1 and C3 have similar
angle tracking error, the ability of suppress the chattering
phenomenon is difficult to identify. However, on the whole,
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the proposed controller C1 n can achieve a better tracking per-
formance. As shown in Fig.9,10, the control inputs and wheel
velocities are presented. With the controller C1, the wheel
velocity on same side is same with each other, which is
resulted from the PID controller to track the desired wheel
velocities. However, the wheel velocity C2 will become very
large when the wheel is lifted from ground. Compared with
C1 and C2, the proposed controller achieve a integrated
performance, whose velocities on the same side are not con-
trolled to track the same desired velocity but also the wheel
velocity can be limited.
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Set 2: From the actual application, when the mobile robot
rotates on the rough terrain, the chattering phenomenon will
happen with the traditional kinematic controller C1. To test
the ability of proposed controller to suppress the chattering
phenomenon, the mobile robot is applied to rotate on the
rough terrain.

Furthermore, experiments Ser 2 are carried out to test the
influence of the wheel/ground contact situation with the robot
rotating on the rough ground. From the experiment results
Fig.11,12,13, the capacity of suppressing the chattering

19055



IEEE Access

J. Liao et al.: Performance-Oriented Coordinated Adaptive Robust Control

. Wheel 1 |

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70

Wheel velocity(rad/s)

10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Time(s)

FIGURE 14. Wheel velocities of Set2.

phenomenon is presented. Since the controller C1 is a kine-
matic controller, the velocities on the same side are assumed
to be same, which may cause that the frictions on the tire
change very fast and motivate the chattering phenomenon.
For C2, when the wheel is lifted from ground, the wheel
velocity will become very large Fig.14, which result in the
chattering of robot. However, since the controller C3 consid-
ered these two factors, the integrated performance is achieved
and the chattering phenomenon is well suppressed.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the coordinated control problem is investigated
for the four-wheel independently driven skid steer mobile
robots. A generalized nonlinear time-varying dynamic model
is developed for controller design. Moreover, a two level
adaptive robust control law integrated with control allocation
technique is proposed for the skid steer mobile robot. In the
high level, an adaptive robust control law is developed to
achieve a good trajectory tracking control performance. In the
low level, a torque allocation technique is developed for
regulating driving torque of each motor. Meanwhile, to avoid
the wheel velocity become too large when the tire is lifted

19056

from ground. A novel feedback of the wheel slip is proposed.
Comparative simulations are carried out to verify the excel-
lent performance of the proposed scheme. The experiment
results suggest that, the proposed controller will achieve a
good performance and adapt well with the ground condition.
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