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(54) INCREASED SERVO CONTROL SYSTEM BANDWIDTH USING A TUNED MASS DAMPER

(57) An example servo control system includes one
or more components configured to be actuated for move-
ment, a system controller including one or more proces-
sors for receiving feedback of the movement of the one
or more components and for using the feedback within
a control loop to cause an actuator to reduce error of the
movement of the one or more components, and a tuned
mass damper (TMD) physically connected to the one or

more components. Parameters of the TMD are selected
to add phase margin at a crossover frequency of the ser-
vo control system, and the TMD includes a mass coupled
to the one or more components, a damper connected
between the mass and the one or more components, and
a spring component connected between the mass and
the one or more components.
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Description

FIELD

[0001] The present disclosure generally relates to ser-
vo control system operations, and more particularly to
methods to increase a servo control system effective
bandwidth using a tuned mass damper (TMD) to add
phase margin at a crossover frequency of the servo con-
trol system.

BACKGROUND

[0002] Servo control systems use feedback to com-
mand a control actuator to reduce error between desired
behavior and observed behavior of components of a sys-
tem, as measured by a control sensor. A common exam-
ple of this is a motorized, gimbaled telescope that may
be given specific coordinates to observe a target. A servo
control system acts to command motors in each axis of
the telescope to minimize an error between known coor-
dinates of the target and a current position of the tele-
scope as determined by an angular position sensor. A
"closed loop" controlled telescope would reject being
pushed away from a commanded target position by ex-
ternal disturbances.
[0003] The real world limitation in this example, and
other feedback control applications, is a speed that the
desired position can be achieved and a closely related
maximum frequency disturbance that the telescope sys-
tem can reject. This limitation can be made more severe
by time delays that introduce latency in a control loop of
the servo control system. Every real world application
has latency as a limitation (e.g., movement of compo-
nents lags behind commands), and all digital control sys-
tems further introduce latency that is directly related to a
sample rate of the digital system. Signal conditioning to
reduce sensor noise further introduces additional laten-
cy.
[0004] A common physical manifestation of a feedback
servo control system that is pushed to a relatively high
bandwidth in the presence of latency is a potential for
oscillation that occurs at or near a bandwidth frequency
of the servo control system. Decreasing latency may re-
quire redesign of the servo control system or may not be
possible. It might also require redesign of components
of the underlying structural system, which can be costly.
[0005] What is needed is a method to increase control
bandwidth of a servo control system in the presence of
latency.

SUMMARY

[0006] In one example, a method to increase a servo
control system effective bandwidth is described. The
method comprises coupling a tuned mass damper (TMD)
to a servo control system, and the servo control system
includes one or more components configured to be ac-

tuated for movement, and parameters of the TMD are
selected to add phase margin at a crossover frequency
of the servo control system. The parameters of the TMD
are selected based on (i) tuning an uncoupled resonance
frequency of the TMD to the crossover frequency of the
servo control system, (ii) determining a mass of the TMD
to be less than about 10% of a mass of the one or more
components being actuated, and (iii) optimizing a damp-
ing of the TMD to decrease a peak of an error rejection
of the servo control system based on the selected fre-
quency and mass. The method also comprises operating
the servo control system with the coupled TMD to in-
crease phase margin and counteract a latency of a con-
trol loop of the servo control system.
[0007] In another example, a servo control system is
described comprising one or more components config-
ured to be actuated for movement, a system controller
including one or more processors for receiving feedback
of the movement of the one or more components and for
using the feedback within a control loop to cause an ac-
tuator to reduce error of the movement of the one or more
components, and a tuned mass damper (TMD) physically
connected to the one or more components. Parameters
of the TMD are selected to add phase margin at a cross-
over frequency of the servo control system, and the TMD
includes a mass coupled to the one or more components,
a damper connected between the mass and the one or
more components, and a spring component connected
between the mass and the one or more components. The
parameters of the TMD are selected based on (i) tuning
an uncoupled resonance frequency of the TMD to the
crossover frequency of the servo control system, (ii) de-
termining a mass of the TMD to be less than about 10%
of a mass of the one or more components being actuated,
and (iii) optimizing a damping of the TMD to decrease a
peak of an error rejection of the servo control system
based on the selected frequency and mass.
[0008] In still another example, a method of operating
a servo control system is described. The method com-
prises coupling a tuned mass damper (TMD) to a servo
control system, and the servo control system includes
one or more components configured to be actuated for
movement and a system controller including one or more
processors. Parameters of the TMD are selected to add
phase margin at a crossover frequency of the servo con-
trol system. The method also comprises operating the
servo control system with the coupled TMD to increase
phase margin and counteract a latency of a control loop
of the servo control system, and receiving, by the system
controller, feedback of the movement of the one or more
components of the servo control system being actuated.
The method also comprises using the feedback within a
control loop to cause an actuator to reduce error of the
movement of the one or more components, and adjust-
ing, by a tuner coupled to the system controller, the pa-
rameters of the TMD based on a presence of a latency
of the control loop of the servo control system so as to
increase phase margin of the servo control system with-
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out altering the control loop of the servo control system.
[0009] The features, functions, and advantages that
have been discussed can be achieved independently in
various embodiments or may be combined in yet other
embodiments further details of which can be seen with
reference to the following description and drawings.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE FIGURES

[0010] The novel features believed characteristic of the
illustrative embodiments are set forth in the appended
claims. The illustrative embodiments, however, as well
as a preferred mode of use, further objectives and de-
scriptions thereof, will best be understood by reference
to the following detailed description of an illustrative em-
bodiment of the present disclosure when read in conjunc-
tion with the accompanying Figures.

Figure 1 illustrates an example servo control system,
according to an example embodiment.

Figure 2 illustrates an example of the servo control
system implemented with a compliant beam with a
coupled TMD, according to an example embodi-
ment.

Figure 3 illustrates an example Bode diagram plot
for a version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system without a coupled TMD, using a digital
proportional-integral-differential (PID) implementa-
tion with no delays other than that due to discretiza-
tion, according to an example embodiment.

Figure 4 illustrates an example error rejection plot
for the version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system without a coupled TMD, using a digital
proportional-integral-derivative (PID) implementa-
tion with no delays other than that due to discretiza-
tion, according to an example embodiment.

Figure 5 illustrates an example Bode diagram plot
for the version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system without a coupled TMD, using a digital
proportional-integral-differential (PID) implementa-
tion with an introduction of delays, according to an
example embodiment.

Figure 6 illustrates an example error rejection plot
for the version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system without a coupled TMD, using a digital
proportional-integral-derivative (PID) implementa-
tion with an introduction of delays, according to an
example embodiment.

Figure 7 illustrates an example Bode diagram plot
for a version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system with the coupled TMD that has been
tuned to suppress the latency-induced peak, using

a digital proportional-integral-differential (PID) im-
plementation with an introduction of delays in the
system, according to an example embodiment.

Figure 8 illustrates an example error rejection plot
for the version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system with the coupled TMD that has been
tuned to suppress the latency-induced peak, using
a digital proportional-integral-differential (PID) im-
plementation with an introduction of delays in the
system, according to an example embodiment.

Figure 9 illustrates an example Bode diagram plot
for the servo control system configuration used in
Figure 7 with modifications to the mass and damping
of the TMD, according to an example embodiment.

Figure 10 illustrates an example error rejection plot
for the servo control system configuration used in
Figure 8 with modifications to the mass and damping
of the TMD, according to an example embodiment.

Figure 11 shows a flowchart of an example method
to increase a servo control system effective band-
width, according to an example embodiment.

Figure 12 shows a flowchart of an example method
for use with the method, according to an example
embodiment.

Figure 13 shows another flowchart of an example
method for use with the method, according to an ex-
ample embodiment.

Figure 14 shows another flowchart of an example
method for use with the method, according to an ex-
ample embodiment.

Figure 15 shows a flowchart of an example method
of operating a servo control system, according to an
example embodiment.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

[0011] Disclosed embodiments will now be described
more fully hereinafter with reference to the accompany-
ing Figures, in which some, but not all of the disclosed
embodiments are shown. Indeed, several different em-
bodiments may be described and should not be con-
strued as limited to the embodiments set forth herein.
Rather, these embodiments are described so that this
disclosure will be thorough and complete and will fully
convey the scope of the disclosure to those skilled in the
art.
[0012] Some limitations in servo control systems in-
clude a speed that a desired position can be achieved
and a closely related maximum frequency disturbance
that the servo control system can reject. Examples de-
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scribed herein include a tuned mass damper (TMD) used
in a nontraditional application to decrease negative ef-
fects of latency and increase achievable performance of
the servo control system. Within examples, the TMD may
not perform a traditional application of increasing damp-
ing of a structural mode, but rather is implemented to
alter dynamics of the servo control system to counteract
latency and avoid oscillation at high gain.
[0013] As an example, methods to increase a servo
control system effective bandwidth are described, and
include coupling a tuned mass damper (TMD) to the ser-
vo control system. Parameters of the TMD are selected
to add phase margin at a crossover frequency of the ser-
vo control system. For example, the parameters of the
TMD are selected based on tuning an uncoupled reso-
nance frequency of the TMD to the crossover frequency
of the servo control system, determining a mass of the
TMD to be less than about 10% of a mass of the servo
control system, and optimizing a damping of the TMD to
decrease a peak of an error rejection of the servo control
system based on the selected frequency and mass. Fol-
lowing, the servo control system is operated with the cou-
pled TMD to increase phase margin and counteract a
latency of a control loop of the servo control system.
[0014] By the term "about" or "substantially" with ref-
erence to amounts or measurement values, it is meant
that the recited characteristic, parameter, or value need
not be achieved exactly, but that deviations or variations,
including for example, tolerances, measurement error,
measurement accuracy limitations and other factors
known to skill in the art, may occur in amounts that do
not preclude the effect the characteristic was intended
to provide.
[0015] Referring now to Figure 1, a servo control sys-
tem 100 is illustrated, according to an example embodi-
ment. The servo control system 100 includes one or more
component(s) 102 configured to be actuated for move-
ment by an actuator 104, and a system controller 106
including one or more processors 108 for receiving feed-
back of the movement of the component(s) 102, and for
using the feedback within a control loop 110 to cause the
actuator 104 to reduce error of the movement of the com-
ponent(s) 102. The servo control system 100 also in-
cludes a tuned mass damper (TMD) 112 physically con-
nected to the component(s) 102. The parameters of the
TMD 112 are selected to add phase margin at a crossover
frequency of the servo control system 100. The TMD 112
includes a mass 114 coupled to the component(s) 102,
a damper 116 connected between the mass 114 and the
component(s) 102, and a spring component 118 con-
nected between the mass 114 and the component(s)
102. One or more sensors 120 are also included and
coupled to the component(s) 102 to measure a displace-
ment or amount of movement of the component(s) 102,
for example, so as to provide feedback of the movement
of the component(s) 102 to the system controller 106.
[0016] The servo control system 100 thus receives
feedback of the movement of the component(s) 102, and

when the feedback does not match a command, an error
is computed and used within the control loop 110 to cause
the actuator 104 to adjust movement of the component(s)
102. Thus, the system controller 106 can receive outputs
of the sensor(s) 120 that indicate movement of the com-
ponent(s) 102, and when the movement does not match
a command, adjustments of the movement by the actu-
ator 104 can be made to correct the error.
[0017] Figure 1 illustrates an example of a system that
is related to many applications that employ servo control.
[0018] Figure 2 illustrates an example of the servo con-
trol system 100 implemented with a compliant beam with
a coupled TMD 112, according to an example embodi-
ment. In this example, the component 102 include a
beam, and a torque is be applied to a left hand side of
the beam to rotate the beam around a bearing boundary
condition that allows rotation, but that has some stiffness
determined by a spring 130. Thus, the spring 130 allows
movement of the component 102, but only to a certain
extent. A soft spring example of this implementation in-
cludes a gimbaled telescope or a Segway transporter,
and a stiffer spring implementation includes a steering
mirror or control valve, as examples.
[0019] The torque command in this example is calcu-
lated by the system controller 106 to minimize error be-
tween a desired position of a tip of the beam and an actual
position. The sensor(s) 120, which can include a dis-
placement sensor or a rate sensor, are positioned on a
ride side of the beam to measure movement in the y
direction.
[0020] Referring back to Figure 1, the system controller
106 can take the form of a computing device that includes
the processor(s) 108, which may be a general-purpose
processor or a special purpose processor (e.g., digital
signal processors, application specific integrated circuits,
etc.). The processor(s) 108 can be configured to execute
program instructions (e.g., computer-readable program
instructions) that are stored in the data storage and are
executable to provide the functionality of the servo control
system 100 described herein. Data storage may include
or take the form of one or more computer-readable stor-
age media that can be read or accessed by the proces-
sor(s) 108. The computer-readable storage media can
include volatile and/or non-volatile storage components,
such as optical, magnetic, organic or other memory or
disc storage, which can be integrated in whole or in part
with the processor(s) 108. The data storage is considered
non-transitory computer readable media.
[0021] Use of the TMD 112 described herein is a non-
traditional application of a TMD to decrease negative ef-
fects of latency of the servo control system 100 and in-
crease achievable performance of the servo control sys-
tem 100. Within examples, the TMD 112 does not perform
its traditional role of increasing damping of a structural
mode, but rather alters dynamics of the servo control
system 100 to counteract latency and avoid oscillation
at high gain.
[0022] A servo control system designed to compen-
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sate for errors in movement of a system having the con-
figuration shown in Figure 2 can be characterized by its
open-loop plant that is used to determine gain and phase
margin, and its error rejection that plots performance of
the servo control system 100 as a function of frequency.
The open-loop plant can be shown in a Bode diagram to
quantify how well an output, or feedback, follows a com-
mand by showing a relationship between magnitude and
phase, and a frequency of excitation. Below, first the
open-loop plant and error rejection plots are shown and
described for the servo control system 100 without a cou-
pled TMD 112, and secondly plots are shown with the
coupled TMD 112 to illustrate improved performance.
[0023] Figure 3 illustrates an example Bode diagram
plot for a version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system 100 without a coupled TMD, using a digital
proportional-integral-differential (PID) implementation
with no delays other than that due to discretization, ac-
cording to an example embodiment. Here, the open-loop
plant Bode diagram shows a phase margin of about -112
degrees and a gain margin of around 9 dB. Two modes
of vibration considered in the example illustrated in Fig-
ure 2 without a coupled TMD are a first rigid body mode
of the beam rotating about its bearing axis and a first
cantilever bending mode (compliant mode) of the beam,
and these are labelled in the Figure 3 in the open loop
plant plot.
[0024] Figure 4 illustrates an example error rejection
plot for the version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system 100 without a coupled TMD, using a digital
proportional-integral-derivative (PID) implementation
with no delays other than that due to discretization, ac-
cording to an example embodiment. The error rejection
curve shows that error is rejected up to a frequency of
about 40 Hz where error is slightly increased (5 dB) in a
region from 40 Hz to 200 Hz. Above 1000 Hz, there is no
effect on the error.
[0025] Figure 5 illustrates an example Bode diagram
plot for the version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system 100 without a coupled TMD, using a digital
proportional-integral-differential (PID) implementation
with an introduction of delays, according to an example
embodiment. In this example, a latency of about two sam-
ple delays was introduced without changing other as-
pects, and the plot in Figure 5 shows that this leads to
poor performance. In Figure 5, a phase margin of about
-170 degrees and a gain margin of around 6.58 dB is
obtained.
[0026] Figure 6 illustrates an example error rejection
plot for the version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system 100 without a coupled TMD, using a digital
proportional-integral-derivative (PID) implementation
with an introduction of delays, according to an example
embodiment. Although there is still error rejection below
20 Hz, the latency introduced increases the amplitude of
the peak where error is amplified around 30 Hz. The step
response of this system would show that the system os-
cillates at about 30 Hz and any disturbance content at

that frequency would be amplified by this system. In prac-
tice, this would result in an excitable oscillation in the
closed-loop system. A further increase in gain would
drive the system unstable and the oscillation would in-
crease until it reached a physical stop. This is due to an
amplification peak of error at crossover when the gain is
increased. Thus, a system with latency limits the band-
width. In practice, the solution to this problem is to reduce
latency or decrease gain/bandwidth. Gain and bandwidth
directly equate to performance in most servo control sys-
tems.
[0027] Traditionally, in a servo control system, lead fil-
ters and/or feedback rate are used to increase phase
margin. Phase margin relates to an amount of time to
make a feedback correction so that the feedback is ef-
fective, or an amount of phase shift remaining between
an output controlled variable and an input reference at
the crossover frequency before instability will occur.
When the phase margin is small, feedback can make the
system worse or unstable. Both of these traditional meth-
ods are subject to noise and are difficult to achieve if the
system already exhibits latency.
[0028] Using a coupled TMD 112 to the servo control
system 100 provides a method for gaining phase margin
that does not depend on electrical sensors or control elec-
tronics. The TMD feeds back local rate at a fixed frequen-
cy to increase servo control bandwidth.
[0029] Referring back to Figure 2, the parameters of
the TMD 112 are selected based on tuning an uncoupled
resonance frequency of the TMD 112 to the crossover
frequency of the servo control system 100, determining
the mass 114 of the TMD 112 to be less than about 10%
of a mass of the component(s) 102 being actuated, and
optimizing a damping of the TMD 112 to decrease a peak
of an error rejection of the servo control system 100
based on the selected frequency and mass.
[0030] Introduction of the TMD 112 at the tip of the
beam acts to suppress the amplitude of the peak of the
error rejection when tuned to suppress the peak in the
closed-loop error rejection of the servo loop with latency.
This means the increase in error is decreased without
having to sacrifice the gain/bandwidth and performance
at low frequencies.
[0031] Figure 7 illustrates an example Bode diagram
plot for a version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system 100 with the coupled TMD 112 that has
been tuned to suppress the latency-induced peak, using
a digital proportional-integral-differential (PID) imple-
mentation with an introduction of delays in the system,
according to an example embodiment.
[0032] Figure 8 illustrates an example error rejection
plot for the version of a feedback control loop of the servo
control system 100 with the coupled TMD 112 that has
been tuned to suppress the latency-induced peak, using
a digital proportional-integral-differential (PID) imple-
mentation with an introduction of delays in the system,
according to an example embodiment.
[0033] Figures 7 and 8 illustrate that the TMD 112 adds
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dynamics to the servo control system 100 to counteract
the effect of latency in the closed loop control system. In
this way, the TMD 112 performs loop shaping similar to
a lead filter to increase phase margin. The TMD 112 nat-
urally feeds back rate at its uncoupled resonance fre-
quency. Since the TMD 112 does not require access to
any sensors to provide feedback, this represents an op-
portunity to gain additional phase margin in the presence
of latency without altering the control loop 110.
[0034] In Figure 7, a phase margin of about -155 de-
grees and a gain margin of around 7 is obtained, which
is an improvement over that shown in Figure 5. Figure 7
illustrates a peak between about 10 rad/s and about 100
rad/s, and a second peak between about 100 rad/s and
about 10,000 rad/s. The second peak is due to compli-
ance of the component(s) 102 indicating that the com-
ponent(s) has a structural response and is not just a rigid
body. The second peak may be ignored for tuning of the
TMD 112.
[0035] Thus, the addition of the TMD 112 suppresses
the error peak enabling an increase in gain and band-
width more than without the TMD 112. One example ben-
efit to this increased gain is an increase in low frequency
error rejection due to increased gain possibilities. In many
examples, a large amount of disturbance is usually at
low frequency, and thus, use of the TMD 112 can provide
a large benefit.
[0036] In Figure 8, an 8 db maximum increase in error
is achieved, which is an improvement over that shown in
Figure 6.
[0037] By changing tuning of the parameters of the
TMD 112, further increases in phase margin in the pres-
ence of latency may be obtained.
[0038] Figure 9 illustrates an example Bode diagram
plot for the servo control system 100 configuration used
in Figure 7 with modifications to the mass and damping
of the TMD 112, and Figure 10 illustrates an example
error rejection plot for the servo control system 100 con-
figuration used in Figure 8 with modifications to the mass
and damping of the TMD 112. By adding weight and
changing the damping of the TMD 112, further increases
in phase margin in the presence of latency can be ob-
tained. In general, adding weight or increasing the mass
114 of the TMD 112 allows increased performance of the
servo control system 100 (e.g., increased phase margin)
in the presence of latency of the control loop 110.
[0039] In Figure 9, a phase margin of about -148 de-
grees and a gain margin of around 7.8 is obtained, which
is an improvement over that shown in Figure 7.
[0040] In Figure 10, a 5 db maximum increase in error
is achieved, which is an improvement over that shown in
Figure 8.
[0041] Referring to Figure 1, the system controller 106
thus operates the servo control system 100 with the cou-
pled TMD 112 to increase phase margin and counteract
a latency of the control loop 110 of the servo control sys-
tem 100, and does so without altering the control loop
110 of the servo control system 100 since no sensor out-

puts are needed when the TMD 112 is in use.
[0042] For tuning the TMD 112, the servo control sys-
tem 100 also includes a tuner 122 coupled to the system
controller 106. The system controller 106 can receive
outputs of the sensor(s) 120 indicating movement of the
component(s) 102, and then provide instructions to the
tuner 122 for tuning the TMD 112 to change functionality
so as to increase the phase margin. The TMD 112 may
be tunable, and may include the mass 114 that can be
altered, as well as the damper 116 and the spring com-
ponent 118 that can be adjusted. The tuner 112 thus can
be operated to tune the uncoupled resonance frequency
of the TMD 112 more closely to the crossover frequency
of the servo control system 100, and to optimize the
damping of the TMD 112 to decrease the peak of the
error rejection of the servo control system 100 based on
the selected frequency and mass. This built-in tuning ca-
pability for altering the damping and frequency allows for
optimization of the closed-loop control system response
in the presence of latency. Thus, the tuner 122 can adjust
the parameters of the TMD 112 based on a presence of
a latency of the control loop 110 of the servo control sys-
tem 100.
[0043] As one example, the system controller 106 can
instruct the tuner 122 to tune the TMD 112 additionally
based on a frequency at which the peak of the error re-
jection of the servo control system 100 occurs. Thus,
simulations can be run to determine the peak of the error
rejection, and a frequency at which that occurs can be
used to tune the TMD 112.
[0044] As another example, the mass of the TMD 112
can be determined to be between about 1/10 and about
1/50 of the mass of the one or more component(s) 102
being actuated. In one instance, wherein the mass of the
TMD 112 is determined to be between a range of a high
value and a low value, and to further decrease the peak
of the error rejection of the servo control system 100, the
mass of the TMD 112 is adjusted toward the high value.
In another instance, the mass of the TMD 112 is deter-
mined to be between a range of a high value and a low
value (e.g., 1/10 and 1/50 of the mass of the one or more
component(s) 102), and to increase a bandwidth of the
error rejection peak of the servo control system 100, the
mass of the TMD 112 is adjusted toward the low value.
As a result, for adding damping to the servo control sys-
tem 100, the mass of the TMD 112 is determined to be
based on a percentage of the moving mass or of the
mass of the component(s) 102 being actuated. Thus, for
larger masses of the TMD 112, the error rejection is more
effectively decreased.
[0045] Tuning of the TMD 112 is performed to increase
control bandwidth of the servo control system 100, and
so the frequency can be tuned to be approximately equal
to the open loop crossover frequency of the servo control
system 100. This will add phase margin at the crossover
frequency. The open loop crossover frequency can be
calculated or simulated on a host structure of the actuator
104 and the component(s) 102. As an example, the open
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loop crossover frequency occurs at 0 dB as shown in the
plots of Figure 5, Figure 7, or Figure 9.
[0046] Furthermore, the damper 116 of the TMD 112
can be tuned to maximize a phase margin of the closed
loop system. Once the mass 114 and the stiffness of the
spring component 118 are determined, damping can be
optimized to decrease a peak of the error rejection of the
servo control system 100. The stiffness is determined by
the frequency and mass according to a spring model.
[0047] Thus, tuning of the TMD 112 can include tuning
of the uncoupled frequency to the crossover frequency
of the servo control system 100, tuning of the mass 114,
and tuning of the damper 116. The TMD 112 is thus po-
sitioned on the component(s) 102 to counteract a nega-
tive impact of latency in the control loop 110, and by in-
creasing a gain or phase margin, better error rejection is
seen at lower frequencies. The TMD 112 is physically
attached to component(s) 102 to add dynamics to im-
prove closed loop performance. This increases
gain/bandwidth in the presence of certain latency due to
digital sampling delays or other delays due to structural
dynamics of the servo control system 100.
[0048] Figure 11 shows a flowchart of an example
method 200 to increase a servo control system effective
bandwidth, according to an example embodiment. Meth-
od 200 shown in Figure 11 presents an embodiment of
a method that, for example, could be used with the servo
control system 100 as shown and described herein, for
example. It should be understood that for this and other
processes and methods disclosed herein, flowcharts
show functionality and operation of one possible imple-
mentation of present embodiments. Alternative imple-
mentations are included within the scope of the example
embodiments of the present disclosure in which functions
may be executed out of order from that shown or dis-
cussed, including substantially concurrent or in reverse
order, depending on the functionality involved, as would
be understood by those reasonably skilled in the art.
[0049] At block 202, the method 200 coupling the TMD
112 to the servo control system 100, and the servo control
system 100 includes the one or more component(s) 102
configured to be actuated for movement. The parameters
of the TMD 112 are selected to add phase margin at a
crossover frequency of the servo control system 100. The
parameters of the TMD 112 are selected based on (i)
tuning an uncoupled resonance frequency of the TMD
112 to the crossover frequency of the servo control sys-
tem 100, as shown at block 204, (ii) determining the mass
114 of the TMD 112 to be less than about 10% of a mass
of the one or more component(s) 102 being actuated, as
shown at block 206, and (iii) optimizing a damping of the
TMD 112 to decrease a peak of an error rejection of the
servo control system 100 based on the selected frequen-
cy and mass, as shown at block 208.
[0050] The frequency of the TMD 112 may be selected
additionally based on tuning an uncoupled resonance
frequency of the TMD 112 to a frequency at which the
peak of the error rejection of the servo control system

100 occurs.
[0051] The mass 114 of the TMD 112 may be deter-
mined to be between about 1/10 and about 1/50 of the
mass of the one or more component(s) configured to be
actuated for movement. Additional weights of the mass
114 may also be used as a percentage of the compo-
nent(s) 102, such as 1/3, 1/5, 1/20, 1/40, or a mass in a
range of between about 1/3 to about 1/50. For instance,
the mass 114 of the TMD 112 can be determined to be
less than about 5% of the mass of the one or more com-
ponent(s) 102 configured to be actuated for movement.
Adding mass to the TMD 112 and changing the damping
of the TMD 112 further increases the phase margin of
the servo control system 100 in a presence of the latency
of the control loop 110 of the servo control system 100.
[0052] At block 210, the method 200 includes operating
the servo control system 100 with the coupled TMD 112
to increase phase margin and counteract a latency of the
control loop 110 of the servo control system 100. Such
operation increases phase margin of the servo control
system 100 in a presence of the latency of the control
loop 110 without altering the control loop 110 of the servo
control system 100. In an example, the operation of the
servo control system 100 includes receiving feedback of
movement of one or more component(s) 102 of the servo
control system 100 being actuated, such as by outputs
of the sensor(s) 120, and using the feedback within the
control loop 110 to cause the actuator 104 to reduce error
of the movement of the one or more component(s) 102.
[0053] Figure 12 shows a flowchart of an example
method for use with the method 200, according to an
example embodiment. At block 212, functions include
determining the mass 114 of the TMD 112 to be between
a range of a high value and a low value, and at block
214, functions include to further decrease the peak of the
error rejection of the servo control system 100, adjusting
the mass 114 of the TMD 112 toward the high value.
[0054] Figure 13 shows another flowchart of an exam-
ple method for use with the method 200, according to an
example embodiment. At block 216, functions include
determining the mass 114 of the TMD 112 to be between
a range of a high value and a low value, and at block
218, functions include to increase a bandwidth of the error
rejection peak of the servo control system 100, adjusting
the mass 114 of the TMD 112 toward the low value.
[0055] Figure 14 shows another flowchart of an exam-
ple method for use with the method 200, according to an
example embodiment. At block 220, functions include
adjusting the parameters of the TMD 112 based on a
presence of the latency of the control loop 110 of the
servo control system 100.
[0056] Figure 15 shows a flowchart of an example
method 230 of operating a servo control system, accord-
ing to an example embodiment. Method 230 shown in
Figure 15 presents an embodiment of a method that, for
example, could be used with the servo control system
100 as shown and described herein, for example. It
should be understood that for this and other processes
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and methods disclosed herein, flowcharts show function-
ality and operation of one possible implementation of
present embodiments. Alternative implementations are
included within the scope of the example embodiments
of the present disclosure in which functions may be ex-
ecuted out of order from that shown or discussed, includ-
ing substantially concurrent or in reverse order, depend-
ing on the functionality involved, as would be understood
by those reasonably skilled in the art.
[0057] At block 232, the method 230 includes coupling
the TMD 112 to the servo control system 100, and the
servo control system 100 includes the one or more com-
ponent(s) 102 configured to be actuated for movement
and the system controller 106 including the one or more
processor(s) 108. Parameters of the TMD 112 are se-
lected to add phase margin at a crossover frequency of
the servo control system 100.
[0058] At block 234, the method 230 includes operating
the servo control system 100 with the coupled TMD 112
to increase phase margin and counteract a latency of the
control loop 110 of the servo control system 100.
[0059] At block 236, the method 230 includes receiv-
ing, by the system controller 106, feedback of the move-
ment of the one or more component(s) 102 of the servo
control system 100 being actuated.
[0060] At block 238, the method 230 includes using
the feedback within the control loop 110 to cause the
actuator 104 to reduce error of the movement of the one
or more component(s) 102.
[0061] At block 240, the method 230 includes adjust-
ing, by the tuner 122 coupled to the system controller
106, the parameters of the TMD 112 based on a presence
of a latency of the control loop 110 of the servo control
system 100 so as to increase phase margin of the servo
control system 100 without altering the control loop 110
of the servo control system 100. The adjusting may in-
clude tuning an uncoupled resonance frequency of the
TMD 112 to a crossover frequency of the servo control
system 100, and optimizing damping of the TMD 112 to
decrease a peak of an error rejection of the servo control
system 100.
[0062] Using the TMD 112 coupled to the compo-
nent(s) 102 is a negligible additional cost when compared
to control system or structural system redesign that may
alternatively be needed to increase phase margins. Fur-
ther, a cost savings associated with avoiding redesign
late in system development provides a large value for
using the TMD 112.
[0063] The description of the different advantageous
arrangements has been presented for purposes of illus-
tration and description, and is not intended to be exhaus-
tive or limited to the embodiments in the form disclosed.
Many modifications and variations will be apparent to
those of ordinary skill in the art. Further, different advan-
tageous embodiments may describe different advantag-
es as compared to other advantageous embodiments.
The embodiment or embodiments selected are chosen
and described in order to explain the principles of the

embodiments, the practical application, and to enable
others of ordinary skill in the art to understand the dis-
closure for various embodiments with various modifica-
tions as are suited to the particular use contemplated.

Claims

1. A method to increase a servo control system effec-
tive bandwidth, comprising:

coupling a tuned mass damper (TMD) to a servo
control system, wherein the servo control sys-
tem includes one or more components config-
ured to be actuated for movement, and wherein
parameters of the TMD are selected to add
phase margin at a crossover frequency of the
servo control system, and wherein the parame-
ters of the TMD are selected based on:

(i) tuning an uncoupled resonance frequen-
cy of the TMD to the crossover frequency
of the servo control system;
(ii) determining a mass of the TMD to be
less than about 10% of a mass of the one
or more components being actuated; and
(iii) optimizing a damping of the TMD to de-
crease a peak of an error rejection of the
servo control system based on the selected
frequency and mass; and

operating the servo control system with the cou-
pled TMD to increase phase margin and coun-
teract a latency of a control loop of the servo
control system.

2. The method of claim 1, wherein selecting a frequen-
cy of the TMD comprises selecting the frequency
additionally based on:

tuning an uncoupled resonance frequency of the
TMD to a frequency at which the peak of the
error rejection of the servo control system oc-
curs.

3. The method of claim 1, wherein determining the
mass of the TMD to be less than about 10% of the
mass of the one or more components configured to
be actuated for movement comprises determining
the mass of the TMD to be between about 1/10 and
about 1/50 of the mass of the one or more compo-
nents configured to be actuated for movement.

4. The method of claim 1, wherein determining the
mass of the TMD to be less than about 10% of the
mass of the one or more components configured to
be actuated for movement comprises determining
the mass of the TMD to be less than about 5% of the
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mass of the one or more components configured to
be actuated for movement.

5. The method of claim 1, wherein operating the servo
control system with the coupled TMD to increase
phase margin and counteract the latency of the con-
trol loop of the servo control system comprises in-
creasing phase margin of the servo control system
in a presence of the latency of the control loop without
altering the control loop of the servo control system.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein operating the servo
control system with the coupled TMD to increase
phase margin and counteract the latency of the con-
trol loop of the servo control system comprises:

receiving feedback of movement of one or more
components of the servo control system being
actuated; and
using the feedback within the control loop to
cause an actuator to reduce error of the move-
ment of the one or more components.

7. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

determining the mass of the TMD to be between
a range of a high value and a low value; and
to further decrease the peak of the error rejection
of the servo control system, adjusting the mass
of the TMD toward the high value.

8. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

determining the mass of the TMD to be between
a range of a high value and a low value; and
to increase a bandwidth of the error rejection
peak of the servo control system, adjusting the
mass of the TMD toward the low value.

9. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

adjusting the parameters of the TMD based on
a presence of the latency of the control loop of
the servo control system.

10. A servo control system, comprising:

one or more components configured to be actu-
ated for movement;
a system controller including one or more proc-
essors for receiving feedback of the movement
of the one or more components, and for using
the feedback within a control loop to cause an
actuator to reduce error of the movement of the
one or more components; and
a tuned mass damper (TMD) physically con-
nected to the one or more components, wherein
parameters of the TMD are selected to add

phase margin at a crossover frequency of the
servo control system, and wherein the TMD in-
cludes a mass coupled to the one or more com-
ponents, a damper connected between the
mass and the one or more components, and a
spring component connected between the mass
and the one or more components, and wherein
parameters of the TMD are selected based on:

(i) tuning an uncoupled resonance frequen-
cy of the TMD to the crossover frequency
of the servo control system;
(ii) determining a mass of the TMD to be
less than about 10% of a mass of the one
or more components being actuated; and
(iii) optimizing a damping of the TMD to de-
crease a peak of an error rejection of the
servo control system based on the selected
frequency and mass.

11. The servo control system of claim 10, wherein the
system controller operates the servo control system
with the coupled TMD to increase phase margin and
counteract a latency of the control loop of the servo
control system.

12. The servo control system of claim 10, wherein the
system controller operates the servo control system
with the coupled TMD to increase phase margin of
the servo control system in a presence of the latency
of the control loop without altering the control loop
of the servo control system.

13. The servo control system of claim 10, wherein the
frequency of the TMD is tuned additionally based on
a frequency at which the peak of the error rejection
of the servo control system occurs.

14. The servo control system of claim 10, wherein the
mass of the TMD is further determined to be between
about 1/10 and about 1/50 of the mass of the one or
more components being actuated.

15. The servo control system of claim 10, wherein the
mass of the TMD is determined to be between a
range of a high value and a low value; and
to further decrease the peak of the error rejection of
the servo control system, the mass of the TMD is
adjusted toward the high value.

16. The servo control system of claim 10, wherein the
mass of the TMD is determined to be between a
range of a high value and a low value; and
to increase a bandwidth of the error rejection peak
of the servo control system, the mass of the TMD is
adjusted toward the low value.

17. The servo control system of claim 10, further com-
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prising:

a tuner for:

(i) tuning the uncoupled resonance frequen-
cy of the TMD to the crossover frequency
of the servo control system; and
(iii) optimizing the damping of the TMD to
decrease the peak of the error rejection of
the servo control system based on the se-
lected frequency and mass.

18. The servo control system of claim 10, further com-
prising:

a tuner for adjusting the parameters of the TMD
based on a presence of a latency of the control
loop of the servo control system.

19. A method of operating a servo control system, com-
prising:

coupling a tuned mass damper (TMD) to a servo
control system, wherein the servo control sys-
tem includes one or more components config-
ured to be actuated for movement and a system
controller including one or more processors,
wherein parameters of the TMD are selected to
add phase margin at a crossover frequency of
the servo control system;
operating the servo control system with the cou-
pled TMD to increase phase margin and coun-
teract a latency of a control loop of the servo
control system;
receiving, by the system controller, feedback of
the movement of the one or more components
of the servo control system being actuated;
using the feedback within a control loop to cause
an actuator to reduce error of the movement of
the one or more components; and
adjusting, by a tuner coupled to the system con-
troller, the parameters of the TMD based on a
presence of a latency of the control loop of the
servo control system so as to increase phase
margin of the servo control system without al-
tering the control loop of the servo control sys-
tem.

20. The method of claim 19, wherein adjusting, by the
tuner coupled to the system controller, the parame-
ters of the TMD based on the presence of the latency
of the control loop of the servo control system com-
prises:

tuning an uncoupled resonance frequency of the
TMD to a crossover frequency of the servo con-
trol system; and
optimizing damping of the TMD to decrease a

peak of an error rejection of the servo control
system.
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