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Vibration Effects by Spacecraft Sensors and Actuators and their Software Solutions
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ACS_swwsc_raw: GRA EM (O), RWA EM(O)
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Fig. 1 Test case 1-1 — w/ GRA and w/ RWA

Estimated S/C Error: ETB Test with GRA EM (X), RWA EM(0)
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Fig. 2 Test case 1-2 - w/o GRA and w/ RWA

Estimated S/C Error: ETB Test with GRA EM (X), RWA EM(>Q
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Fig. 3 Test case 1-3 - w/o GRA and w/o RWA
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Fig. 4 Test case 2-1 — Assuming Time Delay of
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Fig. 5 Test case 2-2 — Assuming Time Delay of

RWA
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Fig. 6 Test case 3-1 — Before the tuning of
software Gain
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Fig. 7 Test case 3-2 — After the tuning of
software Gain

s slojol] olgt 2%

FEFS A 9 Adsta izEﬂloWolz & 43}
= e st A A s=9e
Z AAA ] B A L P57 AAA TS A
F3 AEEAS 2TEO] Wi Aoy sty
He W Aegons dAsA



