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Abstract—In May 2007 the first US-sponsored fully
autonomous rendezvous and capture was successfully
performed by DARPA’s Orbital Express (OE) mission. For
the following three months, the Boeing ASTRO spacecraft
and the Ball Aerospace NEXTSat performed multiple
rendezvous and docking maneuvers to demonstrate some of
the technologies needed for satellite servicing. MSFC’s
Advanced Video Guidance Sensor (AVGS) was a near-field
proximity operations sensor integrated into ASTRO’s
Autonomous Rendezvous and Capture Sensor System
(ARCSS), which provided relative state knowledge to the
ASTRO GN&C system. AVGS was one of the primary
docking sensors included in ARCSS. This paper provides
an overview of the AVGS sensor that flew on Orbital
HExpress, a summary of the AVGS ground testing, and a
discussion of AVGS performance on-orbit for OE. **

The AVGS 1s a laser-based system that is capable of
providing bearing at midrange distances and full six degree-
of-freedom (6-DOF) knowledge at near ranges. The sensor
fires lasers of two different wavelengths to illuminate retro-
reflectors on the Long Range Target (LRT) and the Short
Range Target (SRT) mounted on NEXTSat. The retro-
reflector filters allow one laser wavelength to pass through
and be reflected, while blocking the other wavelength.
Subtraction of one return image from the other image
removes extraneous light sources and reflections from
anything other than the corner cubes on the LRT and SRT.
The very bright spots that remain in the subtracted image
are processed to provide bearing or 6-DOF relative state
information.

AVGS was operational during the Orbital Express unmated
scenarios and the sensor checkout operations. The OE
unmated scenarios ranged from 10 meters to 7 kilometers
ending in either a docking or a free-flyer capture. When the
target was pointed toward the AVGS and in the AVGS
operating range and Field-of-View (i.e. along the Approach
Corridor of the NEXT Sat), the AVGS provided full 6-DOF
measurements. The AVGS performed very well during the
sensor check-out operations, effectively tracking beyond its
10-degree Pitch and Yaw limit-specifications. AVGS also
provided excellent performance during the unmated
operations, effectively ftracking its targets, and showing
good agreement between the SRT and LRT data. The
AVGS  consistently  exceeded the tracking range
expectations for both the SRT and LRT. During the
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approach to re-mate in Scenario 3-1 Recovery the AVGS
began tracking the LRT at 150 m, well beyond the OE
specified operational range of 120 meters, and functioned as
the primary sensor for the autonomous rendezvous and
docking. For all scenarios, the AVGS was used while
ASTRO was in the approach corridor to NEXTSat, and
during close proximity operations and docking.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The Orbital Express (OE) mission consisted of a pair of
spacecraft outfitted with the hardware and software
necessary to demonstrate the technical feasibility of on-orbit
satellite servicing. The different operations performed
during the OE mission were completely automated and
consisted of spacecraft rendezvous, spacecraft proximity
operations, spacecraft docking, spacecraft free-{lyer capture,
fluid transfers, and Orbital Replacement Unit (ORU)
transfers.

The mission was primarily funded by the Defense
Advanced Research  Projects Agency (DARPA),
supplemented by funding from Boeing and NASA. NASA
provided the flight software, ground testing, and some
hardware and firmware support for the Advanced Video
Guidance Sensor (AVGS). In addition, NASA tested the
entire OF relative navigation sensor system in open-loop
fashion. The Autonomous Space Transport Robotic
Operations (ASTRO) spacecraft was built by Boeing, and
the Next Generation Serviceable Satellite (NEXTSat) was
built by Ball Aerospace. The two spacecraft were launched
in a mated configuration on an Atlas V launch vehicle on
March 8, 2007. Following deployment of the OE payload
from the launch vehicle, initial mission operations consisted
of several fluid transfer and ORU transfer operations,
conducted in the mated configuration. Prior to unmated
operations, checkout of the relative navigation sensor
system was performed during relative maneuvers between
the two spacecraft using the ASTRO robotic arm.



Beginning on May 5, 2007, the spacecraft separated relative
to one another and performed a series of automatic
rendezvous and docking missions with  different
characteristics and varying maximum separation ranges.
Between rendezvous and docking maneuvers, additional
fluid and ORU transfers were performed.

Omne of the key technologies required for satellite servicing
1s Automated Rendezvous and Docking (AR&D). The
Autonomous Rendezvous and Capture Sensor System
(ARCSS) suite of sensors were part of the ASTRO
spacecraft GN&C system aiding AR&D efforts. The
ARCSS sensors consisted of a set of two visible light
cameras, an infrared camera, a laser rangefinder, and the OE
AVGS. The Boeing camera data was routed to a computer
that processed the camera images using Boeing-developed
algorithms, and then the computer combined that output
with the information from the AVGS and the laser
rangefinder. The integrated solution was stored on both the
data bus for the primary mission computer and a solid-state
recorder, for later transmission to the ground.
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2. AVGS FUNCTIONS AND SPECIFICATIONS

The AVGS, as built for the OE mission, was designed to
guide a spacecraft in to a docked position with another
spacecraft. The AVGS consists of two sets of laser diodes
at wavelengths of 800 and 850 nanometers, a mirror
through which the lasers fire, a camera that images the
return from the lasers, and hardware, software, and
firmware that process the returned images into relative
position and attitude data. The sensor is designed to interact
with a retro-reflective target. The target has filters that
allow one wavelength of AVGS laser to pass through and
be reflected while blocking the other wavelength. The
target retro-reflectors are arranged in a pattern known to the
AVGS software. The sensor fires one set of lasers and
captures an image, then it fires the second set of lasers and
captures a second image. When this second image is
subtracted from the first image and an intensity threshold is
used, virtually all of the background clutter is eliminated.
This feature played a significant role for Orbital Express in
challenging lighting conditions. The remaining data is
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Figure 1 — AVGS illumination and processing sequence



converted into a set of spots, and the spots are compared to
the target pattern. Once a set of spots matching the target 1s
found, the software computes the relative position and
attitude between the target and the sensor. On Orbital
Express, this data was output from the sensor and fed into
the ARCSS computer for use by the Guidance and Relative
Navigation (G&RN) algorithms, and was stored for
telemetry to the ground. TFigure 1 illustrates the laser
illumination and processing sequence that the AVGS
follows.

There are several modes of operation for the AVGS. The
primary AVGS modes of operation used during the OE
mission were the following:

1) Standby mode, in which the sensor sends out status
messages while awaiting further commands 2) Acquisition
mode, in which the sensor is actively seeking a target, and
3) Track mode, in which the sensor is actively tracking a
target. In addition, several other modes of operation were
used occasionally or brieflyy.  The Reset mode gave
information every time the AVGS was powered on or
1ssued a Reset command. The Maintenance mode was used
to provide minor updates to the imitial load (ILOAD)
parameters during the mission. Further information about
the AVGS can be found in [1] and [2].

Advanced Video Guidance Sensor Specifications

The accuracy specifications for the OE AVGS are shown in
Table 1. Due to the limited trajectories planned, the AVGS
was never expected to be used beyond 120 meters, and the
primary test facility was limited to 100 meters, so that was
the maximum range tested on the ground. The
specifications become more stringent as range decreases,
because the greatest accuracy is required at docking. AVGS
exhibits these characteristics, since it uses an imager chip
and a fixed-focus lens, and the sensor’s accuracy improves
as the range decreases. There are two specifications from
10 to 30 meters, since the AVGS OF target has both a Long
Range Target (LRT) and Short Range Target (SRT), which
are tracked over different ranges of operation.

Table 1. Orbital Express AVGS Accuracy Requirements

Operating  Range Azimuth, Roll Pitch,
Range {mm) Elevation (deg) Yaw
(m) (deg) (deg)
1-3 #12 +0.033 +0.13  £0.20
>3-5 +35 +0.033 +0.25  +033
>5-10 +150 +0.035 +0.45 4070
=10-30 +1500 +0.037 +1.30 +2.0
=10-30 +150 +0.027 +0.15  +0.70
=30-50 +400 +0.030 +0.25 +1.2
=>50-100 +1666 +0.033 +0.50 +2.4
=100-300 415,000 +0.035 +1.40 +7.0

The overlap region for tracking the two targets
simultaneously is nominally from 10 meters to 30 meters.
The data output rate of the OE AVGS was 5 Hz, although
the sensor internally tracked the target at 10 Hz. The sensor
had a field-of-view (FOV) of +8 degrees, and was required
to track the target while it was within a seven degree cone
about the center of the FOV.

3. AVGS GROUND TESTING

Testing was performed on the AVGS during every phase of
its development. The tests included sub-system testing,
building and testing an engineering development unit,
optical characterization testing, environmental testing on the
flight unit, software testing, and final performance testing.

While the OE AVGS Engineering Development Unit
(EDU) and Flight Unit were being built, the optical
components were tested prior to final assembly. The laser
output power was measured for both sets of lasers. In
addition, the imager was exercised to ensure that it met its
specifications.

Once the boxes were assembled, the unit was focused by
using a spherical mirror to reflect the laser source back into
the imager to measure the size of the spot. Then the full
optical train was tested by taking pictures of corner cubes at
different locations in the FOV illuminated by the sensor’s
laser diodes. The EDU was then shipped to MSFC.

The EDU was used for software development as well as
optical characterization testing (OCT). The OCT was used
to determine the optimal operating parameters (integration
time, foreground and background laser power levels, and
subtraction thresholds) used at each range. The testing
occurred from ranges of 1 meter out to 100 meters. Once
the testing was complete and a set of operating parameters
had been determined, the performance of the unit was tested
at ranges between those used for OCT.

Once the flight unit had passed its assembly tests, it
underwent standard environmental testing: electro-magnetic
interference (EMI), electro-magnetic compatibility (EMC),
vibration, shock, and thermal vacuum testing. This testing
ensured that the unit was prepared to withstand the rigors of
launch and of use in space.

After the environmental testing was complete, the flight unit
was shipped to MSFC for final software development,
installation, and further optical characterization and
performance testing. During tests prior to the performance
testing, it was noted that there were some problems with the
optics as well as the performance (due in part to the optical
1ssues.) Methods were developed to correct for or work
around the optical issues, and then the performance testing
began. The performance tests utilized a laser tracker with



an aceuracy of 0.001” {0.0254 mm) to ensure that the test
setup was far more accurate than the specifications. The
AVGS outputs its Range data in units of 1 mm, so truth data
accuracy of 0.0254 mm was sufficient. The performance
tests showed that the AVGS performed better than its
speecifications in every category.

4. FLIGHT PERFORMANCE

A number of different scenarios and operations were carried
out with the AVGS powered on during the OF mission. All
operations eontained a segment during which the AVGS
was in a statie, fixed position relative to the SRT, with the
majority of the scenarios including dynamic motion of the
target relative to the sensor. Some dynamic motion
occurred while the two spacecraft were attached by a
robotic am, but most dynamic motion oceurred dunng the
unmated scenarios while the two spacecraft were free-flying
relative to one another. During the Orbital Express mission,
the AVGS performed extremely well. Figure 2 is a picture
of the NEXTSat spacecraft taken by one of the ARCSS
visible light cameras. The four AVGS LRT retro-reflectors
are clearly visible at the bottom left, bottom right, top right,
and near the top left of the ASTRO body. The AVGS SRT
{also containing four closely-spaced retro-reflectors) is
barely visible in gray at the bottom center of the picture.

When the AVGS was powered on it was primarily in Track
Mode or Acquisition Mode. During the AVGS warm-up
the sensor was in Standby Mode. Throughout the mission
the Diagnostic, Maintenance, and Reset Modes were
occasionally used. These modes operated successfully each
time they were called. While AVGS was in Track Mode,
the output data rate was consistently 5 Hz (as required).
Twice during the mission a new ILOAD was developed on
the ground and sent to the AV S to be implemented. This
process was run with ease and efficiency both times. The
AVGS spent over 56.8 hours in Track Mode or Acquisition
Mode while on orbit. The AVGS was powered on for over
76.9 hours during the whole of the Orbital Express mission.

Two modes of operation were never used on orbit: the Spot
mode (which enables more flexible control of the AVGS
optical parameters) and Segment mode (which allows
pictures to be captured by the sensor and transmitted
through the serial port) Neither of those modes were
actually planned for use on orbit, but they were very useful
for ground testing prior to flight. During the recovery from
the anomaly in Scenario 3-1, Spot mode was considered for
providing bearing information at long ranges, but the OFE
navigation filters were not set up to accept anything but
Track data.

Figure 2 — NEXTSat spaceaafi in orbit [3]
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Figure 3 - AVGS SRT Range for the Six Scenarios
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Figure 4 - AVGS SRT Azimuth for the Six Scenarios

The data from the first twelve meters for each of the six
scenarios were separated out. Figure 3 has the AVGS range
tneasured from the SET for the siz unmated operations.
This shows how consistent the scenarios were and gives a
feel for how the AV GS operated. All the scenarios started
roughly the same, which allows for a decent comparison.
Figure 4 iz the Amimuth for all six Scenarios, and Figure 5
showrs the Elewvation for all six Scenarios.
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Figure 5 — AVGS SET Azimuth for the Six Scenarios

AVGEY Performance Envelope

The region where the AV G 3 was able to tracl its target was
a critical element in the performance analysis, including the
tnazirmm and minimum ranges for which the Short Fange
Target (SE.T) and the Long Fange Target (LET) were able
to be successfully tracked. The SRT was required to be
tracked from mated range out to 30 meters. On departure

the SE.T steadily tracked to between 322 and 34 2 meters,
which 15 beyond the requirement. During approach the SRT
consistently began tracking between 31.8 and 32.3 meters.
The minitmum range requirement for LET tracking was 10
meters. On departure the AV GS tracked the LET starting
between 8.7 and 8.9 meters, while during approach the LRT
traclking ended between 5.7 and 90 meters. Inside the
critical prozimity operations range of 60 meters, while the
target was in the approach corridor, the AV GE solidly
tracked itz targets, greatly contributing to each successful
docking. The AVGE typically traclked the LRT out to
ranges between 100 and 110 tmeters, aslong asthe LR T was
inn the FOV. Most OFE scenarios were not designed to keep
the AVGE in the targets” FOV past this range. Throughout
the mission, the AVGS remained in Track until a few
tninutes prior to leaving the departure corridor, or began
tracking within a few minutes of entering the approach
corfidor.  Due to anomalies eatly in Scenario 3-1, the
AWV GE target was pointed at the AVGS earlier than planned
dunng re-mating operations, and the AVGE began tracking
the LET at 150 meters an the approach. The AVGE worleed
well out to 150 meters, even though pre-flight testing took
place ata mamimum range of 100 meters.

The AV G3 muccessfully tracked a large range of attitudes,
azimuths and elevations. The mission was not designed to
test the AV G2 tracking envelope, other than during ARCS3
checkout. The data awvailable for analysis encompasses a
range of Pitch walues from -26 through 26 degrees, Yaw
from -23 through 10 degrees, Azimth from -7 theough 7
degrees and Elevation from -6 to 8 degrees.  The masimwm
tilt angle on three scenarios exceeded the 25 degree
requirement at tanges greater than 60 meters.

Seenario =14 ARCEE Checkout

In Scenario 1-14, the Eobotic Armn maneuvered the
WEXTSat spacecraft into a wariety of positions and attitudes
relative to the ASTREO spacecraft Exzcursions included
points within the operating corridor and beyond.  Two
different avtomated arm motion scripts were run, one
examined sensor performance at the expected edges of
operation. The other script went beyond expected
operational capabilities for the sensors, so that sensor
performance could be evaluated during target loss and
recovery. Fach script was performed twice. The ARCES
checkout was designed to test the operational limits of the
other ARCES sensors, but it benefited the &Y G5 az well,

In the ARC3S checkcount, the AVGE performed very well,
effectively trmcking beyond itz 10 degree tilt  limit
specifications at ranges closer than 30 m. The AVGS
repeatedly reached a ten degree tilt angle, and successfislly
tracked at a tilt angle more than double the requirement. In
addition to the tilt angle, the pitch and vaw were both
tracked close to ten degrees individually, Figure 6 shows
Azimth ws Elevation for one of the ARCES checkout



scripts. The motion went to the edges of the sensor's
operation and a little bit beyond in Azimuth.

Elewvation (deq)
[}

Azimuth (deg)

Figure 6 — AVGS Azimuth and Elevation plot during
ARCSS checkout

Fositions of the SRET in the FOV CAzimuth and Elevation)
were compared between the two executions of the same
script. The match was excellent, with slight variations that
canl be attributed to robotic arm vibration and noize, and
dermonstrated AVGE repeatability.

AVGS Mated Data

There were fifteen distinct tumes when the AVGE was in
Track Mode while the two wvehicles were in the mated
configuration.  Three of these periods were taken during
operations when the vehicles were not scheduled to perform

unrmated operations.  These three opportunities were the
longest sets of mated static data available, ncluding one 5.2
hour sample. The remainder of the mated data was taken
irmmediately before the wehicles undodked, or while the
sensar collected data after the two vehicles were rigidly
docked. The mated data 15 crucial to assessing the
performance of the AVGE at close ranges; the dockmg
mechanisim used for OFE had a very tight tolerance that
essentially was below the threshold of the AVGSE to detect.
These mated opportunities provided an excellent source of
“truth data”

Statistics were developed for the fifteen mated data samples.
These statistics represent a combination of the repeatability
of the AVGE and the repeatability of the docking
mechanismm.  The mated data standard deviation was an
order of magnitude smaller than the specifications, and the
mean and median also fell within one sigma. When dodked,
the specifications encompass the bias from the desired zero
solution as well as noise from the sensor Biases can be
taleen out with ILOAD updates, but the biases seen during
operations on orbit were not deemed by the program
managerment team to be large enough to remove (thus all of
the Azirmith and Elevation data iz biased slightly in the
negative direction)  Figure 7 15 two plots combined:
Azimuth va. Time and Elevation vs. Tine, for one of the
mated data sets. Figure 2 is another plot of Azmxmith and
Elevation versus Time, for the longest set of mated data that
wastalen on-orbit (5.2 hours). The data in these plots does
not vary much about the mean.  The sensor resolution is
(0.00057 3 degrees.

For all fifteen cases, the mean range varied less than a
millimeter from the 1.220 meter zero point, with a standard
deviation of less than 075 mm, compared to the
specification of 12 mm.  For Azimuth, the largest mean
added to the largest standard deviation is less than 600 of
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Figure 7 — AVGS Static Azimuth and Elevation Data from the Calibration Procedure
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Figure 8 — AVG S Static Azimuth and Elvation Data During the 5 Hour Siress Test

the 0.033 deg specification. The Elevation bias was close to
the one sigma specification of 0.033 degrees, though it did
fiot wary by more than 0013 deg between the fifteen caszes
The latgest Elevation standard deviation was less than 15%
of the specification The largest standard dewiation for
Fitch, added to the largest mean, was approximately 60% of
the 02 deg specification. This encompasses the bias and
the nodge of the sensor. YVaw wasz at 30% of the 0.2 deg
specification for the same combination The Wases could
have been corrected through an ILOAD, g that cotrection
was not considered necessary for mission operations. The
toll hias varied by 009 degrees and iz under the
specification of 0.15 deg The largest roll standard
deviation was under 20% of the specification Owerall, wery
few data poirts fell outside the one sigma boundaries while
i the mated configration, well within the required three
sigma specification. The mated data showed high
repeatability in AV G337 performatice.

Dol Track

Between the ranges of 9 meters and 32 meters, the AVGE
tracked both the LET and 3RT simultaneously. Thisregion
is commonly referred to as Dual Track. During Dual Track
the AV GE is measuring the relative position and attitude of
HEXTHat through both the 3RT and LRT. At the same
point it time, the two solutions should be the same, sinee
the spacecraft cammnot plysically have bwo attitudes and
positi ons,

The AVGE solutions from the LRT and 3RT were closely
cottelated and  remained consistent  throughout  the
scetiatios. The 3RT solution was subtracted from the LET
solution dwing the dual track reglons, and statistics were

calculated on the solution difference. Dual Track cowvers a
latge range and two different targets are tracked which
provide four requirements specifications for this region
The tightest specification, which was the LRT between 10
ad 30 meters, was used for comparison. The range noise,
represented b the standard deviation was less than half of
the specification of +0.150 m. The largest noise for
Azimuth and Elevation was slightly over half of the +0.027
degree specification. Pitch and Vaw nodse were also under
half of their specification of +0.7 degrees, with the largest
Roll noise hbeing close to 20% of the 015 degree
specification.

The plot in Figare 9 shows the range between the ASTRO
and the NEXETHat as observed by AVGS throughow
Scenatio 2-1. The solations from AVGE observing both the
LET and the 3RT are included. The lower subplot is the
differenice between the LRT solution and the SRET solution
for the dual track region. Duting Scenario 2-1, the two
spacecraft separated to a distance slightly greater than 10
meters, held position there for an hour and a half, and then
spproached and docked. The two different targets were
tracked simultanecusly while the range exceeded
approxim ately 8.2 moeters, and the data from the two targets
is neatly indistinguishable. Figure 10 and Figure 11 are
sitiilar to Figure @, tut ex aminesthe Azimuth and Elevation
for Scenario 2-1. As with the Range the LET and 3RT
solutions ate hard to distinonish as separate solutions when
plotted together for the Azimuth and Elevation plots. Since
thete was no absolute “trgh™ data from the Orbital Express
flight, the two differert solutions were compared to one
another. Looking at the plot of the difference, the range
was easily less than the required specificationn.  The
difference plots for the Azimuth and Elevation appear close



to the one sigma specification, though when the actual
standard deviation iz caloulated, it iz less than half of the
specification for Azinmth and Elevation,
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The last detnate was the Fnd of Life (EOL), in which the
vehicles only backed away from one another, performed
relative maneuwers and then the spacecraft went to separate
orhits. There was no approach and resnate for this final
scenario. AV G was powered on diring the initial de-mate
and separation from MEZXTRat, though AV GE was only able
to track while the ASTRO was on the departire comidor
The AVGE Range from EOL is depicted in Figure 12, with
both the SR.T and LE T solhitions, roughly comresponding to
the time spent in the departure comidor  The difference
between the SET and LET solutions iz in the lower subplot.
Dual Track was only for a small portion of the EOL
scenario. Amrmith and FElevation duting FOL iz depicted in
Figure 13 and Figure 14, with the LET and 5E.T difference
in the lower subplots.  As with Scerario 2-1, the standard
deviations of the differences fEll within the specifications,
though that is not as clear in the subplots.
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5. LESSONS LEARNED

In general, the AVGE performed extremely well, but there
were some problems that could have heen prevented or
corrected on orhit, and there were some areas in which
performance cold have been inmproved.

The most glaring error that happened was a software
problem that was first noticed duing Scenario 3-1. The
AVGE appeared to be sending out bad housekeeping data
(terperatures, woltages, currents, efc) and not putting out
proper data during Acguistion mode. The problem was
traced to an “AP Frame Owvemun” error — an emor created
when the Application Processor (AF) does not respond to
the Input/Cutput Processor (I0F) wathin its allotted time
The root cause was analyzed and determined to be the fact
that at long ranges, a number of single-pozel spots could

enter the recognition algonthms and thus require too long to
process. The software was fized and tested on the ground.
However, since thiz error only ocourred at longer mnges
(greater than 70 meters), it was not deemed sigrficant
enough to warrant an AVGE software upload.

Cne surprnsing issue was that there were any lighting
conditions that adversely affected the AVGE performance.
In prior flights, there were no lighting situations that caused
any problems for the AVGE In this case, it was found that
two of the four LET retro-reflectors were smaller than the
other two retro-reflectors, and for one of those two this was
even more noticeable. Upon aralysais, it turned out that the
telecentric lens used by the AVGE essentially hlurred the
image a little bit.  Thiz meant that when there was a bright
background behind one of the LET spots, the brightness
owerlapped the actual spot locations, causing the spots to
appear smaller The two amaller-appeating spots have no
gpacecraft structure behind them, so when there is a bright
background (as there often was due to the solar-inertial
pointing of the NEXT3at wath the sunlit earth behind it)
they suffer the effects. In addition, one of the LET spots
had a shiny white conical antenna placed next to it. Again,
due to the solarinertial pointing, the NEXT3at was usually
well it by the sun.  The antenna would shine brightly and
would partially block out one of the LET spots. These
problems were ondy ewident at firly long mnges (100 or
tnote meters), so again they were deemed relatively minor.

Another lesson leamed from this sensor dewelopment was
that there are vsumally unlmown problems with optical
systerns. In this case, the EDU performed wery well at
every range, lending hope that the Flight Unit would be
commparable. Tt turned out that there was some cotra in the
lens of the Flight Unit that caused performance problems in
the 25 to 30 meter range for the SET, when tested on the
ground.  This was corpensated for, but it took time to
ensure that the specifications were met.  Then, it was
dizscowered that the sensor detected a much larger sensor tilt
angle than was accurate. For exarple, for every degree of
motion in the FOWV | the sensor would detect 1.05 degrees of
motion.  ince the specification for Azinuth and Elevation
was a total error (Was plus noise) of 0.033 degrees, moving
the target even one degree off of the boresight would put the
unit out of specifications. An optical model was built that
would explain the emor, and then the model was tested
against reality.  The model came close, so a method of
correction was developed based on that model and a senies
of wery precise measuretnents across different portions of
the sensor's FOV.  The paper [2] goes into much more
detail conceming this problem and its solution

Yet another lesson learned from this project was that the
target layowt made a big difference in  algornthm
dewelopment, target recognition robustness, and solution
accuwacy. The LRT layout was somewhat dictated by the
physical layout of the spacecraft. Unfortunately, that layout
was a nearly-square target wath one of the four corners



being behind the other three. This out-of-plane location
was important in allowing accurate 6-DOF measurements,
but it meant that the spot would move more relative to the
other spots during any NEXTSat tilt maneuvers.
Considerable development and testing was required to
ensure that the OE LRT would be properly recognized and
measured throughout the required operating range.

The final lesson learned from this project was the extreme
importance of extensive ground testing. It could safely be
gaid that every new test uncovered some previously
unknown problem with the sensor. The testing, followed by
the correction of the problems found, took considerable
time, but the time was well spent as evidenced by the
excellent performance of the sensor on orbit.

6. CONCLUSIONS

The AVGS played a vital role in supporting the extremely
successful Orbital Express mission. The sensor performed
gignificantly better than required in a number of categories,
including extending the SRT track range and outstanding
repeatability between different mated operations. The
golutions from the SRT and the LRT during Dual Track had
excellent correlation. The amount of data collected, both
static and dynamic, was substantial, providing the basis for
more analysis and a better understanding of on-orbit
AR&D. Future generations of video-based sensors will
benefit from the experiences gained on Orbital Express.
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