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Abstract: In response to the challenges of multiple personnel, heavy support tasks, and high labor
intensity in coal mine tunnel drilling and anchoring operations, this study proposes a novel tracked
drilling and anchoring robot. The robot is required to maintain alignment with the centerline of the
tunnel during operation. However, owing to the effects of skidding and slipping between the track
mechanism and the floor, the precise control of a drilling and anchoring robot in tunnel environments
is difficult to achieve. Through an analysis of the body and track mechanisms of the drilling and
anchoring robot, a kinematic model reflecting the pose, steering radius, steering curvature, and
angular velocity of the drive wheel of the drilling and anchoring robot was established. This
facilitated the determination of speed control requirements for the track mechanism under varying
driving conditions. Mathematical models were developed to describe the relationships between a
tracked drilling and anchoring robot and several key factors in tunnel environments, including the
minimum steering space required by the robot, the minimum relative steering radius, the steering
angle, and the lateral distance to the sidewalls. Based on these models, deviation-correction control
strategies were formulated for the robot, and deviation-correction path planning was completed.
In addition, a PID motion controller was developed for the robot, and trajectory-tracking control
simulation experiments were conducted. The experimental results indicate that the tracked drilling
and anchoring robot achieves precise control of trajectory tracking, with a tracking error of less
than 0.004 m in the x-direction from the tunnel centerline and less than 0.001 m in the y-direction.
Considering the influence of skidding, the deviation correction control performance test experiments
of the tracked drilling and anchoring robot at dy = 0.5 m away from the tunnel centerline were
completed. In the experiments, the tracked drilling and anchoring robot exhibited a significant
difference in speed between the two sides of the tracks with a track skid rate of 0.22. Although
the real-time tracking maximum error in the y-direction from the tunnel centerline was 0.13 m, the
final error was 0.003 m, meeting the requirements for position deviation control of the drilling and
anchoring robot in tunnel environments. These research findings provide a theoretical basis and
technical support for the intelligent control of tracked mobile devices in coal mine tunnels, with
significant theoretical and engineering implications.

Keywords: drilling and anchoring robot; track mechanism; skidding and slipping; deviation correc-
tion control; path tracking

1. Introduction

During the coal mine tunneling process, the permanent support time accounts for
60% of the total time [1,2]. There are issues such as excessive personnel, heavy support
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tasks, and high labor intensity [3–5]. This paper proposes a novel tracked drilling and
anchoring robot that is required to maintain alignment with the centerline of the tunnel
during operation. Owing to the complex nonlinear interaction between the track and
the floor, accompanied by high-speed track skidding and low-speed track slipping [6],
the drilling and anchoring robot is prone to collisions with the sidewalls of the tunnel in
tunnel environments.

In a study on tracked chassis steering, Jia W. [7] determined the track force of tracked
vehicles during steering based on a shear stress model, established a dynamic model with
high computational accuracy, and investigated the steering stability of tracked vehicles
in sandy road environments under different steering conditions. Xiong H. [8] provided
a dynamic model of the tracked mechanism and a method for motion control in a new
underwater environment with nonholonomic constraints and used the Lyapunov principle
to verify its safety. Qin H.W. [9] presented a comprehensive overview of recent advance-
ments and breakthroughs in the field of path planning for mobile robots while conducting
an in-depth examination and comparison of various path-planning algorithms. Sabiha
A.D. [10] optimized the backstepping controller as a kinematic controller and verified the
stability analysis of the entire system based on Lyapunov theory. Saglia J. [11] studied
the establishment of dynamic models and the adjustment of control gains. The research
optimizes the control parameters by analyzing and reducing the execution conflicts and
tracking errors. Simulations and experiments have been conducted to implement the
analysis and control strategies in mechanisms. Fang Y. [12] established a dynamic model
of a negative-pressure suction-tracked wall-climbing robot based on the discrete method
of track force load and analyzed the influence of design parameters on the motion perfor-
mance of tracked robots. Ishikawa T. [13] developed a trajectory tracking control system for
dump trucks tracked on both hard and soft surfaces, enabling path tracking under varying
ground conditions. Zhang M.J. [14] addressed the slippage and tunnel gradient issues.
They established a neural network PID-based motion control algorithm for a boom-type
roadheader, achieving real-time correction control of the roadheader. Qu Y.Y. [15] achieved
deviation correction for roadheader body walking based on pose deviation path tracking
control. Zhang X.H. [16] proposed an automatic directional excavation control method
for boom-type roadheaders based on visual navigation, thereby realizing the automatic
directional excavation function of the boom-type roadheader. The motion control accuracy
is within ±20 mm. Mao Q.H. [17] proposed a deviation correction path planning method
based on an Improved Particle Swarm Optimization (I-PSO) algorithm for a full-width
horizontal axis roadheader, achieving path planning for the EJM340/4-2 type full-width
horizontal axis roadheader.

In summary, the interaction between the track mechanism and the roadway surface
is complex, particularly in the confined spaces of underground coal mine tunnels. The
track mechanism cannot freely change direction, necessitating a thorough analysis of the
track mechanism and steering performance. Therefore, this paper will study the following
aspects. First, the article introduces the overall structure and key parameters of the drilling
and anchoring robot, laying the foundation for its subsequent analysis. Secondly, the paper
analyzes the steering kinematics of the drilling and anchoring robot, investigating the
fundamental principles behind its maneuverability. Next, the article discusses the deviation
correction control strategy for the drilling and anchoring robot, which is crucial for ensuring
the accuracy and reliability of its drilling and anchoring operations. Furthermore, the paper
analyzes the path tracking control testing conducted on the drilling and anchoring robot,
evaluating its ability to accurately follow a specified trajectory. Finally, the article tests
and analyzes the lane deviation control of the drilling and anchoring robot in tunnel
environments, assessing its overall applicability in such challenging applications.

2. Structure and Parameters of the Drilling and Anchoring Robot

Drilling and anchoring robots can be used in conjunction with traditional roadheaders,
robotic roadheaders, bolter miners, and other equipment to complete support and drilling



Actuators 2024, 13, 221 3 of 21

tasks, reduce the labor intensity of workers, and improve drilling efficiency. The drilling
and anchoring robot mainly consists of a main frame, left-track mechanism, right-track
mechanism, and other components, as shown in Figure 1. Depending on the research
requirements, the tunnel coordinate system Oh and the drilling and anchoring robot coordi-
nate system Or were established where θ represents the yaw angle, α represents the pitch
angle, and φ represents the roll angle.
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tory. The planar steering model of the drilling and anchoring robot is illustrated in Figure 

Figure 1. Composition of drilling and anchoring robot. 1. Left track mechanism, 2. main frame,
3. right track mechanism.

A 3D model of the track mechanism of the drilling and anchoring robot is shown
in Figure 2, where B0 represents the track width, r1 is the radius of the driving wheel, r2
is the radius of the driven wheel, L is the length of the track contact segment with the
ground, D is the overall length of the track, d is the track pitch, and h is the track thickness.
Owing to the thickness of the track, the influence of track thickness cannot be ignored when
determining the traveling speed of the robot.
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Figure 2. The 3D model of the track mechanism.

The drilling and anchoring robot uses typical differential steering, where the speed and
direction are mainly controlled by adjusting the rotation speed of the driving wheels on the
left and right tracks to achieve precise tracking control of the predetermined trajectory. The
planar steering model of the drilling and anchoring robot is illustrated in Figure 3, where O



Actuators 2024, 13, 221 4 of 21

represents the symmetrical center of the two track axes of the drilling and anchoring robot,
CM denotes the center of mass of the robot, a is the distance from O to CM, and B is the
distance between the centerlines of the left and right tracks. The primary parameters of the
drilling and anchoring robots are listed in Table 1.
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Table 1. Main parameters of the drilling and anchoring robot.

Parameters Value

Dimensions (L0 × W0 × H) 4.95 × 4.28 × 3.1 m
Track distance (B) 3.9 m

Distance from front axle to front end (L1) 2.01 m
Distance from rear axle to rear end (L2) 0.83 m

The distance of CM offset (a) 0.1 m
Travel speed (v) 0~30 m/min
Track length (D) 2.67 m
Track width (B0) 0.38 m

Track thickness (h) 0.04 m
Length of track contact with ground (L) 2.11 m

3. Steering Kinematics Analysis of the Drilling and Anchoring Robot
3.1. Kinematic Analysis

The definition of the state variables of the drilling and anchoring robot in the global co-
ordinate system of the tunnel is denoted by P = (x, y, θ)T , whereas the state variables in the
local coordinate system of the drilling and anchoring robot are denoted by Pr = (xr, yr, θr)

T .
The orthogonal rotation matrix R(θ) mapping of the local coordinate system of the drilling
and anchoring robot to the global coordinate system is as follows [18]:

R(θ) =

cos θ − sin θ 0
sin θ cos θ 0

0 0 1

 (1)

The relationship between P and Pr can be expressed as P = R(θ)Pr, Pr = R−1(θ)P.



Actuators 2024, 13, 221 5 of 21

Without considering the skidding factor, based on the principles of theoretical mechan-
ics, the kinematic equations [19] of the drilling and anchoring robot in the tunnel coordinate
system can be established as follows.

vL = ωL(r1 + h)
vR = ωR(r1 + h)
v = (vL + vR)/2
ω = (vR − vL)/B
vr = ωa

(2)

where vL and vR represent the linear velocities of the left and right tracks; ωL and ωR
represent the angular velocities of the left and right track drive wheels; v is the linear
velocity of the robot at point o; ω represents the angular velocity of the robot at point
o; and vr represents the linear velocity of the drilling and anchoring robot’s CM. The
equation for the motion relationship of the CM of the drilling and anchoring robot is given
as follows [20]:

.
P =


.
x
.
y
.
θ

 =


(r1+h) cos θ

2 + dr sin θ
B

(r1+h) cos θ
2 − dr sin θ

B
(r1+h) sin θ

2 − dr cos θ
B

(r1+h) sin θ
2 + dr cos θ

B
− (r1+h)

B
(r1+h)

B

[ωL
ωR

]
(3)

As can be seen from the above equation, the drilling and anchoring robot con-
sists of three variables, whereas the control inputs have only two, making it a typical
nonholonomic system.

3.2. Steering Curvature Analysis of the Drilling and Anchoring Robot

To eliminate the influence of the drilling and anchoring robot’s own width on the
steering performance, the concept of relative steering radius is introduced, defined as

ρ = R/B (4)

where R represents the track steering radius, and B represents the track center distance.
When ωL and ωR are constant, the steering curvature κ of the robot is given by:

κ ≤
.
θ

v
=

2(vR − vL)

B(vR + vL)
=

2(ωR − ωL)

B(ωR + ωL)
(5)

Because the drilling and anchoring robot’s travel speed ranged from 0 to 30 m/min,
four different values of vL (0, 10, 20, and 30 m/min) were chosen. Simultaneously, the vR
range was set to [–30, 30] m/min. A simulation analysis was conducted to examine the
changes in the steering curvature and travel speed of the drilling and anchoring robots
under these four scenarios, as illustrated in the following Figure 4.

From the simulation results, it can be concluded that the greater the difference between
the speeds of the left and right track wheels, the larger is the steering curvature, indicating
a smaller turning radius for the drilling and anchoring robot. Conversely, when the speeds
of the left and right track wheels were closer, the steering curvature was smaller and the
steering of the drilling and anchoring robot was smoother. When the drilling and anchoring
robot traveled at the maximum speed (v = vmax), the steering curvature of the robot was 0.
At this point, the drilling and anchoring robot could only move along a straight line.
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3.3. Analysis of Skid Steering in Drilling and Anchoring Robots

The walking mechanism of the drilling and anchoring robot is a tracked structure that
is always accompanied by skidding and slipping phenomena during movement. When
describing the characteristics of a robot’s track skidding and slipping, it is assumed that the
tracks at all points cannot be stretched, meaning that no deformation occurs. The motion
of the drilling and anchoring robot was analyzed based on the ground mechanics model
developed by Wong [21]. i represents the state of track skidding and slipping, is represents
the skid rate, and it represents the slip rate. The following relationship can be obtained:

i =

{
ωR(r1+h)−ν

ωR(r1+h) = (1 − re
r1+h )× 100% = is, i f r1 ≥ re

ν−ωR(r1+h)
ν = (1 − r1+h

re
)× 100% = it, i f r1 ≤ re

(6)

where re represents the effective rolling radius of the drive wheel of the track.
In this equation, the skidding and slipping ratios can be used for the entire motion pro-

cess of different drilling and anchoring robots, including acceleration or braking. Because
the drilling and anchoring robot travels at a slow speed in tunnel environments, only the
slip situation of the track is considered in this study (i = is). Therefore, the actual traveling
speed and relative steering radius of the drilling and anchoring robots can be determined
using the following equations:{

v = 1
2 [ωR(r1 + h)(1 − iR) + ωL(r1 + h)(1 − iL)]

ρ = ωR(1−iR)+ωL(1−iL)
ωR(1−iR)−ωL(1−iL)

(7)

where iL, iR represent the slip rates of the left and right tracks, respectively.
From Equation (7), it is evident that when the left and right track speeds of the robot

are limited, the robot achieves its maximum speed when iR = iL = 0. As the speed of the
drilling and anchoring robot varied from 0 to 30 m/min, the analysis was conducted for
cases where the linear speed during the steering process was set to 0, 5, 15, and 20 m/min.
The relationship between the drive wheel speed and turning radius of the drilling and
anchoring robot is shown in Figure 5 for both scenarios: without considering (i = 0) and
considering (i = 0.3) the track slip factor.
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From Figure 5, it can be observed that considering or not considering the effects of
track skidding and slipping causes significant differences in the control requirements for
the speed of the drilling and anchoring robots. By controlling the speed difference between
the robot’s left and right tracks, the robot can achieve a specified turning radius during
its steering motion, based on the state of track skidding and slipping and the required
driving speed. When the robot’s speed remains constant and completes the same radius
turning motion, the speeds of the tracks on both sides of the robot are much higher when
considering the track’s slipping than when not considering it. For instance, at points A and
B in the graph, where the robot’s speed is 10 m/min and it completes a steering motion with
ρ = 50, without considering track skidding and slipping (i = 0), the drive-wheel speeds of
the drilling and anchoring robot are A(33.44, 32.13) rad/s, whereas when considering track
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skidding and slipping (i = 0.3), the drive-wheel speeds of the drilling and anchoring robot
are B(47.77, 45.91) rad/s.

4. Analysis of the Deviation Correction Control Strategy for the Drilling and
Anchoring Robot
4.1. Analysis of the Steering Space of the Robot

An analysis of the steering motion of the drilling and anchoring robots was conducted
to understand the relationship between the driving motion of the drilling and anchoring
robots and their spatial environment. The principle diagram of the steering motion space
of the drilling and anchoring robots is shown in Figure 6. ICR represents the instantaneous
center of rotation of the steering motion of the robot. Rmax denotes the radius of the largest
arc space occupied by the robot during steering and Rmin represents the radius of the
smallest arc space occupied by the robot during steering. During the steering motion of the
drilling and anchoring robot, the minimum travel space required was the area enclosed by
segments Rmax and Rmin.
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The formulas for calculating the minimum and maximum steering radii of the robot
are as follows.  Rs =

B
k−1 − B0

2

Rm =

√(
B

k−1 + B0
2 + B

)2
+ (L/2 + L1 + a)2 (8)

When Rs = 0, the minimum relative steering radius required for the drilling and
anchoring robot is

ρ0 =
B0/2 + B/2

B
=

1
2
(

B0

B
+ 1) (9)

4.2. Relationship between the Steering Angle of the Robot and the Distance to the Sidewall

Influenced by factors such as the width of the tunnel, equipment, and distance from
the sidewall, the steering capability of the drilling and anchoring robot is closely related not
only to its intrinsic structural parameters and driving parameters, but also to the distance
from the tunnel sidewall. Therefore, when traveling in a tunnel, drilling and anchoring
robots cannot steer freely. Based on an analysis of the structural dimensions of the drilling
and anchoring robot and the tunnel parameters, as shown in Figure 7a, the relationship
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between the steering angle of the robot and its distance from the sidewall coal seam can
be obtained. 

R1 =
√
(L + 2L2 + 2a)2 + (B + B0)

2/2
YR = R1 cos(α − θ)

tan α = L+2L2+2a
B+B0

(10)
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Substituting the parameters related to Table 1 into the above equation, the param-
eters determining the structure of the drilling and anchoring robot are α = 42.5◦ and
R1 = 2.92 m, respectively. When the robot was at a distance YR = 2.14 m from the right
sidewall, at this point, θ = 0◦, the robot could not turn and could only move forward, as
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indicated by point A in Figure 7b. When considering the robot’s safe distance, at this point
where YR = 2.19 m, the robot’s steering angle is θ = 1.5◦, as shown by point B in Figure 7b.
During |YR| > 2.92 m, the robot can turn freely without being limited by obstacles, as
shown by point C in Figure 7b. Assuming that the centerline of the drilling and anchoring
robot coincides with the centerline of the tunnel, with a tunnel width of 5.8 m, the maximum
distance between the robot and the sidewall will be YR = 2.9 m < = 2.92 m, and the robot
will not be able to achieve a 360◦ pivot turn. Considering a safety distance of SR = 0.05 m
between the robot and the tunnel wall during travel, the drilling and anchoring robot will
be able to adapt to a tunnel width of 5.7 m, and the maximum steering angle for the drilling
and anchoring robot is θ = 30.4◦, as indicated by point D in Figure 7b.

4.3. Correction and Steering Control Strategy for the Drilling and Anchoring Robot

To ensure safe and smooth operation of the drilling and anchoring robot in the tunnel,
the structure of the drilling and anchoring robot must not collide with the sidewalls of the
tunnel. For ease of analysis, let A, B, C, and D represent the vertices of the drilling and
anchoring robots, respectively. The coordinates of these four vertices relative to the robot’s
body coordinate system can be obtained using geometric relationships [22–24]. If the coor-
dinates of the robot’s center of mass in the tunnel coordinate system are P = (x,y,z) and the

coordinates of point A in the robot’s coordinate system are PAr = ( L
2 + L01

2 ,− B
2 − B0

2 , θ)
T

,
then the coordinates of point A in the xy-plane coordinate system of the tunnel can be
calculated as follows:

PA =

{
x + ( L

2 + L01
2 − a) cos θ + ( B

2 + B0
2 ) sin θ

y + ( L
2 + L01

2 − a) sin θ − ( B
2 + B0

2 ) cos θ
(11)

The coordinates of points B, C, and D on the drilling and anchoring robot can be
obtained in the same manner.

PB =

{
x + ( L

2 + L01
2 − a) cos θ − ( B

2 + B0
2 ) sin θ

y + ( L
2 + L01

2 − a) sin θ + ( B
2 + B0

2 ) cos θ

PC =

{
x +−( L

2 + L01
2 − a) cos θ − ( B

2 + B0
2 ) sin θ

y − ( L
2 + L01

2 − a) sin θ + ( B
2 + B0

2 ) cos θ

PD =

{
−( L

2 + L01
2 + a) cos θ + ( B

2 + B0
2 ) sin θ

−( L
2 + L01

2 + a) sin θ − ( B
2 + B0

2 ) cos θ

To ensure that the drilling and anchoring robot does not collide with the sidewalls of
the tunnel, it is necessary to restrict the positions of the four vertices of the drilling and
anchoring robot. Let the width of the tunnel be W, the safe distance of the robot from the
left side be SL, and the safe distance of the drilling and anchoring robot from the right side
be SR, as illustrated in Figure 8. Then, the vertical coordinate distances of points A, B, C,
and D from the centerline have the following constraints.{

SRmin = min(|yA|, |yD|) < W
2 − SR

SLmin = min(|yB|, |yD|) < W
2 − SL

(12)

Based on the above relationships, the following collision avoidance driving control
strategy can be formulated for drilling and anchoring robots:

1. During |SRmin − SLmin| < sa, the drilling and anchoring robot maintains its current
state and does not require correction. sa represents the permissible error for robot
navigation, which must be set based on the tunnel environment, typically defaulting
to 0.01 m.

2. When |SRmin − SLmin| > sa and SRmin < SLmin, the drilling and anchoring robot
deviates towards the right side of the tunnel, requiring leftward correction.
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3. When |SRmin − SLmin| > sa and SRmin > SLmin, the drilling and anchoring robot
deviates towards the left side of the tunnel, requiring rightward correction.
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5. Drilling and Anchoring Robot Path Tracking Control Test Analysis
5.1. Anchoring Robot Deviation Correction Path Planning in a Tunnel Environment

To verify the effectiveness of the deviation correction path planning of the anchoring
robot in a tunnel environment, we formulated the following requirements for steering
and driving.

The steering angle of the robot during turning must be limited within a reasonable
range, θ < 30.4◦.

The starting and ending angles should align with the direction of the tunnel, θ = 0◦.
Based on the above requirements, we devised a smooth path denoted as a-b-o-c-d, as

shown in Figure 9. In this path, segment a-b is a straight line, b-o represents the left-turn
path with a turning radius of R1, and o-c represents the right-turn path with a turning
radius of R2. When the CM of the drilling and anchoring robot coincides with the centerline
of the tunnel, the robot travels in a straight line, as illustrated by curves c-d in the diagram.
The entire adjustment curve b–c represents the displacement segment for robot adjustment.
Assuming that the driving speed of the drilling and anchoring robot is v, and the steering
angular velocity is ω, the equations for the path curves of the robot during each stage of
travel are as follows:

a-b: {
x = vt
y = 0

, t < t1

b-o: {
x = xAB + R1 cos(−π

2 + ω(t − t1))
y = R1 + R1 sin(−π

2 + ω(t − t1))
, t < t2

o-c:

{
x = xAB + xBO + R1 cos(π

2 + ω(t2 − t1) + ω(t − t2))− R1 cos(π
2 + ω(t2 − t1))

y = yAB + yBO + R1 sin(π
2 + ω(t2 − t1) + ω(t − t2))− R1 sin(π

2 + ω(t2 − t1))
, t2 ≤ t < t3
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c-d: {
x = xAB + xBO + xOC − R2 cos(π

2 + ω(t3 − t2))
y = yAB + yBO + yOC − R1 sin(π

2 + ω(t3 − t2)) + R2
, t ≥ t3

When the drilling and anchoring robots are traveling in a tunnel environment, with
distances YR and YL representing the distances to the right and left sidewalls, respectively,
the steering angle is θ. During R1 = R2, the steering parameters of the robot can be
determined as follows: 

YR = YL ∈ [2.19, 2.8]
dy = W

2 − YR ∈ [0, 0.56]
R1 = R2 = 180B

πθ

(13)
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5.2. Design of the Robot Kinematic Controller

In the tunnel coordinate system, the formula for calculating the pose error of the
drilling and anchoring robots is as follows:

ζh
e =


xh

e
yh

e
θh

e

 =


xr − x
yr − y
θr − θ

 (14)

The formula for transforming the pose error of the drilling and anchoring robot from
the global coordinate system ζh

e to the local coordinate system ζe is as follows.

ζe = R−1(θ)ζh
e =

cos θ − sin θ 0
sin θ cos θ 0

0 0 1


xr − x
yr − y
θr − θ

 (15)

The differential equation for the pose error of the center of mass of the drilling and
anchoring robot is

.
ζe

.
=


.
xe.
ye.
θe

 =

 ωye − v + vr cos θe − ωrd sin θe
−ωye − ωd + vr sin θe − ωrd cos θe

ωr − ω

 (16)
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Due to the elongated nature of the coal mine’s tunneling roadway, this paper designs
a PID controller using the difference in the y-direction (ey) between the drilling and bolting
robot and the roadway centerline. The PID controller is as follows:

uy = Kpye + Ki

∫
yedt + Kd

dye

dt
(17)

The control inputs are the linear velocity v and angular velocity ω. To relate uy to
these inputs, we need to find a control law for v and ω that minimizes ye. One approach is
to assume that v is constant and adjust ω to minimize ye.

Choose a Lyapunov function:

V =
1
2

y2
e > 0 (18)

Compute the time derivative of the Lyapunov function:

.
V = ye

.
ye (19)

Substitute
.
ye into the equation:

.
ye = −ωye − ωd + vr sin θe − ωrd cos θe (20)

Considering the PID controller input,

ω = Kpωye + Kiω

∫
yedt + Kdω

dye

dt
(21)

Assuming the linear velocity v is constant and equal to vr, the error dynamics simplifies to

.
ye = −ωye − ωd + v sin θe − ωrd cos θe (22)

Approximate for small errors:

.
ye ≈ −(Kpωye + Kiω

∫
yedt + Kdω

dye

dt
)ye (23)

Calculate the time derivative of the Lyapunov function:

.
V = −Kpωy2

e + Kiωye

∫
yedt + Kdωye

dye

dt
(24)

Since Kpω, Kiω, and Kdω are positive constants,

.
V ≤ −Kpωy2

e ≤ 0 (25)

Through the analysis of the Lyapunov function V = 1
2 y2

e and its time derivative,
it is proven that when Kpω, Kiω, and Kdω are appropriately chosen, the derivative of

the Lyapunov function
.

V is always negative or zero. This indicates that the system is
stable, meaning that the Y-direction error ye gradually decreases over time and eventually
approaches zero. This proves the stability of the PID controller in controlling the Y-direction
error of the drilling and anchoring robot.

In this study, a control system model of the robot is constructed in MATLAB/Simulink,
and a PID kinematic control model is designed, as shown in Figure 10.
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Figure 10. The robot path tracking PID kinematic controller.

5.3. Construction of the Robot Path Tracking Control System

Utilizing the kinematic control system of the drilling and anchoring robot, a simulation
model of the robot path-tracking control system was built to validate the feasibility of the
method. Two scenarios were considered in the path-planning dy = {0.1, 0.5} m. The
straight-line distance traveled on the driving curve was 1 m, and the turning radius was
R = {0.57, 6.6} m. In the kinematic model, the maximum driving speed of the robot was
v = 30 m/min, and the rotation speeds of the left and right wheels of the drilling and
anchoring robot were restricted to [−1.64, 1.64] rad/s. The block diagram of the drilling
and anchoring robot is shown in Figure 11 and the simulink model of the robot path
tracking control system is shown in Figure 12.
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Figure 12. Simulink simulation model of the robot path tracking control system.

5.4. Analysis of Path Tracking Control Errors

From the simulation results shown in Figure 13, the condition of the robot being 0.1 m
away from the center line of the roadway was first set. By simulation, the PID parameters
were adjusted and set to {50, 10, 1} and {10, 1, 0.1}, with a simulation time of 60 s. The
simulation results show that under these two PID parameter settings, the drilling and
anchoring robots can accurately track the planned trajectory. It can also be found that when
the PID controller parameters are smaller, such as {10, 1, 0.1}, the tracking accuracy of the
robot is higher.
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Figure 13. Robot path tracking control simulation under different PID parameters: (a) path tracking
simulation under different PID parameters; (b) x-y path tracking error under different PID parameters.

To verify the path tracking control performance of the drilling and anchoring robot in
the roadway space, the robot was set at distances of 0.1 m and 0.5 m from the center line
of the roadway. After multiple simulation tests, the PID controller parameters were set to
{0.1, 0.01, 0}. Additionally, since the deviation between the robot and the center line of the
roadway became very small after 30 s of simulation, the simulation time was set to 30 s
in this study. From the simulation results shown in Figure 14, the tracking errors in the
x-direction from the tunnel centerline were less than 0.005 m, and those in the y-direction
were less than 0.001 m, satisfying the precise control requirements of the robot in the tunnel
environment. This indicated that the motion controller design was reasonable.
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At the same time, it can be observed that the drilling and anchoring robot can only
reach the centerline of the tunnel at distances of 1.46 m and 4.57 m, respectively. This
suggests that in a constrained tunnel environment, the robot requires a longer distance to
travel to the centerline when it is closer to the sidewall. Therefore, in tunnel environments,
it is preferable for the robot to be closer to the centerline of the tunnel to ensure a safe and
smooth operation.

6. Testing and Analysis of Lane Deviation Control in Tunnel Environments

An experimental platform was set up to verify the lane deviation performance of
the drilling and anchoring robot, as shown in Figure 15. The left and right sidewalls are
movable components that can be adjusted according to the experimental requirements
to control their distance from the drilling and anchoring robots. In this experiment, the
path shown in Figure 9 was followed. The width of the experimental site was adjusted
to W = 5.8 m, with the robot’s distance from the centerline of the lane set to dy = 0.5 m
and SR = 0.05 m. Lane deviation performance tests were conducted on the drilling and
anchoring robot both with and without considering skidding and slipping.

The performance of the drilling and anchoring robot’s steering control was tested by
considering the skidding and slipping of the robot tracks (i = 0 and i = 0.22). The speed of
the robot’s driving wheel is limited to [−1.64, 1.64] rad/s. The drive curves of the left and
right track motors of the drilling and anchoring robots are shown in Figure 16a. As can
be seen from Figure 16a, when skidding and slipping are not considered (i = 0), it takes
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13.9 s for the robot to move to the center position of the roadway, while when skidding
and slipping are considered (i = 0.22), it takes 64.4 s for the robot to move to the center
position of the roadway. The change trend of the result is consistent with the analysis
results of Equation (7) and Figure 5, indicating that the theoretical analysis is correct. The
displacement curves of the drilling and anchoring robots are shown in Figure 16b. When
considering track skidding and slipping, the speed difference between the two sides of
the drilling and anchoring robot tracks was significant. At the same time, the real-time
tracking error in the y direction from the centerline of the tunnel was relatively large, with
a maximum error of 0.13 m. However, the drilling and anchoring robot still successfully
moved from a position 0.5 m away from the centerline of the tunnel to the centerline, with
an error of 0.003 m, achieving steering correction, as shown in Figure 16c. During the
steering correction process, the speed of the drilling and anchoring robot is not the main
target; rather, it determines whether the drilling and anchoring robot can move to the
centerline of the tunnel. Therefore, the drilling and anchoring robot can achieve steering
correction control in a tunnel environment, meeting the requirements for safe and smooth
operation of the drilling and anchoring robot.

To calculate the distances between the four corner points (A, B, C, D) of the drilling
anchor robot and the sidewalls, ultrasonic sensors have been installed on the robot. The
location of the right-side ultrasonic sensor is shown in Figure 17, and the left-side sensor
is installed in a symmetric position on the robot’s body. The conversion relationship
between the distances from the four corner points to the sidewalls, and the ultrasonic
sensor measurement values, are expressed by the following equation.

SA = USR1 cos θ − ULR1 sin θ
SB = USR2 cos θ + ULR2 sin θ
SC = USL1 cos θ + LL1 sin θ
SD = USL2 cos θ − ULL2 sin θ

(26)

where LR1 represents the distance from the right front ultrasonic sensor to the front end, LR2
represents the distance from the right rear ultrasonic sensor to the rear end, LL1 represents
the distance from the left front ultrasonic sensor to the front end, and LL2 represents the
distance from the left rear ultrasonic sensor to the rear end. USR1, USR2, USL1, and USL2
represent the measurement values of the right front, right rear, left front, and left rear
ultrasonic sensors, respectively. SA, SB, SC, and SD represent the distances between points
A, B, C, D and the side skirts, respectively, and θ represents the yaw angle.
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Figure 17. Schematic diagram of the installation position of the ultrasonic sensors (1 ultrasonic sensor
USR1, 2 ultrasonic sensor USR2).

Based on the displacement monitoring of four corner points A, B, C, and D of the
drilling and anchoring robot, as shown in Figure 8, the displacement curves of these four
points are shown in Figure 18. From the figure, it can be observed that throughout the
entire travel process, the drilling and anchoring robot maintains a minimum distance of
0.05 m from both sides of the roadway, with the nearest point being D1(23.7, 0.05) m. This
distance exactly meets the requirement of the safety warning line, SR = 0.05 m, thereby
ensuring safe travel and smooth control of the drilling and anchoring robot.
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7. Conclusions

In this paper, we investigated the slippage characteristics of a tracked drilling and
anchoring robot during the steering process and proposed a steering control strategy that
accounts for track slippage. A path tracking controller was designed, and its stability was
verified through simulations and experiments. The general conclusions are as follows:
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1. Steering Angle and Distance Relationship: The relationship between the steering angle
of the drilling and anchoring robot and the distance to the sidewall in the roadway
environment was determined. Based on this relationship, a corrective driving control
strategy was formulated to enhance maneuverability and precision.

2. Path Planning and PID Controller: Path planning for the corrective driving of the
drilling and anchoring robot in the roadway environment was completed. A PID kine-
matic controller was built, and path-tracking control simulation experiments demon-
strated that the tracking error was minimal, indicating a well-designed control system.

3. Testing and Verification: A test platform for the corrective driving of the drilling and
anchoring robot was established in a roadway environment. The performance of the
corrective driving control was thoroughly tested, and the reliability of the proposed
method was verified.

The results of this study provide a theoretical basis and technical support for the intel-
ligent control of a tracked drilling and anchoring robot in tunnel environments, showcasing
significant theoretical and engineering implications. Future research can focus on optimiz-
ing the control strategy to enhance performance under varying environmental conditions,
as well as on real-world implementation and testing in diverse tunnel environments to
validate the robustness and scalability of the proposed control strategy.
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