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Abstract. We propose a machine learning based approach for identifying iner-
tia parameters of robotic systems. We evaluate the method in simulation and
compare it against classical methods. Specifically, we implement parameter iden-
tification based on numerical optimization and test it using ground truth data. For
a case study, we set up a physical simulation of a four-degree-of-freedom robot
arm, formulating the problem with Newton-Euler equations as opposed to the
conventional Lagrangian formulation at the joint level. Additionally, we derive a
test methodology for assessing various Artificial Neural Network architectures.
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1 Introduction

Inertia parameter identification is essential in robotics for precise motion planning and
control [1]. The actual inertia parameters of robots often deviate from those predicted
by CAD models due to unmodeled components, production tolerances, or modifications
introduced during manufacturing [2]. Several methods have been proposed for inertia pa-
rameter identification, as reviewed by Leboutet et al. [3]. The most widely used approach
involves modeling the system with an inverse dynamic model, measuring joint torques,
and using motor encoder signals to obtain the system’s kinematic parameters at specific
time points while the robot follows an excitation trajectory.
Traditionally, the equations of motion (EOM) are derived from the Lagrangian for-

mulation, yields linear equations in terms of kinematic parameters (angular position,
velocity, and acceleration) at the joint level. However, this method depends heavily on
motor encoder signals to estimate dynamic parameters, making it susceptible to noise and
errors from numerical differentiation when calculating joint velocities and accelerations.
Additionally, the conventional approach relies on torque values from the joint motors,
which are often indirectly measured via electrical current and voltage. Since direct torque
measurements are often unavailable, accounting for nonlinear friction, thermal losses, and
electromagnetic effects becomes challenging, limiting the practical application of these
measurements in real-world scenarios [1].

2 Background

In the context of inertia parameter identification for a multi body-system of n rigid links
connected by actuated rotational joints, the classical approach utilizes the Lagrangian
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formalism to construct an inverse dynamic model. This model is represented by a set of
n equations for the generalized forces — specifically the joint torques (τi, i = 0..n) of the
joints connecting the links:

τ (t) = fi(qi(t), q̇i(t), q̈i(t)), (1)

This equation can be expressed as a direct relationship between the system’s kinematic
parameters Y(qi(t), q̇i(t), q̈i(t)) and the inertia parameters of the system θ:

τ (t) = Y(qi(t), q̇i(t), q̈i(t))θ, (2)

with i=0..n. Here θ represents the ten unknown inertia parameters for each link.
These parameters are comprised by the mass mi, the three first moments (mass times
the center of mass vector) m · rcom[x|y|z],i and the six components of the inertia tensor
for each of the n-links. The first moments thereby represent a nonlinear relation between
the masses and center of mass vectors of the links. The first moments introduce a non-
linear relationship between the mass and the center of mass vectors of the links, making
inertia parameter optimization an inherently nonlinear problem. Additionally, selecting
appropriate excitation trajectories poses another challenge, as it presents an optimization
problem in itself, as discussed by Lee et al. [4]. For serial robotic systems, such as robotic
arms, issues related to non-, low-, or linked-observability of certain inertia parameters
can arise, depending on the system’s kinematics and excitation. This may result from in-
adequate excitation or from the nonlinear relationship between the first moments and the
weak influence of the off-diagonal elements of the inertia tensor, depending on the robot’s
configuration [5]. Furthermore, the single-axis actuation of the initial links reduces the
system’s ability to observe dynamic effects such as Coriolis and centrifugal forces, which
are critical for estimating the complete set of inertia parameters. As a result, parameters
like the off-diagonal inertia tensor components Ixy , Ixz, Iyz and certain components of
the center of mass vectors rcom often remain unidentifiable [5].

3 Methodology

In contrast to the traditional approach, we propose using the Newton-Euler equations
in an inertial frame, leveraging direct measurements of angular velocities and accelera-
tions with a newly developed sensor concept at Offenburg University [6, 7]. Additionally,
we employ an external force-torque measurement unit mounted at the robot’s base to
measure the total forces and moments resulting from the system’s motion on the robot’s
fixture. By directly measuring both the kinematic parameters and the reaction forces
and moments at the robot’s base, we eliminate the need to model complex joint-motor
interactions, such as nonlinear friction. This approach also avoids the requirement for
numerical differentiation or integration of sensor data. The Newton-Euler equations can
be derived using either the recursive Newton-Euler Algorithm or the general formulation
in a non-inertial frame for a multi-body system, as described by Giessler et al. [8, 7]. The
resulting equations describe the relationship between the motion of the entire system
and the resulting forces and moments at the robot’s base, rather than the traditional
equations of motion (EOM) on joint level.

This approach yields a set of six equations for any given time, compared to the n
equations produced by the EOM at the joint level, where n equals the number of joints
in the robot. Similar to the Lagrangian formulation, these equations place the forces and
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moments on the left-hand side, while the right-hand side contains a function representing
the interaction between the system’s kinematics and inertia parameters [9].

F ext = ξ(qi(t), q̇i(t), q̈i(t))θ, (3)

M ext = φ(qi(t), q̇i(t), q̈i(t))θ, (4)

where Fext represents the three external forces andMext represents the three moments
measured by the force-torque sensor.
Our contribution consists of two distinct solutions: first, classical numerical opti-

mization; and second, the exploration and development of a machine learning approach
employing neural networks. Both methods are evaluated on a synthetic ground-truth
dataset, which includes inertia parameters and dynamic states (excitation frames) for
various robotic configurations. Using the Newton-Euler equations, we compute the reac-
tion forces and moments corresponding to the movements of a robot configuration.
We perform numerical optimization using solvers for both nonlinear and linearized

problems, with the optimization results serving as benchmarks for our artificial intelli-
gence (AI) methods. The AI approach is based on various fully connected feed-forward
neural network architectures, which are systematically tested in different configurations.
Additionally, we designed a more sophisticated AI approach using Siamese network archi-
tectures. Finally, we tested a custom loss function that incorporates physical constraints
by embedding the analytical equations of the system into the loss function.

3.1 Data Generation

Identifying the inertia parameters of the initial links – such as the base and shoulder
– in robotic arms, particularly serial manipulators, presents a specific challenge. These
links are typically actuated along only a single axis, resulting in limited excitation of
the system’s dynamics. This limitation makes it difficult to fully excite the degrees of
freedom necessary for identifying all inertia parameters, especially the off-diagonal terms
of the inertia tensor and the components of the center of mass vector.
In this work, we use the four link, four degrees-of-freedom robotic arm of the humanoid

robot Sweaty from Offenburg University as a case study to evaluate the presented ap-
proaches. For this robotic arm, we take the inertia parameters of the first two links from
the CAD drawings as given base values, which we do not attempt to estimate since the
first two segments are not fully actuated. We focus on the remaining two links, after
the third joint, to test the outlined strategies. Consequently, there are twenty unknown
inertia parameters in the system that we aim to estimate.
As a first step, we formulate the Newton-Euler equations for this system. For the

proposed method, it is not necessary to generate physically sensible excitation trajectories
since the approach relies on directly measuring all system-relevant information at a given
point in time – without the need for numerical differentiation and is currently confined
to simulation. While this may lead to suboptimal excitation, it significantly simplifies the
data generation process.
The generated data include measurements of angular positions, velocities, and accel-

erations. Additionally, the generated inertia parameters are checked against boundary
constraints to ensure their validity in comparison to real life robots. In particular, we
verify that the inertia tensor is positive definite, which is a crucial prerequisite for any
real physical inertia tensor.
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To generate the data, we first prepared kinematic parameter sets representing phys-
ically sensible motions, as well as arbitrary inertia parameter sets for different robotic
arm configurations. Our aim was to train the model on varying robot arm configurations
to achieve abstraction capabilities and to have multiple datasets for testing the numeri-
cal optimization. To this end, we identified boundaries for the kinematic parameters to
define the range of values they can take during normal operations of the robotic arm.
Furthermore, we used the inertia parameters of the last two links of the arm, collected
from the CAD drawings, as base values to create randomly sampled robot configurations.
We decided to generate the data separately and not as part of the training process

of the networks – firstly, to save time during training, and secondly, to be able to use
the same dataset for the numerical optimization approach. After generating one hundred
different inertia parameter sets for each of the two links in question, we applied a full
factorial combination of these sets to generate a total of ten thousand unique robot config-
urations. Each configuration was paired with one hundred randomly generated kinematic
parameter sets to create one hundred excitation trajectory frames for each robot con-
figuration. Using the previously derived Newton-Euler equations, we then calculated the
instantaneous reaction forces and moments for each of the excitation frames.

3.2 Numerical Optimization

For each frame, there are twenty unknown inertia parameters to be estimated but only
six equations. To obtain a reasonable estimate for the parameters, we need at least four
such observations to have a total of twenty-four equations. For the experiments, we used
MATLAB’s lsqnonlin (least squares nonlinear) solver function to estimate the parame-
ters, treating the first moments as separate constituting parameters – this represents the
nonlinear problem. Afterwards, we combined the first moments (the linearized problem)
and performed the estimation using the lsqlin (least squares linear) solver function –
treating the first moments as individual atomic parameters.

3.3 Machine learning setup

For the machine learning setup, we used the generated ground-truth data to train different
model architectures for this regression problem.
Our work can be divided into multiple iterative steps. Initially, we designed the sim-

plest feed-forward neural network possible for this data. We used only one frame at a
time, resulting in twelve measured kinematic parameter values – the angular positions,
velocities, and accelerations of all four joints –and six parameter values for the reaction
forces and moments, totaling eighteen input parameters X.
Since we aim to estimate the inertia parameters of the last two links of the sequential

robotic arm, we try to estimate a combined twenty output values y. In this first step,
we aimed to test whether the overall setup is functional and capable of learning the
underlying data distribution. To evaluate this, we selected only ten of the generated
robot configurations to limit the training time. As shown in Figure 1, the simple neural
network structure has a single hidden layer.
After testing this network, we expanded the network architecture by adding additional

layers and neurons per layer, as well as exploring different overall shapes of the studied
networks. In addition, we tested different activation functions.
To explore the impact of network depth and width on the performance, we evaluated

several architectures. We expanded our set of neural networks to include the following
configurations:
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Fig. 1. A simple neural network structure with one hidden layer. The diagram shows an input
layer with 18 inputs, a hidden layer with 20 neurons, and an output layer with 20 output values.

– Deeper Networks: Networks with increased numbers of hidden layers (L):

• L = 8
• L = 12
• L = 16

– Wider Networks: Networks where each hidden layer has a width (W ) that is a
multiple of the number of desired outputs (Nout):

• W = k ×Nout, where k ∈ {1, 2, 4, 8, 16}

– Funnel-Shaped Network: A network with 6 hidden layers where the number of
neurons decreases in each layer:

• Layer widths: [64, 32, 16, 8, 4, 2]

This is summarized in Table 1.

Table 1. Extended Neural Network Architectures with Various Depths and Widths

Network Description Hidden
Layers (L)

Width
Factor (k)

Layer Width (W )

Network 1 Baseline width 8 1 W = Nout
Network 2 Double width 8 2 W = 2×Nout
Network 3 Increased depth 12 1 W = Nout
Network 4 Further increased depth 16 1 W = Nout
Network 5 Quadruple width 8 4 W = 4×Nout
Network 6 Octuple width 8 8 W = 8×Nout
Network 7 Sixteen times width 8 16 W = 16 ×Nout
Funnel Network Decreasing layer sizes 6 Variable

W = [64, 32,
16, 8, 4, 2]

Building upon those experiments, we expanded the network structure to simultane-
ously receive multiple excitation frames of the same robot configuration as inputs – an
approach inspired by the numerical optimization method. As a variation of this tech-
nique, we also implemented Siamese Networks. The key characteristic of Siamese Neural
Networks is the use of two identical neural networks that share the same architecture
and weights [10]. These subnetworks process different inputs in parallel, but because they
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share the same weights, the overall network is more directly inclined to find outputs that
satisfy all given input combinations simultaneously, which is particularly beneficial in our
case where the expected output for one robot configuration is an identical set of inertia
parameters. Lastly, we attempted to integrate the symbolically formulated Newton-Euler
equations into the loss function of the networks, in an effort to create a physics-inspired
neural network.

Custom Loss Function for Physics-Inspired Neural Networks. To integrate phys-
ical consistency into the neural network training, we designed a custom loss function that
combines the prediction error of the inertia parameters with the discrepancy in reaction
forces and moments computed via the Newton-Euler equations. The loss function is de-
fined as:

L(θ̂) = α ·
1

n

n

i=1

θ̂i − θ
true

i

2

+ β ·
1

N

N

j=1

R(j)meas −Ψ
(j)θ̂

2

, (5)

where:

– θ̂ is the vector of predicted inertia parameters (outputs of the neural network).

– θtruei is the i-th ground truth inertia parameter.

– n is the total number of inertia parameters.

– N is the number of excitation frames.

– R
(j)
meas =

F
(j)
meas

M
(j)
meas

is the vector of measured reaction forces and moments for the

j-th excitation frame.

– Ψ(j) =
ξ(j)

φ(j)
is the regressor matrix derived from the Newton-Euler equations for

the j-th excitation frame.

– α and β are weighting coefficients that balance the importance of the two terms.

In this formulation the first term represents the Mean Squared Error (MSE) be-
tween the predicted inertia parameters and the ground truth parameters. The second
term, penalizes the discrepancy between the predicted and measured reaction forces and
moments, ensuring that the predicted inertia parameters lead to physically consistent
behavior according to the Newton-Euler equations.

By minimizing this loss function, the neural network adjusts θ̂ to not only match
the ground truth inertia parameters but also to ensure that these parameters result in
reaction forces and moments that align with the physical measurements.

The functions ξ(j) and φ(j) represent the contributions of the kinematic states to
the reaction forces and moments, respectively, and are derived from the Newton-Euler
equations for the j-th excitation frame. This form of the loss function emphasizes the
importance of the predicted inertia parameters in reproducing the measured reaction
forces and moments according to the Newton-Euler equations, thus ensuring physical
plausibility.

For the exploration of the networks we constricted the training on a selection of three-
thousand of the ten-thousand generated robot configurations, and trained the models for
at least one-hundred epochs each, to limit training time.
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4 Results

The results of the classical optimization demonstrated that the masses and the center of
mass vector values could be correctly identified by this approach for both the linearized
and nonlinear problem formulations. The linearized problem could also identify all other
parameters correctly, whereas the nonlinear solver produced a wide range of accuracies –
between approximately 50% and 95% – for the remaining parameters (inertia entries), de-
pending on the selected robot configuration and especially the selected excitation frames.
The iterative exploration of neural network architectures revealed varying degrees of ef-
fectiveness among the examined models. A variety of different network architectures
were trained using various scaling methods and activation functions, with performance
assessed through training loss and prediction accuracy. Under otherwise identical con-
straints, the tanh activation function, the robust scaler, and the SGD optimizer produced
the most promising results for the given architectures. Despite extensive testing, the AI-
based methods struggled to achieve the precision of classical numerical optimization,
given the limited training time and data used to explore the presented network architec-
tures. Although the approach of a physics-inspired neural network worked in principle, it
led to unmanageable and impractical training times. This was because TensorFlow could
not sufficiently optimize the backpropagation step for the custom loss function, which
prevented us from performing this attempt with the limited processing power available
at the time. In this preliminary exploration, the most promising result was produced by
the Siamese network with eight hidden layers and a width factor of eight. However, it
still could not approach the performance of the numerical optimization approach.

5 Conclusions

Our findings underscore the potential of combining direct dynamic measurements with
numerical optimization and machine learning methods for inertia parameter identifica-
tion. The performance of the studied neural networks, compared to numerical solvers,
reveals both their limitations and their potential when training time is extended and the
dataset is expanded. Since the influence of noisy sensor data was not studied in this work,
this remains an important area for future research. Incorporating noisy data could pro-
vide a more relevant and realistic use case, where a well-designed model can demonstrate
its generalization and robustness capabilities.
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