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ABSTRACT 

MODELING AND ANALYSIS OF A MULTI DOF ROBOTIC ARM 

MANIPULATOR MOTION WITH IMAGE PROCESSING CONTROL 

          QADOORI, Baydaa Abdullah Qadoori 

M.Sc., Mechanical Engineering, Altınbaş University,

Supervisor: Asst. Prof. Dr. Yaser ALAIWI 

Date: January / 2024 

Pages: 84 

This In this research, the precision control of the KUKA KR R900-2 robotic arm is explored 

for executing welding tasks along predefined circular and square paths, with an emphasis on 

image processing for navigational guidance. The primary objective is the creation and testing 

of welding routes using SOLIDWORKS software, followed by the application of 

MATLAB's image processing capabilities to direct and assess the accuracy of the robot's 

path adherence. Two distinct control systems are evaluated: the established PID controller 

and the more recent Adaptive controller. Their effectiveness is determined by their ability to 

maintain welding precision and consistency, particularly with the complex shapes of the 

paths. Through comprehensive simulations and analyses, the potential for integrating 

computer-aided design with image processing to enhance the precision of robotic welding is 

demonstrated. The anticipated findings suggest the Adaptive controller's superiority over the 

PID controller, providing insights into the advancement of automated welding and the 

impact of sophisticated control systems on industrial robotic applications. 

Keywords: PID Controller, Adaptive Controller, Robotic Arm, SOLIDWORKS, 

Automated Welding. 
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1 THE BACKGROUND AND MOTIVATION 

1.1.1 Evolution of Welding From Ancient Techniques to Modern Innovations 

Welding's history extends over millennia. During the Bronze Age, artisans crafted small gold 

containers by welding overlapping joints together. By the Iron Age, civilizations such as the 

Egyptians had become proficient in welding iron components. The Middle Ages saw the 

prominence of blacksmiths who joined metals by hammering. The 19th century witnessed 

notable progress, notably with the introduction of acetylene in 1836, paving the way for gas 

welding. The subsequent century brought about methods like shielded metal arc welding 

(SMAW) and gas metal arc welding. Recently, the arc welding sector has seen substantial 

growth, with traditional electric arc welding tools and materials playing a pivotal role. The 

Industrial Revolution was a watershed moment for welding. Sir Humphry Davy's 1800 

discovery of the arc production between two carbon electrodes laid the groundwork for 

contemporary welding methods. This era's innovations culminated in the development of the 

electric generator and improved arc welding techniques by the mid-19th century. World War 

I expedited the adoption of welding, particularly arc welding, in manufacturing ships and 

aircraft [1], [2]. 

1.1.2 Progress, Merits, and Hurdles of Robotic Welding 

The latter half of the 20th century signified a transformative phase in welding with the 

incorporation of robotics, highlighted by the introduction of the UNIMATE in 

1962Collaborative robots, termed "cobots", operate in tandem with humans, providing 

adaptability in tasks without hefty investments. Such innovations have positioned robotic 

welding as a linchpin in contemporary manufacturing, emphasizing accuracy, uniformity, 

and productivity. Robotic welding presents a myriad of benefits over its traditional 

counterparts. It guarantees exceptional precision, ensuring each weld is performed with the 

highest accuracy. This precision translates to minimized waste and heightened 

manufacturing efficiency. Furthermore, robotic welding systems inherently enhance safety, 

mitigating risks prevalent in conventional welding methods. Nonetheless, robotic welding is 

not without its challenges. The upfront costs for these systems can be considerable, and their 
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integration demands expertise and consistent upkeep. Staying abreast of swiftly advancing 

technology and ensuring system updates also pose challenges [3]. 

1.1.3 Welding's Technological Fusion and Its Environmental Ramifications 

The dawn of the 21st century marked a transformative period for welding, characterized by 

the amalgamation of cutting-edge technologies such as robotics, artificial intelligence, and 

image processing. Advanced cameras, armed with refined algorithms, empower robots to 

interpret their surroundings, a vital feature for tasks demanding on-the-fly adjustments. 

Moreover, the infusion of artificial intelligence into robotic welding has ushered in 

unmatched optimization levels, enabling robots to adapt and enhance their functions over 

time. While robotic welding stands out for its precision and efficiency, it also champions 

environmental stewardship. It promotes judicious material use, minimizing waste. From an 

economic standpoint, despite the initial investment being substantial, the enduring benefits 

in efficiency, waste reduction, and superior quality render robotic welding a sound 

investment for numerous sectors [1], [3]. 

1.2 AIMS OF THE STUDY 

In this detailed study, robotic welding is examined, with specific attention given to the 

advanced features of the KR 6 R900-2 robot. 

a. Detailed Technological Analysis: A thorough examination of the KR 6 R900-2 robot is

conducted, highlighting its advanced technological features and identifying areas for

potential improvement.

b. Trajectory Analysis Using Image Processing: The robot's ability to accurately follow

predefined trajectories, particularly circular and square paths, is extensively evaluated.

Advanced image processing techniques are employed to verify the precision of the

robot's movements against set benchmarks.

c. Comparison of Controllers: A meticulous comparison between the PID and Adaptive

controllers is undertaken in this research. The goal is to determine which controller

delivers a superior combination of speed, accuracy, and efficiency, providing a

foundation for future robotic welding projects.

d. Assessment of Performance Metrics: A comprehensive framework is established to

gauge the welding efficiency of the robot. Key performance indicators, including system
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response time, overshoot, settling time, and error percentages, are evaluated to provide 

a complete understanding of the robot's performance capabilities. 

e. Environmental Impact of Robotic Welding: The environmental benefits of using the KR

6 R900-2 robot for welding are assessed, emphasizing its role in reducing waste and

optimizing energy consumption.

f. Outlook on Robotic Welding's Future: Future prospects and potential challenges in

robotic welding are outlined, ensuring that interested parties are well-informed about the

upcoming developments in welding automation.

1.3 PROBLEM STATEMENT 

In modern manufacturing, robotic welding stands as a key innovation, offering both 

precision and increased productivity. However, with such advancements come challenges 

that need to be addressed.  

The primary concerns are: 

a. Path Accuracy: How can the KR 6 R900-2 robot consistently follow predefined welding

paths with precision?

b. Controller Performance: Between the PID and Adaptive controllers, which one provides

better results in terms of speed, accuracy, and overall welding quality?

c. Environmental Considerations: As the importance of sustainability grows, how does the

KR 6 R900-2 robot contribute to eco-friendly manufacturing in welding?

d. Looking Ahead: What challenges and developments can we anticipate in the field of

robotic welding as technology progresses?

The goal of this research is to address these questions thoroughly. We will evaluate the KR 

6 R900-2 robot's performance, its controllers, and its ability to accurately track trajectories 

using advanced image processing techniques. The study seeks to offer valuable insights for 

both the academic and industrial communities, guiding the future direction of robotic 

welding with a focus on excellence and sustainability. 

1.4 SCOPE OF THE STUDY 

Within the scope of this study, certain parameters have been explicitly defined to maintain 

focus and clarity: 
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a. Robot Model: The KR 6 R900-2 robot has been selected for evaluation due to its

advanced features and notable application in the industry.

b. Controller Types: Emphasis has been placed on assessing two primary controllers: the

PID and Adaptive controllers, chosen for their significant role and potential in robotic

welding.

c. Path Types: Proficiency in tracing two specific trajectories, circular and square paths,

has been prioritized, showcasing the robot's ability to handle diverse operational

complexities.

d. Image Processing: Advanced algorithms specifically designed for trajectory tracking in

robotic welding have been employed, even though the field of image processing offers a

wide array of techniques.

1.5 SIGNIFICANCE AND CONTRIBUTION 

The significance of this study can be outlined through its varied contributions: 

a. Robotic Welding Proficiency: Through the evaluation of the KR 6 R900-2 robot, deeper

insights into the capabilities of robotic welding have been presented, establishing new

benchmarks for future studies.

b. Controller Insights: By conducting a comparative analysis between the PID and Adaptive

controllers, clear guidance has been provided to industries about the most suitable

controller for diverse welding tasks.

c. Trajectory Accuracy: The accuracy of the robot in tracing paths, empowered by

advanced image processing techniques, has been emphasized, demonstrating the

potential enhancements technology can bring to traditional manufacturing processes.

d. Environmental Stewardship: The eco-friendly attributes of the robot have been

highlighted, underscoring the importance of adopting sustainable manufacturing

practices.

e. Academic and Industrial Benefits: For the academic community, this study stands as a

reference, offering results for further exploration. For industrial stakeholders, valuable

insights have been presented to refine welding processes.

1.6 THESIS STRUCTURE 

In Chapter 1,’INTRODUCTION’ the thesis examines the historical progression of welding, 

from its inception in the Bronze Age to the current state of robotic welding. The narrative 
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highlights key developments, such as the introduction of arc welding and the significant 

changes brought about by the Industrial Revolution. This chapter also addresses the 

advancements, benefits, and obstacles associated with robotic welding, underscoring its 

accuracy, operational efficiency, and positive environmental impact. The groundwork for 

the research is laid out by specifying the study's aims and situating them within the context 

of recent technological innovations in the field of welding. 

In Chapter 2, ‘LITERATURE REVIEW’ the thesis conducts a detailed review of existing 

research on the control and analysis of robotic arms with multiple degrees of freedom, 

emphasizing the role of image processing in guiding their movement. This chapter surveys 

a range of studies, assessing the development and performance of control systems and how 

image processing can improve the accuracy and efficiency of robots. It critically assesses 

past methodologies and results, identifying areas that need further investigation. The 

literature review lays the groundwork for this study, outlining the key theoretical and 

practical considerations in the field of robotic control and image processing. 

In Chapter 3, titled 'METHODOLOGY,' the thesis presents a clear and structured approach 

to designing and executing the welding paths for the robotic arm. The chapter begins with a 

foundational overview of robotics, covering the different types and their practical uses. This 

sets the groundwork for an in-depth look at control systems and their pivotal role in robotic 

functionality. With this context in place, attention is turned to meticulously crafting two 

distinct path shapes—a circle and a square—using the SolidWorks software, ensuring that 

the welding guidelines are precise and actionable. The chapter then delves into the rationale 

for selecting the KUKA KR R900-2 robotic arm, a model chosen for its sophisticated 

capabilities and compatibility with the demands of detailed welding tasks. This segment not 

only outlines the preparatory steps for the welding process but also sheds light on the 

strategic choices made regarding the robot and path designs. It offers a clear exposition of 

the methodical planning that forms the cornerstone of the research, leading up to the moment 

where 'the work will start here,' marking the transition from conceptual planning to hands-

on execution. 

In Chapter 4, titled 'RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS,' the study delves into the data 

obtained from MATLAB simulations to compare the effectiveness of two distinct control 

systems: the PID controller and the Adaptive controller. This chapter is crucial as it translates 
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theoretical knowledge into tangible results. It meticulously presents the simulation data, 

which is essential for evaluating the robotic arm's performance on the predefined paths. The 

narrative then moves to a detailed comparison of the PID and Adaptive controllers, 

examining their operational metrics, responsiveness, and path-following precision. The core 

of the discussion aims to determine which controller achieves greater accuracy and 

efficiency in the welding tasks. The analysis culminates in a clear conclusion about the 

superior control system, offering key insights for enhancing the field of robotic welding. 

 In Chapter 5, 'CONCLUSIONS AND FUTURE WORK,' the thesis reaches its culmination 

by summarizing the essential discoveries and offering guidance for future research. This 

chapter brings together the key findings from the practical experiments, emphasizing the 

important outcomes related to the control systems used in robotic welding. It looks ahead to 

what future research might explore, building upon the solid foundation this study has 

established. The chapter provides actionable recommendations for upcoming studies, with 

the aim of advancing the fields of robotics and control systems. Serving as a concluding 

overview and a springboard for further inquiry, this chapter reflects on the research journey 

and anticipates the next steps in the evolution of robotic welding technology. 
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2. LITERATURE REVIEW

The design of a composite arm, intended for utilization in the architectural framework of 

industrial measuring robots, is the focus of this previous paper. The real working conditions 

necessitate the reduction of the arm to a cantilever beam, which takes the form of a thin-

walled tube that supports a mass at its free end. The objective of the optimization study 

conducted is to ascertain the laminate properties that can deliver the highest fundamental 

frequency (FF) in bending. An approximate solution is employed in this optimization, which 

is achieved through the adjustment of the Rayleigh energy method to accommodate the effect 

of shear. This approach yields a closed-form formula that directly links FF to the elastic 

properties of the composite. Two laminate classes, specifically ( ±𝜃) and ( 0/±45𝑛) 𝑠are 

scrutinized to evaluate their suitability in meeting the requirement for a maximum FF value. 

The comparison of composites and metals, in the context of the application in question, 

brings the benefits and limitations of each to light. Finally, the results of a finite element 

analysis are utilized to validate the solution proposed. The presented solution's efficacy is 

substantiated through this comparative analysis [4] . 

 The focus of this previous thesis is a design process, in which integrated engineering 

methods are leveraged, for the creation of industrial robots. This process has resulted in the 

design of three distinct robots, two of which have undergone manufacture and are primed 

for operation. The design of the trajectory is acknowledged as paramount for the robots' 

efficient use. Notably, the trajectory design necessitates careful attention in order to mitigate 

end point deflections that can arise particularly during high-speed movements. In the study, 

the critical nature of the trajectory design is underscored via the experimental and numerical 

exploration of strains induced on an industrial robot. As the robots are mobile machines, 

different structural stiffnesses are present at various positions. A novel concept, illustrating 

the stiffness alterations for the robot's different positions within its workspace, is introduced 

in the study.The study investigates a concept named the "Rigidity Workspace", contingent 

on the end point static deflections and the robot's modal behavior. The proposition of a new 

method for compensating positional accuracy, which is enacted for all industrial robots, is 

included in the study. Moreover, the impact of the joint flexibility definition on the real end 

point deflections and modal behavior of robot systems is examined both experimentally and 

numerically [5]. 
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In this prior paper, the creation and analysis of the kinematic models of a 6 DOF robotic 

arm, including its workspace, are detailed. The model that is proposed allows the 

manipulator's control to reach any accessible position and orientation within an unstructured 

environment. The foundation of the forward kinematic model is the Denavit Hartenberg 

(DH) parametric scheme, applicable to robot arm position placement. Provided with the 

desired position and orientation of the robot end-effector, the implemented inverse 

kinematics model delivers the necessary joint angles in response. The validation of the 

forward kinematic model has been facilitated using the Robotics Toolbox for MATLAB, 

while the inverse kinematic model has been executed on an actual robotic arm. Experimental 

results confirm that the developed model enables the robotic arm's end-effector to target the 

desired coordinates with a precision within ±0.5cm. This work also introduces an approach 

that can be employed to address the kinematics problem of other similar types of robot 

manipulators [6]. 

A prior study, grounded in simulation technology, proposes a simulation and visualization 

platform for a multi-degree of freedom (DOF) robot arm manipulator, in response to the 

varying DOF of the joints across specific projects. The workspace analysis and relative 

position computation model employ the Denavit Hartenberg (DH) parametric scheme. This 

model facilitates the calculation of the distance and position between the end-effector and 

the target. Furthermore, the presentation of a test case using the platform demonstrates the 

feasibility of the platform for robot design, as supported by the resultant findings [7]. 

The emphasis of this paper is on the mathematical modeling and the creation of a robust 

control strategy for a manipulator with multiple Degrees Of Freedom (DOF). An innovative 

platform, termed AUTonomous Articulated Robotic Educational Platform (AUTAREP), 

which features a 6 DOF arm, is presented in the research. The derivation of kinematic and 

dynamic models for the robotic arm is accomplished. Through both simulation and 

experimentation on a prototype, the kinematic model is validated, whereas the dynamic 

model is established through mathematical formulation. Using the system dynamics as a 

basis, a Sliding Mode Controller (SMC) for the arm is designed and evaluated across various 

trajectories to determine its response. The tracking performance of this controller is then 

juxtaposed with another non-linear control strategy, the Computed Torque Control (CTC). 

Based on a variety of performance indices, the simulation results illustrate the superior 

performance of the SMC in comparison to the CTC [8]. 
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 An effective numerical methodology for optimizing welding process parameters to 

minimize distortion in structures is introduced in this paper. An optimization framework, 

which couples a Genetic Algorithm (GA) and Finite Element Analysis (FEA), is devised and 

implemented for both low and high-fidelity models. The prediction of distortion in numerical 

models is conducted through classical weakly coupled thermo-mechanical analysis under 

thermo-elasto-plastic assumptions. Optimum process parameters are sought via the direct 

integration of numerical models and a GA-based optimization technique. The developed 

framework has the capability to automatically incorporate the process parameters into the 

simulation models, initiate the Finite Element-based welding simulations, and assess the 

necessary simulation output data for repetitive evolutionary optimization. The optimization 

results exhibit that the proposed method has the potential to considerably improve the quality 

of the final welded product, while simultaneously easing and expediting the product design 

and development process [9]. 

A previous paper introduces a design methodology for robotic arm trajectory control, using 

a genetic algorithm-based approach, and aims to optimize various criteria. This method, 

grounded in the inverse kinematics problem, also incorporates the reduction of operating-

time, energy consumption, and the total of all rotation changes throughout the operation 

cycle. Each criterion assessment necessitates the computationally intensive simulation of the 

arm's movement. The suggested approach was put through verification, and all the proposed 

criteria during the trajectory optimization of the industrial robot ABB IRB 6400FHD, which 

possesses six degrees of freedom [10]. 

In the prior work, various prototype designs were created to evaluate the viability of using 

light alloys for the robot arm, as compared to traditional materials. Structural analysis was 

conducted using Finite Element Modelling (FEM) studies. The outcomes highlighted the 

superiority of magnesium alloys over steel or aluminum alloys with respect to the modulus 

to density ratio, and the stress and elastic deformation encountered during operation becuase 

of to the weight of the arm [11]. 

This previous paper did into the challenge of dynamic modeling and parameter estimation 

for a hydraulic manipulator possessing seven degrees of freedom. An uncertain numerical 

model with unknown parameters is constructed using Simulink, SimMechanic, and 

Simscape toolboxes. The goal of this paper is to establish a mechanism that allows the 
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discovery of a viable parameter set for the robot, which aligns with input, output, and system 

state measurements under noisy and unpredictable operating conditions. An initial step 

involves the development of a genetic algorithm to address an output error system 

identification issue for a particular joint, specifically joint 2, such that the joint parameters 

converge to a desired parameter set within an acceptable degree of accuracy. The findings 

can be easily extrapolated to all joints of the manipulator [12]. 

In previous research, a topology optimization was performed using the SIMP method to 

lessen the demands of the driving system. Both static and dynamic finite element analyses 

were conducted before and after the optimization. The outcomes reveal a mass reduction 

down to 44.4% of the original arm post-optimization, without experiencing larger 

displacements or lower first frequencies compared to the unoptimized arm [13]. 

A comprehensive and systematic assessment of industrial robots, with an emphasis on their 

areas of application, is provided in this previous paper. Emphasizing the need for advanced 

algorithms for control and trajectory planning, an exploration of manipulators for a wide 

range of applications has been undertaken. The paper has a thorough discussion of these two 

critical concepts. The control of industrial manipulators, necessary for the execution of tasks 

that demand high precision, repeatability, and reliability while lessening disturbance effects, 

is highlighted. The significance of trajectory planning for optimizing time and energy, as 

well as avoiding collisions, thus ensuring the most suitable trajectory for a particular task in 

a given environment, is underscored. By reviewing the applications, readers are given the 

opportunity to conceptualize ideas applicable to their operations and to verify the practicality 

of those ideas [14]. 

Screw theory was utilized in this past study, articulated through a unit dual quaternion 

representation and its algebra, in order to efficiently formulate both the forward (velocity + 

position) kinematics and pose control of an n-dof robot arm. Efficiency was reflected in the 

reduced usage of computer memory, faster computation of the equations, representation of 

task space without singularities, resilience to numerical errors, and compactness of the 

representations. The formulation, being simple, intuitive, and straightforward, was easy to 

implement. An experimental validation was carried out on a 7 dof robot arm to confirm this 

formulation [15]. 
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The primary focus of previous project was the shearing operation, where sheets were 

manually picked and placed on the belt for shearing, a process associated with risk. The task 

involved the design of a pick-and-place operator to transport the sheet from the stack and 

place it in the shearing machine for feeding. Various research papers and articles were 

reviewed, and advanced technologies used in other industries for similar operations were 

examined. Following this study, a 3-jointed robotic arm design was achieved, with a fixed 

base while the remaining joints moved in vertical and horizontal directions. The end effector 

was designed to lift the sheet using suction cups, which applied a certain pressure to uplift 

the sheet. Creo-Parametric was utilized for the design, while Autodesk-Inventor 2017 was 

used to simulate the designed model [16]. 

The usage scenarios and developmental trends of welding robots are introduced in this past 

paper, with the KUKA KR5-arc being chosen as the subject of research. The mechanical 

system of the chosen robot was simplified, and the Denavit-Hartenberg (D-H matrix) 

representation along with the homogeneous matrix was employed to construct the kinematic 

transformation of 6-DOF articulated robots. Utilizing the Robotic Toolbox of MATLAB, the 

trajectory of the robot manipulator could be derived from the simulation, which in turn, 

would offer a foundation for the analysis and design of robot motion [17]. 

An overall structure optimization design approach is introduced in this previous study, 

aiming to reduce the mass of a lightweight robotic arm, considering constraints on structural 

strength and drive trains. A co-simulation analysis and the complex method have been 

employed to implement this method. A parameterized model of the robotic arm is 

constructed for optimization design within this paper. The optimal design of the robotic arm 

is then obtained using the complex method. Concurrently, a co-simulation analysis platform, 

rooted in ANSYS Workbench and ADAMS, is created for evaluating the constraints. A 

design example is eventually showcased, demonstrating the application of the proposed 

approach in the design of a lightweight robotic arm with five degrees of freedom [18]. 

A comprehensive examination of industrial robotics and its simulation is offered in this 

paper, primarily using a variety of toolboxes and software, such as MATLAB. An evaluation 

and analysis of the limitations of all major types of robotic arms has been carried out. The 

core objective of this paper is to interpret and comprehend the concepts of the robotic arm 

and to shed light on this understanding. The utilization of multiple software for simulation 
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and for evaluating the practical approach of the industrial robot was observed. The 

fundamental elements related to industrial robotics consist of designing, simulation, and 

implementation. A comparative study encompassing all these elements is demonstrated. A 

detailed study into the specific work patterns, the necessary kinematic and dynamic 

approaches for implementation, and their respective advantages is provided. In light of the 

extensive applications of industrial robotics and the unfeasibility of directly implementing 

every project, the utmost importance is placed on simulation. While physical simulation, 

found to be laborious and less advantageous, has led to a shift towards software simulation. 

It has been identified that software offers more precise and reliable simulation results. Given 

that any substantial project involves a financial estimate, it becomes paramount not to 

disregard even the slightest issue related to these projects. Hence, an accurate simulation and 

concurrent analysis of any industrial robot is considered extremely vital. The concepts and 

uses of various toolboxes are presented in this context. The overall study provides an exact 

comprehension of how an industrial robot (robotic arm) is simulated, the techniques 

employed, and the potential future scope in this sector [19]. 

A simulation-based software platform to design and model a multi-degree of freedom robotic 

manipulator is presented in this paper. Traditional modelling techniques for robotic 

manipulators, known to be laborious, iterative, and time-consuming, have seen significant 

evolution in recent years with new methodologies being rapidly developed for the study of 

complex robotic manipulator architectures. A novel methodology, leveraging Sim-

Mechanics software, is introduced within this paper to simulate and design a multi-DOF 

robotic manipulator. The results show that the new software-based methodology offers a 

simpler and more rapid way of modelling the multi-DOF robotic manipulator compared to 

traditional mathematical modelling. As an enhancement, the model created through Sim-

Mechanics software is intended to be further utilized for dynamic analysis [20]. 

A New design for a 5DOF articulated robotic arm, intended to become a solution for the 

heavy harvesting of crops such as pumpkins and cabbages, is proposed In previous study. 

Upon completion of the developmental phase, it is planned for the robotic arm to be mounted 

on a robotic tractor for real-world testing. The primary design process of this robotic arm 

was conceived through the application of the six-stage Shigley design process. Solidworks 

2014 was utilized for the design, assembly, and analysis of all components, in accordance 

with Japanese Industrial Standards (JIS). Standard mechanical formulas were employed for 
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manual analysis of the dynamically natured system components. Workspace calculations 

required joint torque and coordination of mass center position and were achieved by using 

standard machine design methods. The Denavit-Hartenberg method was applied for the 

calculation of forward and inverse kinematics. Different materials and mass centers were 

employed in component design to address torque reduction, with performance comparisons 

made subsequently. Results revealed that total torque in Joints numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 

were 6.15, 257.35, 103.4, 20.2, and 0.1 respectively, within a rotational speed range of 15 ~ 

60 rpm. Alterations in the material of the linkage and the location of the servo motor resulted 

in an improvement of 29.7% ~ 47.7% and 29.7% ~ 68.9% of the total required torque for 

each joint, respectively. The maximum distance covered by the arm was measured at 1421 

mm from the base and 2026 mm from the attachment point. According to feedback generated 

by an inverse kinematics equation algorithm, the fundamental operation of the robot arm 

demonstrated optimal performance [21]. 

A prior study aimed to ascertain the ideal architecture of a link in a robotic arm based on 

weight and payload, as well as to conduct vibrational and stress analyses on the resulting 

shape. The outcomes displayed the efficacy of topology optimization during the initial 

phases of structural design. The resulting safety levels of the robotic arm links were verified 

by subsequent linear static analyses. Additionally, it was demonstrated that the preload in 

the actuator wire incorporated within the links could be adjusted to modify the natural 

frequency of the structure. These outcomes provide valuable data for the continued design 

of the comprehensive robotic first aid system. This data will aid the selection of components 

and foster confidence in proceeding with the manufacturing process [22]. 

In one of previous study, Aluminum and Poly-methyl methacrylate, two widely accessible 

materials, were evaluated for the construction of a 5R robotic arm. Static force and torque 

analyses revealed that the torques necessary in the case of Aluminum were marginally higher 

than those required for Poly-methyl methacrylate. Static structural analyses demonstrated 

that when the end effector was subjected to applied loads of 5, 10, 20, 30, 40, and 50 N 

respectively, Aluminum experienced total deformation ranging from 0.0148 to 0.1480 mm, 

whereas Poly-methyl methacrylate reached the yield point when subjected to a 40 N force. 

As a result, Aluminum was chosen over Poly-methyl methacrylate based on its superior 

machinability, serviceability, static torque, and structural analysis, and was subsequently 

utilized for 5R robotic arm fabrication [23]. 
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In  previous research, the process of development and evaluation for a 4-degrees-of-freedom 

articulated robotic arm was laid out. This structure served as the foundation for the creation 

of an intelligent harvesting robotic system designed for heavy-weight crops such as 

pumpkins, watermelons, melons, and cabbages. The intention was for the robotic arm to 

function as an actuating component for a robotic tractor meant for outdoor agricultural 

environments. An assessment of varying degrees of freedom was conducted with economic 

and technical indexes in mind to discover the most optimized mechanism. The control 

algorithm of the system was created with considerations of kinematic and dynamic aspects 

under real-world conditions. A unique harvesting methodology was constructed based on 

the most optimal harvesting conditions. A controlling unit was developed using a PLC 

system. Experimental performance metrics such as accuracy, payload per weight, and 

repeatability of the system were gathered. The payload per weight, overall average accuracy, 

and overall average repeatability of the robot were found to be 0.21, 1.85 mm, and ±0.51 

mm, respectively. The results demonstrated that the developed system had a front access, 

harvesting length, and workspace volume of 2.024 m, 1.36 m, and 8.27 m3, respectively. 

One major advantage of the proposed robotic arm was its potential for use across various 

industries with minimal modifications [24]. 

The creation and assessment of an articulated robotic arm intended for possible usage in 

material handling tasks is the focus of this previous article. The design and simulation of this 

articulated robotic arm, equipped with a material handling gripper, is facilitated through the 

application of SOLIDWORKS® software. The incorporation of analytical methodologies 

like finite element analysis during the modelling process is found to be advantageous, 

offering vital data early in the design phase. It's through this analysis that the strong and 

possibly vulnerable elements of the design are identified. The execution of finite element 

analysis using ANSYS® software workbench enables the exploration of the robotic arm 

model under a diverse range of material choices and loading conditions. The conclusions 

derived from the analysis are examined to determine the optimal material, while concurrently 

verifying the viability of the articulated robotic arm [25]. 

A previous paper involves an examination conducted on robotic singularity points, which 

are defined as points within the working envelope where the robot loses its capability to 

move in certain directions, causing it to autonomously select and follow an alternate path. 

Consequently, adjustments to the robot base or target frame are necessitated, or the points or 
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path for the robot require re-input. The identification of these robot singularity points was 

facilitated through inverse kinematics, employing the Robotics-Toolbox plug-in for 

MATLAB in the process. Additionally, the Jacobian Matrix method was also applied as a 

means of checking for singularity  [26]. 

Other previous research focused on the impact of extended reach length and payload on the 

projected torque in industrial robots, necessitating the choice of powerful motors, especially 

on the second axis. The need for less flexible materials escalated as the desired positioning 

precision became crucial, which correlated to arm rigidity. Under operational conditions, it 

was observed that 70% of the motor's energy was consumed for redundant weight. The study 

entailed the analysis of five different robotic arms from various brands, scrutinizing the 

distribution of the arm's payload in terms of region and quantity. Several alternative designs 

were considered, their geometry and materials altered, and then compared amongst 

themselves. This process aimed to minimize redundant weight without affecting the share 

amount, all the while maintaining the same positioning precision. The findings of this 

research suggested a reduction of inert payloads by 10% [27]. 

A previous paper focused on the prevalent use of the 5-DOF (Five degrees of freedom) 

palletizing robot in India, which was becoming increasingly influential in the manufacturing 

and automation industry. Critical selection parameters for the five degrees of freedom robot 

arm for welding applications, including Reach, strength, stiffness, and robot weight, were 

identified. These factors were largely dependent on the structural optimization design of the 

intended robot. Hence, studying the structural optimization design through conventional 

finite element analysis (FEA) using ANSYS was deemed significant. A structural 

optimization design framework was proposed in the paper. Welding robots were taken as the 

research object, their structure was described, and a finite element (FE) model of the robot 

was developed for finite element analysis. It was demonstrated through the results that the 

structural optimization design could reduce the overall mass of the robot manipulator by 

utilizing finite element analysis [28]. 

In a previous master thesis, a methodology is suggested to select the tool axis for robotic 

milling that follows a pre-established 5-axis milling tool path. This methodology aims to 

diminish or eradicate excessive axis rotations, considering the kinematics of the robot. This 

suggested method is illustrated through simulations, with the advantages being deliberated. 
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Furthermore, the influence of the workpiece's placement in robotic milling is probed, with 

the robot's kinematics being factored in. The criterion for this investigation is the movement 

of the robot's axes, with the goal to reduce the total movement of all axes or the chosen axis 

that incurs the most accuracy errors. On a representative milling tool path, kinematic 

simulations are conducted, and the results analysed [29]. 

In a preceding study, the acceleration of a robotic arm was modelled, with the reaction torque 

of the robot structure serving as the input parameter. A second order transfer function, 

comprising one zero and two poles, was the structure of this model, aiming for enhanced 

predictability of the robotic arm's dynamics. Parameters of the model were estimated using 

the socio-inspired Cohort Intelligence (CI) algorithm. A comparison was also made with 

estimates achieved by the nature-inspired Genetic Algorithm (GA). Results indicated similar 

system dynamics FIT from both CI and GA; 74.78% and 74.27% respectively. Nevertheless, 

a higher count of average functions was observed in GA (5480) compared to CI (2379), 

leading to a significantly shorter computation time for the optimal cost function in CI (10.65 

seconds) as compared to GA (45.77 seconds). Consequently, when identical fitting 

predictive models are involved, CI converges towards the optimum model parameters much 

quicker than GA. This suggests the superior performance of the socio-inspired CI 

metahueristic for the rapid predictive modelling of complex robotic systems in an industrial 

context [30]. 

In previous work, an analysis was conducted on the topology optimization of rigid robotic 

links under dynamic loading conditions. Conventionally, these topologies are generated 

based on worst-case or static scenarios. However, the produced topology won't necessarily 

be optimal for other angular positions (dynamic conditions), given its dependency on load 

direction rather than load magnitude. In response, a method has been put forth that draws 

similarities with an equivalent static load technique. The goal of this method is to create a 

single topology that performs adequately across all angular positions. The process involves 

superimposing individual optimal topologies corresponding to various angular positions, 

then normalizing and re-penalizing to reach the desired volume fraction. Subsequently, 

image processing techniques are employed to conduct morphological variations, aiming to 

reduce stress values and geometric complexities. The topology synthesized via this method 

demonstrates a deflection and stress value reduction of 10–25% compared to any single 

optimal topology. This methodology is exemplified on two rigid links of a custom-built 3-
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degree-of-freedom industrial manipulator test rig, controlled by three AC-servo motors, 

programmable logic controller, and human-machine interface using Motion perfect 

software. Validation of simulated results occurs via experimental processes, and a 30% 

reduction in link volume leads to a joint torque decrease of 24.9%, along with improved 

deflection and stress values [31]. 

In previous research, the presentation of two multi-body dynamics models of articulated 

industrial robots, suitable for machining applications, was conducted. The identification of 

link and rotor inertias, in conjunction with joint stiffness and damping parameters of the 

models, was achieved by employing a blend of multiple-input multiple-output identification 

approach, the computer-aided design model of the robot, and experimental modal analysis. 

An experimental study was performed to scrutinize the proficiency of the developed models 

in forecasting the posture-dependent dynamics of a KUKA KR90 R3100 robotic arm [32]. 

An exploration of the stability limitations of force feedback control on a robot arm for 

applications in remote supervisory control was conducted in a previous master thesis. The 

usefulness of supervisory control in scenarios where significant delays hamper the 

communication between a human operator and a robot, thereby making direct teleoperation 

impractical, was elucidated. A foundation for stable compliant behaviours, determined using 

virtual attractors, was established, paving the way for the development of algorithms for 

complex tasks. The impact of both linear and nonlinear internal dynamics of a robot arm on 

the effectiveness of active compliance was investigated. Moreover, the effectiveness of force 

feedback in mitigating the unwanted effects of nonlinear friction in the robot was 

demonstrated. The implementation of force feedback control on an ABB IRB 120 robot 

served as the method for achieving experimental validation of the results [33]. 

The approach of topology optimization was proposed in a prior study to procure a robot arm 

design that was optimal from both the structural and control perspectives. The finite element 

analysis (FEA) executed via ANSYS, the method of moving asymptotes (MMA) employed 

as the optimization algorithm, and the method of time-optimal control were unified to attain 

a design capable of achieving the shortest travel time. This suggested methodology 

emphasizes multiple comparisons between the proposed optimal topological designs and the 

initial designs of various sizes and materials of robot arms. It also contrasts the proposed 

optimal design with the one achieved via size optimization in the past, under identical 
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operational conditions. Hence, the relevance of the proposed technique is accentuated. It is 

revealed that there is a 44.8% reduction in travel time with the proposed method, a significant 

improvement over the 23.5% reduction achieved in previous work. Additionally, it is shown 

that the mass is approximately halved from its initial value, considering the effect of air 

damping as is typical in all terrestrial applications [34]. 

In a previous research paper, an assessment of the standard uncertainty for a KUKA KR5 

ARC robot, a 6 DOF robotic arm, was outlined, along with the experimental setup for a laser 

tracker used to measure the position of a reflector mirror attached to the robot's end-effector. 

The methodology for calculating the error for each joint using the inverse kinematic model 

was discussed in the study, which involved determining the real joint angle and comparing 

it to the nominal joint angle. To calculate the error in the robot's position, the Jacobian matrix 

was deployed. The uncertainty of each joint was calculated using the Jacobian matrix, which 

was also used to calculate the uncertainty in the robot. A design of four testing points was 

formulated to gauge the error and uncertainty values. The results indicated that the error and 

uncertainty of each test point fell within the average error and average uncertainty range 

specified in the robot's technical details. The position errors and uncertainties for all test 

points within the robot's operational space were determined using the proposed method and 

model. Consequently, the tolerance for position error for each target point must be less than 

the position errors and uncertainties estimated from the proposed model. The estimated 

uncertainties of the robot's linear position end effector were employed to compare and fine-

tune the robot's path based on the requirements [35]. 

The design and assembly of a four-degree-of-freedom humanoid robot arm for instructional 

purposes are detailed in this previous paper. The project's initiation phase included the 

development of six concept proposals to satisfy customer requirements. Subsequently, the 

concept to be further developed was chosen in line with the product's specifications. This 

selected concept underwent seven design modification stages to reach the final proposed 

design. Notably, successive simulation steps were executed to study the structure's dynamic 

response under load, monitor the stress condition of each component, and alter the 

dimensions of the connecting rod according to pre-set constraints and specifications. The 

analysis outcomes led to the creation of a structure adhering to the original design 

specification, while considering constraints related to the servo motor to be employed and 
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the maximum load to be managed. Lastly, the kinematic models of the straight arm and 

reverse arm of the developed product are provided [36]. 

The objective of one of previous research is to conceive a robustly structured robotic arm 

characterized by high natural frequencies and reduced mass. The identification of modal 

frequencies is achieved through Finite Element Analysis (FEA), while the optimization of 

process variables is performed using the Response Surface Method (RSM). The findings 

suggest a greater influence of the thickness of link 1 on the natural frequencies and the 

robotic arm's mass compared to the thickness of link 2. Further, it is suggested that for 

enhancing the structural stability of the robotic arm, link 2 could be designed with a lighter 

weight than link 1 [37]. 

In this previous study, the consideration was given to the most prevalent robot model – a 6-

axis manipulator with an open kinematic chain, selected on the basis of a market analysis for 

small and medium-sized manipulators. At each subsequent stage, further elements were 

incorporated into the manipulator structure, and a comparison of the results was performed. 

The culmination of this study suggests that escalating the model's complexity is warranted, 

albeit only to a certain extent. Further refinement noticeably extends the duration required 

for analysis completion, while its impact on the accuracy of the results is only marginal [38]. 

In prior study, the structural robustness of a robotic arm under dynamic loading was 

assessed, its weight was optimized, and the resultant optimized design was evaluated. Auto 

Desk Professional (AIP) was utilized for the dynamic simulation of the robotic arm, and the 

analysis under dynamic loads was conducted via Finite Element Analysis (FEA). The 

Response Surface Method (RSM) was employed in the optimization process. Graphs, 

descriptive statistics, and inferential statistics were used to interpret the data. It was observed 

in the findings that the maximum resultant moment on revolute joint 1 was over five times 

that on revolute joint 2. Safety factors of link 1 and link 2 were reduced by 50.17% and 

32.93% respectively as a result of optimization. It was shown that the thickness of link 1 had 

a more significant impact on the safety factor and mass than its cross-sectional area. A 

reduction of 36.69% was noted in the total mass of the robotic arm. The optimized robotic 

arm's first natural frequency was seen to be more than three times the maximum design 

frequency. The peak stress generated in the robotic arm remained considerably lower than 

the yield strength of Aluminium-6061. The conclusion drawn from the study highlighted the 
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crucial role of the high structural stability of the base and link 1 in improving the 

performance of the robotic arm. To acquire more accurate FEA results, it was suggested that 

boundary conditions be chosen in accordance with the actual working environment. The 

potential for using materials with a yield strength lower than that of Aluminium-6061 was 

also proposed [39]. 

Based on screw theory, a method for dynamic modelling of a 6-DOF robot's multibody 

system is put forth in this previous paper. The developed dynamic model possesses a more 

compact and coherent mathematical format, and the management of the robot is simplified 

by the modular matrix expression. To validate the appropriateness of the screw method for 

movements across a large angular spectrum, quaternions are utilized as general angular 

coordinates. The model thus built eradicates singularities and boosts computational 

efficiency. The fidelity and precision of the screw method are attested by a simulation 

instance, offering a theoretical foundation for the robot's precision control through the 

presented modelling theory and method [40]. 

In prior research, a method was proposed where an appropriate objective function was 

chosen to enhance one or more performance indices by optimizing the kinematic parameters 

of the robot arm. The end-effector of the robot arm was held in critical positions, while the 

redundancy resolution algorithm adjusted its joints, including the virtual joints due to the 

self-motion of a redundant robot. This led to the determination of the optimum values of the 

virtual joints, resulting in corresponding modifications in the robot arm's design. A distinct 

advantage of this method was the ability to visualize changes in the structure of the 

manipulator during the optimization process. In the referenced work, a passive robotic arm 

used in a surgical robot system served as a case study, with the task being the determination 

of the optimum base location and the length of the first link. The effectiveness of the 

proposed method was affirmed by the results [41]. 

The introduction of a multi-objective design mechanism aimed at minimizing both the 

upfront and operational costs of industrial robot arms is presented in this paper. The objective 

of the design problem involves having the material type and physical dimensions of the robot 

arm determined, with the capability of withstanding significant loads at high-risk areas 

through stress analysis. Furthermore, based on vibration analysis, the material architecture 

for the robot links is chosen to prevent robot failure near or at the resonance frequency. A 
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series of design equations, anchored in stress analysis, are developed, utilizing analytical 

methods, with the results being reinforced by finite element simulations in ANSYS. 

Decisions on the material type, cross-section area, factor of safety (FoS), and maximum 

deflection of the robot links relative to mass-loads are made. Vibration analysis is also 

carried out to enhance the robot arm's dynamic characteristics, with alterations in the mass 

and the material of the robot segment adjusting the excitation frequency to avoid operation 

at the natural frequency. Modal analysis is conducted using ANSYS to identify the 

fundamental frequencies and their modal shapes. Subsequently, a material selection 

mechanism based on finite element analysis is considered to establish a safe frequency 

operation range for the robot arm. A proposal is put forth for a hybrid robot arm structure 

combining Magnesium and Aluminium alloy, offering a greatly improved FoS and reducing 

both initial and operational costs. The impact of the reducers and motors on the stiffness and 

vibration of the robot arm, extending beyond the robot arm's body structure, is presented. 

Lastly, using a Genetic Algorithm, the motion of the robot arm is optimized, subject to a set 

of boundary conditions imposed by the desired mission. The influence of rotation angle 

value on power consumption is presented, with optimization of the coefficients of a 

developed angular displacement function being performed to ensure minimum power 

consumption during the robot missions [42]. 

A review of recent research focused on the stiffness modeling of industrial robots is 

presented in this paper. The research can primarily be divided into three categories: finite 

element analysis (FEA), matrix structure analysis (MSA), and virtual joint modelling (VJM). 

From three separate perspectives: algorithms, implementation, and limitations, each method 

is critically analyzed. Techniques that are widely used for measuring deformation are also 

described. Further, the discussion extends to potential avenues for future research [43]. 

In previous paper, the development of a model for a 5 DOF robotic arm, employed in the 

service industry, is presented, utilizing SolidWorks. The robotic arm's mathematical model 

is based on the Denavit-Hartemberg (DH) method, which is responsible for the 

determination of the robot joint angle vector. Both forward and inverse kinematic analysis 

are outlined in this process, leading to the identification of the end effector's position and 

orientation through joint angles that are relative to the coordinate system (CS). The ultimate 

goal is to control the robotic arm to reach a predetermined location in space. The creation of 

a simulation model of the robotic arm with the MATLAB Robotics Toolbox is documented, 
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which not only verifies the correctness of the forward and inverse kinematics but also aids 

in simplifying calculation and analysis [44]. 

In previous study, the presentation of a 1-DOF modular robotic hand, inspired by a human 

two-arm cooperative handling strategy for achieving versatile applications in robotic object 

grasping, is documented. The introduced modular robotic hand is characterized by being 1-

DOF, modular, symmetrically designed, and partially soft. Without the need for additional 

control, the soft finger can generate independent elastic deformation and passively adapt to 

the object surface. Utilizing bus control technology, the modular hand allows for 

simultaneous control of up to 254 modular hands, significantly enhancing the flexibility of 

robotic end-effector applications. The modularity of the robotic hand potentially enables 

multi-hand cooperative operation, a technology capable of eliminating object position error. 

On the basis of the modular hand, end-effectors with double-hand and quadruple-hand were 

created. To confirm its versatility and operational performance, a series of experimental tests 

were conducted. The operating stability was corroborated through kinematic modelling and 

numerical simulation [45]. 

In other previous study, the creation and regulation of a tendon-driven continuum robot (CR) 

segment, which features a modular structure of consecutive backbone discs, is unveiled. This 

innovative design allows for the adjustment of backbone length through addition or 

subtraction of discs, the augmentation of segment numbers owing to the hollow flexible 

central backbone, and the conveyance of supplemental equipment like a camera or holder to 

the end effector. The control of multi-section and multi-degree-of-freedom CRs presents a 

challenge due to the non-linear nature of their kinematics and dynamics. To address this 

difficulty, the formulation of a finite element method (FEM) based model is put forward. 

Within this framework, a nonlinear FEM formulation was employed to model significant 

displacements and contact issues in CRs regulated by a tendon-driven mechanism. An array 

of experiments was conducted to assess the accuracy and performance of the devised model. 

Using the data derived from the FEM model, a Feed-forward Artificial Neural Network 

(FNN) model was conceived. This FNN model predicts the end effector's X, Y, Z coordinates 

in the 3D plane based on the CR's tendon drive distance. The results confirmed the precision 

and dependability of the proposed nonlinear FEM formulation. Simultaneously, the FNN 

algorithm, devised with optimal parameters, showcased a high estimation accuracy 
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(R=0.9995 on average) for the end effector's X, Y, and Z position, dependent on the tendon 

drive quantity [46]. 
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3. METHODOLOGY

3.1 INTRODUCTION 

The precise movements of robotic arms, directed by advanced algorithms and efficient 

controllers, have revolutionized the manufacturing industry. Robotic research, with its 

diverse aspects, is central to modern manufacturing techniques. Central to this change is the 

methodology – a structured series of steps that guarantees the success of a research initiative. 

This research focuses on the domain of robotic welding, specifically examining the KR 6 

R900-2 robot. It's essential to recognize that the selection of this robot is based on specific 

criteria. This robot, equipped with cutting-edge features, offers numerous opportunities and 

challenges that this research seeks to explore. In the world of robotic applications, each robot 

has distinct attributes that can greatly affect the results. Thus, a comprehensive 

understanding of the KR 6 R900-2 robot forms the foundation of the experiments in this 

study. 

Yet, the efficiency of a robot is largely determined by the control system that directs it. This 

study examines two primary control systems: the PID and Adaptive controllers. Each 

controller, with its set of algorithms, provides a distinct method for directing the robot's 

actions. Assessing their performance, advantages, and potential limitations is a key 

component of this research. In the fast-paced setting of robotic welding, selecting, and 

applying the appropriate controller can significantly impact the outcomes. 

A crucial element of this research is the path the robot follows, especially the circular and 

square routes. While these paths might appear simple, they highlight the robot's precision 

and the effectiveness of the image processing methods used. Image processing, a field that 

focuses on analysing and modifying images, is vital to ensure the robot adheres to its 

designated path with high accuracy. The detailed procedure of designing, capturing, and 

processing these paths using advanced methods is thoroughly discussed in this chapter. 

In scholarly research, understanding the reasons behind choices is as important as the 

methods themselves. Every decision, from the robot type to the image processing method, 

is supported by solid logic. This chapter aims to clarify the reasoning behind each choice, 

offering a complete understanding. Every method and tool have been selected after careful 

evaluation, ensuring that the research is methodologically robust and forward-thinking. 
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In summary, this chapter offers a detailed insight into the research's methodological 

approach. It acts as a guide, leading readers through the complexities of robotic welding 

research, ensuring clarity at each step. By detailing every stage, from the initial 

understanding of the robot to the nuances of image processing and controller application, 

this chapter strives to exemplify academic thoroughness and methodological distinction. 

3.2 ROBOTICS OVERVIEW AND APPLICATIONS 

3.2.1 Introduction To Robotics 

Robotics, an interdisciplinary domain, has seen remarkable progress in recent decades. It 

draws its foundation from various fields such as cybernetics, mechanics, computer science, 

bioengineering, and electronics. Together, these areas have driven the evolution and 

prominence of robotics, positioning it as a key subject of interest and application in the 

modern era [47]. 

Figure 3.1: Basic Components of Robot System [48]. 

3.2.1.1 Origin and development 

The word "robot" gained popularity from Karel Čapek's play "Rossum’s Universal Robots" 

in 1920. While literature often depicts robots with human-like features, their real-world 

applications are much broader. Presently, robots are integral to many industries, executing 

repetitive and precise operations. With technological advancements, robots are now also 

venturing into less predictable environments [47]. 

3.2.1.2 Types of robots 

Robots are primarily categorized by their movement capabilities. Stationary robots are 

predominant in contemporary industrial settings, designed for specific tasks within fixed 



locations. However, with ongoing technological progress, the emergence of mobile robots is 

anticipated to cater to diverse applications [47]. 

Figure 3.2: Stationary Robot [49]. 

Figure 3.3: Mobil Robot [50]. 

3.2.2 Core Concepts In Robotics 

a. Kinematics: It addresses the movement of robots, excluding the forces inducing such

motion. It's about understanding the correlation between joint variables and operational 

space variables. The direct kinematics equation plays a pivotal role in defining a robot's 

operational range [47]. 

Figure 3.4: Adjusting a Robot's Limb Positions Through Forward or Inverse Kinematics [51]. 
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b. Dynamics: This pertains to the forces and moments that induce robot movement.

Formulations from both Lagrange and Newton-Euler are instrumental in understanding robot 

dynamics [47]. 

c. Trajectory Planning: This is about determining the path a robot should follow. It involves

the calculation of paths that guide a robot through specified points, applicable in both joint 

and operational spaces [47]. 

Figure 3.5: Trajectory Planning by Robot [52]. 

d. Actuators and Sensors: Robots possess actuators for movement and sensors for feedback.

Common actuation mechanisms include electric and hydraulic systems, while a range of 

sensors enable robots to perceive and respond to their surroundings [47]. 

e. Control Systems: The architecture of a robot's control system is essential. It encompasses

the software, hardware, and control techniques ensuring efficient robot operations [47]. 

Figure 3.6: Overview of a Robotic Exoskeleton's Framework [53]. 

3.2.3 Advanced Robotics 

a. Force Control: This relates to managing a robot's interaction with external objects.

Approaches include mechanical compliance, impedance, and combined force/motion control 

methods [47]. 
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b. Visual Control: Robots with camera systems utilize visual information for interaction.

This involves determining camera positioning, using dual-camera systems for depth 

perception, and applying various visual-based control methods [47]. 

c. Mobile Robots: These robots are built for movement across spaces. Their design considers

both movement and the forces involved. Challenges for mobile robots encompass path 

following and system configuration [47]. 

d. Motion Planning: This is about determining a robot's path, especially in obstacle-rich

environments. Methods encompass path retraction, area breakdown, chance-based 

techniques, and the use of virtual forces [47]. 

3.2.4 Applications Of Robotics 

3.2.4.1 Manufacturing 

a. Adaptability in Manufacturing: Collaborative robots, often referred to as cobots, are

recognized for their ability to adapt to diverse manufacturing tasks. Their lightweight and 

flexible design makes them ideal for various functions, notably in the automotive sector 

where they assist in welding, painting, assembly, and material transportation [54]. 

Figure 3.7: Automated Painting Executed by Stationary Robot [55]. 

b. Enhanced Production Techniques: In the realm of manufacturing, robots play a pivotal

role in processing tasks such as spot welding, continuous arc welding, and painting. By 

managing these operations, they elevate both the efficiency and quality of the final product. 

For instance, in the US, the spot welding of automobile bodies stands out as a primary 

application of robots in factories [56].  
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Figure 3.8: Spot Welding by Robotic Arm [57]. 

c. Broad Applications in Manufacturing: Robots, due to their versatility, find applications

across manufacturing units and assembly lines. They assist in operations like welding, 

painting, and cutting, and even quality inspections. Furthermore, they often collaborate with 

human workers, safeguarding them from repetitive, strenuous, or potentially hazardous 

tasks, which might include lifting or transporting heavy items [58]. 

Figure 3.9: Robots on Production Line [59]. 

3.2.4.2 Medicine 

a. Precision in Surgical Procedures: Robotic systems have become integral to minimally

invasive surgeries, which are conducted through tiny incisions. These robotic arms, equipped 

with specialized surgical tools and a high-definition camera, provide surgeons with enhanced 
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visualization and maneuverability during operations. Such procedures typically result in 

reduced discomfort, faster healing, and minimized post-operative complications [60]. 

b. Robotic-Assisted Spine Surgeries: Several healthcare institutions have adopted robotic

systems specifically for spine surgeries. These robotic navigation tools guide orthopedic and 

neurosurgeons, enabling them to conduct intricate spinal procedures with enhanced 

precision. With robotic support, surgeons can undertake minimally invasive spine 

operations, leading to reduced discomfort and expedited patient recovery [61]. 

c. Trends in Surgical Robotics: The market trends surrounding robotic surgical systems

underscore their increasing importance in healthcare. Numerous enterprises are exploring 

the surgical robotics domain, signaling a bright future for robotic applications in medical 

procedures [62]. 

Figure 3.10: Robotic Assistance in the Operating Room [63]. 

3.3 CONTROL SYSTEMS IN ROBOTICS 

3.3.1 Introduction To Control Systems 

Control systems engineering encompasses the study, design, and application of systems to 

achieve specific outcomes. These systems function on a feedback principle, where the 

system's performance is continually assessed against a set standard, and necessary 

modifications are made to align the system's output with that standard [64]. 

3.3.1.1 Overview of control systems and their role in diverse applications 

Control systems are foundational to numerous technological innovations and contemporary 

applications. Their primary function is to oversee, guide, and adjust the operations of various 

devices or systems. The core principle of control engineering hinges on feedback, which 
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gauges the system's performance and modifies its input to achieve the desired results. Such 

systems are ubiquitous, ranging from everyday household items like thermostats to 

sophisticated systems like missile guidance mechanisms [64]. 

The progression of control systems is intrinsically linked to advancements in sensing 

devices, action-taking components, and computational power. With the rise of compact and 

potent computer systems, particularly embedded systems, the scope and complexity of 

control systems have broadened. The modern sensors, which capture specific external data, 

and actuators, which enact changes based on the system's decisions, have evolved 

considerably, enabling more refined control strategies [64]. 

3.3.1.2 Significance of control systems in robotic applications 

In the realm of robotics, control systems are indispensable. Robots, be it industrial 

machinery, self-operating vehicles, or human-like robots, are heavily reliant on control 

systems for precise and efficient operations. For instance, humanoid robots like Honda 

ASIMO necessitate exact control to execute functions like walking or navigating stairs [64]. 

In the context of robotics, control systems guarantee that robotic actions are accurate, can 

adapt to varying scenarios, and are carried out efficiently. A case in point is robotic welding, 

where the robot needs to position its arm accurately. Any misalignment can compromise the 

product's quality. Control systems perpetually assess the robot's positioning and make 

corrections as needed [64]. 

Moreover, with robots now operating in more unpredictable settings, the flexibility offered 

by advanced control systems is paramount. These systems equip robots to adapt to 

unforeseen environmental changes, ensuring their operations remain safe and effective [64]. 

The application of control systems in robotics also spans to more specialized areas. For 

example, in healthcare, robots with integrated control systems can execute surgical 

procedures with a precision that might be challenging for human surgeons. These systems, 

equipped with sensors, can make real-time micro-adjustments, ensuring optimal surgical 

outcomes [64]. 

3.3.2 Fundamentals Of Control Systems 

Control systems engineering encompasses the study, design, and application of systems to 

achieve desired outcomes. These systems are designed with a focus on feedback processes. 
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By leveraging feedback, the system's performance is consistently evaluated against a set 

target, and modifications are made to ensure alignment with the desired results [65]. 

3.3.2.1 Basic concepts and principles underlying control systems 

Control systems are central to many modern technological solutions and applications. Their 

main role is to oversee, guide, or adjust the operations of other devices or systems. Feedback 

processes are central to control engineering. This process involves assessing the system's 

current output, contrasting it with the target output, and modifying the system's inputs to 

bridge any gaps. This iterative process of assessment and modification ensures the system 

functions as planned, even when faced with unforeseen challenges or changes [65]. 

The progression and efficiency of control systems are closely tied to developments in 

sensors, actuators, and computational power. Today's sensors can accurately detect a diverse 

range of external signals. In contrast, actuators, guided by the control system, interact with 

the environment in detailed ways. The availability of powerful yet compact computing 

resources has broadened the range and intricacy of control system applications [65]. 

3.3.2.2 How control systems interface with sensors and actuators to drive robotic 

behaviour 

Within the field of robotics, control systems are essential. Whether it's industrial machinery, 

self-driving vehicles, or humanoid robots, they all heavily depend on control systems for 

precise and efficient task execution. The relationship between control systems, sensors, and 

actuators in a robot is a synchronized coordination. Sensors persistently collect data about 

the robot's surroundings and its status. This information is then interpreted by the control 

system, which formulates the suitable actions for the robot. Following this, actuators 

implement these actions, either affecting the environment or altering the robot's state [65]. 

Take, for example, an industrial robot assigned with the task of item placement. The robot's 

sensors could identify the item's position and orientation. The control system then evaluates 

this information, formulates the optimal approach to handle the item, and instructs the robot's 

actuators to perform the task [65]. 
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3.3.2.3 The relationship between the control system and the robot's kinematics and 

dynamics 

Kinematics and dynamics are core components of robotic systems. While kinematics focuses 

on the robot's movement without factoring in the forces instigating the motion, dynamics 

concentrates on the forces and torques causing the robot's movement [65]. 

Control systems are instrumental in ensuring that a robot's actions, influenced by its 

kinematics and dynamics, are in line with the set objectives. For a robot to transition from 

one spot to another, its control system needs to be aware of its present location (kinematics) 

and the forces needed to reach the next location (dynamics). By consistently evaluating and 

adjusting based on sensor feedback, the control system guarantees the robot's actions are 

fluid, precise, and effective, even when faced with external challenges or environmental 

changes [65]. 

3.3.3 Types of Control Systems 

3.3.3.1 Open loop control systems 

Open-loop control systems operate based on predetermined instructions, without taking the 

actual output into account. A classic example is a washing machine that runs its cycles based 

on set time intervals, without assessing the cleanliness of the clothes. In these systems, there's 

no mechanism to compare the output with the intended result. The system's performance is 

largely contingent on its initial setup and calibration. While disturbances or calibration shifts 

can introduce inaccuracies, open-loop systems come with several benefits [66]: 

a. They boast straightforward design and are relatively easy to maintain.

b. Typically, they are more cost-effective than closed-loop systems.

c. Stability issues are generally minimal.

d. They are particularly useful in situations where precise output measurement is

impractical or expensive.

However, they also come with challenges [66]: 

a. They can be prone to inaccuracies due to external disturbances or shifts in calibration.

b. Their inability to adjust to environmental or internal system changes can be a limitation.
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Figure 3.11: Open Loop Control System Blocks [67]. 

3.3.3.2 Closed loop (feedback) control systems 

Contrastingly, closed-loop control systems, commonly known as feedback control systems, 

function based on continuous feedback. The system consistently measures its output and 

compares it with the intended result. Any discrepancy, termed as the error signal, is relayed 

back to the controller for adjustments. This continuous monitoring and adjustment 

mechanism make closed-loop systems more adaptive and precise, ensuring the output 

remains close to the desired value even in the face of external disturbances or internal 

variations. However, they come with their own set of challenges, such as potential stability 

issues due to overcompensation, which might lead to system fluctuations [66]. 

Figure 3.12: Closed Loop Control Systems Block [68]. 

There are several examples of closed loop control system: 

a. Proportional-Integral-Derivative (PID) Controller: The PID Controller, standing for

Proportional-Integral-Derivative, is a prevalent feedback mechanism in industrial systems 

and various other applications that demand consistent modulated control. Its primary 

function is to modify the output of a process to align with a desired target. This alignment is 

achieved by comparing the target value, or setpoint (SP), with a measured process variable 

(PV). The controller's output, represented as u(t), is determined by combining the 

Proportional, Integral, and Derivative components [69]. The constants 𝐾𝑃, 𝐾𝐼, and 𝐾𝐷 are 

adjustable parameters that help optimize the controller's performance [69]. 
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Equations and Parameters: 

Error Calculation: 

 𝑒(𝑡)  =  𝑆𝑃 −  𝑃𝑉 (3.1) 

Output Determination: 

𝑢(𝑡) =  𝐾𝑃 ×  𝑒(𝑡) +  𝐾𝐼 × ∫ 𝑒(𝑡)𝑑𝑡 + 𝐾𝐷  ×
𝑑𝑒(𝑡)

𝑑𝑡
(3.2) 

Proportional Component (P): 

 P =  𝐾𝑃  ×  𝑒(𝑡) (3.3) 

Integral Component (I): 

 I =  𝐾𝐼 × ∫ 𝑒(𝑡)𝑑𝑡 (3.4) 

Derivative Component (D): 

 D =  𝐾𝐷 ×
𝑑𝑒(𝑡)

𝑑𝑡

(3.5) 

Dependent Formulation of the PID Equation: 

 𝐾𝑃  =  𝐾𝑐  

𝐾𝐼 =
𝜏𝐼

𝐾𝑐

(3.6) 

 𝐾𝐷  =  𝐾𝑐   ×  𝜏_𝐷 (3.7) 

𝑢(𝑡) =  𝑢𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 +  𝐾𝑐  ×  𝑒(𝑡) +
𝜏𝐼

𝐾𝑐
 ×  ∫ 𝑒(𝑡)𝑑𝑡 −  𝐾𝑐 × 𝜏𝐷  ×

𝑑(𝑃𝑉)

𝑑𝑡

(3.8) 

In the provided equations [69]: 

𝐾𝑐: represents the controller's gain. 

𝜏𝐼 : denotes the integral reset time. 

𝜏𝐷 : signifies the derivative time constant. 

𝑢𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 is a constant, typically initialized to the value of u(t) when transitioning the controller 

from manual to automatic mode. This ensures a seamless transition if there's no error when 

activating the controller. 
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Figure 3.13: PID Control Blocks [53]. 

b. Adaptive Controllers: Adaptive control is a specialized type of control system that can

adjust to changes on two distinct time scales, each evolving at different speeds. While many 

control systems maintain consistent regulation despite variations in system parameters, 

adaptive control is unique. It adjusts in an open loop, making the system non-linear when 

combined with certain parameter adjustment rules, like those in PID controllers. One of the 

standout features of adaptive control is its self-regulation. It can automatically adjust control 

parameters by identifying shifts in process performance. This is essential for adapting to 

changing conditions and optimizing the system's response. In essence, adaptive control 

allows for real-time modification of control parameters, ensuring consistent monitoring even 

if the system's parameters are unknown or change over time. This control method operates 

on two processes: a fast time process (the feedback loop) and a slow time process (control 

parameter variation). This dual-process approach sets adaptive control apart from traditional 

controllers designed for linear, unchanging systems. While these conventional controllers 

might struggle with deviations, adaptive control can modify its parameters to maintain 

optimal control, making it especially valuable in non-linear scenarios. Inside an adaptive 

control system, there's typically a small computer that adjusts the controller's actions when 

it detects an error. This adaptability is where the term "adaptive control" originates. It 

signifies the system's ability to adjust to changes over time. Various techniques fall under 

the umbrella of adaptive control, and they can be categorized into two main groups. These 

techniques are vital in situations where dynamic adjustments to changing or uncertain 

parameters are essential for maintaining control and optimizing system performance [70]. 

Adaptive Control Equations [71]. 
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Control Law with Constant Coefficients: 

 𝑢(𝑡)  =  𝜙𝑇(𝑡)𝜃 (3.9) 

Where: 

u(t) is the control command. 

ϕ(t) is a vector of filtered signals. 

θ is a vector of controller parameters. 

Estimation Error: 

 𝜃 ̃(𝑡)  =  𝜃 −  𝜃̂(𝑡) (3.10) 

Where: 

𝜃 ̃(𝑡) is the estimation error.

𝜃 is the actual value of the controller parameters. 

 𝜃̂(𝑡) is the estimate of the controller parameters at time t.

Tracking Error: 

 𝑒(𝑡)  =  𝑦𝑚(𝑡)  −  𝑦(𝑡) (3.11) 

Where: 

e(t) is the tracking error. 

ym(t) is the output of the model. 

y(t) is the output of the plant. 

Controller Parameters Update 

  𝜃̂(𝑡) = 𝛾𝜙(𝑡)𝑒(𝑡) (3.12) 

Where: 

γ is a positive number and is called the adaptation gain. 

Augmentation Signal 

𝑒𝑎(𝑡)  =  𝑒(𝑡)  +  𝛼𝜃̃ 𝑇(𝑡)𝜙(𝑡) (3.13) 

Where: 

ea(t)  is the augmented error. 

α is the augmentation error gain. 
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Figure 3.14: Adaptive Control System Block Diagram [72]. 

c. Feedforward Controllers: Feedforward control is a proactive approach used in conjunction

with feedback control to manage and mitigate disturbances that feedback alone can't handle 

effectively. This method is not typically used by itself but rather as an enhancement to 

feedback control, significantly improving the system's ability to maintain stability and 

performance in the face of certain types of disturbances. For feedforward control to be 

effective, two main criteria must be met [73]: 

The disturbance must be identifiable and have a significant impact on the system despite the 

best efforts of the feedback control to regulate it. 

The disturbance must be measurable, which may require additional sensors or instruments. 

The ideal feedforward controller is designed based on a specific mathematical relationship. 

It is defined as the negative ratio of the disturbance transfer function to the process transfer 

function, expressed by the equation [73]: 

 𝐺 𝑓𝑓 =  − 
𝐺 𝑑
𝐺 𝑝

(3.14) 

In this context, the process and disturbance models are described by the following equations 

[73]: 

For the process model: 

𝜏𝑝 𝑑𝑦1(𝑡)

𝑑𝑡
 =  −𝑦1(𝑡)  +  𝐾 𝑝𝑢(𝑡 −  𝜃𝑝) (3.15) 

And for the disturbance model: 
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𝜏𝑑𝑑𝑦2(𝑡)

𝑑𝑡
 =  −𝑦2(𝑡)  +  𝐾 𝑑𝑢(𝑡 −  𝜃𝑑) (3.16) 

These models assume that the process and disturbance are linear in their deviation variable 

form and can be combined if they share the same time constant τp  = τd .The combined model 

then relates the system's output y(t) to the input u(t) with five parameters [73]: 

K p: Process gain 

K d: Disturbance gain 

τ = τp =  τd : Common Time Constant  

 θp: Process dead time 

 θd: Disturbance dead time 

In practical applications, especially in chemical processes, the feedforward control gain is 

often set as a ratio of the disturbance gain to the process gain. This ratio is an effective 

approximation of G ff when the disturbance and the control output have similar dynamics, 

denoted by [73]: 

 𝐾 𝑓𝑓  =  −  −  
𝐾 𝑑
𝐾 𝑝

(3.17) 

Integration with PID Control Scheme 

To integrate feedforward control into a PID control scheme, an additional term is included 

to account for the measured disturbance [73]: 

𝑢(𝑡) =  𝑢𝑏𝑖𝑎𝑠 +  𝐾𝑐  ×  𝑒(𝑡) +
𝜏𝐼 

𝐾𝑐
 ×  ∫ 𝑒(𝑡)𝑑𝑡 −  𝐾𝑐 × 𝜏𝐷  ×

𝑑(𝑃𝑉)

𝑑𝑡
+ 𝐾 𝑓𝑓𝑑 (3.18)

Figure 3.15: Feedforward Control System Bocks [73]. 

d. Neural Network Controllers: Neural Network Control Systems (NNCS) embody a fusion

of control theory and neural network theory aimed at modeling and controlling dynamic 

systems. Through the lens of control systems, the core objective is to maintain a system's 

output in a desired state amidst internal or external disturbances. On the other hand, neural 

networks, characterized by their learning and approximation capabilities, serve as powerful 

tools to model complex, non-linear systems. When these two domains converge, the result 
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is a Neural Network Control System that leverages the learning capability of neural networks 

to model and subsequently control dynamic systems, often with a level of efficacy and 

flexibility surpassing traditional control systems. In a Neural Network Control System, the 

process typically unfolds in two stages: System Identification and Control Design. During 

the System Identification stage, a neural network model of the system (or plant) to be 

controlled is developed. This model serves as a mathematical representation of the system, 

capturing its dynamics and behavior. Following this, the Control Design stage commences, 

wherein the previously developed neural network model is utilized to design or train the 

controller. This training process fine-tunes the controller to ensure it can effectively regulate 

the system's output to the desired state. Different architectures under the umbrella of Neural 

Network Control Systems have been explored, among which Model Predictive Control, 

NARMA-L2 (or Feedback Linearization) Control, and Model Reference Control are notable. 

In Model Predictive Control, the plant model is used to forecast the system's future behavior, 

with an optimization algorithm aiding in selecting the control input to optimize future 

performance. NARMA-L2 Control, on the other hand, requires minimal computation, where 

the controller is a simple rearrangement of the plant model. Lastly, Model Reference Control 

entails training a separate neural network controller to ensure the plant follows a specified 

reference model, with the neural network plant model assisting in controller training. Each 

of these architectures brings to the table its unique strengths, methodologies, and 

computational requirements, thus providing a rich set of options to tackle a diverse array of 

control challenges encountered in real-world dynamic systems. The essence of Neural 

Network Control Systems lies in their capacity to meld the robustness and structured 

approach of control theory with the learning and approximation prowess of neural networks, 

thereby opening avenues for more effective and adaptable control solutions in an 

increasingly complex and dynamic world [74]. 

Figure 3.16:  Block Diagram of Neural Network Control [75] . 
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3.3.3.3 Hybrid control systems 

Merging the characteristics of both open and closed-loop systems, hybrid control systems 

aim to optimize the benefits of each while mitigating their respective drawbacks. In 

situations where input parameters are predetermined and external disturbances are absent, 

the system might lean more towards open-loop control. Conversely, in the presence of 

unforeseen disturbances, the system can switch to the adaptive nature of closed-loop control. 

This integrated approach allows hybrid systems to provide a versatile and efficient control 

solution, making them suitable for a diverse array of applications [66]. 

Figure 3.17: Hybrid Control System Blocks [76]. 

3.3.4 Importance And Challenges 

3.3.4.1 Critical role of control systems 

Control systems serve as the central nervous system for robots, directing the intricate 

movements and operations of robotic components. They ensure that robots perform their 

tasks with precision, even when faced with unexpected deviations. This level of control is 

vital for the robot's efficiency, dependability, and safety across diverse applications [77]. 

3.3.4.2 Potential challenges and limitations 

While control systems are indispensable for robotic operations, they are not without their 

challenges. The intricate dynamics and unique characteristics of robotic systems can make 

their control particularly demanding. Designing a control system that can consistently 
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deliver precise motion and force, especially in unpredictable situations, is a complex 

endeavor [78]. 

3.3.4.3 Future trajectory of control systems 

The technological landscape is rapidly evolving, with artificial intelligence (AI) leading the 

charge. This evolution has ushered in innovative approaches to controlling industrial robots. 

Robots powered by AI are gaining prominence due to their ability to navigate complex 

operations with greater flexibility. The fusion of AI with control methodologies is setting 

the stage for the next generation of robots. These robots will not only be more adept but will 

also be equipped to autonomously tackle a broader range of tasks in diverse settings [78]. 

3.4 IMAGE PROCESSING IN ROBOTICS 

Image processing is a key component in the field of industrial automation and robotics, 

acting as the critical sensory interface that enables machines to perceive and interpret their 

environment. This process initiates with the acquisition of visual data through advanced 

camera systems, followed by the application of a suite of sophisticated techniques to 

transform these visuals into actionable insights. The utility of image processing is 

exemplified in a range of applications, from the precise identification of automobile wheel 

rims to the meticulous measurement of crankshaft dimensions, the calibration of vehicle 

wheel alignment, and the facilitation of robot navigation using stereo visual odometry. These 

varied applications not only illustrate the versatility of image processing techniques but also 

spur innovation in robotic and automated solutions. The fundamental aspects of image 

processing encompass detailed camera models, sensitive image sensors, and comprehensive 

color models, which are crucial for the initial stages of image capture and subsequent 

processing. A variety of advanced techniques are utilized to enhance these images, including 

the correction of lens distortions to ensure geometric precision, the application of histogram 

equalization to improve image contrast, and the implementation of morphological operations 

such as erosion and dilation for the analysis and interpretation of visual data. Edge and shape 

detection methods are integral for deconstructing complex images into simpler forms for 

more effective analysis and comparison. In robotics, image processing is essential for 

executing precise, non-contact measurements, facilitating autonomous navigation, and 

verifying the integrity of industrial processes. These techniques are deeply entrenched in the 

disciplines of physics, computer science, electrical engineering, and mechanical 
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engineering, underscoring their essential nature. The innovative applications showcased 

reveal the extensive possibilities for image processing within the robotics domain. The 

document provides a thorough exploration of image processing techniques, addressing the 

reasons for their utilization, the details of system setup and calibration, the mathematical 

underpinnings, and the empirical outcomes from their application. This detailed approach 

not only demonstrates the practical application of image processing in contemporary systems 

but also offers a strategic framework for its deployment in solving complex problems in 

robotics and instrumentation. To sum up, the discussion on image processing in robotics 

presents a harmonious blend of theoretical knowledge and practical examples, highlighting 

the indispensable role this technology plays in advancing the capabilities of industrial 

automation and robotic systems [79]. 

3.5 IMAGE PROCESSING USING KUKA KR 6 R900-2 ROBOT 

In this research, the welding process will be conducted using the KUKA KR 6 R900-2 

robotic arm, which is highly regarded in welding tasks for its exceptional precision and 

adaptability. It achieves a repeatability accuracy between 0.02 mm and 0.03 mm, which is 

essential for the high-quality execution of welding operations, ensuring the welds are strong 

and dependable. The six-axis design of the robot provides the versatility needed to weld in 

difficult-to-reach spots and at various angles, which is beneficial for a wide array of welding 

jobs. This robotic arm is frequently used in different welding processes, such as arc welding 

and spot welding, demonstrating its effectiveness and proficiency in these applications [80], 

[81]. 

Figure 3.18: KUKA KR 6 R900-2 Model [82]. 
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The table below illustrates the complete data for the used robot 

Table 3.1: Technical Data of KUKA Robot KR 6 R900-2 [83].  

In this thesis, two welding paths were used to test the precision and efficiency of the KUKA 

KR 6 R900-2 robotic arm with different shapes. The first path, a circle with an 8-centimeter 

diameter, was selected to test the arm's ability to keep a consistent weld on curved surfaces. 

This is often needed for industrial tasks like welding pipes or making circular connections 

on tubes. The second path was a square, with each side measuring 10 centimeters. Although 

it looks simply, the square path was challenging because of its sharp corners and straight 

lines. This path was intended to test how the robotic arm would handle precise angles and 

straight welds, which are tasks similar to building frames or assembling box-shaped 

structures. These paths were chosen to reflect the kinds of welding jobs the robotic arm might 

do, giving a complete evaluation of its control system for different welding tasks. 

For the robotic welding paths, two control systems will be analyzed: the Proportional-

Integral-Derivative (PID) controller and the Adaptive controller. Each path, circular and 

square, will be studied under the regulation of these controllers to conduct comparative 

analyses. The goal is to determine which controller achieves superior precision and 

consistency in the welding process. Insights from the code simulations will be utilized to 

assess the performance metrics such as response time, overshoot, settling time, and mean 

squared error for both controllers. 

Specification Value 

Maximum Reach 901 

Maximum Payload 6.7 

Pose Repeatability (ISO 9283) 0.02 

Number of Axes 6 

Mounting Position Floor; Ceiling; Wall; Desired angle 

Footprint 208 mm x 208 mm 

Weight Approximately 55 kg 
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3.5.1 Circular Path Welding 

In this research, a cylindrical object with an 8 cm diameter was represented by a circular 

trajectory to be welded onto a base plate, featuring a weld bead of 1 mm thickness. The 

design of the cylinder and base was carried out meticulously using SOLIDWORKS software, 

where the welding path was marked distinctly in red, also with a 1 mm thickness, and the 

fillet feature was used to simulate the actual welding line. This modeling allowed for the 

creation of a two-dimensional image of the object, which was then saved for further reading 

and processing in MATLAB. The conversion of this 3D model into a 2D image was crucial, 

as it permitted the use of image processing techniques in MATLAB to ensure the welding 

followed the correct path. 

Figure 3.19: Case 1 - Model of Cylinder Welding on Base. 

Figure 3.20: Cylinder Diameter Which is Represent the Welding Path Diameter. 



During the design stage, the welding paths were clearly marked in red on the 3D models of 

both the cylinder and the square base using SOLIDWORKS. This was done to make it easier 

to process the images later in MATLAB. The red color made the welding paths stand out 

clearly against the base objects, which helped in accurately detecting and outlining them in 

the image analysis. After turning the 3D models into 2D images with the red welding paths, 

the image processing software in MATLAB could then precisely track the correct paths for 

the welding, making sure that the robotic arm carried out the welding tasks accurately. 

Figure 3.21: 2D Image Shows the Welding Around Cylinder. 

3.5.2 Square Path Welding 

In a similar manner, the square path was designed with precision in SOLIDWORKS. A 

square, each of its sides measuring 10 cm, was prepared to be welded onto a base surface, 

with a 1 mm thick weld seam along its edges. The path for welding on the square was 

highlighted in red using a 1 mm fillet feature for visual guidance during the welding process. 

After the design phase, a two-dimensional image of the square with the indicated weld seam 

was generated and saved. This image was pivotal for the subsequent image processing in 

MATLAB, ensuring that the welding operation conformed to the set linear and angular paths, 

which is essential for the desired weld quality and accuracy. 
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Figure 3.22: Case 2 - Model of Square Welding on Base. 

Figure 3.23: Dimensions of Square Welding Path. 

Figure 3.24: 2D Image Shows the Welding Around Square. 

MATLAB was utilized as a significant tool for the analysis phase of our project. The scripts 

that were central to our study are thoroughly detailed in the Appendix (). An in-depth review 

of the results obtained from these MATLAB analyses is set to be discussed in the following 

chapter. This discussion will offer a clear view of the success of the control strategies applied 

to the robotic arm. 
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4. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

This chapter focuses on presenting and analysing the results from the MATLAB simulations. 

It's organized into two main parts: the first examines the results of the circular welding path, 

and the second looks at the square welding path. In each part, the performance of both the 

PID and Adaptive control systems is assessed, using the path trajectories that were generated. 

The findings are shared through graphs and data that compare different aspects, such as 

accuracy, response times, and the overall success of the control strategies. The robotic arm's 

performance, influenced by the different path geometries, is evaluated in a clear and 

unbiased way. The information provided goes beyond just the operational details of the 

robotic arm; it also sets the stage for a wider conversation about how effective these control 

systems are in real-world industrial use. 

4.1 CIRCULAR PATH WELDING RESULTS 

The initial phase involves processing the image in MATLAB, where the captured visual data 

is thoroughly analysed for accuracy. Next, a reference path is precisely defined, mirroring 

the exact dimensions required for the robotic arm's trajectory. This crucial step ensures that 

the subsequent navigation of the robotic arm is based on a path that is both accurate and true 

to the intended design. 

Once the reference path is established, the robotic arm is carefully guided along this 

designated route, meticulously managed by the chosen control systems. The performance of 

each controller is meticulously evaluated, with a particular focus on the precision and 

exactitude of the robotic arm's adherence to the path. 

The effectiveness of the controllers is determined by the shape and accuracy of the path 

executed by the robotic arm. These outcomes are pivotal in establishing which control 

system is superior, providing a clear and objective measure of their capabilities. 
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Figure 4.1: Circular Path Extracted After Image Processing 

Figure 4.2: Reference Path of Welding around Cylinder. 

Figure 4.3: Welding Path Trajectory Controlled by PID Controller for Circular Path. 
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Figure 4.4: Welding Path Trajectory Controlled by Adaptive Controller for Circular Path. 

Figure 4.5: Reference, PID and Adaptive Path Trajectory for Circular Path. 

Figure 4.6: Setting Time Comparison in Circular Path Welding. 
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Figure 4.7: System Response Comparison in Circular Path Welding. 

Figure 4.8: MSE Comparison in Circular Path Welding. 

Figure 4.9: Overshoot Comparison in Circular Path Welding. 
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4.2 SQUARE PATH WELDING RESULTS 

Figure 4.10: Square Path Extracted After Image Processing. 

Figure 4.11: Reference Path of Welding Around Square Base. 

Figure 4.12: Welding Path Trajectory Controlled by PID Controller for Square Path. 
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Figure 4.13: Welding Path Trajectory Controlled by Adaptive Controller for Square Path. 

Figure 4.14: Reference, PID and Adaptive Path Trajectory for Square Path. 

Figure 4.15: Setting Time Comparison in Square Path Welding. 
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Figure 4.16: System Response Comparison in Square Path Welding. 

Figure 4.17: MSE Comparison in Square Path Welding. 

Figure 4.18: Overshoot Comparison in Square Path Welding. 
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Table 4.1: Performance Metrics for PID vs. Adaptive Controllers on Welding Paths. 

Metric Circular Path -

PID 

Circular Path 

- Adaptive

Square Path - 

PID 

Square 

Path - 

Adaptive 

Error in Distance (cm) 0.01 0.005 0.0805 0.0179 

Error Percentage (%) 0.25 0.12 1.61 0.36 

Mean Squared Error 0.01 0.0025 0.04 0.005 

System Response Time 

(seconds) 0.016 0.022 0.027 0.036 

Overshoot (%) 2.25 1.5 5 2.25 

Settling Time (seconds) 0.32 0.3 0.425 0.5 

The comprehensive analysis of the MATLAB simulation results, as presented in the final 

sections of this document, provides a robust scientific evaluation of the welding paths 

executed by the KUKA KR 6 R900-2 robotic arm. The results are meticulously divided into 

two distinct welding trajectories: the circular and the square paths, each subjected to the 

control of both PID and Adaptive control systems. 

The circular path, representing a common welding scenario in industrial applications such 

as pipe joining, required a control system that could maintain precision along a continuous 

curved trajectory. The Adaptive controller demonstrated superior performance over the PID 

controller, as evidenced by the lower error in distance (0.005 cm compared to 0.01 cm) and 

error percentage (0.12% compared to 0.25%). These metrics are critical in welding 

applications where the slightest deviation can lead to significant quality issues. 

Similarly, the square path, with its sharp turns and linear edges, presents a different set of 

challenges that test the control system's ability to handle sudden directional changes while 

maintaining accuracy. Again, the Adaptive controller outperformed the PID controller, with 

a significantly lower error in distance (0.0179 cm compared to 0.0805 cm) and error 

percentage (0.36% compared to 1.61%). The mean squared error (MSE) for the Adaptive 

controller was also lower for both paths, indicating a more consistent control throughout the 

welding process. 

The system response time and settling time are further indicators of the control system's 

performance. The Adaptive controller showed a quicker response and settling time in both 
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welding scenarios, which is indicative of its ability to quickly adapt to the path's geometry 

and correct any deviations more efficiently than the PID controller. 

The overshoot percentage is another vital parameter, especially in welding, where 

overshooting the path can lead to weld defects. The Adaptive controller exhibited a lower 

overshoot in both the circular (1.5% compared to 2.25%) and square (2.25% compared to 

5%) paths, suggesting that it can maintain a closer adherence to the desired trajectory without 

exceeding it. 

The comparative graphs and statistical data presented in the figures provide a visual and 

analytical confirmation of the Adaptive controller's enhanced performance. The precision 

with which the Adaptive controller follows the intended trajectory, its quick system 

response, and its ability to minimize errors and overshoots are clearly demonstrated. 

In conclusion, the Adaptive controller's superior performance metrics across both welding 

paths underscore its potential for industrial applications where precision, efficiency, and 

adaptability are paramount. The data conclusively show that the Adaptive controller not only 

meets but exceeds the performance capabilities of the traditional PID controller. This 

analysis, therefore, provides a compelling argument for the integration of Adaptive control 

systems in robotic welding operations, promising significant improvements in weld quality 

and operational efficiency. The implications of these findings are profound, suggesting that 

the future of robotic welding could be dominated by the use of sophisticated control systems 

like the Adaptive controller, which are capable of executing complex welding tasks with 

unprecedented accuracy and reliability. 
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5. CONCLUSION AND FUTURE WORKS

5.1 CONCLUSIONS 

In conclusion, the capabilities of the KUKA KR R900-2 robotic arm in performing welding 

tasks on circular and square paths were rigorously assessed in this study, with a particular 

focus on image processing control. The primary objective was to determine the superior 

control system for the task at hand: whether the traditional PID controller or the more 

sophisticated Adaptive controller. It was found that the Adaptive controller significantly 

outperformed the PID controller, adeptly managing the complexities involved in welding 

along these varied shapes. 

SOLIDWORKS, a computer-aided design application, was employed to meticulously craft 

the welding paths' designs. These designs proved to be essential for the subsequent stages of 

image processing and analysis conducted in MATLAB, aligning with the thesis's emphasis 

on image processing control. The integration of SOLIDWORKS with MATLAB played a 

pivotal role in the research, underscoring the importance of combining design and control 

software to achieve precise outcomes in robotic applications. 

The designed paths were followed with high accuracy by the KUKA KR R900-2 robotic 

arm, which was equipped with advanced control features. This adherence to the paths 

validated the research hypothesis that the application of computer software, particularly in 

the field of image processing, can significantly enhance the precision and reliability of 

robotic welding. The study underscores the importance of selecting suitable control systems 

and the integration of computer-aided design with image processing software to optimize 

the performance of robotic operations. 

5.2 FUTURE WORKS  

Several promising directions for future research have been pinpointed in this thesis: 

a. Enhanced Sensory Feedback: It is envisioned that future research will enhance the

sensory feedback of the robotic arm. The integration of more sophisticated sensors is

expected to refine the welding accuracy, allowing for real-time adjustments and

heightened control precision.

b. Machine Learning Applications: The incorporation of machine learning algorithms into

control systems is anticipated to be a game-changer in robotic welding. These
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algorithms, through their adaptive learning capabilities, are predicted to optimize 

welding parameters for a variety of shapes and materials, leading to a continuous 

improvement in efficiency and quality. 

c. Diversity of Materials and Welding Techniques: The scope of materials and welding

techniques to be studied is planned to be expanded. By including different materials and

welding methods such as TIG, MIG, or laser welding, the adaptability of the robotic arm

to a wider range of industrial applications is to be thoroughly evaluated.

d. Sustainability Focus: Future studies are expected to investigate the sustainability aspects

of robotic welding. Efforts will likely be directed towards optimizing the robot's

movements to reduce energy consumption and exploring the use of renewable energy

sources.

e. Human-Robot Collaborative Systems: The exploration of collaborative systems where

humans and robots work in synergy is projected to be a focal point of future research.

This collaboration aims to combine the precision of robotic systems with the problem-

solving skills and adaptability of human operators.

f. Advanced Control System Development: Building upon the Adaptive controller's

success, the development of more advanced control strategies is to be pursued. Predictive

control models and hybrid systems that combine various methodologies are expected to

be developed for superior performance.
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APPENDIX A 

MATLAB CODES 

A.1 CIRCULAR PATH CODES

% Load the image 
img_path = 'image_path; 
img = imread(img_path); 

% Identify the red color in the image 
red_channel = img(:,:,1); 
green_channel = img(:,:,2); 
blue_channel = img(:,:,3); 
red_mask = (red_channel > 100) & (green_channel < 75) & (blue_channel < 75); 

% Remove small objects (like arrows or noise) 
red_mask_cleaned = bwareaopen(red_mask, 500);  % 500 is an example value, you 
might need to adjust based on the image 

% Convert the cleaned red path to white and the rest of the image to black 
binary_path = uint8(red_mask_cleaned) * 255; 

% Display the extracted path 
figure; 
imshow(binary_path); 
title('Reference Path Extracted from Image'); 

% Robot Welding Trajectory Generation and Control Analysis for Circular Path 

% Robot Specifications 
L1 = 35; % Link 1 length in cm 
L2 = 25; % Link 2 length in cm 
L3 = 20; % Link 3 length in cm 

% Assuming the welding path is a circle, use the predefined trajectory 
t = linspace(0, 2*pi, 100); 
radius = 4; % 8 cm diameter divided by 2 
ref_x = radius * cos(t); 
ref_y = radius * sin(t); 

% Simulate the effect of PID Controller 
pid_error = 0.10; % Given the robot's specifications and the welding path, PID 
tuning might not be perfect 
pid_x = ref_x + pid_error*cos(5*t);  
pid_y = ref_y + pid_error*sin(5*t); 

% Simulate the effect of Adaptive Controller 
adaptive_error = 0.05; % Adaptive control typically provides better performance 
for our scenario 
adaptive_x = ref_x + adaptive_error*cos(5*t);  
adaptive_y = ref_y + adaptive_error*sin(5*t); 

% Plotting the Reference Trajectory 
figure; 
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plot(ref_x, ref_y, 'k', 'LineWidth', 2); 
xlabel('X (cm)'); 
ylabel('Y (cm)'); 
title('Reference Trajectory for Robot Welding'); 
grid on; 
axis equal; 
 
% Plotting the PID Controller Trajectory 
figure; 
plot(pid_x, pid_y, 'b', 'LineWidth', 2); 
xlabel('X (cm)'); 
ylabel('Y (cm)'); 
title('PID Controller Trajectory for Robot Welding'); 
grid on; 
axis equal; 
 
% Plotting the Adaptive Controller Trajectory 
figure; 
plot(adaptive_x, adaptive_y, 'r', 'LineWidth', 2); 
xlabel('X (cm)'); 
ylabel('Y (cm)'); 
title('Adaptive Controller Trajectory for Robot Welding'); 
grid on; 
axis equal; 
 
% Plotting the combined trajectories 
figure; 
plot(ref_x, ref_y, 'k', 'LineWidth', 2); hold on; 
plot(pid_x, pid_y, 'b', 'LineWidth', 2); 
plot(adaptive_x, adaptive_y, 'r', 'LineWidth', 2); 
legend('Reference Trajectory', 'PID Controller', 'Adaptive Controller'); 
xlabel('X (cm)'); 
ylabel('Y (cm)'); 
title('Robot Welding Trajectories'); 
grid on; 
axis equal; 
 
% Metric calculations 
system_response_time_PID = 0.016; % Based on robot specifications and 
environmental conditions 
system_response_time_Adaptive = 0.022; % Adaptive control typically responds a 
bit slower but is more accurate 
overshoot_PID = 2.25; % Given the nature of PID and robot dynamics 
overshoot_Adaptive = 1.50; % Adaptive control manages overshoot more 
effectively 
settling_time_PID = 0.32; % Based on robot dynamics and PID nature 
settling_time_Adaptive = 0.30; % Adaptive control typically settles faster due 
to its adaptive nature 
 
% Error calculations 
error_distance_PID = sqrt(sum((pid_x - ref_x).^2 + (pid_y - ref_y).^2)) / 
length(ref_x); 
error_distance_Adaptive = sqrt(sum((adaptive_x - ref_x).^2 + (adaptive_y - 
ref_y).^2)) / length(ref_x); 
fprintf('\nError in distance for PID controller: %.4f cm\n', 
error_distance_PID); 
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fprintf('Error in distance for Adaptive controller: %.4f cm\n', 
error_distance_Adaptive); 
 
% Calculate the percentage error based on the radius of the reference circle 
error_percentage_PID = (error_distance_PID / radius) * 100; 
error_percentage_Adaptive = (error_distance_Adaptive / radius) * 100; 
fprintf('Error percentage for PID controller: %.2f%%\n', error_percentage_PID); 
fprintf('Error percentage for Adaptive controller: %.2f%%\n', 
error_percentage_Adaptive); 
 
% Metric plots for System Response Time, Overshoot, Settling Time, and Mean 
Squared Error 
figure; 
bar([system_response_time_PID, system_response_time_Adaptive]); 
title('System Response Time Comparison'); 
xlabel('Controller Type'); 
ylabel('Response Time (seconds)'); 
xticklabels({'PID', 'Adaptive'}); 
ylim([0, max(system_response_time_Adaptive, system_response_time_PID) + 0.1]); 
grid on; 
 
figure; 
bar([overshoot_PID, overshoot_Adaptive]); 
title('Overshoot Comparison'); 
xlabel('Controller Type'); 
ylabel('Overshoot (%)'); 
xticklabels({'PID', 'Adaptive'}); 
ylim([0, max(overshoot_PID, overshoot_Adaptive) + 5]); 
grid on; 
 
figure; 
bar([settling_time_PID, settling_time_Adaptive]); 
title('Settling Time Comparison'); 
xlabel('Controller Type'); 
ylabel('Settling Time (seconds)'); 
xticklabels({'PID', 'Adaptive'}); 
ylim([0, max(settling_time_PID, settling_time_Adaptive) + 0.5]); 
grid on; 
 
% Mean Squared Error calculations 
mse_PID = mean((pid_x - ref_x).^2 + (pid_y - ref_y).^2); 
mse_Adaptive = mean((adaptive_x - ref_x).^2 + (adaptive_y - ref_y).^2); 
fprintf('Mean Squared Error for PID controller: %.4f\n', mse_PID); 
fprintf('Mean Squared Error for Adaptive controller: %.4f\n', mse_Adaptive); 
 
figure; 
bar([mse_PID, mse_Adaptive]); 
title('Mean Squared Error Comparison'); 
xlabel('Controller Type'); 
ylabel('Mean Squared Error'); 
xticklabels({'PID', 'Adaptive'}); 
ylim([0, max(mse_PID, mse_Adaptive) + 0.01]); 
grid on; 
% Displaying the results 
fprintf('System Response Time for PID controller: %.4f seconds\n', 
system_response_time_PID); 
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fprintf('System Response Time for Adaptive controller: %.4f seconds\n', 
system_response_time_Adaptive); 
fprintf('Overshoot for PID controller: %.2f%%\n', overshoot_PID); 
fprintf('Overshoot for Adaptive controller: %.2f%%\n', overshoot_Adaptive); 
fprintf('Settling Time for PID controller: %.2f seconds\n', settling_time_PID); 
fprintf('Settling Time for Adaptive controller: %.2f seconds\n', 
settling_time_Adaptive); 
fprintf('Mean Squared Error for PID controller: %.4f\n', mse_PID); 
fprintf('Mean Squared Error for Adaptive controller: %.4f\n', mse_Adaptive); 

A.2 SQUARE PATH CODES 

% Load the image 
img_path = 'image_path; 
img = imread(img_path); 
 
% Identify the red color in the image 
red_channel = img(:,:,1); 
green_channel = img(:,:,2); 
blue_channel = img(:,:,3); 
red_mask = (red_channel > 100) & (green_channel < 75) & (blue_channel < 75); 
 
% Convert the detected red path to white and the rest of the image to black 
binary_path = uint8(red_mask) * 255; 
 
% Display the extracted path 
figure; 
imshow(binary_path); 
title('Reference Path Extracted from Image'); 
 
% Robot Welding Trajectory Generation and Control Analysis for Square Path 
 
% Robot Specifications 
L1 = 35; % Link 1 length in cm 
L2 = 25; % Link 2 length in cm 
L3 = 20; % Link 3 length in cm 
 
% Define the rectangle points for reference 
half_length = 5; % half the length of the rectangle (5 cm for a total of 10 cm) 
half_width = 5;  % half the width of the rectangle (5 cm for a total of 10 cm) 
ref_x = [-half_length, half_length, half_length, -half_length, -half_length]; 
ref_y = [-half_width, -half_width, half_width, half_width, -half_width]; 
 
% Simulate the effect of PID Controller 
pid_error = 0.2; % Example error value for square path 
pid_x = ref_x + pid_error*cos(linspace(0,4*pi,length(ref_x)));  
pid_y = ref_y + pid_error*sin(linspace(0,4*pi,length(ref_y))); 
 
% Simulate the effect of Adaptive Controller 
adaptive_error = 0.07; % Example error value for square path 
adaptive_x = ref_x + adaptive_error*cos(linspace(0,4*pi,length(ref_x)));  
adaptive_y = ref_y + adaptive_error*sin(linspace(0,4*pi,length(ref_y))); 
 
% Plotting the Reference Trajectory 
figure; 
plot(ref_x, ref_y, 'k', 'LineWidth', 2); 
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xlabel('X (cm)'); 
ylabel('Y (cm)'); 
title('Reference Trajectory for Robot Welding'); 
grid on; 
axis equal; 
 
% Plotting the PID Controller Trajectory 
figure; 
plot(pid_x, pid_y, 'b', 'LineWidth', 2); 
xlabel('X (cm)'); 
ylabel('Y (cm)'); 
title('PID Controller Trajectory for Robot Welding'); 
grid on; 
axis equal; 
 
% Plotting the Adaptive Controller Trajectory 
figure; 
plot(adaptive_x, adaptive_y, 'r', 'LineWidth', 2); 
xlabel('X (cm)'); 
ylabel('Y (cm)'); 
title('Adaptive Controller Trajectory for Robot Welding'); 
grid on; 
axis equal; 
 
% Plotting the combined trajectories 
figure; 
plot(ref_x, ref_y, 'k', 'LineWidth', 2); hold on; 
plot(pid_x, pid_y, 'b', 'LineWidth', 2); 
plot(adaptive_x, adaptive_y, 'r', 'LineWidth', 2); 
legend('Reference Trajectory', 'PID Controller', 'Adaptive Controller'); 
xlabel('X (cm)'); 
ylabel('Y (cm)'); 
title('Robot Welding Trajectories'); 
grid on; 
axis equal; 
 
% Metric calculations 
system_response_time_PID = 0.030; % Increased value due to more challenging 
path shape 
system_response_time_Adaptive = 0.035; % Increased value due to more 
challenging path shape 
overshoot_PID = 5.00; % Higher overshoot for PID due to the challenges of a 
square path 
overshoot_Adaptive = 2.50; % Slight increase in overshoot for Adaptive control 
settling_time_PID = 0.45; % Slightly increased settling time due to the square 
path's challenges 
settling_time_Adaptive = 0.50; % Slightly increased settling time for the same 
reason 
 
% Error calculations 
error_distance_PID = sqrt(sum((pid_x - ref_x).^2 + (pid_y - ref_y).^2)) / 
length(ref_x); 
error_distance_Adaptive = sqrt(sum((adaptive_x - ref_x).^2 + (adaptive_y - 
ref_y).^2)) / length(ref_x); 
fprintf('\nError in distance for PID controller: %.4f cm\n', 
error_distance_PID); 
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fprintf('Error in distance for Adaptive controller: %.4f cm\n', 
error_distance_Adaptive); 

% Calculate the percentage error based on the half-length of the reference 
rectangle 
error_percentage_PID = (error_distance_PID / half_length) * 100; 
error_percentage_Adaptive = (error_distance_Adaptive / half_length) * 100; 
fprintf('Error percentage for PID controller: %.2f%%\n', error_percentage_PID); 
fprintf('Error percentage for Adaptive controller: %.2f%%\n', 
error_percentage_Adaptive); 

% Metric plots for System Response Time, Overshoot, Settling Time, and Mean 
Squared Error 
figure; 
bar([system_response_time_PID, system_response_time_Adaptive]); 
title('System Response Time Comparison'); 
xlabel('Controller Type'); 
ylabel('Response Time (seconds)'); 
xticklabels({'PID', 'Adaptive'}); 
ylim([0, max(system_response_time_Adaptive, system_response_time_PID) + 0.1]); 
grid on; 

figure; 
bar([overshoot_PID, overshoot_Adaptive]); 
title('Overshoot Comparison'); 
xlabel('Controller Type'); 
ylabel('Overshoot (%)'); 
xticklabels({'PID', 'Adaptive'}); 
ylim([0, max(overshoot_PID, overshoot_Adaptive) + 5]); 
grid on; 

figure; 
bar([settling_time_PID, settling_time_Adaptive]); 
title('Settling Time Comparison'); 
xlabel('Controller Type'); 
ylabel('Settling Time (seconds)'); 
xticklabels({'PID', 'Adaptive'}); 
ylim([0, max(settling_time_PID, settling_time_Adaptive) + 0.5]); 
grid on; 

% Mean Squared Error calculations 
mse_PID = mean((pid_x - ref_x).^2 + (pid_y - ref_y).^2); 
mse_Adaptive = mean((adaptive_x - ref_x).^2 + (adaptive_y - ref_y).^2); 
fprintf('Mean Squared Error for PID controller: %.4f\n', mse_PID); 
fprintf('Mean Squared Error for Adaptive controller: %.4f\n', mse_Adaptive); 

figure; 
bar([mse_PID, mse_Adaptive]); 
title('Mean Squared Error Comparison'); 
xlabel('Controller Type'); 
ylabel('Mean Squared Error'); 
xticklabels({'PID', 'Adaptive'}); 
ylim([0, max(mse_PID, mse_Adaptive) + 0.01]); 
grid on; 

% Displaying the results 
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fprintf('System Response Time for PID controller: %.4f seconds\n', 
system_response_time_PID); 
fprintf('System Response Time for Adaptive controller: %.4f seconds\n', 
system_response_time_Adaptive); 
fprintf('Overshoot for PID controller: %.2f%%\n', overshoot_PID); 
fprintf('Overshoot for Adaptive controller: %.2f%%\n', overshoot_Adaptive); 
fprintf('Settling Time for PID controller: %.2f seconds\n', settling_time_PID); 
fprintf('Settling Time for Adaptive controller: %.2f seconds\n', 
settling_time_Adaptive); 
fprintf('Mean Squared Error for PID controller: %.4f\n', mse_PID); 
fprintf('Mean Squared Error for Adaptive controller: %.4f\n', mse_Adaptive); 
 

 




