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ABSTRACT
This paper presents two approaches to obtain the dynamical

equations of mobile manipulators using dual quaternion algebra.
The first one is based on a general recursive Newton-Euler for-
mulation and uses twists and wrenches, which are propagated
through high-level algebraic operations and works for any type
of joints and arbitrary parameterizations. The second approach
is based on Gauss’s Principle of Least Constraint (GPLC) and in-
cludes arbitrary equality constraints. In addition to showing the
connections of GPLC with Gibbs-Appell and Kane’s equations,
we use it to model a nonholonomic mobile manipulator. Our cur-
rent formulations are more general than their counterparts in the
state of the art, although GPLC is more computationally expen-
sive, and simulation results show that they are as accurate as the
classic recursive Newton-Euler algorithm.

Keywords: Mobile Manipulator Dynamics, Dual Quater-
nion Algebra, Newton-Euler Model, Gauss’s Principle of Least
Constraint, Euler-Lagrange Equations, Gibbs-Appell Equations,
Kane’s Equations.

1 INTRODUCTION
In the last thirty years, there have been an expressive amount

of papers dealing with different representations for robot model-
ing. Notorious examples can be found in the works of Feather-
stone [1–3], McCarthy [4–6], Selig [7,8], and Bayro-Corrochano
[9], among many others.

One of the reasons for such investigations is that the com-
plexity of a robotic system goes far beyond the complexity of
the mechanism itself. A typical robotic system involves mo-
tion/force/impedance control, path planning, task planning, and
many more higher-level layers. Therefore, representations that
are very useful for robot modeling, such as homogeneous trans-
formation matrices, not necessarily are easy to use when per-
forming pose control or impedance control, for example [10].

This is precisely the reason why it is common to use homoge-
neous transformation matrices to obtain the robot kinematics but
then indirectly find the geometric Jacobian and, finally, to use
quaternions and position vectors to perform pose control in the
task-space [11]. There are several drawbacks in using the afore-
mentioned strategy. The mix of different representations unnec-
essarily complicates the overall representation and the mapping
between those different representations usually introduces math-
ematical artifacts, such as algorithmic singularities and disconti-
nuities.

In contrast, elements of dual quaternion algebra have strong
geometrical meaning, such as in screw theory, and are also rep-
resented as coupled entities within single elements. In kinemat-
ics, this representation has been extensively explored to obtain
the robot kinematics and differential kinematics [6, 12–17]. Fur-
thermore, in recent works, dual quaternions have been used to
perform admittance control [18], which is fundamental in physi-
cal human-robot interaction; constrained motion control [19,20],
which takes into account geometrical constraints imposed by the
workspace; hybrid control, which takes into account the topology
of the space of rigid motions [21] and optimal control, which
uses a linear-quadratic optimal tracking controller for robotic
manipulators [22]; distributed pose formation control [23] and
cooperative manipulation [24, 25], including the ones that in-
volve human-robot collaboration [26]; and to define high-level
geometrical tasks [27].

Furthermore, elements such as unit dual quaternions and
pure dual quaternions, when equipped with standard multipli-
cation and addition operations, form Lie groups with associated
Lie algebras. Therefore, a formulation based on dual quaternion
algebra offers the geometrical insights of screw theory, the rigor
of Lie Algebra, and a simple algebraic treatment of the dynami-
cal model as in the spatial algebra [1], often reducing the neces-
sity of an extensive geometric analysis of the mechanism, which
contrasts with approaches based on the matrix representation of
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screw theory [28, 29].
Some works have used dual quaternion algebra to describe

rigid body dynamics over the last decades [30–33], although not
necessarily creating a general formalism for multibody system
analysis. Among the works that have sought such formalism,
most are based on three-dimensional dual vectors and demand
some mapping to higher dimensional vectors to obtain the sys-
tem dynamic equations [5, 34–36], therefore losing the elegance
and compactness of an analysis based only on dual quaternion
algebra and, at times, incurring in abuses of notation [5] or de-
manding artificial swaps on the vectors [37] to deal with the mix-
ing of representations. Other works focused on the propagation
of dual quaternions [38] or the computational aspects of algo-
rithms based on dual quaternion algebra [39], rather than on the
algebraic and geometrical insights that the algebra provides when
dealing with more complex robots (e.g., nonholonomic mobile
manipulators) and more general types of joints (e.g., helical,
cylindrical, 6-DoF, etc.).

In conclusion, since there is no method based on dual quater-
nion algebra that adequately encompasses the dynamic model of
mobile manipulators and general types of joints, there is still a
theoretical gap that creates an unnecessary need for intermedi-
ate mappings when using higher-level algorithms based on dual
quaternions to connect them to the low-level dynamic model.
The purpose of this paper is to fill that gap by proposing a suit-
able dynamic model of mobile manipulators with arbitrary joints
using dual quaternion algebra.

1.1 Statement of contributions
This paper presents two approaches to obtain the dynamical

equations of serial manipulators using dual quaternion algebra.
The first one is based on the the recursive Newton-Euler formu-
lation and the second one applies the Gauss’s Principle of Least
Constraint to obtain the dynamical model of a serial mobile ma-
nipulators subject to nonholonomic constraints. The contribu-
tions of this paper to the state-of-the-art are the following:

1. A systematic procedure to obtain the recursive equations
for the dynamic model of mobile manipulators using dual
quaternion algebra and the Newton-Euler formalism, which
has linear cost on the number of links. This approach
simplifies the classic procedure by removing the necessity
of exhaustive geometrical analyses because wrenches and
twists are propagated through high-level algebraic opera-
tions. Compared to previous works, our approach is more
general because it works for arbitrary types of joints and
we do not impose any particular parameterization conven-
tion for the propagation of twists;

2. A closed-form for the dynamic model of serial manipulators
based on the Gauss’s Principle of Least Constraint (GPLC)
and dual quaternion algebra. We impose additional con-
straints in the GPLC formulation to model nonholonomic

mobile manipulators. We apply the fundamental equation
proposed by Udwadia-Kalaba [40], which employs a sim-
pler method, albeit equivalent, than Lagrange multipliers to
enforce the equality constraints. In addition, we present the
skew symmetry property related to the inertia and Corio-
lis matrices, which is paramount when designing passivity-
based controllers. Finally, we show the connections of the
Gauss’s Principle of Least Constraint with the Gibbs-Appell
and Kane’s equations using our formulation based on dual
quaternion algebra.

We validate the proposed algorithms in simulation using three
different robots: a fixed-base 50-DoF serial manipulator, a 9-
DoF holonomic mobile manipulator, and an 8-DoF nonholo-
nomic mobile manipulator. Moreover, we compare our results
with the ones provided by a realistic simulator, and with an im-
plementation of the state of the art. Furthermore, we present the
computational costs of the proposed methodologies.

This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 presents a
brief mathematical background on dual quaternion algebra; Sec-
tion 3 introduces a general Newton-Euler formulation based on
dual quaternion algebra, whereas Section 4 introduces the dual
quaternion formulation based on the Gauss’s Principle of Least
Constraints; Section 5 presents both the validation of the pro-
posed methodologies through simulations and their computa-
tional costs; finally, Section 6 gives the final remarks and points
to further research directions.

2 MATHEMATICAL PRELIMINARIES
Dual quaternions [8] are elements of the set

H , {hP + εhD : hP ,hD ∈ H, ε 6= 0, ε2 = 0}, (1)

where

H , {h1 + ı̂h2 + ̂h3 + k̂h4 : h1, h2, h3, h4 ∈ R} (2)

is the set of quaternions, in which ı̂, ̂ and k̂ are imaginary units
with the properties ı̂2 = ̂2 = k̂2 = ı̂̂k̂ = −1 [41]. Addition and
multiplication of dual quaternions are analogous to their counter-
parts of real and complex numbers. One must only respect the
properties of the dual unit ε and imaginary units ı̂, ̂, k̂.

Given h ∈ H such that

h = h1 + ı̂h2 + ̂h3 + k̂h4︸ ︷︷ ︸
hP

+ε
(
h5 + ı̂h6 + ̂h7 + k̂h8

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

hD

,

the operators P (h) , hP and D (h) , hD provide the pri-
mary part and dual part of h, respectively, whereas the opera-
tors Re (h) , h1 + εh5 and Im (h) = ı̂h2 + ̂h3 + k̂h4 +
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ε
(
ı̂h6 + ̂h7 + k̂h8

)
provide the real and the imaginary part of

h, respectively. The conjugate of h is defined as h∗ , Re (h)−
Im (h) and its norm is given by ‖h‖ =

√
hh∗ =

√
h∗h.

The subset S = {h ∈ H : ‖h‖ = 1} of unit dual quater-
nions is used to represent poses (position and orientation) in the
three-dimensional space and form the group Spin(3)nR3 un-
der the multiplication operation.1 Any x ∈ S can always be
written as x = r + ε (1/2)pr, where p = ı̂x + ̂y + k̂z
represents the position (x, y, z) in the three-dimensional space
and r = cos (φ/2) + n sin (φ/2) represents a rotation, in
which φ ∈ [0, 2π) is the rotation angle around the rotation
axisn ∈ Hp ∩ S3, with Hp , {h ∈ H : Re (h) = 0} and
S3 = {h ∈ H : ‖h‖ = 1} [8].

Given the set Hp = {h ∈ H : Re (h) = 0} of pure dual
quaternions, which are used to represent twists and wrenches,
the operator Ad : S × Hp → Hp performs rigid motions on
those entities. For instance, given a twist expressed in frame Fa,
namely ξa ∈ Hp, and the unit dual quaternion xba that gives the
pose of Fa with respect to Fb, the same twist is expressed in
frame Fb as2

ξb = Ad
(
xba
)
ξa = xbaξ

a
(
xba
)∗
. (3)

The time derivative of xab is given by [42]

ẋab =
1

2
ξa
ab
xab =

1

2
xabξ

b

ab
, (4)

where

ξa
ab

= ωaab + ε (ṗaab + paab × ωaab) (5)

is the twist of frame Fb with respect to frame Fa, expressed in
frame Fa,3 with ωaab ∈ Hp being the angular velocity, and

ξb
ab

= Ad
(
xba
)
ξa
ab

= ωbab + εṗbab (6)

is the twist expressed in Fb. Furthermore, ξa
ab

and ξb
ab

are ele-
ments of the Lie algebra associated with Spin(3)nR3. Addition-

1The symbol n represents the semi-direct product between groups [8, p. 22].
2Notice that superscripts represent the original frame, and subscripts represent

the modified frame. This convention of subscripts and superscripts is maintained
throughout this paper. If no superscript is used, we assume the global inertial
frame.

3It is important to use three indices here because the twist between two frames
can be seen from a third frame. So, for example, ξc

a,b
is the twist of frame Fb

with respect to frameFa, expressed in frameFc. The same interpretation is used
for wrenches, which will be properly introduced in Section 3.2).

ally,

p× ω ,
pω − ωp

2
, (7)

p,ω ∈ Hp, is the cross-product between pure quaternions, which
is analogous to the cross product between vectors in R3 [42].

The cross-product between l, s ∈ Hp, where l = l+ εl′ and
s = s+ εs′, is analogous to (7) and given by

l× s , ls− sl
2

= l× s+ ε
(
l× s′ + l′ × s

)
. (8)

Lemma 2.1. If x ∈ S, such that ẋ = (1/2)ξx and ξ′ ∈ Hp,
then

d

dt

(
Ad (x) ξ′

)
= Ad (x) ξ̇′ + ξ ×

(
Ad (x) ξ′

)
. (9)

Proof. Using (3), (4), and the fact that
(
ξx
)∗

= −x∗ξ, we ob-
tain

d

dt

(
Ad (x) ξ′

)
= ẋξ′x∗ + xξ̇′x∗ + xξ′ẋ∗

=
1

2
ξ
(
xξ′x∗

)
+ xξ̇′x∗ − 1

2

(
xξ′x∗

)
ξ. (10)

Finally, using (8) in (10) yields (9).

The quaternionic inertia tensor is defined as

I , (ix, iy, iz) ∈ H3
p ⊂ Hn, (11)

where ix = Ixx ı̂ + Ixy ̂ + Ixz k̂, iy = Iyx ı̂ + Iyy ̂ + Iyz k̂, and
iz = Izx ı̂ + Izy ̂ + Izz k̂, in which Inn, with n ∈ {x, y, z}, are
elements of the rigid body’s inertia tensor.

Definition 2.2. Given A = (ax,ay,az) ∈ H3
p and b ∈ Hp,

the operator L3 : H3
p ×Hp → Hp, is defined as

L3 (A) b = ı̂〈ax, b〉+ ̂〈ay, b〉+ k̂〈az, b〉, (12)

where 〈·, ·〉 : Hp → R is the inner product between quaternions;4

that is, given a, b ∈ Hp, then 〈a, b〉 , −(ab+ ba)/2.

4The inner product in Hp is equivalent to the inner product in R3.
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From Definition 2.2, it follows that the angular momentum
` in (dual) quaternion algebra is given by

` = L3 (I)ω, (13)

where ω ∈ Hp is the angular velocity. Direct calculation shows
that (13) is equivalent to its counterpart in vector algebra.

Given the quaternionic inertia tensor I′ ∈ H3
p of a rigid body

expressed in frame F ′, and the rigid body’s angular velocity ω ∈
Hp expressed in frame F, the angular momentum expressed in
frame F is given by

` = Ad (r∗)L3

(
I′
)

Ad (r)ω, (14)

where r is the rotation quaternion from F ′ to F. Eq. (14) is
analogous to the equation that one obtains when using similarity
transformations of rotation matrices and vectors in R3.

3 DUAL QUATERNION NEWTON-EULER MODEL
This section presents the recurrence relations of the Newton-

Euler model using dual quaternion algebra for mobile manipula-
tors with arbitrary joints, assuming that the full kinematic model
is available using dual quaternion representation [12].

For illustrative purposes, and without loss of generality, con-
sider the mobile manipulator shown in Fig. 1, composed of an
n`-DoF serial manipulator attached to a 3-DoF mobile base. The
goal is to find the wrenches Γ ∈ Hnp acting on the n = n` + 1
centers of mass (CoM) of the robot’s mobile base and the n`
links, given the corresponding robot configuration, generalized
velocities, and generalized accelerations. This can be seen as a
function N : Rn`+3 × Rn`+3 × Rn`+3 → Hnp , where n` + 3
is the dimension of the configuration space and n is the number
of rigid bodies in the kinematic chain (e.g., the mobile base and
links), such that

Γ = N (q, q̇, q̈) . (15)

3.1 Forward Recursion
The first process of the algorithm consists of a serial sweep-

ing of the robot kinematic structure to calculate the twist of each
CoM. 5 The objective is to find the forward recurrence relations
that will then be used to iteratively obtain the wrenches acting on
the robot’s mobile base and joints.

5Henceforth, we will use the expression “twist of the CoM” as a shorthand
for “the twist of the frame attached to the CoM.”

x0j1

Fc1

Fj2

Fj3

Fjn

Fc2

Fc3

Fcn

x
j1
j2

x
j2
j3

x
jn−1
cn

x
jn−1
jn

Fjn−1

Fj1

x0c1

F0

FIGURE 1: Mobile manipulator composed of a manipulator with
n`-DoF serially attached to a 3-DoF mobile base.

3.1.1 Twists The twist of the mobile base’s CoM (i.e.,
the first CoM in the serial kinematic chain) with respect to the
inertial frame F0 , expressed in frame Fc1 , is given by the pure
dual quaternion

ξc1
0,c1

= ωc10,c1
+ εvc10,c1

, (16)

where ωc10,c1
= ωx ı̂+ωy ̂+ωz k̂ and vc10,c1

= vx ı̂+vy ̂+vz k̂ are,
respectively, the angular and the linear velocities. The twist of a
holonomic mobile base is kinematically equivalent to the one of
a planar joint, shown in Table 1.

The twist of the first link’s CoM (i.e., of the second rigid
body in the serial kinematic chain) with respect to the inertial
frame depends not only on the twist generated by its joint but
also on the twist of the mobile base because they are physically
attached. Therefore,

ξc2
0,c2

= ξc2
0,j1

+ ξc2
j1,c2

,

= Ad
(
xc2c1
)
ξc1

0,j1
+ Ad

(
xc2j1
)
ξj1
j1,c2

,

= Ad
(
xc2c1
) (
ξc1

0,c1
+ ξc1

c1,j1

)
+ Ad

(
xc2j1
)
ξj1
j1,c2

, (17)

where ξj1
j1,c2

= ωj1j1,c2 + εvj1j1,c2 is the twist on Fc2 generated
by the first joint, and ξc2

0,j1
is the twist on Fj1 generated by the

mobile base, but expressed in Fc2 using a suitable transforma-
tion as in (3). Table 1 presents the twists for different types of
joints, where l ∈ Hp ∩ S3 is a constant unit-norm pure quater-
nion, which is equivalent to a vector in R3, that is used to de-
fine an arbitrary axis. For instance, when using the Denavit-
Hartenberg (DH) convention, l = k̂, which is equivalent to the
z-axis. Furthermore, ω, ωx, ωy, ωz ∈ R and v, vx, vy, vz ∈ R
are the scalar components of the angular and linear velocities,
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respectively. Again, when using the DH convention, ω = θ̇ for a
revolute joint and v = ḋ for a prismatic joint. For helical joints,
the constant h ∈ R is called the pitch.

Moreover, ξc1
c1,j1

= 0 because ẋc1j1 = 0. Therefore,

ξc2
0,c2

= Ad
(
xc2c1
)
ξc1

0,c1
+ Ad

(
xc2j1
)
ξj1
j1,c2

.

Furthermore, expanding Ad
(
xc2j1
)
ξj1
j1,c2

, we obtain

Ad
(
xc2j1
)
ξj1
j1,c2

= ωc2j1,c2 + ε
(
vc2j1,c2 + ωc2j1,c2 × p

c2
j1,c2

)
,

where the linear velocity due to the application of an angular
velocity in a point displaced from the CoM (i.e., at Fj1 ) arises
algebraically. Fig. 2 illustrates this phenomenon when a purely
rotational joint is used (i.e., ξji

ji,ci+1
= ωjiji,ci+1

= ωin
ji
ji,ci+1

,

wherenjiji,ci+1
∈ Hp∩S3 is an arbitrary unit-norm rotation axis).

More generally, the twist in Fci that provides the motion of
Fci with respect to F0, which arises from the movement of the
first i rigid bodies in the kinematic chain, is given by

ξci
0,ci

= ξci
0,ji−1

+ ξci
ji−1,ci

(18)

where ξci
0,ji−1

is the twist related to the motion of the first i − 1

rigid bodies and ξci
ji−1,ci

is the twist related to the motion of the
ith rigid body. Also, ξa

0,0
= 0 for any a.

Analyzing (16), (17), and (18) we find, by induction, the re-
currence relation for the total twist of the ith CoM, which has the
contribution of all rigid bodies up to the ith rigid body, expressed
in Fci , as

ξci
0,ci

= Ad
(
xcici−1

)(
ξci−1

0,ci−1
+ ξci−1

ci−1,ji−1

)
+ Ad

(
xciji−1

)
ξji−1

ji−1,ci
,

where c0 = j0 = 0 , and ξci−1

ci−1,ji−1
= 0 because ẋci−1

ji−1
= 0 for

all i. Therefore,

ξci
0,ci

= Ad
(
xcici−1

)
ξci−1

0,ci−1
+ Ad

(
xciji−1

)
ξji−1

ji−1,ci
. (19)

Since the twist ξji−1

ji−1,ci
is generated by the ith joint, its expres-

sion depends on which type the ith joint is (see Table 1). Simi-
larly, twist ξc1

0,c1
depends on which type the mobile base is (for

holonomic mobile bases, for instance, it is equivalent to the one
given by a planar joint). The transformation xcici−1

is calculated

as xcici−1
=
(
x0
ci

)∗
x0
ci−1

, where x0
ci

= x0
ci−1

x
ci−1

ji−1
x
ji−1
ci with

x0
0 = 1, the transformation xci−1

ji−1
is constant, and xji−1

ci is a
function of the parameters of the (i− 1)th joint (or the mobile
base when i = 1). .

3.1.2 Time Derivative of the Twists Taking the
time derivative of (19), we use (9) to obtain

ξ̇
ci

0,ci
= Ad

(
xcici−1

)
ξ̇
ci−1

0,ci−1

+ ξci
ci,ci−1

×
(

Ad
(
xcici−1

)
ξci−1

0,ci−1

)
+ Ad

(
xciji−1

)
ξ̇
ji−1

ji−1,ci

+ ξci
ci,ji−1

×
(

Ad
(
xciji−1

)
ξji−1

ji−1,ci

)
.

Since ξci
ji−1,ci

= −ξci
ci,ji−1

then

ξci
ci,ji−1

×
(

Ad
(
xciji−1

)
ξji−1

ji−1,ci

)
= −ξci

ci,ji−1
× ξci

ci,ji−1
= 0.

Therefore,

ξ̇
ci

0,ci
= Ad

(
xcici−1

)
ξ̇
ci−1

0,ci−1
+ Ad

(
xciji−1

)
ξ̇
ji−1

ji−1,ci

+ ξci
ci,ci−1

×
[
Ad
(
xcici−1

)
ξci−1

0,ci−1

]
, (20)

where ξ̇
c0

0,c0
, 0. Also, since ξji−1

ci,ci−1
= ξji−1

ci,ji−1
+ξji−1

ji−1,ci−1
and

ξji−1

ji−1,ci−1
= 0, then

ξci
ci,ci−1

= Ad
(
xciji−1

)
ξji−1

ci,ji−1
= −Ad

(
xciji−1

)
ξji−1

ji−1,ci
. (21)

As shown in Section 3.1.1, the twist ξji−1

ji−1,ci
depends on the

type of the ith joint and, therefore, so does the term ξ̇
ji−1

ji−1,ci
. For

instance, if the ith joint is revolute, then ξ̇
ji−1

ji−1,ci
= ω̇il

ji
ji

. If it

is prismatic, then ξ̇
ji−1

ji−1,ci
= εv̇il

ji
ji

. Analogously, if it is helical,

then ξ̇
ji−1

ji−1,ci
= (ω̇i + εhω̇i) l

ji
ji

, etc. The same reasoning applies

to the twist ξ̇
c1

0,c1
of the mobile base.

Remark 1. Although (20) is written in recursive form, we can
always write twists as in (5) and (6). Therefore, as ξci

0,ci
=

5



TABLE 1: Twists of some of the most commonly used joints in robotics, where l ∈ Hp ∩ S3 and ω, ωx, ωy, ωz, v, vx, vy, vz, h ∈ R.

6-DoF Revolute Spherical Cylindrical Planar Prismatic Helical

θ

d

ξ = ωx ı̂+ωy ̂+ωz k̂+

ε
(
vx ı̂+ vy ̂+ vz k̂

) ξ = ωl
ξ = ωx ı̂+ ωy ̂

+ ωz k̂
ξ = (ω + εv) l

ξ = ωl+

ε (vx ı̂+ vy ̂)
ξ = εvl ξ = (ω + εhω) l

Fji

Fci+1

p
ci+1
ji,ci+1

x
ji+1
ci+1

ξci+1
ji,ci+1

= ω
ci+1
ji,ci+1

+ ε
(
ω

ci+1
ji,ci+1

× pci+1
ji,ci+1

)

ξji
ji,ci+1

= ωin
ji
ji,ci+1

ωi

vt = ω
ci+1
ji,ci+1

× pci+1
ji,ci+1

FIGURE 2: Twist ξci+1

ji,ci+1
generated due to the application of an angular velocity ωi around an arbitrary axis of the reference frame Fji .

The circular trajectory that Fci+1
follows is represented by the dashed gray line. The linear velocity due to the application of ωi appears

algebraically through the adjoint transformation. Thus, the tangential velocity of the reference frame Fci+1
, represented as a solid black

arrow, is given by the dual part of the twist ξci+1

ji,ci+1
.

Ad (xci0 ) ξ0

0,ci
, with ξ0

0,ci
= ω0

0,ci + ε(ṗ0
0,ci + p0

0,ci × ω
0
0,ci),

we use (9) to obtain

ξ̇
ci

0,ci
=Ad (xci0 ) ξ̇

0

0,ci
=ω̇ci0,ci

+ε
(
p̈ci0,ci

+ṗci0,ci
×ωci0,ci

)
(22)

because ξci
ci,0
× Ad (xci0 ) ξ0

0,ci
= −ξci

0,ci
× ξci

0,ci
= 0. Since

D
(
ξ̇
ci

0,ci

)
= p̈ci0,ci

+ ṗci0,ci
× ωci0,ci

then

p̈ci0,ci
= D

(
ξ̇
ci

0,ci

)
−D

(
ξci

0,ci

)
× P

(
ξci

0,ci

)
. (23)

3.2 Backward Recursion
The second process of the iterative algorithm consists in

sweeping the serial robot from the last to the first rigid body

to calculate the wrenches applied at each one of them. For the
robotic arm, we are interested in the wrenches at each joint,
whereas for the mobile base we want to find the wrench at its
CoM. To that aim, we use the twists obtained in Section 3.1 and
their time derivatives.

Before obtaining the general expression for the backward
recursion, let us consider the mobile manipulator shown in Fig. 1.
The wrench at the CoM of the n`th link (i.e., the nth CoM in the
kinematic chain, in which n = n`+1), expressed inFcn , is given
by the pure dual quaternion

ζcn
0,cn

= ςcn0,cn
−mng

cn , (24)

where mng
cn is the gravitational component, with gcn ∈ Hp
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being the gravity vector expressed in Fcn , and ςcn0,cn
= f cn0,cn

+

ετ cn0,cn
, in which f cn0,cn

= fx ı̂ + fy ̂ + fz k̂ is the force at the
CoM of the nth rigid body (i.e., the n`th link), given by Newton’s
second law f cn0,cn

= mnp̈
cn
0,cn

.
Therefore, we use (23) to obtain

f cn0,cn
= mn

(
D
(
ξ̇
cn

0,cn

)
+ P

(
ξcn

0,cn

)
×D

(
ξcn

0,cn

))
. (25)

Furthermore, τ cn0,cn
is the torque about the nth rigid body’s CoM

due to the change of its angular momentum, given by the Euler’s
rotation equation

τ cn0,cn
= L3 (Icnn )P

(
ξ̇
cn

0,cn

)
+ P

(
ξcn

0,cn

)
×
(
L3 (Icnn )P

(
ξcn

0,cn

))
, (26)

where L3 is given by (12) and Icnn is the quaternionic inertia ten-
sor of the nth rigid body, expressed at its CoM, given by (11).
Because (26) is calculated with respect to the CoM, the gravity
acceleration does not contribute to the torque.

Using the adjoint transformation as in (3) in (24), the wrench
at the n`th joint, resulting from the wrench at the CoM of the nth
rigid body, is given by

ζjn−1

0,jn
= Ad

(
xjn−1
cn

)
ζcn

0,cn
. (27)

The resultant wrench at the (n− 1)th rigid body (i.e., at
Fcn−1

) also includes the effects of the wrench from the nth rigid
body as they are rigidly attached to each other. Therefore, the
resultant wrench at the (n` − 1)th joint (i.e., at Fcn−2

) is given
by

ζjn−2

0,jn−1
= Ad

(
xjn−2
cn−1

)
ζcn−1

0,cn−1
+ Ad

(
x
jn−2

jn−1

)
ζjn−1

0,jn
, (28)

where ζcn−1

0,cn−1
= ς

cn−1

0,cn−1
− mn−1g

cn−1 , with ς
cn−1

0,cn−1
=

f
cn−1

0,cn−1
+ ετ

cn−1

0,cn−1
, is the wrench at the CoM of the (n− 1)th

rigid body expressed in Fcn−1
.

Thus, analyzing (24), (27), and (28), we find the backward
recurrence relation for the total wrench at the ith rigid body,
which includes the contribution of all wrenches starting at the
CoM of the ith rigid body up to the wrench at the CoM of the
last one, expressed in Fji−1

, as

ζji−1

0,ji
= Ad

(
xji−1
ci

)
ζci

0,ci
+ Ad

(
x
ji−1

ji

)
ζji

0,ji+1
, (29)

with i ∈ {1, . . . , n} and c0 = j0 = 0, where ζ
jn`+1

0,jn`+2
=

ζjn
0,jn+1

= 0 (recall that n = n` + 1) and ζci
0,ci

= ςci0,ci
−mig

ci ,

with ςci0,ci
= f ci0,ci

+ ετ ci0,ci
, is the wrench at the ith CoM,6

f ci0,ci
= mip̈

ci
0,ci

, and τ ci0,ci
= L3 (Icii )P

(
ξ̇
ci

0,ci

)
+ P

(
ξci

0,ci

)
×(

L3 (Icii )P
(
ξci

0,ci

))
. For the mobile base (i.e., the first CoM

in the serial kinematic chain; hence, i = 1), notice that (29) re-
sults in ζj0

0,j1
= Ad

(
xj0c1
)
ζc1

0,c1
+Ad

(
xj0j1

)
ζj1

0,j2
, which implies

ζ0

0,j1
= Ad

(
x0
c1

)
ζc1

0,c1
+ Ad

(
x0
j1

)
ζj1

0,j2
.

Moreover, the transformation xji−1
ci is a function of the joint

or mobile base coordinates. For example, the transformation
of the mobile base, xj0c1 = x0

c1
, depends on the its coordinates

and rotation angle, namely (xbase, ybase, φbase), therefore x0
c1

,
x0
c1

(xbase, ybase, φbase) and q1 = xbase, q2 = ybase, q3 = φbase.
For manipulators with revolute, prismatic, or helicoidal joints,
the transformation xji−1

ci , with i ≥ 2, is a function of just one pa-
rameter, that is xji−1

ci , xji−1
ci (qji−1). In that case, qji−1 = qi+2.

Analogously, spherical and planar joints depend on three param-
eters whereas helicoidal joints depend on six parameters. There-
fore, one must be careful when defining the index for each pa-
rameter within the configuration vector q.

3.2.1 Particular cases: prismatic and revolute
joints In the case of manipulator robots with revolute and/or
prismatic joints, which are the most common ones, the wrenches
given by (29) must be projected onto the joints motion axes
through

〈ζji−1

0,ji
, lji−1〉 = fli + ετli , (30)

where fli , τli ∈ R and 〈ζji−1

0,ji
, lji−1

〉 is the inner product between

the wrench ζji−1

0,ji
= f

ji−1

0,ji
+ ετ

ji−1

0,ji
and the motion axis lji−1

∈
Hp ∩ S3 of the ith joint, given by [42]

〈ζji−1

0,ji
, lji−1

〉 = −

(
ζji−1

0,ji
lji−1

+ lji−1
ζji−1

0,ji

)
2

= 〈f ji−1

0,ji
, lji−1〉+ ε〈τ ji−1

0,ji
, lji−1〉 = fli + ετli .

Therefore, if the ith joint is revolute, then the corresponding
torque is given by τli = D

(
〈ζji−1

0,ji
, lji−1

〉
)

. If it is prismatic,
then the corresponding force along along the axis lji−1

is given

by fli = P
(
〈ζji−1

0,ji
, lji−1

〉
)

.

6If an external wrench is applied at the end-effector, then ζjn
0,jn+1

6= 0.
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3.2.2 Particular case: planar joints/holonomic
base For robots with holonomic mobile bases and/or planar
joints (which are kinematically equivalent), we must project the
wrenches onto all the three axes of motion of the joint/mobile
base.7 That is, the corresponding forces along the x-axis and
y-axis of the joint/mobile base are given by

flix = P
(
〈ζji−1

0,ji
,Ad

(
r
ji−1

0

)
ı̂〉
)
,

fliy = P
(
〈ζji−1

0,ji
,Ad

(
r
ji−1

0

)
̂〉
)
,

whereas the corresponding torque about the z-axis of the
joint/mobile base is given by

τlz = D
(
〈ζji−1

0,ji
,Ad

(
r
ji−1

0

)
k̂〉
)
.

4 GAUSS’S PRINCIPLE OF LEAST CONSTRAINT
The GPLC [43] is a differential variational principle, equiv-

alent to the D’Alembert one, that is based on the variation of the
acceleration. For a system composed of n bodies, it can be stated
as the least-squares minimization problem

min

n∑
i=1

1

2
(aci − āci)

T
Ψci (aci − āci) , (31)

where aci and āci are the accelerations of the center of mass
of the ith rigid body under constraints and without constraints,
respectively. Furthermore, Ψci , Ψci

(
Īi,mi

)
encapsulates the

inertial parameters of the ith rigid body, such as the inertia tensor
Īi ∈ R3×3 and the mass mi.

This principle has been used in robotics to describe the dy-
namics of robot manipulators [44] and rigid body simulations
[45]. Wieber [46] uses the GPLC to derive the analytic expres-
sion of the Lagrangian dynamics of a humanoid robot. Bou-
yarmane and Kheddar [47] extend Wieber’s work by handling ar-
bitrary parameterization of free-floating-base mechanisms. This
allows using rotation matrices or unit quaternions to represent
the free-floating-base orientations. In this section, we rewrite
the GPLC for articulated bodies, similar to Wieber’s formulation
[46], but using dual quaternion algebra. This allows a more com-
pact and unified representation than the one by Bouyarmane and
Kheddar [47].

First, we rewrite the constrained accelerations (20) as a lin-
ear function of the vector of joints velocities and joints acceler-
ations. This allows solving (31) for the joints accelerations and,

7Notice that this procedure applies for all joints with more than one axis of
movement (e.g., spherical joints, planar joints, etc.).

therefore, additional constraints can be included in the optimiza-
tion formulation. We then define constraints to model nonholo-
nomic mobile manipulators. Different from [47], we do not use
Lagrange multipliers. Instead, we apply Udwadia-Kalaba’s fun-
damental equation [40], which is a simpler method for solving
quadratic optimization problems such as (31).

4.1 Constrained acceleration aci
Consider the robotic system in Fig. 1. The robot is com-

posed of rigid bodies that are constrained8 to one another by
joints. To express the twist ξci

0,ci
of the ith center of mass ex-

plicitly as a linear combination between its Jacobian Jξci0,ci
and

the vector of joints velocities q̇ ∈ Rn, we use the operators
vec8 : H → R8, which maps the coefficients of a dual quater-

nion into an eight-dimensional vector,9 and
+

H8 : H → R8×8,

such that vec8 (h1h2) =
+

H8 (h1) vec8 h2 [12]. Therefore, from
(4) we obtain ξci

0,ci
= 2

(
x0
ci

)∗
ẋ0
ci

, which implies vec8 ξ
ci
0,ci

=

2
+

H8 (xci0 ) vec8 ẋ
0
ci .

Because ξci
0,ci
∈ Hp, the first and fifth elements of vec8 ξ

ci
0,ci

equal zero, thus we also use the operator vec6 : Hp → R6 such
that vec6 ξ

ci
0,ci

, Ī vec8 ξ
ci
0,ci

, where

Ī ,

[
03×1 I3 03×1 03×3

03×1 03×3 03×1 I3

]
,

with I3 ∈ R3×3 being the identity matrix and 0m×n ∈ Rm×n
being a matrix of zeros. Moreover, vec8 ẋ

0
ci

= Jx0
ci
q̇i, with

q̇i =
[
q̇1 · · · q̇i

]T
, and Jx0

ci
∈ R8×i is the Jacobian matrix that

is obtained algebraically [12]. Hence,

νci , vec6 ξ
ci
0,ci

=
[
J̄ξci0,ci

06×(n−i)
]

︸ ︷︷ ︸
J

ξ
ci
0,ci

q̇, (32)

where J̄ξci0,ci
= 2Ī

+

H8 (xci0 )Jx0
ci
∈ R6×i.

Finally, the constrained acceleration of the ith center of mass
is given by

aci , vec6 ξ̇
ci

0,ci
= Jξci0,ci

q̈ + J̇ξci0,ci
q̇. (33)

8In this case, there are both holonomic and nonholonomic constraints. The
former are constraints between adjacent links in the kinematic chain. The latter
is the constraint of the mobile base.

9Givenh = h1+ı̂h2+̂h3+k̂h4+ε
(
h5 + ı̂h6 + ̂h7 + k̂h8

)
, vec8 h =[

h1 · · · h8

]T .
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We recall that (33) is equivalent to (20) as the Newton-Euler
formalism implicitly considers the linkage constraints of the bod-
ies.

4.2 Unconstrained acceleration āci
Consider x0

ci
= r0

ci + (1/2)εp0
0,cir

0
ci , which represents the

rigid motion from F0 to Fci , and the twist ξ
ci

0,ci
at Fciof the ith

body under no constraints. From (22), the unconstrained accel-
eration is given explicitly as

āci , vec6 ξ̇
ci

0,ci
=

[
vec3 ω̇

ci
0,ci

vec3

(
p̈ci0,ci

+ ṗci0,ci
× ωci0,ci

) ] , (34)

where vec3 : Hp → R3 such that vec3(aı̂+ b̂+ ck̂) =
[
a b c

]T
.

Whereas (33) depends on q, q̇, and q̈, Eq. (34) does not because
it is unconstrained.

4.3 Euler Lagrange equations
Let G (q, q̇, q̈) =

∑n
i=1

1
2 (aci − āci)

T
Ψci (aci − āci), in

which aci and āci are given by (33) and (34), where Ψci ,
blkdiag

(
Īcii ,miI3

)
.

Expanding G (q, q̇, q̈), we obtain

G (q, q̇, q̈) =

n∑
i=1

(Gai (q, q̇, q̈) + Gbi (q, q̇)) , (35)

where10 Gai (q, q̇, q̈) , 1
2 q̈

TJTξci0,ci
ΨciJξci0,ci

q̈ +

q̇T J̇
T

ξ
ci
0,ci

ΨciJξci0,ci
q̈ − q̈TJTξci0,ci

Ψci āci and Gbi (q, q̇) ,

1
2 ā

T
ciΨci āci + 1

2 q̇
T J̇

T

ξ
ci
0,ci

Ψci J̇ξci0,ci
q̇ − q̇T J̇Tξci0,ci Ψci āci .

From the optimality condition, the solution of (31) is com-
puted as [46]

∂G (q, q̇, q̈)

∂q̈
=

∂

∂q̈

(
n∑
i=1

Gai (q, q̇, q̈)

)
= 01×n. (36)

Using (35) in (36), we obtain

0n×1 =

n∑
i=1

(
JTξci0,ci

ΨciJξci0,ci
q̈ + JTξci0,ci

Ψci J̇ξci0,ci
q̇ + Φ

)
,

(37)

10Notice that q̈TJT
ξ
ci
0,ci

Ψci J̇ξ
ci
0,ci

q̇ = q̇T J̇
T
ξ
ci
0,ci

ΨciJξ
ci
0,ci

q̈ and

q̈TJT
ξ
ci
0,ci

Ψci āci = āT
ci
ΨciJξ

ci
0,ci

q̈.

where Φ , −JTξci0,ci
Ψci āci .

Since Jξci0,ci
=
[
JTP(ξci0,ci)

JTD(ξci0,ci)

]T
, using (34) and the

elements Īcii and mi of Ψci , the term Φ from (37) can be rewrit-
ten as

Φ = −JTP(ξci0,ci)
Īcii vec3 ω̇

ci
0,ci
− JTD(ξci0,ci)

vec3 f
ci
0,ci

−miJ
T
D(ξci0,ci)

vec3

(
ṗci0,ci

× ωci0,ci

)
, (38)

where vec3

(
ṗci0,ci

× ωci0,ci

)
= −S

(
ωci0,ci

)
vec3 ṗ

ci
0,ci

, with
vec3 ṗ

ci
0,ci

=JD(ξci0,ci)
q̇, f ci0,ci

=mip̈
ci
0,ci

, and S (·)∈ so(3) is the
skew-symmetric matrix used as an operator that performs the
cross-product [48].

Furthermore, as vec3 ω
ci
0,ci

= JP(ξci0,ci)
q̇, for convenience’s

sake we use the vec3 operator to rewrite (26) as

Īcii vec3 ω̇
ci
0,ci

= vec3 τ
ci
0,ci

+S (sci)JP(ξci0,ci)
q̇, (39)

where sci , Īcii vec3 ω
ci
0,ci

, and use it in (38) to obtain

Φ = −JTP(ξci0,ci)
vec3 τ

ci
0,ci
− JTD(ξci0,ci)

vec3 f
ci
0,ci

+ JTξci0,ci
S
(
ωci0,ci

,Ψci

)
Jξci0,ci

q̇, (40)

with

S
(
ωci0,ci

,Ψci

)
, blkdiag

(
−S (sci) ,miS

(
ωci0,ci

))
. (41)

Finally, using (40) in (37) yields

MGPq̈ +CGPq̇ = τ̄GP, (42)

where MGP , MGP (q) ∈ Rn×n is the inertia matrix, CGP ,
CGP (q, q̇) ∈ Rn×n denotes the nonlinear dynamic effects (in-
cluding the Coriolis terms), and τ̄GP , τ̄GP (q) ∈ Rn repre-
sents the generalized forces acting on the system; also,

MGP ,
n∑
i=1

JTξci0,ci
ΨciJξci0,ci

, (43)

CGP ,
n∑
i=1

JTξci0,ci

(
S
(
ωci0,ci

,Ψci

)
Jξci0,ci

+ Ψci J̇ξci0,ci

)
,

(44)

τ̄GP ,
n∑
i=1

JTξci0,ci
ς̄ci , (45)
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where ς̄ci is the wrench at the ith center of mass, defined as

ς̄ci ,

[
03×3 I3×3

I3×3 03×3

]
vec6 ζ

ci
0,ci

, (46)

with ζci
0,ci

= f ci0,ci
+ ετ ci0,ci

.
Furthermore, since the gravity does not generate any resul-

tant moment at the center of mass of a link, the vector of grav-
itational forces τ g , τ g (q) is obtained from τ̄GP by letting
τ ci0,ci

= 0 and f ci0,ci
= Ad (rci0 )fgi , where fgi = mig and

g ∈ Hp are the gravitational force and gravitational acceleration,
respectively, both expressed in the inertial frame. Hence,

τ g =

n∑
i=1

JTD(ξci0,ci)
vec3

(
Ad (rci0 )fgi

)
. (47)

By considering the generalized forces τGP applied at the
joints and the gravitational forces τ g , the resultant forces act-
ing on the system are τ̄GP = τGP + τ g . Let gGP , −τ g , then
(42) is rewritten in the canonical form as

MGPq̈ +CGPq̇ + gGP = τGP. (48)

In this way, solving (31) leads to the Euler-Lagrange dynamic
description of a mechanical system by means of dual quaternion
algebra. Once again, we assume that the robot forward kinemat-
ics and differential kinematics are available in dual quaternion
space [12].

Remark 2. LetA , (1/2)ṀGP −CGP, then

A = −
n∑
i=1

JTξci0,ci
S
(
ωci0,ci

,Ψci

)
Jξci0,ci .

Since S
(
ωci0,ci

,Ψci

)
is skew-symmetric by construction, then

AT = −A, which implies

uT
(

1

2
ṀGP (q)−CGP (q, q̇)

)
u = 0 (49)

for all q, q̇,u ∈ Rn. Property (49) is useful to show formal
closed-loop stability in robot dynamic control using strategies
based on Lyapunov functions [49].

4.4 Connections with the Gibbs-Appell and Kane’s
equations

The Gibbs-Appell and Kane’s equations have proven to be
a powerful mathematical tool to describe both unconstrained and
constrained mechanical systems without the use of Lagrange
multipliers [50, 51]. Both are different ways to get the equations
of motion, but equivalent in the sense that a set of equations im-
plies the other. [52–54].

The Gibbs-Appell method is closely related with the Gauss’s
Principle of Least Constraint, since both approaches use scalar
quadratic functions in terms of accelerations. The former can be
seen as a generalization of the latter [55, 56]. However, they are
equivalent and both can be derived from the other [55, 57, 58].
Nonetheless, different from the Gibbs-Appell and Kane’s equa-
tions, the Gauss’s principle strategy does not require setting up
quasi-velocities and allows taking into account additional con-
straints directly in the optimization formulation.

Now, we rewrite the Gibbs-Appell and Kane’s equations us-
ing the equations derived in Sections 4.1–4.3. Furthermore, we
show that the Euler-Lagrange dynamic description of a mechan-
ical system can be shown to be a particular case of the Gibbs-
Appell and Kane’s equations. This is done by selecting the quasi-
velocities to be the same as the generalized velocities.

For n rigid bodies, the Gibbs-Appell equations are given by
[51]

∂S (q, q̇, q̈)

∂u̇
=

n∑
i=1

(
∂

∂u
νci

)T
ς̄ci︸ ︷︷ ︸

τ̄GA

, (50)

where

S (q, q̇, q̈) ,
n∑
i=1

(
1

2
aTciΨciaci + aTciS

(
ωci0,ci

,Ψci

)
νci

)
(51)

is a scalar function of the configuration q, configuration velocity
q̇, and configuration acceleration q̈. The vector τ̄GA contains
generalized forces associated with the quasi-velocities u. Fur-
thermore, νci and ς̄ci are the twist and the generalized forces of
the ith body, given by (32) and (46), respectively.

We let u , q̇, and use (33) in (51). We take the result and
apply the partial derivative ∂S/∂q̈, and then compare with (43)
and (44) to obtain

∂S (q, q̇, q̈)

∂q̈
= MGPq̈ +CGPq̇. (52)

Using (32), we obtain

∂

∂u
νci =

∂

∂q̇

(
Jξci0,ci

q̇
)

= Jξci0,ci
. (53)
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Therefore, we compute the generalized forces as τ̄GA =∑n
i=1 J

T
ξ
ci
0,ci

ς̄ci = τ̄GP (see (45)). In this way, solving (50)
leads to the Euler-Lagrange equation, which is identical to the
one obtained by using the Gauss’s principle (42).

On the other hand, the Kane’s equation of motion is given
by [59]

ϕ− ϕ̄ = 0, (54)

where ϕ contains the generalized active forces and ϕ̄ contains
the generalized inertia forces.

We obtain the equation of motion using Kane’s method by
grouping both the Newton’s and Euler’s equations for n rigid
bodies as follows11

n∑
i=1

[ (
Īcii vec3 ω̇

ci
0,ci
− S (sci) vec3 ω

ci
0,ci

)
mi vec3 p̈

ci
0,ci

]
=

n∑
i=1

[
vec3 τ

ci
0,ci

vec3 f
ci
0,ci

]
︸ ︷︷ ︸

ς̄ci

.

(55)
Using (41), and the fact that νci = vec6 ξ

ci
0,ci

,with ξci
0,ci

,

ξci
0,ci

(q) given as in (6), aci = vec6 ξ̇
ci

0,ci
, with ξ̇

ci

0,ci
,

ξ̇
ci

0,ci
(q, q̇) given as in (34),12 and vec3

(
ṗci0,ci

× ωci0,ci

)
=

−S
(
ωci0,ci

)
vec3 ṗ

ci
0,ci

, we rewrite (55) as

n∑
i=1

(
Ψciaci + S

(
ωci0,ci

,Ψci

)
νci
)︸ ︷︷ ︸

κi

=

n∑
i=1

ς̄ci . (56)

Since κi = ς̄ci for i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, we multiply each of the n
terms κi and ς̄ci from (56) by

(
∂
∂uνci

)T
= JTξci0,ci

, to obtain the
Kane’s equations [59], which yields

n∑
i=1

JTξci0,ci

(
Ψciaci + S

(
ωci0,ci

,Ψci

)
νci
)

︸ ︷︷ ︸
ϕ

=

n∑
i=1

JTξci0,ci
ς̄ci︸ ︷︷ ︸

ϕ̄

.

(57)

Finally, using (32), (33), (43), (44) and (45) in (57) we ob-
tain ϕ = MGPq̈ + CGPq̇ and ϕ̄ = τ̄GP, which is the same
dynamic equation as the one obtained by the Gauss’s principle
(42), as expected.

11The the Newton’s equation is given by mi vec3 p̈
ci
0,ci

= vec3 f
ci
0,ci

and the
Euler’s equation is given by (39).

12Notice that, although aci is analogous to (34), it refers to the actual acceler-
ations and, therefore, the constrained ones. Consequently, aci depends on q and
q̇, whereas (34) does not.

Therefore, when considering the quasi-velocities to be the
same as the generalized velocities (i.e., u , q̇) the relations
between Gauss’s principle, Gibbs-Appell equations and Kane’s
method are given by

∂G (q, q̇, q̈)

∂q̈
=
∂S (q, q̇, q̈)

∂q̈
− τ̄GA = ϕ− ϕ̄ = 0n×1. (58)

4.5 Constrained Robotic Systems using the Gauss’s
Principle of Least Constraint

Additional constraints can be imposed in the GPLC formula-
tion. This can be done by means of Lagrange multipliers [47] or
using the Udwadia-Kalaba formulation [40]. The former requires
the computation of the Lagrange multipliers, whereas the latter
employs a simpler method, albeit equivalent, which is based on
generalized inverses as the solution to a constrained quadratic
program.

Using the Udwadia-Kalaba formulation [40], additional
constraints in the form Aq̈ = b, with A , A(q, q̇) and
b , b(q, q̇), are taken into account in (42) as follows

MGPq̈ = Q (q, q̇) +Qc (q, q̇) , (59)

where Q (q, q̇) , τ̄GP − CGPq̇, and the additional term
Qc (q, q̇) , M

1/2
GP D

+
(
b−AM−1

GPQ (q, q̇)
)

represents the
constraint force due to the additional constraints. Furthermore,
D+ is the Moore-Penrose generalized inverse [48] of D, with
D , AM−1/2

GP .

Finally, letting Ω ,
(
I −M1/2

GP D
+AM−1

GP

)
, we rewrite

(59) as

MGPq̈ + ΩCGPq̇ −M1/2
GP D

+b = Ωτ̄GP. (60)

For example, consider the well-known differential-drive mo-
bile robot, in which the nonholonomic constraint ensures the
conditions of pure rolling and non-slipping movements [60]. The
robot configuration is specified by the vector q =

[
x y φ

]T
,

where x, y is the position coordinates and φ is the orientation of
the robot on the plane. The nonholonomic constraint is given by

[
− sinφ cosφ 0

]︸ ︷︷ ︸
A

q̇ = 0, (61)

which can be enforced in (60) by taking the time derivative of
(61) such that Ȧq̇ +Aq̈ = 0. Therefore, b = −Ȧq̇.
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5 RESULTS
To assess the dual quaternion Newton-Euler formalism

(dqNE) and the Euler-Lagrange model obtained using the dual
quaternion Gauss’s Principle of Least Constraint (dqGP), we per-
formed simulations using three different robots; namely, a fixed-
base 50-DoF serial manipulator, a 9-DoF holonomic mobile ma-
nipulator, and an 8-DoF nonholonomic mobile manipulator.

We implemented the simulations on the robot simula-
tor V-REP PRO EDU V3.6.213 using an interface with Matlab
2020a and the computational library DQ Robotics [61] for dual
quaternion algebra on a computer running Ubuntu 18.04 LTS 64
bits equipped with a Intel Core i7 6500U with 8GB RAM.

Furthermore, we present the computational costs of the pro-
posed methods and compare them with their respective classic
counterparts.

5.1 Simulation Setup
The comparisons between the generalized accelerations ob-

tained through our proposed models and the values from V-
REP were made considering the coefficient of multiple corre-
lation (CMC) [62] between the waveforms. The CMC provides
a coefficient ranging between zero and one that indicates how
similar two given waveforms are. Identical waveforms have
CMC equal to one, whereas completely different waveforms
have CMC equal to zero.

The simulator does not allow the direct reading of accelera-
tions. Therefore, to obtain the configuration acceleration vector
q̈, we first read the velocity vector q̇ ∈ Rn`+3, then filtered all
elements q̇1, . . . , q̇n`+3 with a discrete low-pass Butterworth fil-
ter, and used those values to obtain the accelerations by means of
numerical differentiation based on a second forward finite differ-
ence approximation. We then calculated the CMC between each
element q̈i, with i ∈ {1, . . . , n` + 3}, of the generalized acceler-
ation waveform and its counterpart from V-REP. Afterward, we
used those CMCs to obtain the mean, minimum, and maximum
CMCs for the model, alongside their standard deviation.

Furthermore, for the simulation of the fixed-base 50-DoF
serial manipulator, we also used the classic Newton-Euler algo-
rithm (rtNE) implemented on the Robotics Toolbox [63], and
calculated the CMC between the joint acceleration waveforms
yielded by it and the ones from V-REP.14 The Robotics Tool-
box is a widely used library whose accuracy has been verified
throughout the years. Therefore, it is an appropriate baseline for
the evaluation of the CMCs obtained by using our models.

5.2 Results
Table 2 presents the CMC between the generalized acceler-

ation waveforms obtained through the different dynamic model

13Available at: https://www.coppeliarobotics.com/
14In this case, we used the Vortex Studio engine (www.cm-labs.com) because

it presented better numerical stability for the 50-DoF manipulator.
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FIGURE 3: Generalized acceleration waveforms of the 8-DoF
nonholonomic mobile manipulator. Solid curves correspond to
the V-REP values, whereas dot-dashed curves correspond to the
values obtained using the dqGP for the generalized acceleration
waveforms of the first (CMC = 0.8860), ninth (CMC = 0.9999),
and fifth (CMC = 0.9922) joints, respectively.

strategies (dqNE, dqGP, and rtNE) and the values obtained from
V-REP.

The proposed dual quaternion Newton-Euler formalism
does not allow the inclusion of equality constraints into the
model; therefore, it was not applied to the dynamic modeling
of the nonholonomic mobile manipulator. Similarly, the current
version of the Robotics Toolbox only supports dynamic mod-
eling of fixed-base robots and was only applied to the 50-DoF
serial manipulator. The cases where the model could not be ob-
tained using the listed strategy are indicated in Table 2 by N/A.
(i.e., not available). For all other cases, all models presented
mean (mean) and minimum (min) CMC close to one, with small
standard deviation (std) and high maximum (max) CMC; thus
indicating high similarity between the generalized acceleration
waveform obtained from them and the values from V-REP.

For the 50-DoF serial manipulator, both the dqNE and the
dqGP are equivalent to the rtNE, which demonstrates the ac-
curacy of our proposed strategies when compared to the classic
Newton-Euler approach.

For qualitative analysis, Fig. 3 presents the generalized ac-
celerations obtained using dqGP, alongside the V-REP values, for
the minimum, maximum, and intermediate CMCs found during
simulations. Even for the smallest value of CMC (i.e., 0.8860),
the accelerations obtained using our formulation match closely
the V-REP values. The small discrepancies arise from both dis-
cretization effects and because the accelerations in V-REP are
estimated from noisy velocity values.

5.3 Computational cost
Here we compare the proposed methods with their classic

counterparts in terms of the number of multiplications and ad-
ditions involved in each technique. The results, considering an
n-DoF serial robot, are summarized in Table 3. For the classic
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TABLE 2: CMC between the joint acceleration waveforms obtained through different dynamic model strategies and the values obtained
from V-REP. The closer to one, the more similar the waveforms are.

50-DoF serial manipulator 9-DoF holonomic mobile manipulator 8-DoF nonholonomic mobile manipulator

Method min mean std max min mean std max min mean std max

dqGP 0.9044 0.9893 0.0182 0.9993 0.9934 0.9973 0.0026 0.9999 0.8860 0.9839 0.0368 0.9999

dqNE 0.9044 0.9893 0.0182 0.9993 0.9938 0.9977 0.0022 0.9999 N/A N/A N/A N/A

rtNE 0.9044 0.9893 0.0182 0.9993 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

Newton-Euler algorithm, we consider the version based on three
dimensional vectors proposed by Luh et al. [64], whose mathe-
matical cost was calculated by Balafoutis [65], and is, to the best
of our knowledge, one of the most efficient implementations in
the literature. Furthermore, for the classic Euler-Lagrange algo-
rithm we consider the version proposed by Hollerbach [66].

The algorithm presented by Luh et al. [64] costs less than
our Dual Quaternion Newton-Euler algorithm. The cost we pre-
sented for our method is, however, fairly conservative and is
given as an upper bound. For instance, our calculations could
be further optimized by exploring the fact that several operations
involve pure dual quaternions, which have six elements instead
of eight. Additionally, the cost presented by Balafoutis [65] does
not include the costs of obtaining the robot kinematic model.
Also, our method works for any type of joint and we have not
optimized the calculations for any particular type of joint, differ-
ently from Luh et al. [64], who only consider prismatic and rev-
olute joints, which are exploited to optimize the computational
cost. Nonetheless, both our algorithm and the one of Luh et al.
have linear costs in the number of DoF, with coefficients of the
same order of magnitude.

The Euler-Lagrange method based on the Gauss’s Princi-
ple of Least Constraint is, as expected, more expensive than the
ones based on the Newton-Euler and classic Euler-Lagrange for-
malism since it is not based on recursive strategies. However,
this strategy allows taking into account additional constraints in
the accelerations, which can be exploited, for instance, in non-
holonomic robotic systems. For those cases, the Euler-Lagrange
dynamic equation is given by (60).

6 CONCLUSIONS
This work presented two strategies for the formulation of

the dynamics of mobile manipulators based on dual quaternion
algebra. The first one is based on the recursive Newton-Euler for-
mulation, and uses twists and wrenches instead of free vectors.
This representation removes the necessity of exhaustive geomet-
rical analyses of the kinematic chain since wrenches and twists
are propagated through high-level algebraic operations. Further-
more, our formulation works for any type of joint because it takes

into account arbitrary twists. Thus, our strategy is more general
than the work of Miranda et al. [67], which considered only ma-
nipulators with revolute joints.

The second proposed method is based on the Gauss’s Prin-
ciple of Least Constraint and is also formulated based on twists
and wrenches represented using dual quaternion algebra in ma-
trix form. This strategy allows the incorporation of equality con-
straints directly in the optimization formulation.

The cost comparison performed between the proposed meth-
ods and their classic counterparts, in terms of number of multi-
plications and additions, showed that the use of dual quaternions
does not significatively increases the cost of the Newton-Euler
formalism, as the algorithm has linear complexity on the number
of rigid bodies in the kinematic chain. However, the cost of ob-
taining the Euler-Lagrange model using the Gauss’s Principle of
Least Constraint and dual quaternion algebra is higher than the
best classic Euler-Lagrange recursive solution found in the liter-
ature. Notwithstanding, our method is far more general than its
classic counterpart. Also, we made no hard attempt, if any, to op-
timize our implementation since we are currently more interested
in the theoretical aspects of the dynamic modeling using dual
quaternion algebra than in ensuring computational efficiency. In
our current MATLAB implementation, the dqNE and the dqGP
take, in average, 23.17s and 8.73s to generate the joints accelera-
tions for a 50-DoF manipulator robot, respectively. Those values
are expected to decrease to around 99 ms and 37 ms in a C++
implementation [61], respectively.

Obtaining the Euler-Lagrange model through the Newton-
Euler formalism requires several executions of the algorithm.
One execution to obtain the gravitational vector, one to obtain
the vector of Coriolis and centrifugal terms and one for each row
of the inertia matrix M . For a 50-DoF manipulator robot, this
results in 52 executions of the dqNE for each simulation step.
For control applications, however, we are usually interested in
finding the joint torques,which requires only one execution of
the dqNE to generate each control input. Therefore, using the
dqNE to compute the joint torques for a 50-DoF manipulator
robot, the execution time is expected to reduce by a factor of
52, from around 99 ms to 1.9 ms in a C++ implementation.
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TABLE 3: Cost comparison between the proposed methods and their classic counterparts for obtaining the dynamical model for an
n-DoF serial robot.

Method Mult. Add.
Dual Quaternion Newton-Euler algorithm
(cost for arbitrary joints)

882n− 48 724n− 40

Classic Newton-Euler algorithm [65] 150n− 48 131n− 48

Dual Quaternion Euler-Lagrange algorithm
using Gauss’s Principle of Least Constraint

4n3 + 386n2 + 401n 16
3
n3 + 326n2 + 908

3
n

Classic Euler-Lagrange algorithm [66] 412n− 277 320n− 201

Finally, we compared the joints accelerations obtained
through the proposed strategies for three different robots, with
the values obtained from V-REP PRO EDU V3.6.2, which is a
realistic simulator. The results showed that all of our methods
are accurate for both fixed-base serial manipulators and mobile
manipulators.

Future works will focus on extending the dual quaternion
Newton-Euler algorithm to non-serial multibody systems (e.g.,
humanoids), and in wrench control strategies. Concerning the
Euler-Lagrange model obtained using the Gauss’s Principle of
Least Constraint and dual quaternion algebra, future works will
be focused on exploiting inequality constraints in the optimiza-
tion formulation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT
This work was supported by the Brazilian agencies CAPES,

CNPq (424011/2016-6 and 303901/2018-7), and by the INCT
(National Institute of Science and Technology) under the grant
CNPq (Brazilian National Research Council) 465755/2014-3.

We would like to thank our colleague Ana Christine de
Oliveira for providing us with the MATLAB implementation of
the CMC used in Section 5.

REFERENCES
[1] Featherstone, R., 2008. Rigid body dynamics algorithms.

Springer.
[2] Featherstone, R., 2010. “A Beginner’s Guide to 6-D Vec-

tors (Part 1)”. IEEE Robotics & Automation Magazine,
17(3), sep, pp. 83–94.

[3] Featherstone, R., 2010. “A Beginner’s Guide to 6-D Vec-
tors (Part 2)”. IEEE Robotics & Automation Magazine,
17(4), dec, pp. 88–99.

[4] McCarthy, J., 1990. Introduction to Theoretical Kinemat-
ics, first edit ed. The MIT Press.

[5] Dooley, J., and McCarthy, J., 1991. “Spatial rigid body
dynamics using dual quaternion components”. In Proceed-
ings. 1991 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and

Automation, no. April, IEEE Comput. Soc. Press, pp. 90–
95.

[6] Perez, A., and McCarthy, J., 2004. “Dual Quaternion Syn-
thesis of Constrained Robotic Systems”. Journal of Me-
chanical Design, 126(3), p. 425.

[7] Selig, J. M., 2004. “Lie Groups and Lie Algebras in
Robotics”. In Computational Noncommutative Algebra
and Applications. Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht,
pp. 101–125.

[8] Selig, J. M., 2005. Geometric Fundamentals of Robotics,
2nd ed. Monographs in Computer Science. Springer New
York, New York, NY.

[9] Selig, J. M., and Bayro-Corrochano, E., 2010. “Rigid Body
Dynamics Using Clifford Algebra”. Advances in Applied
Clifford Algebras, 20(1), mar, pp. 141–154.

[10] Yuan, J., 1988. “Closed-loop manipulator control using
quaternion feedback”. IEEE Journal on Robotics and Au-
tomation, 4(4), pp. 434–440.

[11] Xian, B., DeQueiroz, M., Dawson, D., and Walker, I., 2004.
“Task-Space Tracking Control of Robot Manipulators via
Quaternion Feedback”. IEEE Transactions on Robotics and
Automation, 20(1), feb, pp. 160–167.

[12] Adorno, B. V., 2011. “Two-arm Manipulation: From Ma-
nipulators to Enhanced Human-Robot Collaboration [Con-
tribution à la manipulation à deux bras : des manipulateurs
à la collaboration homme-robot]”. PhD thesis.

[13] Gouasmi, M., 2012. “Robot Kinematics using Dual Quater-
nions”. IAES International Journal of Robotics and Au-
tomation (IJRA), 1(1), mar.

[14] Cohen, A., and Shoham, M., 2016. “Application of Hyper-
Dual Numbers to Multibody Kinematics”. Journal of
Mechanisms and Robotics, 8(1), feb, pp. 2–5.

[15] Özgür, E., and Mezouar, Y., 2016. “Kinematic modeling
and control of a robot arm using unit dual quaternions”.
Robotics and Autonomous Systems, 77, mar, pp. 66–73.

[16] Kong, X., 2017. “Reconfiguration Analysis of Multi-
mode Single-Loop Spatial Mechanisms Using Dual Quater-
nions”. Journal of Mechanisms and Robotics, 9(5), oct,
pp. 1–8.

14



[17] Dantam, N. T., 2020. “Robust and efficient forward,
differential, and inverse kinematics using dual quater-
nions”. The International Journal of Robotics Research,
jul, p. 027836492093194.

[18] Fonseca, M. d. P. A., Adorno, B. V., and Fraisse, P., 2020.
“Coupled Task-Space Admittance Controller Using Dual
Quaternion Logarithmic Mapping”. IEEE Robotics and Au-
tomation Letters, 5(4), oct, pp. 6057–6064.

[19] Marinho, M. M., Adorno, B. V., Harada, K., and Mitsu-
ishi, M., 2019. “Dynamic Active Constraints for Surgical
Robots Using Vector-Field Inequalities”. IEEE Transac-
tions on Robotics, 35(5), oct, pp. 1166–1185.

[20] Quiroz-Omana, J. J., and Adorno, B. V., 2019. “Whole-
Body Control With (Self) Collision Avoidance Using Vec-
tor Field Inequalities”. IEEE Robotics and Automation Let-
ters, 4(4), oct, pp. 4048–4053.

[21] Kussaba, H. T., Figueredo, L. F., Ishihara, J. Y., and
Adorno, B. V., 2017. “Hybrid kinematic control for rigid
body pose stabilization using dual quaternions”. Journal of
the Franklin Institute, 354(7), may, pp. 2769–2787.

[22] Marinho, M. M., Figueredo, L. F. C., and Adorno, B. V.,
2015. “A dual quaternion linear-quadratic optimal con-
troller for trajectory tracking”. In 2015 IEEE/RSJ In-
ternational Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems
(IROS), Vol. 2015-Decem, IEEE, pp. 4047–4052.

[23] Savino, H. J., Pimenta, L. C., Shah, J. A., and Adorno,
B. V., 2020. “Pose consensus based on dual quaternion
algebra with application to decentralized formation control
of mobile manipulators”. Journal of the Franklin Institute,
357(1), jan, pp. 142–178.

[24] Adorno, B. V., Fraisse, P., and Druon, S., 2010. “Dual posi-
tion control strategies using the cooperative dual task-space
framework”. In 2010 IEEE/RSJ International Conference
on Intelligent Robots and Systems, IEEE, pp. 3955–3960.

[25] Figueredo, L., Adorno, B., Ishihara, J., and Borges, G.,
2014. “Switching strategy for flexible task execution us-
ing the cooperative dual task-space framework”. In 2014
IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots
and Systems, IEEE, pp. 1703–1709.

[26] Adorno, B. V., Bó, A. P., and Fraisse, P., 2015. “Kine-
matic modeling and control for human-robot cooperation
considering different interaction roles”. Robotica, 33(2),
pp. 314–331.

[27] Lana, E. P., Adorno, B. V., and Maia, C. A., 2015. “A new
algebraic approach for the description of robotic manipu-
lation tasks”. In 2015 IEEE International Conference on
Robotics and Automation (ICRA), Vol. 2015-June, IEEE,
pp. 3083–3088.

[28] Huang, T., Yang, S., Wang, M., Sun, T., and Chetwynd,
D. G., 2015. “An Approach to Determining the Unknown
Twist/Wrench Subspaces of Lower Mobility Serial Kine-
matic Chains”. Journal of Mechanisms and Robotics, 7(3),

aug, pp. 1–9.
[29] Renda, F., Cianchetti, M., Abidi, H., Dias, J., and Senevi-

ratne, L., 2017. “Screw-Based Modeling of Soft Manip-
ulators With Tendon and Fluidic Actuation”. Journal of
Mechanisms and Robotics, 9(4), aug.

[30] Yang, A. T., and Freudenstein, F., 1964. “Application of
Dual-Number Quaternion Algebra to the Analysis of Spa-
tial Mechanisms”. Journal of Applied Mechanics, 31(2),
p. 300.

[31] Yang, A. T., 1966. “Acceleration Analysis of Spatial Four-
Link Mechanisms”. Journal of Engineering for Industry,
88(3), p. 296.

[32] Yang, A. T., 1967. “Application of Dual Quaternions to
the Study of Gyrodynamics”. Journal of Engineering for
Industry, 89(1), p. 137.

[33] Yang, A. T., 1971. “Inertia Force Analysis of Spatial Mech-
anisms”. Journal of Engineering for Industry, 93(1), p. 27.

[34] Pennock, G. R., and Yang, A. T., 1983. “Dynamic Anal-
ysis of a Multi-Rigid-Body Open-Chain System”. Journal
of Mechanisms Transmissions and Automation in Design,
105(1), p. 28.

[35] Shoham, M., and Brodsky, V., 1993. “Analysis of Mech-
anisms by the Dual Inertia Operator”. In Computational
Kinematics, J. Angeles, G. Hommel, and P. Kovács, eds.,
Vol. 28 of Solid Mechanics and Its Applications. Springer
Netherlands, Dordrecht, pp. 129–138.

[36] Valverde, A., and Tsiotras, P., 2018. “Dual Quaternion
Framework for Modeling of Spacecraft-Mounted Multi-
body Robotic Systems”. Frontiers in Robotics and AI,
5(November), nov.

[37] Valverde, A., and Tsiotras, P., 2018. “Modeling of
Spacecraft-Mounted Robot Dynamics and Control Using
Dual Quaternions”. In 2018 Annual American Control
Conference (ACC), IEEE, pp. 670–675.

[38] Hachicho, O., and Eldin, H. N., 2000. “Dual Hypercomplex
Quaternions Based Recursions for Generalized Velocities,
Accelerations and Forces in Robot Dynamics”. System and
Control: Theory and Applications, pp. 85–89.

[39] Miranda de Farias, C., da Cruz Figueredo, L. F., and
Yoshiyuki Ishihara, J., 2019. “Performance Study on
dqRNEA - A Novel Dual Quaternion Based Recursive
Newton-Euler Inverse Dynamics Algorithms”. 2019 Third
IEEE International Conference on Robotic Computing
(IRC), pp. 94–101.

[40] Kalaba, F. E. U., and E., R., 1992. “A new perspective
on constrained motion”. Proceedings of the Royal Society
of London. Series A: Mathematical and Physical Sciences,
439(1906), nov, pp. 407–410.

[41] Hamilton, W. R., 1844. “II. On quaternions; or on a new
system of imaginaries in algebra”. Philosophical Magazine
Series 3, 25(163), jul, pp. 10–13.

[42] Adorno, B. V., 2017. Robot Kinematic Modeling and Con-

15



trol Based on Dual Quaternion Algebra – Part I: Fundamen-
tals.

[43] Kalaba, R. E., and Udwadia, F. E., 1993. “Equations of
Motion for Nonholonomic, Constrained Dynamical Sys-
tems via Gauss’s Principle”. Journal of Applied Mechanics,
60(3), sep, pp. 662–668.

[44] Bruyninckx, H., and Khatib, O., 2000. “Gauss’ principle
and the dynamics of redundant and constrained manipula-
tors”. In Proceedings 2000 ICRA. Millennium Conference.
IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automa-
tion. Symposia Proceedings (Cat. No.00CH37065), Vol. 3,
IEEE, pp. 2563–2568.

[45] Redon, S., Kheddar, A., and Coquillart, S., 2002. “Gauss’
least constraints principle and rigid body simulations”.
In Proceedings 2002 IEEE International Conference on
Robotics and Automation (Cat. No.02CH37292), Vol. 1,
IEEE, pp. 517–522.

[46] Wieber, P.-B., 2006. “Holonomy and Nonholonomy in
the Dynamics of Articulated Motion”. In Fast Motions in
Biomechanics and Robotics, Vol. 340. Springer Berlin Hei-
delberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, pp. 411–425.

[47] Bouyarmane, K., and Kheddar, A., 2012. “On the dynamics
modeling of free-floating-base articulated mechanisms and
applications to humanoid whole-body dynamics and con-
trol”. In 2012 12th IEEE-RAS International Conference on
Humanoid Robots (Humanoids 2012), IEEE, pp. 36–42.

[48] Spong, M. W., Hutchinson, S., and Vidyasagar, M., 2006.
Robot Modeling and Control. Wiley, New York.

[49] Kelly, R., Santibanez, V., and Loria, A., 2005. Control of
Robot Manipulators in Joint Space. Advanced Textbooks in
Control and Signal Processing. Springer-Verlag, London.

[50] Storch, J., and Gates, S., 1989. “Motivating Kane’s method
for obtaining equations of motion for dynamic systems”.
Journal of Guidance, Control, and Dynamics, 12(4), jul,
pp. 593–595.

[51] Honein, T. E., and O’Reilly, O. M., 2021. “On the Gibbs-
Appell Equations for the Dynamics of Rigid Bodies”. Jour-
nal of Applied Mechanics, 88(7), jul, pp. 1–8.

[52] Townsend, M. A., 1992. “Equivalence of Kane’s, Gibbs-
Appell’s, and Lagrange’s equations”. Journal of Guidance,
Control, and Dynamics, 15(5), sep, pp. 1289–1292.

[53] Desloge, E. A., 1987. “Relationship between Kane’s equa-
tions and the Gibbs-Appell equations”. Journal of Guid-
ance, Control, and Dynamics, 10(1), jan, pp. 120–122.

[54] Levinson, D. A., 1987. “Comment on ’Relationship be-
tween Kane’s equations and the Gibbs-Appell equations’”.
Journal of Guidance, Control, and Dynamics, 10(6), nov,
pp. 593–593.

[55] Ray, J. R., 1972. “Nonholonomic Constraints and Gauss’s
Principle of Least Constraint”. American Journal of
Physics, 40(1), jan, pp. 179–183.

[56] Ray, J. R., 1992. “Geometry of constraints and the Gauss-

Appell principle of least con- straint”. Kuwait Journal of
Science, 19(1), aug, pp. 11–15.

[57] Lewis, A. D., 1996. “The geometry of the Gibbs-Appell
equations and Gauss’ principle of least constraint”. Reports
on Mathematical Physics, 38(1), aug, pp. 11–28.

[58] Udwadia, F. E., and Kalaba, R. E., 1998. “The explicit
Gibbs-Appell equation and generalized inverse forms”.
Quarterly of Applied Mathematics, 56(2), jun, pp. 277–
288.

[59] Kane, T. R., 1983. “Formulation of dynamical equations
of motion”. American Journal of Physics, 51(11), nov,
pp. 974–977.

[60] Fierro, R., and Lewis, F. L., 1997. “Control of a non-
holomic mobile robot: Backstepping kinematics into dy-
namics”. Journal of Robotic Systems, 14(3), mar, pp. 149–
163.

[61] Adorno, B. V., and Marques Marinho, M., 2020. “DQ
Robotics: A Library for Robot Modeling and Control”.
IEEE Robotics & Automation Magazine.

[62] Ferrari, A., Cutti, A. G., and Cappello, A., 2010. “A new
formulation of the coefficient of multiple correlation to as-
sess the similarity of waveforms measured synchronously
by different motion analysis protocols”. Gait & Posture,
31(4), apr, pp. 540–542.

[63] Corke, P. I., 2017. Robotics, Vision & Control. Springer.
[64] Luh, J. Y. S., Walker, M. W., and Paul, R. P. C., 1980.

“On-Line Computational Scheme for Mechanical Manip-
ulators”. Journal of Dynamic Systems, Measurement, and
Control, 102(2), jun, pp. 69–76.

[65] Balafoutis, C. A., 1994. “A survey of efficient computa-
tional methods for manipulator inverse dynamics”. Journal
of Intelligent & Robotic Systems, 9(1-2), feb, pp. 45–71.

[66] Hollerbach, J. M., 1980. “A Recursive Lagrangian Formu-
lation of Maniputator Dynamics and a Comparative Study
of Dynamics Formulation Complexity”. IEEE Transactions
on Systems, Man, and Cybernetics, 10(11), pp. 730–736.

[67] Miranda de Farias, C., da Cruz Figueredo, L. F., and
Yoshiyuki Ishihara, J., 2019. “A Novel Dual Quaternion
Based Cost Effcient Recursive Newton-Euler Inverse Dy-
namics Algorithm”. International Journal of Robotic Com-
puting, 1(2), pp. 144–168.

16


	1 Introduction
	1.1 Statement of contributions

	2 Mathematical Preliminaries 
	3 Dual Quaternion Newton-Euler Model 
	3.1 Forward Recursion
	3.1.1 Twists 
	3.1.2 Time Derivative of the Twists 

	3.2 Backward Recursion
	3.2.1 Particular cases: prismatic and revolute joints
	3.2.2 Particular case: planar joints/holonomic base


	4 Gauss's Principle of Least Constraint
	4.1 Constrained acceleration bold0mu mumu aa2005/06/28 ver: 1.3 subfig packageaaaaci
	4.2 Unconstrained acceleration ci
	4.3 Euler Lagrange equations
	4.4 Connections with the Gibbs-Appell and Kane's equations
	4.5 Constrained Robotic Systems using the Gauss's Principle of Least Constraint

	5 Results 
	5.1 Simulation Setup
	5.2 Results
	5.3 Computational cost

	6 Conclusions

