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Abstract—This paper describes the development of a cost-
effective yet precise indoor robot navigation system composed
of a custom robot controller board and an indoor positioning
system. First, the proposed robot controller board has been
specially designed for emerging IoT-based robot applications and
is capable of driving two 6-Amp motor channels. The controller
board also embeds an on-board micro-controller with WIFI
connectivity, enabling robot-to-server communications for IoT
applications. Then, working together with the robot controller
board, the proposed positioning system detects the robot’s loca-
tion using a down-looking webcam and uses the robot’s position
on the webcam images to estimate the real-world position of
the robot in the environment. The positioning system can then
send commands via WIFI to the robot in order to steer it to any
arbitrary location in the environment. Our experiments show that
the proposed system reaches a navigation error smaller or equal
to 0.125 meters while being more than two orders of magnitude
more cost-effective compared to off-the-shelve motion capture
(MOCAP) positioning systems.

Index Terms—Robotics, Positioning, Indoor Navigation, IoT

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

A video demonstration of our proposed system is available
at: https://tinyurl.com/4vpz5ar7

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the study and design of indoor robot navi-
gation systems has attracted much attention for applications
ranging from automated warehouse management to indoor
inspection and maintenance [1]. In order to conceive the many
subsystems needed for indoor robot navigation, research is
currently being conducted across different fields such as: i)
robot mechanics design [2]; ii) electronics hardware design
(e.g., low-power AI processors [3]–[5], robot controller boards
[6]); iii) motor control algorithms; iv) AI-driven perception
systems (e.g., people detection and avoidance [7], Simulta-
neous Localisation and Mapping or SLAM [8]); v) Internet
of Things (IoT) [9] for robot-to-robot and robot-to-server
communication; and vi) motion capture (MOCAP) systems for
robot positioning [10].

In this work, our goal is to co-develop a custom robot
controller hardware (ii) in the list given above) together with
an indoor MOCAP positioning system (vi) in the list given
above), enabling a direct positioning of the robot without
resorting to compute-expensive SLAM algorithms.

Indeed, the availability of a MOCAP system [10], [11] is
central to most indoor robotics setups as it provides precise
positioning to the robot controller system. MOCAP systems
typically use an array of infrared cameras mounted on the
ceiling above the area to be tracked. Reflective markers are

Fig. 1: View of the robot controller and indoor positioning system
proposed in this work. A custom robot motor controller board is
used to drive the robot’s wheels while providing WIFI connectivity
for enabling the study of IoT-based applications. Color markers
mounted on the robot are used by a down-looking webcam connected
to a laptop for visually determining the position of the robot in
the environment. The camera-based positioning system transmits the
robot’s position to the custom controller board via WIFI.

mounted on each robot that needs to be tracked and are
detected by the MOCAP camera array. Then, localisation and
triangulation algorithms are used to derive the position of each
robot using the tracked marker positions [10], [11].

Even though widely used in lab settings, MOCAP systems
are known to be highly expensive in terms of purchase costs
(with a typical price tag of ∼120,000 QAR for covering a
7-m×7-m area [13]), making them less suited for a cost-
effective, on-the-field deployment in large areas.

To help alleviate this issue, this paper describes how to
set up a cost-effective yet precise indoor robot navigation
system intended to be used for the study of emerging IoT and
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Fig. 2: H-bridge circuit design. The PWM signals for controlling the speed of the right and left motors are fed through the ports
PWM-A,PWM-B, PWM-C and PWM-D. The motor turns clock-wise when feeding the PWM signal to PWM-A (PWM-C) while keeping PWM-B
(PWM-D) to GND, and vice-versa for counter-clock-wise rotation.

AI applications (such as e.g., federated learning at the robot
edge [12]). At the core of the system lies a custom robot
controller board with wireless connectivity (through WIFI),
providing networking and internet connection capability to the
robot platform. Fig. 1 provides a ensemble view of the system
proposed in this work.

The contributions of this paper are the following:
1) We design a robot controller board embarking a WIFI-

enabled micro-controller chip providing IoT capability
and running a Proportional-Integral-Derivative (PID)
motor speed control loop with anti-windup capability.

2) We show how to set up a cost-effective yet precise in-
door positioning system using a down-looking webcam
camera connected to a laptop which interacts with the
robot controller board through the WIFI connectivity.

3) We experimentally demonstrate the navigation capability
of the proposed system, reaching a low robot positioning
error of ≤ 0.125 meter.

This paper is organized as follows. The design of our
IoT-enabled robot controller is described in Section II. Our
proposed indoor robot positioning system is detailed in Sec-
tion III. Demonstrations about the robot navigation capability
of the proposed setup are provided in Section IV. Finally,
conclusions are provided in Section V.

II. IOT-ENABLED ROBOT CONTROLLER DESIGN

In order to control the motor speed of the rover bot used in
this work (see Fig. 1) while providing wireless connectivity
to the robot system, the custom controller board in Fig. 3 has
been designed, embarking a 6-Amp H-bridge circuit [14], a
WIFI-enabled ESP8266 micro-controller chip, various power
management circuits (3.3-V, 5-V and 8-V regulation) and a
USB to serial conversion interface (using a CH340 chip).

The ESP8266 can be programmed via the USB interface
and is used to control the speed of the robot’s motors via
Pulse-Width Modulation (PWM) applied to the gates of the
MOSFETs used within the H-bridge circuit (see Fig. 2).

Fig. 3: Custom robot controller board. The board embarks a H-
bridge circuit capable of driving motors with up to 6 Amps of current.
The H-bridge is controlled via PWM by the on-board ESP8266 micro-
controller chip which also provides WIFI connectivity to the board.

The PWM motor speed control loop running in the ESP8266
is built around a PID controller [15] and uses the motor speed
measurement from the optical wheel encoders as input to the
PID controller [19]. The desired speed set-point is compared to
the measured rotation speed in order to derive the error signal
used by the PID controller to adjust its PWM command to
the motors. The PID controller is also equipped with an anti-
windup mechanism [15] preventing the integral error to grow
indefinitely in case the wheels are being stuck due to the floor
conditions. Fig. 4 shows the anti-windup PID control loop
running in the ESP8266. In addition, Table I reports the PID
and anti-windup control parameters used in this work (tuned
empirically).



Fig. 4: Anti-windup PID motor speed controller. The error signal
e[k] at time-step k is obtained by subtracting the measured rotation
speed from the desired set-point speed. The error signal e[k] is then
fed to a proportional, a derivative and an integral pipeline with
coefficients Kp,Kd,Ki. The anti-windup mechanism applies a decay
I ←− I × αdecay to the integrator if the error is larger than a
certain threshold Lanti. The integrator is further clamped between
(−βanti, βanti) to prevent large bursts in the PWM commands.

Kp Kd Ki Lanti αdecay βanti

1.2 0.05 3 10 0.4 100

TABLE I: PID and anti-windup control parameters. The
control parameters are described in Fig. 4. The PID operates
at a rate of 10-Hz.

III. INDOOR POSITIONING SYSTEM

We set up an inexpensive yet effective indoor positioning
system by mounting a down-looking webcam to the ceiling of
the indoor environment in which our robot is set to navigate.
We choose a wide-angle camera (HBV-1716WA 2MP camera)
with a field of view of 140◦ in order to maximise the floor
coverage area. By mounting the green and orange color mark-
ers on the robot chassis (see Fig. 1), it is possible to determine
both the robot location (xc, yc) and azimuth orientation angle
θc on the image plane of the webcam as follows.

The webcam is connected to a laptop running a real-
time python script which localizes all the pixel coordinates
{(xg

i , y
g
i ),∀i = 1, ng} corresponding to the distinct green

marker, and all the pixel coordinates {(xo
j , y

o
j ),∀j = 1, no}

corresponding to the distinct orange marker. Using these pixel
coordinates, it is possible to find the centroid coordinates
(xg

c , y
g
c ); (x

o
c , y

o
c ) of the green and orange markers via (1) and

(2) respectively.

(xg
c , y

g
c ) =

1

ng

ng∑
i=1

(xg
i , y

g
i ) (1)

(xo
c , y

o
c ) =

1

no

no∑
j=1

(xo
j , y

o
j ) (2)

Then, the location of the robot on the image plane (xc, yc)
can be derived as the average location between the green and
orange centroids:

(xc, yc) =
(xg

c , y
g
c ) + (xo

c , y
o
c )

2
(3)

Fig. 5: Calibration setup. The white markers placed on the floor
indicate the location of the calibration points (with known real-world
coordinate (Xi

c, Y
i
c )). During calibration, the robot is placed on top

of a marker and its location on the camera image plane (xi
c, y

i
c) is

determined by detecting the green and orange markers mounted on
the robot (see Fig. 1).

In addition, the azimuth orientation angle of the robot θc
can be derived as:

θc = arctan
xo
c − xg

c

yoc − ygc
(4)

Now, in order to derive the robot location (Xc, Yc) in terms
of real-world coordinates (vs. coordinates on the image plane),
we use the equations of the pinhole camera [16] to relate the
real-world and pixel coordinates together:

(xc, yc) =
f

Z
(Xc − Cx, Yc − Cy) (5)

where (Cx, Cy) is the origin of the real-world coordinate
system, f is the camera’s focal length and Z is the constant
height distance from the robot to the down-looking camera
mounted to the ceiling [17]. The four unknowns (Cx, Cy),
f and Z can be determined through calibration, by 1)
placing the robot in at least four different known positions
{(Xi

c, Y
i
c ), i = 1, 2, 3, 4} and acquiring their corresponding

image plane positions {(xi
c, y

i
c), i = 1, 2, 3, 4}; and 2) solving

a system of four equations to determine the four unknowns
(Cx, Cy), f and Z.

Fig. 5 shows the calibration setup used in this work. During
the calibration process, the robot is placed on the different cal-
ibration points with real-world coordinate (Xi

c, Y
i
c ) distributed

on the floor (see the white markers in Fig. 5). Then, the
centroid locations of the green and orange markers mounted
on the robot are determined in order to compute the location of
the calibration points (xi

c, y
i
c) on the image plane. Finally, the

acquired points can be used to compute the camera parameters
(Cx, Cy), f and Z following the calibration process described
in this Section.

Once (Cx, Cy), f and Z have been determined, it is possible
to use (5) to derive the real-world robot position (Xc, Yc).
Note that the azimuth orientation angle θc stays identical when
passing from the image plane to the real-world coordinate



Fig. 6: Experiment 1: Steering the robot towards a user-specified goal. First, the user specifies a goal position to be reached by clicking
on the desired location on the image plane. Upon receiving the user-specified location, the python script running the visual positioning
algorithm described in Section III computes the real-world goal and robot coordinates, and sends commands to the robot via WIFI (see Fig.
1) in order to steer it towards the user-specified goal location. The steering is done by 1) turning the robot towards the goal position and
2) moving forward until the goal is reached.

system since the webcam is mounted horizontally with its
image plane parallel to the ground plane.

Finally, the python script running the positioning algorithm
can stream via WIFI the real-world position of the robot to the
robot’s custom controller board described in Section II. Doing
so, a complete IoT-enabled indoor robot navigation setup can
be formed and used to study future robotics applications
equipped with wireless networking capability (see Fig. 1).

IV. ROBOT NAVIGATION EXPERIMENTS

A. Experiment 1: Steering the robot towards a goal
In order to demonstrate the navigation capability of our

proposed system in Fig. 1, we set up a first experiment where
the goal is to steer the robot from an arbitrary start position
to an arbitrary end position.

To select the arbitrary end goal (Xgoal, Ygoal), an external
user specifies the goal location to be reached by clicking on the
desired image plane location from the real-time webcam video
feed. Then, the python script running the positioning system
(described in Section III) transforms this user-specified image
plane location into a real-world coordinate (Xgoal, Ygoal).

In order to steer the robot from its starting position (Xc, Yc)
to the goal position (Xgoal, Ygoal), we adopt a 2-step steering
scheme which works as follows:

1) First, the azimuth orientation angle θc of the robot gets
aligned with the goal location, by aligning θc with the
line joining (Xc, Yc) and (Xgoal, Ygoal). The python
script running the positioning system sends a turn
command via WIFI to the robot which makes the robot
right and left wheels turn in opposite directions at an
angular speed of 10 rad/s. Once θc gets aligned with
goal, the python script sends a stop command which
halts the robot.

2) Then, the robot is driven forward until the goal is
reached. This is done by sending a forward com-
mand via WIFI to the robot which makes the robot
wheels turn in the same direction at an angular
speed of 10 rad/s. Once (Xc, Yc) reaches the de-
sired goal (Xgoal, Ygoal) within an acceptance perimeter

of
√
(Xc −Xgoal)2 + (Yc − Ygoal)2 < 0.1 meters, a

stop command is sent via WIFI which halts the robot.
Fig. 6 illustrates the goal selection and steering scheme

described above. Furthermore, Table II reports the positioning
precision of our proposed system, together with its standard
deviation. The precision is computed by averaging the errors
obtained between the goal position (Xgoal, Ygoal) and the final
position reached by the robot over 50 trials (with randomly-
selected goal positions).

Average positioning error [m] Standard deviation [m]
0.125 0.0439

TABLE II: Positioning error and standard deviation. Com-
puted over 50 randomly-selected goal positions.

B. Experiment 2: Trajectory tracking
In our second series of experiments, we consider the more

challenging case of trajectory tracking, where the robot must
follow a precise user-defined trajectory with as little deviation
as possible.

We experiment with three different trajectories shown in
Fig. 7. This trajectories are all generated by spanning either
half, either three-quarter or either a full period of a sine wave.
Furthermore, the orange curves in Fig. 8 show the target
trajectory curves in the real-world coordinate system.

To perform tracking, we consider a control scheme built
around a Proportional regulator (tuned empirically) which
steers the orientation of the robot back towards the track in
function of the error distance ∆d between the robot’s green
marker and its closest point on the track. In addition, when
this error ∆d crosses a threshold θd, the robot executes a
rotation with no forward translation for that time step. We
found this additional control rule helpful for cases where the
track curvature is important (e.g., near the maxima of the Full-
Sine trajectory in Fig. 7 c). Algorithm 1 details the tracker
control loop, which sends velocity commands to the anti-
windup PID regulator of our robot controller board (see. Fig.
4).



Fig. 7: Experiment 2: Trajectory tracking. a) the robot follows a trajectory spanning half a sine wave. b) the robot follows a trajectory
spanning three-quarter of a sine wave. c) the robot follows a full sine wave.

Algorithm 1 Trajectory tracker control loop

Input: s̄ = {(X∗
k , Y

∗
k )}∀k: Target trajectory to be tracked.

Input: θd = 0.15: deviation threshold in m.
Input: vm = 0.5: baseline motor speed in rad/s.
Input: Kt

p = 70: Proportional coefficient.
1: while goal not reached do
2: // (X,Y ) is the current robot position.
3: ∆d←− mink ||s̄k − (X,Y )||2
4: if (X,Y ) is on the right side of the track then
5: δ = 1
6: else if (X,Y ) is on the left side of the track then
7: δ = −1
8: end if
9: uright = vm − δ ×Kt

p ×∆d // Proportional regulation
10: uleft = vm + δ ×Kt

p ×∆d
11: if ∆d > θd then
12: uright = −δ×vm //Over-write the right and left speeds

13: uleft = δ × vm // to make a pure rotation
14: end if
15: Send right and left target motor speeds uright, uleft to the

robot via WIFI.
16: end while

Finally, Table III reports the average trajectory deviation
errors for the three sine wave tracking experiments in Fig. 8.

1/2-Sine 3/4-Sine Full-Sine
0.1 m 0.068 m 0.106 m

TABLE III: Averaging trajectory deviation error during the
tracking experiments.

C. Discussion

We observe that the positioning errors (≤ 0.125 m) reported
in Tables II and III are smaller compared to the physical robot
dimensions (0.3 m ×0.2 m), making the proposed systems
usable in practice. This clearly demonstrates the usefulness of
our proposed indoor robot navigation system, while costing
more than two orders of magnitude less compared to off-
the-shelve positioning and MOCAP systems [13] (∼ 1600

Fig. 8: Real-world robot position vs. the target trajectory to be
tracked.

QAR for our proposed system vs. ∼ 120, 000 QAR for off-
the-shelve MOCAPs). Even though the robot always reached
the user-specified goal and tracked the desired trajectories
with acceptable precision during the experiments, it must
be noted that the precision of the proposed navigation sys-
tem could be enhanced even more by using more advanced
robot steering schemes such as e.g., Linear-Quadratic (LQ)
controllers [18]. Finally, a video showing how our proposed
system operates is provided as supplementary material at
https://tinyurl.com/4vpz5ar7.

V. CONCLUSION

This paper has described the development of a cost-effective
yet precise indoor robot navigation system composed of a
custom robot controller board and a camera-based indoor
positioning system, communicating together via WIFI. The
indoor positioning setup and the controller board have been
used to demonstrate the robot navigation capability of the
proposed system. It has been shown that our system achieves
a positioning error ≤ 0.125 meter while being two orders of
magnitude less expensive compared to off-the-shelve MOCAP
systems. We hope that the developments proposed in this paper



will be useful to other researchers during the conception of
their own indoor robot navigation setups.

REFERENCES

[1] J. K, ”A Comprehensive Survey on Robotics and Automation in Various
Industries,” 2022 7th International Conference on Communication and
Electronics Systems (ICCES), Coimbatore, India, 2022, pp. 192-196,
doi: 10.1109/ICCES54183.2022.9835730.

[2] D. Falanga, K. Kleber, S. Mintchev, D. Floreano and D. Scaramuzza,
”The Foldable Drone: A Morphing Quadrotor That Can Squeeze and
Fly,” in IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, vol. 4, no. 2, pp. 209-
216, April 2019, doi: 10.1109/LRA.2018.2885575.

[3] J. Chen, Y. Wu, Y. Yang, S. Wen, K. Shi, A. Bermak, T. Huang,
”An Efficient Memristor-Based Circuit Implementation of Squeeze-and-
Excitation Fully Convolutional Neural Networks,” in IEEE Transactions
on Neural Networks and Learning Systems, vol. 33, no. 4, pp. 1779-
1790, April 2022, doi: 10.1109/TNNLS.2020.3044047.

[4] X. Zhong, Q. Yu, A. Bermak, C. -Y. Tsui and M. -K. Law, ”A
2PJ/Pixel/Direction MIMO Processing Based CMOS Image Sensor for
Omnidirectional Local Binary Pattern Extraction and Edge Detection,”
2018 IEEE Symposium on VLSI Circuits, Honolulu, HI, USA, 2018,
pp. 247-248, doi: 10.1109/VLSIC.2018.8502214.

[5] M. F. Tolba, H. Saleh, M. Al-Qutayri, A. Hroub and T. Stouraitis,
”Efficient CNN Hardware Architecture Based on Linear Approximation
and Computation Reuse Technique,” 2023 International Conference on
Microelectronics (ICM), Abu Dhabi, United Arab Emirates, 2023, pp.
7-10, doi: 10.1109/ICM60448.2023.10378935.

[6] M. -A. Martı́nez-Prado, J. Rodrı́guez-Reséndiz, R. -A. Gómez-Loenzo,
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