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Abstract— This paper presents ETA-IK, a novel Execution-
Time-Aware Inverse Kinematics method tailored for dual-
arm robotic systems. The primary goal is to optimize motion
execution time by leveraging the redundancy of both arms,
specifically in tasks where only the relative pose of the robots
is constrained, such as dual-arm scanning of unknown ob-
jects. Unlike traditional inverse kinematics methods that use
surrogate metrics such as joint configuration distance, our
method incorporates direct motion execution time and implicit
collisions into the optimization process, thereby finding target
joints that allow subsequent trajectory generation to get more
efficient and collision-free motion. A neural network based ex-
ecution time approximator is employed to predict time-efficient
joint configurations while accounting for potential collisions.
Through experimental evaluation on a system composed of
a UR5 and a KUKA iiwa robot, we demonstrate significant
reductions in execution time. The proposed method outperforms
conventional approaches, showing improved motion efficiency
without sacrificing positioning accuracy. These results highlight
the potential of ETA-IK to improve the performance of dual-
arm systems in applications, where efficiency and safety are
paramount.

I. INTRODUCTION

While robots are becoming increasingly capable of per-
forming everyday tasks in a Human-Robot Collaboration
setting, there are still many situations where robots must
operate without humans present in the environment. Notable
examples include dismantling nuclear facilities, disaster re-
lief operations, and tasks in human-hazardous environments
[1] [2]. In such environments, the criteria of human likeness
and the predictability of motion, which are essential for
collaborative tasks, are of less importance than efficiency,
which represents the gold standard.

Our work originates from a scenario involving the scan-
ning and modeling of unknown objects during the dis-
mantling and decontamination of a nuclear facility. To be
specific, robots have to efficiently coordinate with each other
to conduct rapid surface modeling and reconstruction of a
unknown object. With the sophisticated reconstructed 3D
model, a close-range radiation scanning over the surface of
the unknown object is then possible. The focus of this work is
the motion generation for rapid modeling. For the modeling
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Fig. 1: Improving execution time for modeling radioactive
unknown objects with two robot arms (top left). Given a set
of relative poses representing the scan poses (bottom left),
ETA-IK aims to use the capabilities of this highly redundant
system to solve the IK problem and find the optimal and
collision-free joint configurations (top right), to accelerate
the scanning process (bottom right).

task, the robots traverse over a given sequence of object-
centric perception angles, e.g. generated from Next-Best-
View (NBV) methods [3] [4]. At least one robot should ma-
nipulate and then hold the object for perception while another
robot with perception instruments attached should position
itself to approach the predefined perception angle, i.e. to
keep a relative pose including position and orientation to
the first robot. As the perception completes, the both robots
move on to the next perception angles in the sequence. Note
that the perception angles, i.e. the relative pose between the
robots, only imposes a constraint of six Degrees of Freedom
(DoF), leaving us possibility to leverage redundancy of the
robot arms to optimize the joint configurations for higher
efficiency, e.g. shorter time traversing from one perception
pose to the next one in the given sequence.

In this work, we use the motion execution time traversing
from the current robot configuration to the target pose as
a metric to characterize the efficiency. The goal of the this
work is to compute the target joint configurations that can
reach the target pose while keeping the execution time as
short as possible. This metric can be integrated into a multi-
objective inverse kinematics framework. Some inverse kine-
matics algorithms use difference between joint configurations
as surrogate loss [5] [6]. This surrogate loss becomes less
representative if the point-to-point motion from the current
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robot joint configuration to the computed target configuration
is not collision-free. This is a common phenomenon in the
dual-arm setting. On the other hand, we use a learned neural
network to directly provide an estimation of the motion
execution time, taking into account the detour to avoid
collision, resulting in a more accurate and representative
metric. The main contributions of this work are as follows,

• A multi-objective Inverse Kinematics (IK) method for
dual-arm setting that formulates the problem using
relative pose between TCPs of the robots, optimizing
simultaneously over the redundancy of both arms

• Improving motion execution efficiency by directly in-
cluding motion execution time into the IK optimization
problem, showing significant advantage compared to the
methods that use surrogate terms such as joint distance

• An execution time approximator that takes into account
potential risks of collision, providing more accurate
estimation regarding execution time of a collision-free
point-to-point motion generated by standard Trajectory
Generation (TG) given the the start and target configu-
rations

II. RELATED WORK

Explore Redundancy Resolution for Redundant Robot and
Dual-arm System: Redundant robots are robotic systems
that have more DoF than is strictly necessary to perform
a given task, and for regular reach a pose tasks, robots
with more than six DoF have redundancy. Numerous studies
have leveraged redundancy resolution in seven DoF robots to
enhance motion optimization, such as introducing joint limit
constraints [7], improving manipulability to avoid singulari-
ties [8], enhancing stiffness [9], avoiding obstacles [10], or
reducing energy consumption [11]. When the objective is to
achieve coordinated relative poses between multiple robotic
arms, the nullspace of the relative Jacobian becomes larger,
enabling further optimization across multiple sub-tasks or
asymmetric tasks [12] [13].

Some research has extended the concept of the nullspace
by incorporating advanced optimization strategies. For in-
stance, cost functions based on the manipulability of key
waypoints have been proposed to define secondary tasks
[14], thereby optimizing the average manipulability index
throughout the task execution. Additionally, by deriving
the nullspace into acceleration domain, nullspace-based
impedance controller is proposed to handle force interactive
tasks [15] and minimization of motion time under kine-
matic/dynamic bounds can also be achieved [16].

To the best of the author’s knowledge, there is currently no
research that directly incorporates execution time explicitly
into the IK optimization problem. Some studies [5] [6] that
aim to find a global optimum introduce a distance cost
function specific to the joint configuration. By setting a spe-
cific angle as the current joint configuration, these methods
attempt to minimize joint movements, thereby optimizing ex-
ecution time. However, achieving a global optimum requires
converting the optimization problem into a convex form,
which restricts the extensibility of objective function and

leads to an exponential increase in computational time as the
number of redundant degrees of freedom increases. In addi-
tion, other related methods include inertial load optimization
based on Cartesian spatial direction and the concepts of
pseudo-inverse velocity and pseudo-inverse acceleration [16].
These methods are more suitable for local optimization and
path following, which differs from the problem addressed in
this work.

Time-Optimal Trajectory Generation: Traditional methods
to optimize the execution time are usually incorporated into
the trajectory optimization step, after IK solving and path
planning. There are many approaches, such as Time Scaling,
Time-Optimal Path Parameterization (TOPP) [17], Time-
Optimal Path Parameterization Based on Reachability Analy-
sis (TOPPRA) [18], and other Time-Optimal Trajectory Gen-
eration (TOTG) techniques [19] [20], are typically applied
as post-processing steps rather than being integrated into the
single-pose IK solution. While these methods are capable of
generating efficient motions, they generally assume that a
feasible joint target pose or a series of waypoints is already
available. This makes them more appropriate for waypoint-
based motion planning, as opposed to addressing single-pose
IK challenges.

Learning-based Approaches: Regarding the learning
based IK solver, very earlier, the authors in [21] proposed
to use a prediction network to reduce the IK solving time.
Numerous studies [22] [23] [24] have explored various neural
network architectures for solving the IK problem.

Directly learning an IK solution for redundant robots using
an end-to-end neural network approach presents significant
challenges. IKNET [25] demonstrated improvements com-
pared to MLP by decreasing the position error into the
centimeter level. Unsupervised learning-based IK is proposed
for highly redundant system [26], reducing the error of a 20
DoF redundant robot to 2 cm when only the position error
is considered. Another important finding is that the neural
network solver is capable of implicitly generating collision-
free solutions when rained on datasets containing obstacle
avoidance scenarios. On the other hand, for the IK solver
based on optimization, the network can be used to estimate
some metrics, such as the nullspace parameter [27]. For a
dual-arm robotic system with 12 to 14 DoFs, integrating
learning-based methods with optimization has the potential
to address the limitations of both approaches.

III. PROBLEM STATEMENT

The primary goal of this work was to find a target joint
configuration qt for a point-to-point (PTP) minimum motion
time IK problem with a given initial configuration q0, a
desired target Tool Center Point (TCP) pose pt (relative pose
between 2 TCPs pr,t for a dual-arm system), zero initial/final
joint velocity q̇0 = q̇t = 0, and robot dynamic and kinematic
limits as follow:

qmin ≤ q(t) ≤ qmax,

q̇min ≤ q̇(t) ≤ q̇max,

q̈min ≤ q̈(t) ≤ q̈max ∀t ∈ [0, tend].

(1)



The primary motivation for formulating this problem is
to optimize the process of scanning unknown objects as
efficiently as possible using the NBV method. In a dual-arm
robotic system, where one arm holds the unknown object and
the other is equipped with a scanner or camera, the NBV is
defined by the relative pose of the two TCPs. Given the
redundancy of the robotic system, there exists an infinite
number of configurations that can satisfy the relative pose
constraints. To identify the most efficient IK solution for
this motion task, the distance between the initial and target
configurations can serve as a potential metric for estimating
motion time. However, this approach is complicated by the
fact that most robots have unique joint limits, making it chal-
lenging to predict motion time based solely on configuration
distance. And the estimated joint distance in the IK phase
can not explicitly illustrate the actual execution time due
to the collision avoidance behaviour considered in the post-
processing phase.

As mentioned above, most time-optimization methods for
motion execution apply post-processing to target configura-
tions or joint waypoints after they are determined. It remains
an open question regarding how to explore the solution
space of a single inverse kinematics (IK) problem to obtain
a configuration that optimizes execution time directly. The
closest approach mentioned in [16] models the problem as
a nonlinear programming problem and employs numerical
methods based on direct collocation to minimize execution
time. While this approach calculates the optimal trajectory
simultaneously with the execution time, it introduces signif-
icant computational overhead.

IV. APPROACH

With the six DoF perception poses generated by the NBV
algorithms, we leverage redundancy of the dual arms to opti-
mize the joint configurations for fast execution. First, we use
the relative pose between both arms to formulate an inverse
kinematics problem. Then, we convert this formulation into a
parallel multi-objectives problem and incorporate execution
time directly in the objectives. During the optimization, the
joint configurations converge to the target desired pose and
sequentially improve the execution time.

A. Relative TCP Pose Approach

In a dual-arm robot system, as shown in Fig. 3, one robot,
called the tool robot, holds the tool (camera or scanner),
while the other arm, called the reference robot, holds the
object to be modelled. The concept of relative Jacobian is
built on vectors that represent the position and orientation
of the TCP of the tool robot relative to the TCP of the
reference robot. It imposes a constraint regarding the the
relative motion between the two TCPs without any restric-
tions regarding of their absolute positions. Essentially, by
using this Jacobian, the focus in a two-arm maneuver is the
relative motion between the TCP.

The relative position vector xR is then defined as:

xR = xB − xA (2)

Fig. 2: Pipeline of ETA-IK: given a desired perception pose,
ETA-IK first generate a batch of initial configurations, high-
lighted with yellow. And then, a multilayer-perceptron time
apporiximator and pose error objectives are used for parallel
optimization, highlighted with blue. After N iterations, the
results is a batch of joint configurations. We select the best
one according to criterion such as execution time and relative
pose error between two robots, highlighted with green.

where xA,xB ∈ RnR are the TCP pose of the reference
robot and the tool robot, respectively and nR refers to the
DoFs of the robotic arms. By differentiating this equation
with respect to time, we obtain:

ẋR = ẋB − ẋA = JRq̇ (3)

where ẋR represents the relative velocity between two
robots’ TCPs and ẋB , ẋA denote the absolute velocity of the
respective robot’s TCP. The relative Jacobian JR ∈ RnR×nT

can be expressed in terms of the individual Jacobians of the
robots [15]:

JR =

[
−RRAJA

RT
RTRRBJB

]
(4)

where JA ∈ RnR×nA and JB ∈ RnR×nB are the Jacobians
of robots A and B, respectively. The term n[·] denotes the
DoF of a robot and nT = nA + nB is the total number of
DoFs for the system. The block diagonal rotation matrices
RRA, RRT , RRB ∈ RnR×nR are determined with respect to
their associated reference frames. The relative Jacobian JR
provide gradients of the pose error in the multi-objective
optimization.

B. Multi-Objective Relative Pose IK

The primary objective for the defined scenario is to accu-
rately determine the relative pose between the reference robot
and the tool robot. To achieve this, the first components of
the objective function are defined to address both the relative
position and orientation errors.

For the relative position, the objective function can be
formulated as:

χp(q) = ∥(pB,g − pA,g)− (FKB(qB)− FKA(qA)∥2 (5)

where FKA(qA) and FKB(qB) are the forward kinematics
functions of robots A and B given their joint configurations.



For the relative orientation error, the objective function is
given by:

χo(q) = d(d(qB,g, qA,g), d(qB [FK(qB)], qA[FK(qA)])),
(6)

where d(·) is the displacement between two quatenions, and
note that q refers joint configuration of the robot, and q
represents quaternions.

To represent the motion time, a commonly used surrogate
metric is the distance between the starting and target joint
configurations:

χmt(q) = ∥q− q0∥2, (7)

where q is the joint configuration being optimized. In this
formulation, a bang-bang control strategy can be assumed at
the velocity level, and the distance metric is normalized by
introducing a weighting factor to account for the different
velocity limits of each joint.

χmt(q) =

nT∑
i=1

wi |qi − qi,0|2 . (8)

C. Optimization

Inverse kinematics optimization aiming for global opti-
mality is significant computationally expensive. Recent study
[6] reports an average computation time of 77.6 seconds to
optimize a system with 10 DoF using the similar objective
functions in IV-B. The optimizing problems of a dual-
arm system involves commonly 12-14 DoF, resulting in an
expanded optimization space. Due to the curse of dimen-
sionality, this increase significantly elevates computational
expense, rendering such methods impractical.

The other non-convex optimization algorithms such as
[28], trade global optimality for potentially faster compu-
tation. To improve the chances of finding a better solution, a
parallel optimization approach is often employed [29]. This
method uses multiple initial guesses in parallel, and the best
result is selected as the optimal solution. Since the mapping
relationship between Cartesian coordinates and the joints
of a redundant manipulator is not unique, the number and
distribution of initial guesses can significantly influence the
final optimization result.

The entire objective function is

f(q) = wp ·χp(q)+wo ·χo(q)+wmt·χmt(q,q0)+wb ·χb(q)
(9)

where wi represent the weight for the corresponding objec-
tive terms, and χb(q) is the joint limit cost proposed in [29].
Initially, Halton sampling is employed to generate samples
from the configuration space that are free of collisions,
serving as initial guesses for the optimization process. The
step directions for the optimization are then computed based
on the gradient of the defined objective function.

Once the step direction is determined, a line search is
conducted. This involves scaling the step direction with
a discrete set of magnitudes [29]. The optimal magnitude
from this set is selected using the Armijo and Wolfe con-
ditions, ensuring that the step size is sufficient for descent

and satisfies the curvature condition, which is crucial for
avoiding overshooting and ensuring stable convergence in
IK problems.

After several iterations, all optimization results are verified
for feasibility and convergence to ensure that the calculated
IK solutions reside in a collision-free joint space and meet
the predefined position and rotation error thresholds. A so-
lution is considered successful if it satisfies both conditions.
If a solution does not meet these criteria, an offset is added
to the evaluation metric when selecting the best solution.

Typically, the IK problem defines the optimal solution as
the one that minimizes the pose error. Since our method also
consider the motion time, the metric for selecting the optimal
solution can be defined in several ways: it can prioritize
the pose error, the motion time, or a combination of both.
This flexibility allows the optimization to balance accuracy
in achieving the desired pose with the efficiency of motion,
depending on the specific requirements of the task.

D. Execution Time Approximator
Using surrogate loss such as distance between joint con-

figurations as optimization objectives assumes that resultant
point-to-point motion between the start and target configura-
tion is collision-free and executable. For a dual-arm setting,
this assumption is usually not legitimate and therefore a
post-processing step such as path planning is needed. This
additional step introduce an gab between the surrogate loss
and the actual execution time. Directly coping execution time
in the optimization does not has such problem.

For dual arms mounted on a fixed base, we can de-
ploy offline optimal path planning or trajectory optimization
algorithms to compute the collision-free motion between
two arbitrary joint configuration and at the end acquire the
actual execution time. However, this paradigm can not be
included into the multi-objective optimization due to its
computation complexity. Instead, we collect data from these
offline methods and use a multilayer perceptron (MLP) fθ
to approximate the execution time during the optimization.
Previous works [30] show that MLPs are capable to capture
the latent relation between joint configurations and time.
Furthermore, MLPs can not only achieve fast inference time
during optimization, but also support batch operations and
provide gradients for the optimization. In practice, we use
positional encoding qPE = [q, cosq, sinq] as input for the
approximator. Given the start and target configuration q0, qt,
the approximator outputs

t̂ = fθ(qPE,0,qPE,t). (10)

Literature [31] [32] suggests that this can improve the
expressiveness of the MLP.

V. EXPERIMENTAL EVALUATIONS

The experimental setup for the dual-arm system, shown
in 3, consists of a UR5 and a KUKA LBR iiwa 14 R820
robot, with a combined total of 13 DoF. The KUKA iiwa is
designated for object grasping due to its higher load capacity,
while a high-resolution 3D lidar Robin W from Seyond is
mounted on the UR5’s end-effector for scanning purposes.
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Fig. 3: Scanning and modeling with two different manip-
ulators: The KUKA iiwa robot picks up the target object
(stone) and the UR5 robot carries a 3D lidar scanner. To get a
complete and accurate model, both robots have to change the
scanning pose through many relative poses that are projected
as the best scanning perspective. This process needs to be
accelerated by using our proposed approach.

A. Training Dataset

Given a start and target configuration, the time approx-
imator provides an estimated execution time with implicit
consideration of potential collision risk. To train the time
approximator, we generate 250,000 collision-free start and
target pairs. Then, we feed these pairs to the TOPPRA
[18] trajectory generator and Curobo TrajOpt [29] to collect
respective execution time. The difference between these two
trajectory generators is that, the one from Curobo takes
collision into account and always returns collision-free tra-
jectories while the TG methods can return trajectories that are
not executable. In our generated dataset, approximately 50%
of the trajectories generated by TOPPRA are not collision-
free and, therefore, not executable in practice.

B. Simulation

1) Evaluation Simulation Setup: In the simulation, a
general evaluation of the proposed approach is conducted.
This involves generating a random collision-free initial joint
configuration q0 and a random relative Cartesian pose pR,t.
A random reference target joint configuration qt is sampled,
and the absolute TCP poses of the two robots are then
calculated individually.

For comparative analysis, three baselines are provided.
These baselines utilize the random reference qt directly as
the endpoint, perform optimization on Eq. (8) based on
absolute and relative Cartesian pose as motion time term
in the objective function. The resulting motion time based
on the IK solutions is subsequently calculated using the
TOPPRA algorithm.

The robot joint limits used when generating the
dataset for the network align with those in TOPPRA,
including velocity {3.15, 3.15, 3.15, 3.2, 3.2, 3.2} and
{10.0, 10.0, 10.0, 10.0, 10.0, 10.0, 10.0} rad

s , acceleration
{5.0, 5.0, 3.0, 2.0, 2.0, 2.0} , {5.0, 5.0, 3.0, 2.0, 2.0, 2.0, 2.0}
rad
s2 , and jerk constraints for UR5 and IIWA

respectively {500.0, 500.0, 500.0, 500.0, 500.0, 500.0},
{500.0, 500.0, 500.0, 500.0, 500.0, 500.0, 500.0} rad

s3 . All
optimization parameters are summarized in Tab. I. To
explore the optimal solution, the number of initial guesses
and optimization iterations are set to a high value, namely
4096 initial guesses and 500 iterations. This ensures
a comprehensive evaluation of the solution space. The
weights for position and orientation error are 2000, 2500
and the execution time weights are set as 250, 500 for joint
distance and execution time approximator, respectively.

2) Execution Time Evaluation: The execution time results
indicate that using absolute Cartesian coordinates as position
targets is less effective than relative positions for execution
time optimization. The distance loss (C in the Tab. I) and the
proposed execution time approximator with cost based IK
solution selection (E) demonstrate comparable performance
in optimizing the execution time. It is worth noting that due
to the greater optimization space, the positional error of (E) is
significantly smaller. If the solution to success is sorted only
by execution time cost, the solution obtained by proposed
ETA-IK is almost 25% shorter than the execution time of the
randomly generated ref configuration, performs best among
all comparison methods.

3) Implicit Collision Consideration: For the approximator
trained by the collision-free dataset, the NBV candidate
poses are utilized as target relative poses. Since these scanned
positions are object-centered, they are more prone to col-
lisions, thereby highlighting the influence of the collision-
aware approximator on the IK solution. As shown in the Tab.
II, the trained approximator demonstrates faster performance
in both TG methods, with and without collision checking.
Method (C), which employs relative position and distance
loss as objectives, results in minimal joint changes (A typical
example with random sampled starting and target is shown in
Fig. 4). However, due to the need for collision avoidance, the
final collision-free trajectory execution time is longer than
method (G). The symmetry of the velocity profile indicates
the presence of obstacle avoidance behavior. While the ref-
erence trajectory is planned without encountering obstacles,
resulting in a completely symmetrical velocity profile. The
longer joint movement distances increased the execution
time. In contrast, the IK solution obtained through the
proposed approximator optimization exhibits relatively less
obstacle avoidance behavior and achieves optimal execution
time among the three methods considered.

C. Real Robot Experiments

The real robot experiments validated the motion generation
pipeline, demonstrating that the generated trajectories per-
form effectively both in the simulation environment and on
real robots. A video of the experiment is attached to provide
a visual demonstration of the system’s performance.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this work, we presented ETA-IK, an Execution-Time-
Aware Inverse Kinematics method for dual-arm systems,



Metrics Ref. qt (A) (B) (C) (D) (E) (F)
execution time by TOPPRA 2.71 2.618 2.363 2.477 2.053 2.450 2.807

Position error 0 0.0004 0.0002 0.0022 0.0016 0.0003 0.0003
IK success rate - 100 100 98 100 100 100

TABLE I: Resulting execution time with random sampling from 100 IK instances (A) Given TCP-pose with distance loss
(B) Given TCP-pose with trained model and best time selection (C) Relative pose with distance loss (D) relative pose with
trained model and best time selection (E) relative pose with trained model and best cost selection (F) relative pose with
trained model and best pose error

po
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Reference targetStarting pose

Method (E)Method (C)

Reference Method (C) Method (E)

Execution Time

Fig. 4: Execution time comparison between reference, method (C) and (G) for collision-free trajectory generation:
The starting pose and the reference target shown are randomly generated. The starting joint configuration, reference target
configuration, and the IK solution generated by method (C) and (G) in Tab. II are illustrated with the corresponding position
and velocity profile over time generated by TrajOpt.

Metrics Ref. qt (C) (G)
execution time by TOPPRA 2.483 2.4529 2.394
execution time by TrajOpt 3.522 3.513 3.40

position error 0 0.0016 0.002
IK success rate - 100 100

TABLE II: Resulting execution time with task related
relative pose from 100 IK instances (C) Relative pose with
distance loss (G) relative pose with trained collision-free
model

with a specific application in scanning unknown objects dur-
ing the dismantling of a nuclear facility. Our primary focus
was on optimizing motion execution time by leveraging the
redundancy of dual-arm systems. The results demonstrated
that integrating motion execution time directly into the IK
optimization framework yields significant improvements in
efficiency compared to traditional methods that rely on
surrogate metrics, such as joint distance.

The experiments showed that our proposed execution
time approximator effectively improves the overall system
performance. By incorporating collision avoidance into the
optimization process, our approach could account for self-

collision without introducing substantial computational over-
head. This was particularly evident in both simulated and
real-world scenarios, where the system was able to achieve
more efficient execution while maintaining the relative pose
between the two robots.

In addition, we have identified several limitations in this
work. One is the additional inference time required for
the neural network-based approximator compared to simple
distance-based metrics. However, this drawback is mitigated
by the overall improvement in the motion execution time.
Future work could focus on reducing the computational
overhead of the approximator and exploring the application
of this approach to multi-robot systems with higher degrees
of freedom.
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[20] T. Kröger, “Opening the door to new sensor-based robot applica-
tions—The Reflexxes Motion Libraries,” in 2011 IEEE International
Conference on Robotics and Automation, May 2011, pp. 1–4, iSSN:
1050-4729.

[21] E. Oyama, N. Y. Chong, A. Agah, and T. Maeda, “Inverse kinematics
learning by modular architecture neural networks with performance
prediction networks,” in Proceedings 2001 ICRA. IEEE International
Conference on Robotics and Automation (Cat. No. 01CH37164),
vol. 1. IEEE, 2001, pp. 1006–1012.

[22] M. N. Vu, F. Beck, M. Schwegel, C. Hartl-Nesic, A. Nguyen, and
A. Kugi, “Machine learning-based framework for optimally solving
the analytical inverse kinematics for redundant manipulators,” Mecha-
tronics, vol. 91, p. 102970, 2023.
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