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Preliminary Analysis and Simulation of a
Compact Variable Stiffness Wrist

Giuseppe Milazzo, Manuel G. Catalano, Antonio Bicchi, and Giorgio Grioli

Abstract Variable Stiffness Actuators prove invaluable for robotics applications in
unstructured environments, fostering safe interactions and enhancing task adaptabil-
ity. Nevertheless, their mechanical design inevitably results in larger and heavier
structures compared to classical rigid actuators.

This paper introduces a novel 3 Degrees of Freedom (DoFs) parallel wrist that
achieves variable stiffness through redundant elastic actuation. Leveraging its par-
allel architecture, the device employs only four motors, rendering it compact and
lightweight. This characteristic makes it particularly well-suited for applications in
prosthetics or humanoid robotics.

The manuscript delves into the theoretical model of the device and proposes a
sophisticated control strategy for independent regulation of joint position and stiff-
ness. Furthermore, it validates the proposed controller through simulation, utilizing
a comprehensive analysis of the system dynamics. The reported results affirm the
ability of the device to achieve high accuracy and disturbance rejection in rigid
configurations while minimizing interaction forces with its compliant behavior.
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1 Introduction

Wrist articulation plays a pivotal role in facilitating grasping tasks by enabling ma-
nipulators to effortlessly reposition the end-effector to reach optimal grasping poses.
Humans excel in tooling tasks, effortlessly adapting to mechanical and geometrical
constraints through the inherent compliance of their wrist articulation [1]. However,
replicating these tasks with conventional industrial robots solely through software
control remains an arduous challenge. Instead, utilizing Variable Stiffness (VS) joints
allows robots to exploit environmental constraints, capitalizing on inherent compli-
ance, while maintaining a stiff configuration to resist external perturbations and lift
heavy loads, mirroring human capabilities [2, 3].

Variable Stiffness Actuators (VSAs) enhance task adaptability and ensure safe
interactions by incorporating reconfigurable compliant elements into the mechanical
design of the device [4]. Nevertheless, operating an n-Degrees of Freedom (DoFs)
Variable Stiffness (VS) joint typically demands 2n actuators, resulting in augmented
device size and weight, along with heightened complexity in mechanical design
[5]. In [6], the authors introduce a novel VS 2 DoFs joint that leverages its parallel
architecture to achieve VS using only 3 motors. Building upon this concept, the
authors in [7] utilized the aforementioned VS joint to craft a 3 DoFs VS wrist
that, thanks to its compact design, holds promise for applications in prosthetics or
humanoid robotics.

This study extends the theoretical model of the device outlined in [7], offer-
ing comprehensive insights into its kinematics and dynamics. Subsequently, the
manuscript validates the proposed device concept and control strategy through sim-
ulations. Section 2 elucidates the working principles of the system, while Section 3
details the theoretical model. The simulation results are reported in Section 4, and
conclusions are drawn in Section 5.

Fig. 1 Representation of the
device indicating its DoFs. In
contrast to the human wrist,
the Pronation/Supination
motor solely rotates the end-
effector rather than the entire
forearm
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2 Working Principles

The VS-Wrist, shown in Fig. 1, incorporates the parallel 2 DoFs VS joint in [6] to
achieve wrist flexion/extension (FE) and radial/ulnar deviation (RUD). Additionally,
a serial motor unit is integrated to drive the pronation/supination (PS) of the wrist.
The device weighs 1110 g, has a diameter of 70 mm, and is 170 mm long. The
parallel manipulator (PM), detailed in Fig. 2, ensures singularity-free motion of the
coupler within a hemisphere. It features three legs evenly distributed around the base
frame, each consisting of a serial arrangement of four non-coplanar revolute joints.
The kinematics of the device draws inspiration from the Omni-Wrist III described in
[8]. However, our PM design introduces an additional motor unit and a non-linear
elastic transmission to modulate the stiffness of the coupler. Leveraging the actuation
redundancy, the stiffness regulation principle is achieved by reconfiguring the active
length of the elastic elements through internal forces within the PM.

The supplementary serial motor unit directly drives the axial rotation of the
end-effector, transmitting this motion through two opposed universal joints.

3 System Analysis

To describe the posture of the PM, we define two reference coordinate frames as
shown in Fig. 2a: {Sp} = {Op, Xp,Ys,Zp}, fixed to the base of the wrist, and
{S¢} = {0, X;, Y, Z.}, attached to the coupler. The pose of the coupler with
respect to (w.r.t.) {S;,} can be described by the vector x = [ay @, a; Xc Ye ze]",
whose first three components represent Euler angles, while the last three defines the
position of O.. However, since the PM has 2 DoFs, the minimum parametrization
u = [a, a.]', representing the RUD and FE angles of the wrist, is sufficient to
uniquely determine its pose. To parametrize the homogeneous transformation from
{Sp} to {S.}, we employ the Euler ZYX convention, resulting in

Ty, (x) = T1. (26)Try, (o) Tr, (Xe) TR, (@) TR, (@) TR, () (1)
DoFs
a 2 b N . c 31‘(1 Do
A0 WY — —

End-Effector

Universal
Joint

Fixed Frame

Fig. 2 Schematic illustration depicting the kinematic configuration of the PM (a), a generic leg of
the PM (b), and the PS transmission mechanism (c)
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{Siay—{Si} 6 & 3 a;
Table 1 Denavit Hartenberg parametriza-
tion of a generic leg of the PM. d = 49 mm, {Sp} — {So}| O 0 0 n
a = Z, and 7 are fixed design parameters. {So} = {S1}| @1 O 0 x/2
4 P {81} = {S2} d 0 -«
The first rotation aligns the fixed base frame 1 2 a
with the first joint axis of a given leg. {S2} = {S3}| g5 -d 0 7/2
{S3} > {Sc}| ¢4+ 0 0 =m-n

where Tr, (p) and Tg, (p) are homogeneous transformation matrices that respectively
encode a translation and a rotation along the generic *-axis of the quantity p.

3.1 Forward Kinematics

Fig. 2b illustrates the kinematic chain of a generic leg of the PM. Given its joint
configurations ¢ = [g1 g2 g3 q4] ", the transformation matrix T}, is obtained using
the Denavit-Hartenberg parametrization, detailed in Table 1, as successive transfor-
mations between intermediate local frames yielding

TS (q) = Ty ()T (q1)Ti(g2)T3(g3) TS (q4) 2)

where Tf_l = Tg,(0;)Tr,(d;)Tr, (a;)Tr, (a;) defines the homogeneous transfor-
mation matrix between subsequent local frames and 7 is the angular deviation of the
leg w.r.t. Zp.

The PS rotation axis is always parallel to the X.-axis. Therefore, indicating Ops
as the related motor angle, the homogeneous transformation matrix encoding the
pose of the end-effector becomes T} (¢, 0ps) = T}, (q)Tr, (Ops)-

3.2 Inverse Kinematics

Given the pose of the end-effector x, the Inverse Kinematics (IK) of the PM provides
the joint angles of a chosen leg. By linearly combining the elements of T}, the joint
angles can be extracted as

q1 = atan2 (xc(l —Ca) + (YeCy +2c5y)Sas2, d(1 - ca)(2-(1+ Ca)C%))
— YeSn—Z2cCn

{2 = acos (T)

g3=q+m

44 = —q1

3)

More detailed calculations can be found in [6].
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3.3 Differential Kinematics

Differentiating (3) results in a set of constraints on joint velocities dictated by the
parallel architecture. Given that the PM has 2 DoFs, its posture x can be expressed as
a function of its minimum parametrization u as detailed in [6]. Substituting x = f'(u)
into (3) and differentiating, we obtain

. or T (4T T (oI e

o2 |(2T5aw)\" (3TKaw)\" (TKew@)\') L,
ou ou ou

where O = [q q5 qE]T represents the joint variables of every leg, 7K. (u) is the

IK function of leg * after substituting x = f(u) in (3), and J;x € R'?*? is the IK

jacobian.

3.4 Static Stiffness

To achieve VS, the employed elastic transmission must be non-linear [9]. The non-

linear elastic torque is approximated as 7y, = —2K sinh (5% ) , where ¢ is the deflection

of the elastic mechanism, obtained as the difference between the first joint and motor
angles (i.e., 0 = g1 — 0), and K and ¢ are elastic parameters that shape the spring

characteristics. The resulting stiffness functionis oy = 2650 cosh (6%) . For simplicity,

we model three identical springs approximating the elastic mechanism in [7] with
K =4 R0 and 5y = 0.32 rad .

For the kinetostatic duality, the actuated torques 7, that balance an external wrench
w,, expressed in minimum parametrization hold w, = J]7,, where J, € R3>*2 s
obtained by selecting only the first, fifth, and ninth rows of J;k. Since rank(J]) = 2,
all actuated torques 7, € ker(J]) generate internal forces to the PM, thus they do
not alter the equilibrium position of the coupler. To modulate these torques, a shift
in the elastic element deflection is essential. Consequently, due to their non-linear
characteristics, the stiffness of the elastic transmission must also change.

We define the static stiffness of the coupler X. € R>*? as

_ 0w, Owy, 014 0q4
T du 1, 0q, Ou

= J;lrzs-]a (5)

where X, € R¥3 is a diagonal matrix containing the stiffness s of the elastic
transmission of each leg of the PM. This formulation indicates that changing the
spring preload affects the dimension of the stiffness ellipsoid, while its orientation
essentially depends on posture, resembling human muscular impedance regulation
[10].



6 Giuseppe Milazzo, Manuel G. Catalano, Antonio Bicchi, and Giorgio Grioli

3.5 Dynamic Model

To simulate the behavior of the device, we implemented in Matlab Simulink the
Euler-Lagrange equations describing the dynamics of the PM.

B(0)0 +C(Q,0)0 + DO +G(Q) + AT(Q)y = Jpwe + Ul ta
0 =Jix(w)u . (6)
0 = Jix (wii + Jyx (u, )it

where the last two equations account for the joint velocities and accelerations con-
straints given by the PM architecture, B is the inertial matrix, C is the Coriolis
matrix, D is the joint damping matrix, G is the gravitational term, AT is a base of the
coupler constraints, y parametrizes the reaction forces, J,, is the geometric jacobian
matrix of the PM, computed at the application point of the external wrench w,, and
U, is the underactuation matrix, considering that the actuated torques 7, act directly
only on the first joint of each leg. We then project the equations into the null space
of the parallel constraint forces by left-multiplying them with J;, obtaining

]ITK(BJIKI;t' + (Bj[K + CJ]K + DJ]K)ﬂ + G) = JITK(J;we + UaTTa) y (7)

where functional dependency is omitted for clarity. We consider a point mass of 300
g, located 10 cm from the center of the coupler, to model an anthropomorphic end-
effector. The inertial properties of every link of the PM are extracted from the CAD to
obtain a reliable model. Motor dynamics are modeled with a low-pass system, while
the non-linear elastic torque is shaped as described in Section 3.4. For simplicity, we
assume linear viscous friction, even though it may vary with the preload.

4 Control Strategy

The IK solution is crucial to control wrist posture. Given a desired posture u”, the
solution ¢ from (3) provides reference motor angles to achieve that posture. As the
PS unit directly actuates hand rotation and is decoupled from the PM kinematics, its
motor reference coincides with the desired PS angle.

To regulate the stiffness of the coupler, we modulate internal torques through
74 € ker(J), with dim (ker(J})) = 1. Therefore, the actuated torques that regulate
joint stiffness 7, can be expressed as 7, = AN, where N € R? forms a base of
ker(J)),and A € R parametrizes internal torques. Having a single DoF A to modulate
joint stiffness limits reaching any generic configuration. To find A" that achieves the
closest reachable configuration to a given cartesian compliance reference c¢”, we
define an optimization problem as

A" = argmin G (1) , where G(A) = |lc =" |lp = VIr ((c = ¢")T(c—¢"))  (8)
A€R
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where Tr(x) sums the diagonal elements and ||*|| represents the Frobenius norm
of a given matrix *. We approach this optimization problem using the Levenberg-
Marquardt method, imposing dynamics on the scalar parameter A" as

Hy (1)
HZ(A) +v

7 —

G() , €]

where Hg (1) = ac(;fl’l) and @,v € R act on the convergence rate and damping,
respectively.
Therefore, the motor reference positions are given by
A"N,
0" =q| + 6o, asinh
* ql . 0. ( 2 K

*

) forx=A, B, C , (10)

where N, represents the leg =+ component of N and A" is obtained by integrating (9).
Finally, a simple proportional controller regulates the motor positions.

5 Simulation Results

Fig. 3 summarizes key simulation results. Fig. 3a and 3b illustrate the impact of
modulating the parameter A on joint stiffness and elastic torque, respectively. Due
to the pronounced non-linearity of the elastic mechanism, a moderate torque range
yields a significant stiffness spectrum. Fig. 3¢ depicts the wrist motion at low (LS,
dashed lines) and high (HS, diamond lines) stiffness configurations. A load of 1.5
kg is applied at the center of the hand at 0.5 s. As anticipated, the rigid configuration

Fig. 3 Simulation results il-
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effectively resists external perturbation, whereas the soft configuration is markedly
influenced by the external load. This observation is corroborated by the Root Mean
Square (RMS) values of the posture error e and elastic torque in the two trials.
Specifically, we find RMS(et) = 0.15 rad, RMS(ef) = 0.007 rad, RMS(7L) =
0.07 Nm, and RM S(7!) = 1.72 Nm.

6 Conclusions

This study details the theoretical model of a VS 3 DoFs wrist with redundant
elastic actuation. Leveraging a parallel architecture, the device achieves stiffness
modulation with a compact design. Simulation outcomes validated the effectiveness
of the proposed control strategy in independently regulating joint position and overall
stiffness, thus allowing the device to adapt to various environmental situations or
tasks. Given its morphological and functional resemblance to the human wrist, the
device holds promise for applications in prosthetics and humanoid robotics.
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