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Abstract— Since ancient times, mechanical design aids have been developed to 

assist human users, aimed at improving the efficiency and effectiveness of design. 

However, even with the widespread use of contemporary Computer-Aided Design 

(CAD) systems, there are still high learning costs, repetitive work, and other challenges. 

In recent years, the rise of Large Language Models (LLMs) has introduced new 

productivity opportunities to the field of mechanical design. Yet, it remains unrealistic 

to rely on LLMs alone to complete mechanical design tasks directly. Through a series 

of explorations, we propose a method for constructing a comprehensive Mechanical 

Design Agent (MDA) by guiding LLM learning. To verify the validity of our proposed 

method, we conducted a series of experiments and presented relevant cases. 

Index Terms— Large Language Models (LLMs); Computer-Aided Design (CAD); 

Mechanical Design Agent (MDA); Agent Construction. 

1. Introduction 

Mechanical design has evolved from hand-drawn sketches and drawing tool-

assisted design to Computer-Aided Design (CAD). Currently, CAD software is widely 

used across various industrial fields, including aerospace, construction, medical, 

automotive, and digital media, to create 3D shapes. Despite the advancements, current 

interactive CAD design methods still have limitations. Beginners often need extensive 

domain-specific knowledge, and even experienced designers must invest significant 

time in creating and modifying design models, despite the considerable efficiency 

improvements CAD has brought to the process. 

The emergence of Large Language Models (LLMs) exemplified by GPT-4, 

presents significant opportunities across various industries, including mechanical 

design, which stands to gain a substantial boost in productivity. Generative AI tools, 

such as LLMs, have the potential to address challenges in current mechanical design 

efforts by lowering design barriers and offering an intuitive, consistent, and user-

friendly interface throughout every stage of the design process. 

Our research indicates that if users directly ask LLMs to generate a part model, the 

quality of the resulting model can be unpredictable. Therefore, a specialized procedural 

approach is required to guide LLMs in learning the relevant rules. Once users complete 

these operations, LLMs will be able to generate high-quality part models directly in 

accordance with user requirements. 

In this study, we demonstrate for the first time how LLMs can be utilized to develop 

a mechanical design agent (MDA) capable of generating high-quality part models from 

simple text guidance. 



2. Related Works 

To better elucidate our work, we briefly summarize the latest advancements in 

building generative agents based on LLMs and the sequence representation method of 

computer modeling. 

2.1 Generative AI based on LLMs 

Large Language Models (LLMs) have emerged as a powerful tool for generative 

tasks, enabling the creation of human-like text, images, and other media. These models 

are trained on vast amounts of data to capture the complexities of natural language, and 

have shown impressive performance across a wide range of applications. 

Bommasani et al [1] provides an overview of the key concepts and characteristics 

of LLMs. It explains how these models leverage deep learning techniques to learn rich 

representations of language, allowing them to generate coherent and contextually-

appropriate content. The authors discuss the strengths of LLMs, such as their ability to 

capture long-range dependencies and perform few-shot learning. 

Several studies have explored ways to improve the efficiency and performance of 

LLM-based generative models. Sanh et al [2] and Schwartz et al [3] investigate methods 

to scale up the capabilities of LLMs while reducing their computational and memory 

requirements. This includes techniques like parameter sharing and model compression, 

which aim to maintain high performance while making the models more practical for 

real-world deployment. 

The application of LLMs in specialized domains, such as healthcare, has also been 

an active area of research. Alsentzer et al [4] and Huang et al [5] examine the 

opportunities and challenges of using LLM-powered generative models for tasks like 

medical report generation and diagnosis support. These studies highlight the potential 

benefits but also the need to address issues around privacy, safety, and regulatory 

compliance. 

Beyond text generation, researchers have explored the use of LLMs for other 

generative tasks. Zhavoronkov et al [6] discuss the application of LLMs to the 

generation of molecular structures and other complex data types, demonstrating the 

versatility of these models. However, these papers also acknowledge the limitations of 

LLMs, such as their lack of interpretability and the potential for biases and safety 

concerns. 

The rapid progress in LLM-based generative models has also raised important 

questions about their evaluation and deployment. Ethayarajh et al [7] and Bender et al 

[8] critically examine the current state of LLM benchmarking, highlighting the need for 

more comprehensive and dynamic assessment frameworks that can capture the nuanced 

behaviors and potential risks of these models. 

2.2 Computational Modeling Sequence Representation 

Computational modeling lies at the heart of design computation, enabling us to 

digitally capture and adjust the core elements of design, including shape construction, 

connection mechanisms, and material properties. While there are various methods to 



express designs, we prefer those that are concise and easy to edit. Contemporary 

Computer-Aided Design (CAD) software defines shapes through steps such as plane 

drawing, stretching operations, and logical operations [9]. These steps can be 

implemented in simplified code via a specialized programming language (DSL), such 

as OnShape FeatureScript [10]. Design can also be effectively represented 

graphically[11, 12], where vertices represent individual components and connecting 

lines represent interactions between components. This approach has been efficiently 

and hierarchically applied to demonstrate CAD models [13], automated machines [14], 

advanced materials [15], building construction [16], and molecular chemistry [17]. For 

more complex designs, such as multi-rotor aircraft that integrate physical construction 

and software control, multiple DSLs can be described simultaneously. For instance, the 

physical construction of an aircraft can be encoded through CAD, while its control 

software can be encoded through a DSL specifically designed for control. 

2.3 CAD Language Conversion 

Considering the inherent sequence characteristics of the feature-driven CAD design 

process, a common representation method is to adopt language processing technology.  

Drawing inspiration from the field of Natural Language Processing (NLP) [18], several 

studies have focused on using language models to parse CAD sketches [19-21] while 

others have made similar attempts within the framework of CAD entity architecture [22, 

23].  However, while these pioneering projects built generative models of actionable 

potential domains, they did not directly address the issue of reverse engineering. 

CADParser [24] takes a different approach, using Boundary-Representation (B-Rep) 

[25], an intermediate representation of object outlines, instead of point sets, to simplify 

the logical reasoning process in CAD language.  The most relevant topics for our 

discussion are DeepCAD [26] and MultiCAD [27].  DeepSketch innovatively 

introduced semantically based sketch shaping equations and, in initial validation, was 

able to infer the CAD construction process from point group data. Building on this, 

MultiCAD [27] adopted a two-stage, cross-modal control learning scheme. In addition 

to the independent training of single modes, both [26] and [27] used forward 

propagation strategies to frame the boundaries of reverse engineering practice. 

3. Methods 

The objective of this research is to investigate how Large Language Models (LLMs) 

can be leveraged in the field of mechanical design to develop a mechanical design agent 

(MDA) capable of excelling in modeling tasks. 



 

Figure 1 Mechanical design agent (MDA) construction process. 

To achieve this, we propose a detailed construction process. Our approach is based 

on the concept that mechanical part models can be represented by compact programs. 

Essentially, mechanical design can be framed as a translation task, where natural 

language inputs are converted into modeling programs. LLMs are particularly well-

suited for this task and offer potential enhancements to traditional solutions based on 

the materials provided. To thoroughly evaluate the mechanical design capabilities of 

LLMs across various domains, we have conducted a series of experiments 

demonstrating the effectiveness of our proposed approach to developing intelligent 

systems. 

The following outlines our proposed process for developing a Mechanical Design 

Agent (MDA). 

3.1 Foundational Code Learning 

To address mechanical design tasks across various domains, we introduce the 

concept of a foundational code, which provides typical part codes: 

𝑃𝑎𝑟𝑡: [𝐶1, 𝐶2, . . . , 𝐶𝑛] 

where 𝐶𝑖 represents the CAD history modeling sequence of the part, including actions 

such as sketches, extrusions, rotations, sweeps, and other commands commonly used 

in interactive CAD design software. 𝑛 is the max length of sequence. 

Once the foundational code is input into LLMs, the models concentrate on 

interpreting the semantics and contextual logical relationships of the code. It is essential 

for LLMs to learn the syntax, specifications, and special symbols of the code, while 

also refining and synthesizing the logical connections between each code segment. 

After assimilating the foundational code, LLMs provide feedback to users, which may 

include suggesting potential modifications. Designers can then address any potential  



misunderstandings identified by the LLMs based on this feedback. 

3.2 Key Feature Extraction 

To ensure that Large Language Models (LLMs) effectively grasp the essential 

features of a component represented by base code, they must be directed to perform 

targeted feature extraction on the part. This process involves analyzing the component's 

primary structure and parameters to generate a detailed specification sheet. The 

designer plays a crucial role by specifying which aspects are important and outlining 

the desired format and content of the output. Upon receiving such guidance, the LLMs 

will decompose the component into fundamental geometries, such as cylinders and 

prisms, complete with associated dimensions. Additionally, the models will extract non-

geometric parameters from standard codes, including color information, resolution 

factors, and material types. Ultimately, this approach will enable LLMs to deliver a 

more thorough analysis of the component. The user will then review this feedback to 

assess the accuracy of the LLMs' analysis and make any necessary corrections. 

3.3 Feature Analysis 

After learning the foundational code and extracting key features, LLMs gain an 

initial understanding of the part's structure and parametric representation in a high-

dimensional vector space. However, to allow users to guide LLMs effectively using 

natural language for specialized mechanical design tasks, the models' understanding 

must align closely with the designers' intentions. Therefore, designers need to provide 

LLMs with real-world interpretations of key feature parameters and their 

interrelationships. This enables LLMs to comprehend higher-level characteristics of the 

part, such as the relationship between changes in specific parameters and operational 

conditions. For instance, a gear with a diameter of 10 may be associated with an 

operational pressure of 1 MPa. This learning process involves designers querying 

LLMs and refining their understanding based on the responses to ensure accuracy. 

3.4 First Evaluation 

Upon completing the first three steps, the designer will have essentially developed 

a mechanical design intelligent system. To initially validate the modeling capabilities 

of this system, the designer can perform an initial evaluation. This evaluation involves 

instructing the LLMs to modify a parameter in the foundational code according to 

specific requirements set by the designer. The LLMs will then provide the complete 

modified part code as feedback. The designer assesses whether the constructed 

intelligent system meets the basic requirements by calculating the difference X between 

the new code and the foundational code: 

𝑋 = 𝐷𝐼𝑆[𝐶𝑜𝑑𝑒𝐹 , 𝐶𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑁] − 1 

where 𝑋 can be 1, 2, 3, . . . , 𝑛, represents the difference between the foundational code 

and the new code with 𝑋 = 0  indicating an optimal result. 𝐶𝑜𝑑𝑒𝐹 =

[𝐴1, 𝐴2, . . . , 𝐴𝑚],  𝐶𝑜𝑑𝑒𝑁 = [𝐵1, 𝐵2, . . . , 𝐵𝑚]. 𝐴𝑖 and 𝐵𝑖 represent the modeling code 

sequence, 𝑚 is the max length of code. 



3.5 Part Parameterization 

Part parameterization is essential for enhancing the generalization capability of the 

MDA. LLMs achieve this by variabilizing the constant parameters in the foundational 

code under the designer's guidance. After performing the variabilization, LLMs provide 

the complete updated code, where variable substitutions replace the constants in the 

foundational code. The variability is quantified as 𝑋 = 𝐷𝐼𝑆[𝐶𝑜𝑑𝑒1, 𝐶𝑜𝑑𝑒2] = 𝑁𝑠 , 

where 𝑁𝑠 represents the number of statements containing constants in the foundational 

code. During this process, the designer can impose additional constraints, such as 

maintaining 𝑃1 + 𝑃2 = 𝑘  throughout the parameter variations, where 𝑃1, 𝑃2  are 

parameters of the model and 𝑘 is a constant.  

Upon completing part parameterization, the MDA’s generalization ability is 

enhanced, enabling the generation of more design variants. This leads to improved 

design quality and greater alignment with the designer's intentions. 

3.6 Final Evaluation 

After completing the previous steps, the construction of the mechanical design 

intelligence system is finalized. The designer must now evaluate the performance of the 

agent to verify its final modeling capabilities. To facilitate this process, designers 

require the MDA to simultaneously modify several parameters while imposing only a 

few complex constraints, allowing the MDA to autonomously find the optimal values 

for the remaining parameters. Following this optimization process, LLMs will provide 

a final result. Next, designers generate a model based on the quality of the feedback 

results to determine if the MDA's generative capabilities meet the requirements. Any 

issues identified should be addressed promptly. 

3.7 Summary 

Guided by the aforementioned principles, LLMs can develop the Mechanical 

Design Agents (MDAs) as desired by the designers. An evaluated MDA can then 

generate a detailed 3D model from simple text, bypassing the need to undergo the 

complex prompt process again. 

4. Experiments 

The modeling quality of LLMs is directly related to the quality of the prompts 

provided during training. In this section, we demonstrate the uniqueness and feasibility 

of the aforementioned framework through modeling and dimension customization 

testing of various mechanical parts. Figure 2 illustrates both the successful and 

unsuccessful cases of using LLMs to construct 3D models of mechanical parts. All of 

our work is based on ChatGLM[28] and openscad[29] modeling code. 



 

Figure 2 Schematic diagram of mechanical part modeling and testing case based on LLMs. 

As shown in Figures 3-5, during the training of the MDA, only "one-step" is 

provided (merely informing the requirements for mechanical modeling). The results 

indicate that LLMs can still achieve their goals when constructing certain simple basic 

mechanical component models. However, when the models become complex, the 

LLMs are unable to generate the correct models. 

 

Figure 3 Schematic diagram of LLM intelligent agent screw 3D modeling test case based on one-

step prompts. 



 

Figure 4 Schematic diagram of LLM intelligent agent three-dimensional modeling test case of spur 

gear based on one-step prompt. 

 
Figure 5 Schematic diagram of LLM intelligent agent pneumatic joint 3D modeling test case 

based on one-step prompt. 



As shown in Figures 6-17, following the prompt framework outlined in methods 

section, the MDA successfully completes the high-quality modeling tasks of the rack 

and air fitting. Additionally, users can customize the parameter dimensions through this 

intelligent agent. 

 
Figure 6 Spline MDA construction process—Foundational Code Learning (Example 1). 

 

Figure 7 Spline MDA construction process—Key Feature Extraction and Feature Analysis 

(Example 1). 



 
Figure 8 MDA construction process—First Evaluation (Example 1). 

 

Figure 9 Spline MDA construction process—Part Parameterization (Example 1). 



 

Figure 10 Spline MDA construction process—Final Evaluation (Example 1). 

 
Figure 11 Joint MDA construction process—Foundational Code Learning (Example 2). 



 
Figure 12 Joint MDA construction process—Key Feature Extraction (Example 2). 

 
Figure 13 Joint MDA construction process—Feature Analysis (Example 2). 



 

Figure 14 Joint MDA construction process—First Evaluation (Example 2). 

 

Figure 15 Joint MDA construction process—Part Parameterization (Example 2). 



 
Figure 16 Joint MDA construction process—Final Evaluation 1 (Example 2). 



 

Figure 17 Joint MDA construction process—Final Evaluation 2 (Example 2). 



5. Conclusion 

In conclusion, we find that the application of large language models to 3D 

mechanical design holds great potential, and we present our experimental results. While 

directly instructing an LLM to complete the task is not very effective, our theory-guided 

approach to constructing a Mechanical Design Agent (MDA) has led to LLMs 

demonstrating modeling abilities comparable to those of professional designers. The 

results are promising. However, it must be acknowledged that there is still considerable 

work needed to completely replace designers in the field. MDAs still require extensive 

learning and guidance to become experts in all areas of mechanical design, rather than 

excelling in only specific parts. 

For the field of mechanical design, our work provides valuable practical methods 

for other researchers. Although we have made substantial progress, the potential to fully 

leverage LLMs in mechanical design remains vast, presenting both opportunities and 

challenges. 
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