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Abstract

Human movement has been studied for decades and dynamic laws
of motion that are common to all humans have been derived. Yet,
every individual moves differently from everyone else (faster/slower,
harder/smoother etc). We propose here a measure of such variability,
namely an individual motor signature (IMS) able to capture the subtle
differences in the way each of us moves. We show that the IMS of a per-
son is time-invariant and that it significantly differs from those of other
individuals. This allows us to quantify the dynamic similarity, a mea-
sure of rapport between dynamics of different individuals’ movements,
and demonstrate that it facilitates coordination during interaction. We
use our measure to confirm a key prediction of the theory of similarity
that the level of coordination between two individuals performing a
joint task is higher if their motions share similar kinematic features.
We evaluate the theory by applying it to the “mirror game”, a recently
proposed paradigm for studying the dynamics of two people improvis-
ing motion together. Moreover, we use a virtual avatar driven by an
interactive cognitive architecture based on feedback control theory to
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explore the effects of different kinematic features of the avatar motion
on the coordination with human players.

Humans often need to perform joint tasks and coordinate their movement
[1]. Their motion can be studied and classified by means of some common
generalised movement laws [2, 3, 4] that define what it means to move in a
“human-like” way [5, 6]. However, every individual moves following a specific
personal style characterised by unique kinematic features. A pressing open
problem is to find methods to capture such features and identify different
individuals from the way they move. This is key to verify a central tenet
of the theory of similarity in social psychology – that individuals moving
in similar ways exhibit higher levels of coordination when performing joint
tasks.

Specifically, studies of interpersonal interaction show that people prefer
to interact with others who are similar to themselves [7, 8]. Moreover, it has
been shown that social movement coordination between interacting people
could be used to assess their mutual rapport [10, 11, 12]. These observations
have led to the development of a theory of similarity which predicts that
the level of coordination in joint actions is enhanced if the participants are
similar in terms of morphology and movement dynamics and are willing
to match their behaviours [13, 14, 15]. Despite previous attempts in the
literature [16], this Ansatz has not been demonstrated with an adequate
paradigm and via adequate variables.

In this paper we propose to go beyond the laws and principles that unify
human movement, by deriving laws of individuality based on an individ-
ual motor signature. The individual motor signature notion has its roots
in the frequency detuning (eigenfrequency difference) between two inter-
acting humans and the so-called phenomenon of the maintenance tendency
[17, 18, 19]. We focus here on identifying a more general and importantly
time-invariant measure able to identify some key kinematic features of the
motion of each individual and discriminate among different people. Using
our measure, we are able to introduce a metric to assess the dynamic simi-
larity between the movement of different humans and show that it predicts
the level of human bonding in an interactive joint-action task.

We demonstrate the theory by using a virtual avatar playing the “mirror
game”, an activity where two players are asked to imitate each other’s move-
ments, and which has recently been established as a paradigm for studying
collective movement dynamics (see [20, 21] and references therein).

Our evidence shows that similarity between the preferred motion of each
player enhances the coordination level measured during the interaction thus
confirming the predictions of the theory of similarity.

More generally, our research establishes the foundations of a new ap-
proach to studying dynamic similarity as an important factor affecting joint
actions and enhancing coordination between socially interacting people.
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Figure 1: Individual motor signature in A the kurtosis-skewness of velocity
segments plane [20] and in B the similarity space computed with MDS from
distances between velocity profiles. For 15 different participants from ex-
perimental Scenario 1 (see Materials and methods), on three different days
with at least one week break between recording rounds. Positive velocity
segments and velocity profiles from 56 solo trials of 14 participants from ex-
perimental Scenario 3 (see Materials and methods) shown in C the skewness-
kurtosis plane and in D the similarity space (for the sake of clarity data for
only 14 out of 53 participants is shown). Different colours corresponds to
different participants. Small dots correspond to individual solo recordings.
Each big dot at the centre of an ellipse corresponds to the average of the
small dots’ positions. Each ellipse indicates 0.7 mass of bivariate normal dis-
tribution fitted to the small dots (see SI appendix for further details). Box
plots in panel E show distributions of overlaps ω between pair of ellipses in
panels A–D. Red line indicates median, red dot indicates mean. The ”cen-
tral box” represents the central 50% of the data and its lower and upper
boundary lines are at the 25%/75% quantile of the data. The two vertical
lines extending from the central box indicate the remaining data outside the
central box that are not regarded as outliers, red crosses indicate outliers.
Panels F–G show examples of overlap ω between pair of ellipses: F the el-
lipses almost completely overlap, ω=0.93; G the ellipses partially overlap,
ω=0.13; H the ellipses do not overlap, ω=0.

1 Results

1.1 Existence of an Individual Motor Signature

Before studying the effect of dynamic similarity on coordination during an
interactive task, it is necessary to demonstrate that: 1) every individual’s

3



movements are characterised by specific kinematic properties that can be
used to define an individual motor signature, and 2) the movement charac-
teristics (i.e. the motor signature) of each individual persist in time. To this
end, 15 participants were asked to perform a solo movement in the mirror
game (in the absence of any other player) on 3 different days with at least
one week break between experimental sessions; as described in Materials
and methods, Scenario 1.

Following [20] we begun our analysis by studying kurtosis and skew-
ness of velocity segments. Velocity segments, which were used to analyse
the mirror game in [20, 21, 28], are parts of the velocity time series where
the participant is moving in one direction, i.e., parts of the velocity time-
series between two consecutive times of zero velocity. From the viewpoint of
motion dynamics, skewness indicates asymmetry in acceleration and deceler-
ation, while kurtosis provides information about uniformity of the maximal
velocity in a velocity segment. Low kurtosis indicates that an object was
quickly accelerating and decelerating, and kept maximal velocity for a long
time. High kurtosis, on the contrary, means that the object was accelerating
slowly, and moved with maximal velocity only for a short period of time.
Our analysis revealed that, despite being a good source of information about
human movement on a short time-scale (rates of acceleration, uniformity of
maximal velocity), velocity segments are not specific enough to study the
effects of dynamic similarity between individual players. More specifically,
we find that although the mean values of kurtosis and skewness of velocity
segments exhibit clustering for each person, and that the clusters are pre-
served over time, there also exists a big overlap between mean skewness and
kurtosis of different players, meaning that it is not possible to distinguish
between them; see Fig. 1A, C and E. In particular, such overlap can be
quantified by ω ∈ [0, 1], where ω = 0 corresponds to no overlap and ω = 1
to total overlap (see SI appendix for further details).

Therefore, we analysed instead velocity profiles (probability density func-
tions (PDFs) of the frequency distributions based on velocity time series as
described in Materials and methods) which characterise motion in the mir-
ror game on the time-scale of a complete experimental trial. We used the
Earth Mover’s Distance (EMD) to assess distances between velocity distri-
butions computed on the movement trajectories of different individuals (as
described in Materials and methods). We then projected them onto the sim-
ilarity space, that is an abstract geometric space constructed by means of
multidimensional scaling (MDS) [27] that provides a visual representation
of the pattern of proximities (i.e., similarities or distances) among a set of
objects (see Materials and methods for further details). We were able to re-
veal that the coordinate x of the movement representation in the similarity
space, which corresponds to the first principal dimension given by the MDS,
is correlated with the amount of high frequency components in the move-
ment measured as a power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band, i.e it carries information
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about maximal velocities as high frequencies indicate faster movement. Also,
the y coordinate of the representation of each time series in the similarity
space, which corresponds to the second principal dimension from the MDS,
is correlated with the kurtosis, that is the normalised form of the fourth
curve moment of the velocity segments [20, 21], i.e. it informs us on the
ratio of high and low velocities in a typical velocity segment.

For further details see: SI appendix Fig. 10 and Table 3.
Figure 1B depicts velocity profiles of individual players presented as el-

ements of the similarity space. Figure 1E clearly demonstrates that the
median overlap ω̃ between ellipses, and hence individuals, in the skewness-
kurtosis plane ω̃A = 0.2 is much higher than the median overlap between el-
lipses in the similarity space ω̃B = 0.02 (significance pAB < 0.0001, Kolmogorov-
Smirnov test [29, 42]). More importantly, there are 45 out of 105 pairs of
ellipses that do not overlap at all in the similarity space while in the kurtosis-
skewness plane all pairs of ellipses overlap, (minωA = 0.004). To verify our
results we also analysed solo recordings collected in the experimental Sce-
nario 3; see Fig. 1C and D. In the experimental Scenario 3, players had larger
range of movement and all the solo trials of individual players were recorded
on a single day; see Materials and methods, Scenario 3. Nevertheless in this
case we also find that the median overlap ω̃ between ellipses in the skewness-
kurtosis plane ω̃C = 0.1 is much higher than the median overlap between
ellipses in the similarity space ω̃D = 0.05 (significance pCD < 0.0001) and
the number of non-overlapping pairs of ellipses is higher in the similarity
space (418 against 183 out of 1378 pairs). In both experimental scenar-
ios, we observe that separation between ellipses, and hence individuals, is
significantly better in the similarity space.

In view of the above analysis, we propose to define the individual motor
signature (IMS) of a person in terms of the aggregate properties (depicted
as ellipses in Figure 1B) of a collection of velocity profiles of her/his solo
recordings in the similarity space. Postulated in this way, individual motor
signatures identify each different participant and can be used effectively
to measure dynamic similarity between them. Furthermore they provide a
comprehensive and holistic description of the kinematic characteristics and
variability of human movement compared to the skewness and kurtosis of
velocity segments.

An interesting additional observation concerns the variability between
radii of the ellipses associated with different individuals and their dimen-
sions. Smaller ellipses indicate a greater time-invariance of the IMS over
different trials whereas bigger ellipses signify that the IMS of that individ-
ual is more variable over time (Fig. 1B and D).

Using the concept of IMS as defined in the similarity space, we were
able to demonstrate the plasticity of individual motor signatures during so-
cial interaction. Indeed, we found that some people are more inclined to
adjust their kinematic characteristics when interacting with others in the
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Figure 2: Interaction between two players in different experimental condi-
tions visualised in the similarity space. Ellipses encircle points corresponding
to velocity profiles in solo (S; red and purple), leader (L; black), follower (F;
green) and joint improvisation (JI; blue) rounds. Each row depicts data for
a different dyad. In column 1 player 1 was a leader, in column 2 player
2 was a leader and in column 3 participants played in joint improvisation
condition. x axis has the same range in all panels, y axis is rescaled for
clarity of presentation.

mirror game. Figure 2 shows three representative examples of motor signa-
ture plasticity detected during the experiment described in Materials and
methods, Scenario 2. In Fig. 2A1 and A2 we observe the same consistent
behaviour of the leader and follower independently of which player is the
designated leader. In Fig. 2B1 and B2 we notice that dynamics of move-
ment differs significantly depending on who is leading. In Fig. 2C1 and C2
we observe that player 2 dominates the interaction in terms of movement dy-
namics. Furthermore, Figure 2A3–C3 clearly shows that motion dynamics
in the joint improvisation condition is different than in the leader-follower
condition. More generally, Fig. 2 demonstrates that the relationship be-
tween individual motor signatures in solo movement and movements during
cooperative conditions are rather complex and consistent with the analysis
based on velocity segments collected in cooperative conditions, reported in
[20, 30]. Taken together the above observations suggest that individual mo-
tor signatures might be regulable rather than fixed and could be modulated
in order to enhance social competence.

1.2 Dynamic similarity enhances coordination in joint action

In order to analyse the dependence of the coordination level on the dynamic
similarity, we measure the temporal correspondence between players in the
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mirror game and study systematically if and how it is related to the difference
between their individual motor signatures. To this end, we analysed the
effects of the dynamic similarity on the temporal correspondence in two
different experimental scenarios: the former where two humans play the
mirror game and the latter where a human is asked to play the game with a
virtual player (VP or avatar). The VP is driven by an interactive cognitive
architecture (ICA) and is able to play the game with a human player while
exhibiting some desired dynamic movement properties [35, 36].

In order to generate the trajectory of the VP’s movement, pre-recorded
position time series from solo trials of human players were used as input
data for the ICA. We shall refer to such trajectories as the VP’s reference
trajectories (Ref). The ICA uses an adaptive feedback control algorithm
to generate the VP’s movement while being influenced by the follower’s
performance (see [35, 36] for further details). It is important to note that
the ICA does not simply replay pre-recorded time-series as in [28], but uses
them as preference signal in order to generate the output trajectory for
the VP. This allows for a real-time movement behaviour matching between
participants, which is a fundamental part of the interaction in the mirror
game. For instance, if the follower stops tracking the movement of the leader,
it is appropriate for the leader, as done by the ICA driving the VP, to adjust
its movement and guide the follower in order to encourage the interaction.

In the experiments, each player was asked to follow the VP fed with
two different reference trajectories: 1) in the similar condition, the player’s
own solo movement was used as the Ref; and 2) in the dissimilar condition,
a 2.5Hz sinusoidal signal was superimposed to the same solo trajectory,
with time varying amplitude defined as 1/3 of the corresponding normalised
velocity. In all trials, the non-adaptive parameters of the ICA were kept at
fixed values (See SI appendix for further details). We measured temporal
correspondence between players by means of the relative error in position
(RPE). The RPE is a measure of temporal correspondence between complex,
non-periodic, coordinated movements which is based on the natural notion
of a follower lagging behind the leader when tracking her/his motion (See
Materials and methods for further details). Comparison to other measures
of coordination can be found in SI appendix.

In order to demonstrate that dynamic similarity facilitates coordination
between players in the mirror game we seek to find a correlation between
dynamic similarity, as quantified by means of the distance between velocity
profiles in the similarity space, and temporal correspondence measured by
the RPE. Fig. 3A–C illustrates the steps we take in our analysis detailed
in the figure legend. The correlation between temporal correspondence and
dynamic similarity observed in the data from human-human interaction col-
lected in the experimental Scenario 2 is shown in Fig. 3D. For each dyad we
calculate nine values for the distance between the players signatures S1 and
S2 (all the combinations between three solo trials for each player) and six
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Figure 3: First we compute dynamic similarity between two players. In panel
A1 we show the solo movements of two participants (SA2 and SA3) who later
played together in the leader-follower condition. Panels A2 and A3 depict
individual motor signatures (IMS) of the two players corresponding to the
positions time series presented in panel A1. The EMD(SA2, SA3) = 0.0303
between the histograms in panels A2 and A3 quantifies dynamic similar-
ity between the two players. Then we measure temporal correspondence
between their movements when they play together in the leader-follower
condition. Panel B illustrates position traces of the participants from panel
A when they play together as a leader (black) and follower (green). Panel C
shows the RPE between leader and follower trajectories presented in panel
B. The mean value and the standard deviation of the RPE are respectively
µRPE(LA2, FA3) = 0.05 and σRPE(LA2, FA3) = 0.05. Panel D shows cor-
relation between EMD(S1, S2) and RPE(L,F ) computed for all individual
leader-follower trials in 8 dyads from Scenario 2 (each black dot corresponds
to a single leader-follower trial). Panels E depicts the dependence of mean
µRPE(La, Fh) of RPE between the VP leading the human participant on
EMD(Ref, S) between the reference trajectory and the participant’s solo
movement.

values for the mean RPE between leader (L) and follower (F ) (three trials
with player 1 as a leader and three trials with player 2 as a leader); Spear-
man’s rank correlation [31, 42] between distance and RPE was computed to
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be ρ=0.4371 (pρ=0.0019).
We confirmed our observations by also analysing data from the exper-

imental Scenario 3, where a VP leads a human follower. In particular, we
computed correlations between the similarity of the two players (evaluated
in terms of the distance between the velocity profile of the avatar reference
trajectory and that of the preferred motion of the human player) and their
temporal correspondence.

Figs. 3E demonstrates that temporal correspondence depends on the dy-
namic similarity between the reference trajectory of the VP and participant’s
solo movement. In particular, comparing a VP (avatar) leader (La) and a
human follower (Fh) we find that mean and standard deviation of the RPE
between leader and follower increase with the distance between their sig-
natures, which affirms that dynamic similarity between reference trajectory
and player’s solo movements facilitates temporal correspondence between
the VP leader and human follower. To statistically confirm this Ansatz,
we used Spearman’s rank correlation test; all correlation coefficients can be
found in SI appendix, Tab. 1.

In summary, we show that a small distance between individual veloc-
ity profiles of the leader and the follower, indicating that they have similar
movement dynamics, results in higher levels of coordination than those ob-
served in dyads in which the distance between participants’ individual motor
signatures is larger. In so doing, we reveal that dynamic similarity governs
the level of coordination in joint human movement interactions and con-
firm the key prediction of the theory of similarity that dynamic similarity
enhances inter-human interaction.

2 Conclusions

In this paper we introduced the notion of dynamic similarity in the mirror
game [21] and demonstrated the existence of an individual motor signature
in human players. We then showed that the coordination level between the
players is affected by their dynamic similarity.

In particular, we proposed the use of velocity profiles, defined by the
probability density functions of velocity time series recorded in the mirror
game, as motor signatures. We used the earth’s mover distance (EMD) and
multidimensional scaling (MDS) to show that velocity profiles of the solo
movement have characteristics of individual motor signatures, i.e. they are
stable over time and differ significantly between individual players. In this
way we revealed time-persistent, individual motor properties that could be
detected in complicated, non-periodic motion observed in the mirror game,
as suggested in [20]. Notably we extended the notion of motor signature be-
yond the frequency content of a periodic motion [17, 18, 19, 32]. Existence
of individual motor signatures allowed us to validate dynamics of motion as
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an important element of the theory of similarity along side individual’s mor-
phology and behaviour. Since the individual motor signature can be readily
recorded by means of cheap off-the-shelf experimental set-up, we believe
that it could become an integral part of studies investigating interpersonal
interaction.

We introduced the evaluation of the distance between velocity profiles as
a method of quantifying dynamic similarity between players’ motion in the
mirror game and the use of the relative position error (RPE) to measure their
temporal correspondence. Our key finding confirms the central predictions
of the theory of similarity, namely that dynamic similarity of participants’
solo motions enhances their coordination level [19, 38].

Finally, the methods we have introduced and the data we have collected
establish the use of a virtual player (VP) [39], driven by an interactive cogni-
tive architecture (ICA), as an effective tool for studying joint actions in the
mirror game, and to show that human-avatar interaction offers a flexible and
effective approach to studying interactions between humans. Importantly,
the advantages of using an interactive cognitive architecture based on feed-
back control to drive the avatar is that bi-directional coupling is maintained
during the mirror game and that it allows control of the interaction between
human and avatar in two ways, both by choosing reference trajectories and
by changing the bi-directional coupling parameters of the ICA. Such level of
control on movement coordination could be used to reinforce social bonding
in joint-action tasks [11, 40].

3 Materials and Methods

3.1 Experimental Setup and Data Collection

The results presented in this paper are based on the analysis of data collected
in three different experimental scenarios, performed in the course of the
research project AlterEgo funded by the European Union [33]. In Scenario
1 we only collected solo movements of the participants; in Scenario 2 we
collected data from humans playing the mirror game in a solo condition and
in dyads; in Scenario 3 we collected data from human participants playing
solo and interacting with a virtual player (VP).

3.2 Scenario 1

Data in Scenario 1 was collected by means of a set-up consisting of a leap
motion device [34] and a laptop (more details on the leap motion setup can
be found in SI appendix). Each participant was asked to sit comfortably on a
chair and create interesting motion by moving her/his preferred hand above
the leap motion sensor. Participants were given the following instruction:
“Play the game on your own, create interesting motions and enjoy playing”.
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The movement of a participant was visualised on the screen of the laptop as a
dot. Due to the nature of the experimental set-up, the position was recorded
in arbitrary units. We asked 15 participants to perform three solo sessions,
each one separated by at least one week. At each session, a participant was
required to perform three solo rounds, each one lasting 60 seconds. In total,
we recorded nine position time series for each participant.

3.3 Scenario 2

In Scenario 2 participants sat comfortably opposite each other. Two horizon-
tal strings (length 1800mm) were mounted at eye level, centrally between
the participants; on each string a ball with a small handle was mounted.
Participants were instructed to move these balls left and right along the
strings during the experiment. The movements of each participant were
captured using reflecting marker placed on the ball with infrared MX13
cameras (Vicon-Nexus, Oxford Metrics Ltd.) at a sampling rate of 100 Hz.
Data was collected from 8 dyads (16 participants in total). All participants
were right handed. Participants were given the following instructions:

• Solo Condition. Participants were given the same instruction as in
Scenario 1. Participants had no view of their partner.

• Leader-Follower Condition. “This is a collaborative round whose pur-
pose is to enjoy creating synchronised motion. Participant 1, lead
the movement. Participant 2 try to follow your partner’s movement.”
Two versions of this condition were played to allow both participants
to lead and to follow.

• Joint Improvisation Condition. “In this collaborative round there is
no leader and no follower. Let these 2 roles emerge naturally, imitate
each other and create synchronised and interesting motions. Enjoy
playing together.”

3.4 Scenario 3

In Scenario 3, human players were asked to play with the VP driven by the
interactive cognitive architecture presented in [35, 36]. Participants were
standing in front of an LCD display showing the VP. A horizontal string
(length 1800mm) was mounted in front of the participant. As previously,
a ball with a small handle was mounted on the string. Participants were
instructed to move the ball left and right along the string. On the screen
facing the human player, the VP was also moving a ball along a string. The
movement of each participant was recorded with a single wide-angle camera.
The sampling rate was not uniform and averaged around 40Hz.

In order to verify that the interactive cognitive architecture, having as
an input different types of reference trajectories, could generate movements
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with different dynamics, we computed EMDs between VP leader movements
in similar (players solo movement) and dissimilar conditions (players solo
movement + 2.5 Hz sine). The mean EMD between velocity profiles of
leader’s movements generated with similar and dissimilar reference trajec-
tory is 0.0140. This confirms that the leader’s movements generated by the
ICA in these two conditions, using different types of reference trajectories,
had different dynamic characteristics.

Data was collected from 53 individuals playing the mirror game with
the VP. The data set of each participant contained positions for each of the
following rounds:

• 4 solo (one minute) rounds. One of the solo recordings was used as a
reference trajectory for the ICA.

• 12 rounds (one minute) where the human participant plays as the
leader.

• 12 rounds (30 seconds) where the human participant plays as a fol-
lower in similar condition and 12 rounds (30 seconds) as a follower in
dissimilar condition.

• 24 displayed position time series (30 seconds) of the VP leading the
human participant.

• 1 (one minute) reference trajectory used in the dissimilar condition.

3.5 Data pre-processing

The collected data was pre-processed in Matlab. When necessary we used
interpolation with shape-preserving piecewise cubic interpolation and filter-
ing with a zero-phase forward and reverse digital 2nd order lowpass (10Hz
cut-off) Butterworth filter. For further details see SI appendix.

3.6 Velocity profiles

The pre-processed position time series were used to numerically estimate
their corresponding velocity time-series. To differentiate position time-series
we used a forth-order finite difference scheme. We cut out the first and last 2
seconds of the signal. Furthermore, we limited velocities to 3.5 [a.u./s] in the
experimental Scenario 1 and to 2.7 [m/s] in the experimental Scenaros 2 and
3 (higher velocities were considered as results of noise in the collected data).
To estimate the PDF of the player’s velocity we use normalised histogram
of the velocity time series with 101 equally distant bins between -2.7 and
2.7 [m/s] (or -3.5 and 3.5 [a.u./s] in Experiment 1). For further details see
SI appendix.
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3.7 Earth’s movers distance

Mathematically the EMD is a special case of Wasserstein distance [25]. It is
a solution of the optimal transportation problem [37] and is an established
tool in image analysis and pattern recognition applications [25]. For uni-
variate PDFs it can be expressed in a closed form as the area between their
corresponding cumulative distribution functions [24]:

EMD(PDF1(z), PDF2(z)) =

∫
Z
|CDF1(z)− CDF2(z)|dz

Here, PDF1 and PDF2 are two probability density functions with support
in set Z, CDF1 and CDF2 are their respective cumulative distribution func-
tions. In practice, to compute empirical CDFs we take the cumulative sum of
histogram bins normalised by the number of data points. We use histograms
with 101 equidistant bins over fixed range of velocity values (outliers are as-
signed to the most extreme bins). Furthermore, we normalise the EMDs with
the maximal EMD for a given support Z; since |CDF1(z)− CDF2(z)| ≤ 1,
the maximal EMD is given by the length of the support EMDmax = |Z|.
See more details in SI appendix.

3.8 Multidimensional scaling

Multidimensional scaling is a well established tool in data visualisation and
data mining [27]. It allows to reduce dimensionality of the data and visualise
relations between the objects under investigation while preserving as much
information as possible. Since the EMD is a metric in the space of velocity
profiles (defined by the PDFs of velocity time series), we use classical MDS
as implemented in Matlab. See more details in SI appendix.

3.9 Relative position error

The RPE is based on the notion that if two objects are moving in the
same direction then the one behind is following, and on the assumption that
changes of direction of movement are initiated by the leader. We define the
RPE as the difference in the players’ positions multiplied by their common
direction of motion. In cases when the players are moving in opposite direc-
tions, we assume that the follower is always behind the leader, regardless of
directions of players’ movement. These rules lead to the following formula
for computing the RPE(x1(t), x2(t)):{

(x1(t)− x2(t)) sgn(v1(t)), sgn(v1(t)) = sgn(v2(t)) 6= 0,

|x1(t)− x2(t)|, otherwise.

Here x1, v1 are position and velocity of the leader and x2, v2 are position
and velocity of the follower. Positive values of the RPE mean that the fol-
lower is behind the leader. We note that the RPE is not symmetric, that is
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RPE(x1(t), x2(t)) 6= −RPE(x2(t), x1(t)) (due to the assumption that a fol-
lower should react to the action of a leader) and therefore, it could be treated
as a measure of the performance of the follower in addition to indicating the
level of temporal correspondence (coordination). Such interpretation of the
RPE is consistent with the fact that the mismatch in position is one of the
control parameters of the interactive cognitive architecture. Further details
can be found in the SI appendix.
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4 Supplementary Information

Table 1: Human-avatar interaction, non-parametric correlations between
EMD(Ref, S) and µRPE(La, Fh), σRPE(La, Fh), µRPE(Ref, S) and
σRPE(Ref, S). Relation between data is measured with Spearman’s rank
correlation coefficient ρ and Kendall’s coefficient τ .

µRPE(La, Fh) p-value σRPE(La, Fh) p-value

EMD(Ref, S) ρ=0.385,
τ=0.252

pρ=5.2e-
05,
pτ=1.3e-
04

ρ=0.342,
τ=0.229

pρ=3.6e-
04, pτ=5e-
04

µRPE(Ref, S) p-value σRPE(Ref, S) p-value

EMD(Ref, S) ρ=-0.005,
τ=-0.017

pρ=0.9615,
pτ=0.7975

ρ=-0.036,
τ=-0.035

pρ=0.7112,
pτ=0.5926

4.1 Preprocessing

• In scenarios 1 and 3, position time series were interpolated with shape-
preserving piecewise cubic interpolation (13Hz in experiment 1 and
40Hz in scenario 3).
Matlab command: interp1(t,x,0:1/Fs:t(end),'pchip'); Fs is
the sampling frequency, t is the series of time and x is the position
time series.

• In scenarios 2 and 3, the position data was filtered with a zero-phase
forward and reverse digital 2nd order lowpass (10Hz cut-off) Butter-
worth filter which is a maximally flat magnitude filter.
Matlab commands: butter(2,10/(Fs/2)) and filtfilt.

• The pre-processed position time series were used to estimate numeri-
cally their corresponding velocity time-series. To differentiate position
time-series we used a forth-order finite difference scheme. We cut out
the first and last 2 seconds of the signal. Furthermore, we limit veloc-
ities to 3.5 [a.u./s] in experiment 1 and to 2.7 [m/s] in scenarios 2 and
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Figure 4: (a) An example of solo position time series from the Experiment
3. (b) Velocity estimated from position data. (c) Fragment of the velocity
time series with indicated positive velocity segments (magenta) and negative
velocity segments (purple). (d) Velocity profile - histogram of the velocity
time series.

3 (higher velocities were considered a results of noise in the collected
data).

• To estimate the PDF of the player’s velocity we use normalised his-
togram of the velocity time series with 101 equally distant bins between
-2.7 and 2.7 [m/s] (or -3.5 and 3.5 [a.u./s] in Experiment 1).

Figure 4 illustrates initial stages of analysis of the data. Fig. 4 (a) de-
picts the representative player’s position collected in the solo condition in
Scenario 3 and (b) its estimated velocity time-series as explained in Materi-
als and methods. For each velocity time-series we compute velocity profile,
which is the PDF of the player’s velocity time series. In Fig. 4 (d) we show
the velocity profile of the time series represented in Fig. 4 (b). We use PDFs
of velocity in order to capture the essence of the players’ movement with-
out being affected by the existing physical constraints on their motion, e.g.
limited position range. Multivariate distributions, involving consideration
of more than one feature of the motion, would describe the dynamics in
a more detailed way but we found that univariate distributions, namely of
player’s velocities [5, 6, 2, 3, 4, 21, 20] contain enough information to achieve
the goals of our study.

Finally, Figure 4 (c) depicts the first 20 seconds of the time series from
Fig. 4 (b), with indicated positive velocity segments (magenta) for velocities
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bigger than 0 that correspond to the movements of the hand from “left
to right”, and negative velocity segments (purple) with velocities smaller
than 0 that correspond to movements from “right to left”. To estimate the
PDF of the player’s velocity we use normalised histogram of the velocity
time series with 101 equally distant bins between -2.7 and 2.7 [m/s] (or -
3.5 and 3.5 [a.u./s] in Experiment 1). In Fig. 4 (d) we show the velocity
profile of the time series represented in Fig. 4 (b). In order to compare
velocity profiles with velocity segments, for each velocity time-series from the
experiments 1 and 3 we also find their velocity segments. Velocity segments
are fragments of the velocity time series between two consecutive points of
zero velocity, i.e. each velocity segments corresponds to a short movement
in one direction. For our analysis, we normalise the velocity segments and
compute their curve moments. Following [20, 21] we take into account only
velocity segments that are longer than 0.2 sec., shorter than 8 sec. and
which have displacement larger than 0.03 [m] (before normalisation). Note
that, for the velocity segments, the moments of curve are computed with
respect to time and hence parametrise the shape of the velocity segments
rather than moments of the sample of velocity (see Section 4.4).

4.2 Earth’s movers distance

Mathematically the EMD is a special case of Wasserstein distance [25]. It is
a solution of the optimal transportation problem [37] and is an established
tool in image analysis and pattern recognition applications [25]. For uni-
variate PDFs it can be expressed in a closed form as the area between their
corresponding cumulative distribution functions [24]:

EMD(PDF1(z), PDF2(z)) =

∫
Z
|CDF1(z)− CDF2(z)|dz (1)

Here, PDF1 and PDF2 are two probability density functions with sup-
port in set Z, CDF1 and CDF2 are their respective cumulative distribution
functions. We note that EMD is a well-defined metric in the space of PDFs
as it satisfies the following conditions:

Positive definiteness: d(x1, x1) = 0, x1 6= x2 ⇒ d(x1, x2) > 0,

Symmetry: d(x1, x2) = d(x2, x1),

Triangle inequality: d(x1, x2) ≤ d(x1, x3) + d(x2, x3).

These conditions express intuitive notions about the concept of distance.
For example, that the distance between distinct points is positive and the
distance from x to y is the same as the distance from y to x. The triangle
inequality means that the distance from x to z via y is at least as great as
from x to z directly. Furthermore, EMD is non-parametric and quantifies
partial matches. Hence, it allows to compare PDFs rather than their se-
lected moments. This represents a significant advantage of our analysis in
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Figure 5: (a) Velocity profile - histogram (ha) of the velocity time series. (b)
Histogram (hb) of a random variable generated with distribution of type-
1 from the Pearson system. Both samples have µ = −0.01, σ = 0.54,
s = −0.04 and k = 1.82 where µ is the mean, σ is the standard deviation, s
is the skewness and k is the kurtosis. (c) Cumulative density functions of the
distribution from panel (a) in red and from panel (b) in blue. The magenta
shading indicates the area of difference between the CDFs, i.e. the Earth’s
movers distance between the two distributions, EMD(ha, hb) = 0.02.

comparison to using selected moments, which are not sufficient to uniquely
parameterise a PDF. We note that a bounded PDF is uniquely determined
by its moments of all orders (0 to infinity) [41].

Figure 5 shows an example of two histograms with same estimates of
the first four moments. The histogram in panel (a) is a velocity profile (ha)
computed for a time series in our data, while panel (b) shows a histogram
(hb) of random variable generated with distribution of type-1 from the Pear-
son system [50]; Matlab command: pearsonpdf. Figure 5 (c) demonstrates
that by using the EMD we can distinguish between distributions which have
the same first four moments; it also illustrates how the EDM between two
experimental PDFs is computed. The red line in Fig. 5 (c) is the exper-
imental CDF of the histogram from panel (a), while the blue line is the
experimental CDF of the histogram from panel (b). The EMD(ha, hb) be-
tween the two velocity profiles is the area between the red and the blue line,
which is indicated with the magenta shading.

In practice, to compute empirical CDFs we take the cumulative sum of
histogram bins normalised by the number of data points. We use histograms
with 101 equidistant bins over fixed range of velocity values (outliers are
assigned to the most extreme bins). Furthermore, we normalise the EMDs
with the maximal EMD for a given support Z; since |CDF1(z)−CDF2(z)| ≤
1, the maximal EMD is given by the length of the support EMDmax = |Z|.
EMD can be computed using following Matlab code:

1 bins=linspace(z1,z2,101); % support Z with 101 bins
2 bin width=bins(2)-bins(1); % widths of the bins, i.e. dz
3 max emd=abs(z2-z1); % maximal EMD
4
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5 h1=hist(v1,bins); % h1 and h2 are velocity profiles
6 h2=hist(v2,bins); % v1 and v2 are velocity time series
7 l1=numel(v1); % for normalistion
8 l2=numel(v2); % for normalistion
9 emd v1v2=sum(abs(cumsum(h1/l1)-cumsum(h2/l2)))*bin width/max emd;

4.3 Multidimensional scaling

We use multidimensional scaling (MDS) to study relations between players’
velocity profiles. MDS allows us to model the players’ motion as points in an
abstract geometric space, which we shall refer to as similarity space. It is a
well established tool in data visualisation and data mining [27]. It allows to
reduce dimensionality of the data and visualise relations between the objects
under investigation while preserving as much information as possible. Since
the EMD is a metric in the space of velocity profiles (defined by the PDFs of
velocity time series), we use classical MDS as implemented in Matlab. We
use the Matlab command: cmdscale.

In particular, we first compute the EMDs between all the analysed PDFs,
which correspond to individuals’ movements. Then we use the computed
EMDs in order to construct a matrix D. Each row of this matrix is assigned
to a different PDF (and hence belongs to a specific individual, i.e. partici-
pant in the mirror game) and contains EMDs between this PDF and all the
other PDFs. For instance, cell (2,3) contains the EMD between second and
third PDFs in our dataset. Since the EMD is a metric, matrix D has zeros
on the diagonal and is symmetric.

Next, we use the MDS to transform matrix D into coordinates of points
in the similarity space. In this way each velocity profile is represented as a
single point in the similarity space. Here we use only the first two dimensions
of the similarity space, which were found to be sufficient for the purpose of
our analysis. These two dimensions correspond to the first two highest
eigenvalues of matrix D computed in the MDS.

The MDS algorithm is implemented as follows:

1. Take n × n matrix D (n number of analysed objects), and square its
elements in order to obtain matrix D2.

2. Transform matrix D2 into matrix B; subtract row means, subtract
column means, add back (grand) mean of all the matrix elements and
multiply by -0.5. Formally this operation is called double centring and
can be expressed as: B = −0.5JD2J, here J = I− 1/n11T , where I is
the identity matrix, 1 is the vector of ones of length n, and 1T is the
transposed vector 1.

3. Factor B by its eigendecomposition B = EΛET , where E is matrix
which has eigenvectors of B as columns, and Λ is a diagonal matrix
with ordered eigenvalues λ1 ≥ λ2 ≥ ... ≥ λn on the diagonal.
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4. Take the first m eigenvectors Em and eigenvalues Λm of matrix B and

compute X = EmΛ
1/2
m ; X is a n × m matrix with m coordinates for

each of the n analysed objects; the MDS relies on the property that
the eigenvectors of matrix B = XXT can be interpreted as geometric
coordinates; XT is transposed matrix X.

MDS is a technique related to principal component analysis (PCA)
[27]. In particular, PCA is a statistical procedure which uses singular value
decomposition of a matrix Y or eigendecompostion of covariance matrix
YTY/(n − 1) to study underlying structure of the data. Here Y is a cen-
tred (i.e. its columns have removed means) n ×m matrix of n observation
vectors Ỹ . In other words, the PCA uses the eigenvectors of the covariance
matrix to perform orthonormal transformation of the original coordinate
system of the data, i.e. it projects the data into an abstract geometric space
with dimensions given by linear combinations of the the original variables.
In the same way, the MDS uses eigenvectors and eigenvalues of matrix B to
find a geometric model of the data in an abstract geometric space. The dif-
ference between PCA and MDS is the origin and nature of the decomposed
matrix. The results of both procedures are eigenvectors and eigenvalues
which can be used to reduce the dimensionality of the data while preserving
covariance of data (PCA) or preserving distances between analysed objects
(MDS). In the case in which distances between analysed objects are given
by covariances, i.e. D = 1 −YTY, or if D is given by euclidian distances
between n observations vectors Ỹ , both methods give the same results.

The MDS allows us to extend pair-wise analysis of distances between
velocity profiles and gain further insight into our data [22]. Furthermore,
using MDS guarantees that the euclidian distances between elements in the
similarity space are a good approximation of the EMDs between velocity
profiles. Since EMD is a metric we know that the dynamic similarity between
players’ movements is reflected in the Euclidean distances between their
respective positions in the similarity space (Fig. 1B, D), i.e. the closer
the points in similarity space the more similar their velocity profiles. This
renders the similarity space a key tool in our analysis of how the dynamic
similarity affects mutual rapport and coordination between players in the
mirror game. In the similarity space one can use different methods to classify
and cluster data.

4.4 Moments of a curve

In Table 2 we recall the definitions of moments of curve.
In Table 2 f(t) is a function defined on T = [t1, t2].
To analyse and compare movements of different participants Noy et. al.

use skewness and kurtosis of normalised velocity segments [20, 21]. To per-
form a meaningful comparison of the moments of different functions f(t), it
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Table 2: First 4 moments of function (curve) f(t) with support T=[t1, t2].

1st moment — centre of mass µ =
t2∫
t1

tf(t)dt

2nd moment — variance σ =
t2∫
t1

(t− µ)2f(t)dt

3rd moment — skewness s =
1

σ
3
2

t2∫
t1

(t− µ)3f(t)dt

4th moment — kurtosis k =
1

σ2

t2∫
t1

(t− µ)4f(t)dt
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Figure 6: Different curve segments (a) Normal distribution s = 0, k = 3; (b)
Minimum jerk s = 0, k = 2.2; (c) s = 0, k = 2; (d) s = −0.5, k = 2.5; (e)
s = 0.15, k = 1.9; (f) s = 0.2, k = 1.8. For all distributions: µ = 0.5, σ = 1.

is necessary to rescale their supports T to a common one, and to normalise

the functions f(t) with their integrals
t2∫
t1

f(t)dt. In particular, in [21] as well

as in our analysis the support T of the velocity segments is time normalised
into τ ∈ [0, 1]. We note that moments of curve are different from moments
of a sample, i. e. they are computed with respect to the support, rather that
the values in the sample. For example, in the case of the centre of mass, the
area under the curve on the left side of the centre of mass µ is equal to the

area under the curve on the right side of it, that is µ,
µ∫
t1

f(t)dt =
t2∫
µ
f(t)dt.

Figure 6 depicts six examples of normalised curve segments with support
T ∈ [0, 1]; all presented functions have the same centre of mass µ = 0.5 and
variance σ = 1, whilst skewness and kurtosis vary between panels. In the
case of a velocity segment, skewness indicates asymmetry in acceleration
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and deceleration, while kurtosis provides information about uniformity of
the maximal velocity. Low kurtosis means that an object is quickly accel-
erating and decelerating and keeps constant velocity in between while high
kurtosis means that the object is accelerating slowly, and after reaching
maximum velocity it almost immediately starts to slow down; normalised
velocity segments with higher kurtosis, generally, have higher maximum ve-
locity.

4.5 Clustering, overlap and statistical tests

In order to analyse separation and clustering of data points corresponding
to velocity profiles of individual participants in the similarity space or on the
plane of skewness and kurtosis of velocity segments, we encircle them with
ellipses given by bivariate gaussian distribution fitted to their coordinates.
Then we compare how much the ellipses overlap.

First, we compute mean values and covariance matrix of coordinates of
the n points which we wish to encircle. The points correspond to n trials
of a particular subject. In particular, the coordinates are either average
values of skewness and kurtosis of all the velocity segments in a trial, or
coordinates of a point in the similarity space corresponding to a velocity
profile of a trial. Mean values of the coordinates give the position of the
centre of the ellipse, while the eigenvectors of the covariance matrix give
directions of major and minor axes of the ellipse. Finally, the lengths of
the axes of a covariance ellipse that encloses the desired probability mass
are given by the square roots of the eigenvalues of the covariance matrix
multiplied by the Mahalanobis radius [52]. In our analysis we use a radius
that encloses all of the data points of a participant, which corresponds to
0.7 of the probability mass of the bivariate normal distribution.

We compute the overlap, ω, between ellipses as a ratio of the area of
intersection and the total area of two ellipses. In this way total separation
corresponds to no overlap ω = 0, whilst complete overlap ω = 1 means that
we cannot distinguish between the two ellipses and hence we cannot distin-
guish between points that are encircled by them. The overlap ω between
ellipses allows to assess clustering and separation between regions of the
similarity space, or the plane of skewness and kurtosis of velocity segments,
corresponding to different individuals. The advantage of this simple method
is that it is dimension independent and hence allows to compare clustering
and overlap in different spaces.

Since our data is not normally distributed, to test the existence of corre-
lations we use Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient ρ, and Kendall’s coef-
ficient τ [42]; the two rank correlation coefficients have different sensitivity to
errors in ordering. To compute correlation coefficients and their significance
values (p-values) we use Matlab commands: [rho,p]=corr(x,y,'type','Spearman')
and [ta,p]=corr(x,y,'type','Kendall'). For the same reason, to test
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statistical significance of differences between distributions we use Kolmogorov-
Smirnov test computed with Matlab command kstest2. Kolmogorov-
Smirnov test determines whether independent random samples are drawn
from the same underlying continuous population [42].

4.6 Relative phase

Analysis of the relative phase between two (or more) oscillators is an es-
tablished method for quantifying synchronisation (coordination) level and
hence temporal correspondence between periodic time series [43, 57]. We
performed such analysis by using a method of reconstructing phase of an
oscillator from data as described in [51, 55]. In particular, following [51], we
computed protophase using the Hilbert transform and transformed it into
phase, which grows linearly with time, using the Damoco 2 toolbox for Mat-
lab [58]. However, measures of temporal correspondence that rely on the
relative phase based on the Hilbert transform are not suited for the analysis
of the time series recorded in our experiments for the following reasons:

• they have non-zero local mean; signal with moving averages have big
jumps in phases which introduce big errors in relative phase (see Fig. 2
in [43]),

• their amplitude and phase spectra are not well separated; relative
phase is sensitive to changes of amplitude,

• in many cases the time series contain multiple frequencies; instanta-
neous phase based on the Hilbert transform can be computed but does
not have a physical interpretation.

More information about issues stated in the above list and importance of
different assumptions for correct estimation of the phase of a signal can be
found in [43].

Since the results obtained from the analysis of relative phase based on
Hilbert transform were not satisfactory, we decided to use a method of es-
timating the relative phase based on a wavelet transform of a time series
[12, 48, 49]. In particular, we used estimation of relative phase based on
wavelet coherence as described in [47] and implemented in Crosswavelet and
Wavelet Coherence toolbox for Matlab [59]. Wavelet coherence can be con-
sidered a localised correlation coefficient in time-frequency space.

Wavelet coherence provided us with an estimate of relative phase in the
time-frequency space, i.e. at each time we have multiple values of relative
phase that correspond to different frequencies. To reduce dimensionality
of the time frequency estimate of the relative phase, we averaged it over
frequencies, obtaining in this way the time course of relative phase.
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Figure 7 illustrates the process of averaging the estimate of the relative
phase computed in the time-frequency space over frequency. In particu-
lar, Fig. 7 (a) shows the position time series of leader (black) and follower
(green), while Fig. 7 (b1) shows the values of the wavelet coherence in the
time-frequency space. Red colours indicate high coherence, i.e. the two
signals have correlated frequency components at a given time, whilst blue
ones indicate regions with no coherence. Black contour delineates the area
where common frequencies of both signals are statistically significant; tested
against random noise [47]. Arrows are a visualisation of the phase relation
between correlated frequency components of the two time series (clockwise
angles have negative values, anti-clockwise angles have positive values). Ar-
rows pointing to the right show that the two signals are in-phase. For clarity
only arrows in the regions with statistically significant coherence are shown.

Fig. 7 (b2) shows frequency average of relative phase φW from the regions
with statistically significant coherence; we use circular mean to compute
the average [45]. Fig. 7 (c) shows the relative phase based on the Hilbert
transform φprt computed with the Damoco 2 toolbox [59]; multiple jumps in
the relative phase are caused by the changes in the local means of the two
signals. This figure clearly demonstrates that the estimate of the relative
phase computed with wavelet coherence φW is better than the one based on
Hilbert transform φprt, since the sign of the former is consistent with the
fact that the designated leader was actually leading the other player during
the joint action. The advantage of this method originates from the fact that
φW is based on the parts of the signal which are measurably correlated and
can be modelled with periodic functions in the time-frequency plane.

4.7 Relative position error

We introduce the relative position error (RPE) as a measure of position
mismatch between leader and follower. In other words it is a measure of
how well the follower tracks leader’s movement. In particular, it informs
us on the periods of time when the designated roles of leader and follower
are exchanged. The RPE is an extension of position difference; it indeed
measures the difference in position but in relation to the direction of players’
movement.

The RPE is based on the notion that if two objects are moving in the
same direction then the one behind is following, and on the assumption that
changes of direction of movement are initiated by the leader. We define the
RPE as the difference in the players’ positions multiplied by their common
direction of motion. In cases when the players are moving in opposite direc-
tions, we assume that the follower is always behind the leader, regardless of
directions of players’ movement. These rules lead to the following formula
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Figure 7: Relation between wavelet coherence and relative phase. (a) Posi-
tion time series of leader (black) and follower (green). (b1) Squared wavelet
coherence between leader and follower time series, red indicates high coher-
ence and blue low coherence. Black contour shows 0.05 significance level,
arrows indicate relative phase relationship (clockwise positive values, anti-
clockwise negative values). (b2) Relative phase computed with significant
wavelet coherence averaged over frequencies. (c) Relative phase between
time series based on Hilbert transform.

for computing the RPE(x1, x2):

RPE(x1, x2) =

{
(x1(t)− x2(t)) sgn(v1(t)), sgn(v1(t)) = sgn(v2(t)) 6= 0,

|x1(t)− x2(t)|, otherwise.

(2)
Here x1, v1 are position and velocity of the leader and x2, v2 are position and
velocity of the follower. Positive values of the RPE mean that the follower
is behind the leader. sgn is the signum function: sgn(x) = 1, if x > 0,
sgn(x) = 0, if x = 0, and sgn(x) = −1, if x < 0. Specifically, to compute
the RPE we use signed difference in players position and their direction of
movement, and this allows us to specify who is ahead in cases when both
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players move to the left sgn(v1(t)) < 0 or when they both move to the right
sgn(v1(t)) > 0. In cases where the notion of being ahead becomes ambigu-
ous, because players move in opposite directions sgn(v1(t)) 6= sgn(v2(t)) or
do not move at all, we use the absolute value of the difference in position.
In our data we never encountered a case of v1(t) = v2(t) = 0, (recall that
sgn(0) = 0). Note that the root mean square of the RPE will give exactly
the same result as the root mean square error between two position time
series. Furthermore, the RPE, similarly to the root mean square error, as-
sumes that two time series (of motion) have a common coordinate system
or can be transformed to it.

Figure 8 shows examples of computation of the RPE. Panels (a1) and
(b1) depict trajectories of movement of two players, leader position is shown
with black line, follower position is shown with green line; time flows from
bottom to top. Fig. 8 (a2) and (b2) show corresponding time series of the
RPE. Green arrows indicate the direction of motion of the follower. At the
times indicated by double green-black arrows, when the participants move
in opposite directions, we compute the RPE using the absolute value of the
difference in position, i.e. we assume that the follower is always behind and
that the leader initiates changes of direction of motion.

Figure 8 (a) shows how our definition of RPE works for the case when
the players are often changing direction of motion. In panel (a2) we observe
that the follower is always behind (RPE > 0) and that RPE = 0 occurs at
times when the players had the same position but were moving in opposite
directions. Fig. 8 (b) shows that if follower is ahead of the designated leader
the RPE is negative. In such cases we can conclude that the designated
leader was tracking the movement of the designated follower. Black-green
arrows in Fig. 8 (b1) show that when the designated leader changed direction
of movement, the RPE changed sign as well.

We note that the RPE is not symmetric, that isRPE(x1, x2) 6= −RPE(x1, x2)
(due to the assumption that a follower should react to the action of a leader)
and therefore, it could be treated as a measure of the performance of the
follower in addition to indicating the level of temporal correspondence (syn-
chronization). Such interpretation of the RPE is consistent with the fact
that the mismatch in position is one of the control parameters of the inter-
active cognitive architecture.

4.8 On the relation between temporal correspondence and
dynamic similarity

When analysing two complex time-series, regardless of their origin, it is
always possible to measure their temporal correspondence and compute their
dynamic similarity. By using simultaneously these two quantities we can
define trivial and nontrivial dynamic similarity.

More specifically, if the two time series are well synchronised, they will
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Figure 8: Illustration of the principle used for computing relative position
error. In all panels: black is leader position, green is follower position, blue
is relative position error. Green arrows show direction of motion of the fol-
lower. At the times indicated by double green-black arrows the participants
move in opposite directions. Time runs from bottom to top.

necessarily have similar velocity profiles. For example, consider perfect syn-
chronisation when two time series are identical, in such case also their ve-
locity profiles have to be identical and the EMD between them equals 0,
i.e. good coordination⇒ small EMD. We shall call such dynamic similarity,
which is a result of the coordination between time series, trivial. On the
other hand, if the EMD between velocity profiles is small, while position
time series are uncoordinated we observe nontrivial dynamic similarity i.e.
small EMD 6⇒ good coordination level. Such situation is possible because
velocity profiles do not contain temporal information. In particular, we
use nontrivial dynamic similarity to establish existence of individual motor
signature, and to show the dependence of temporal correspondence on the
dynamic similarity.

Figure 9 illustrates the difference between trivial and nontrivial dynamic
similarity. In panel (a) we show two trajectories of solo movement of a player
and their corresponding velocity profiles. The mean RPE between the red
and purple trajectories in panel (a1) is equal µRPEa1=0.19, and the EMD
between histograms in panels (a2) and (a3) is equal EMD(ha2, ha3)=0.009;
it is an example of nontrivial dynamic similarity. In panel (b) we depict
leader (black) and follower (green) trajectories and their corresponding ve-
locity profiles. Here: RPEb1=0.008, and EMD(hb2, hb3)=0.008; panel (b)
shows example of trivial dynamic similarity.

4.9 Interpretation of dimensions of the similarity space

Here we elaborate on the relationship between dimensions of the similarity
space and typical characteristics of complex movement, such as frequency
components. The aim here is to demonstrate that although dimensions of
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Figure 9: (a) Example of nontrivial dynamic similarity: (a1) two solo move-
ment trajectories of the same participant and their corresponding velocity
profiles (a2) and (a3); RPEa1=0.19, EMD(ha2, ha3)=0.009. (b) Example
of trivial dynamic similarity: (b1) movement trajectories of a leader (black)
and a follower (green) and corresponding velocity profiles (b2) and (b3);
RPEb1=0.008, EMD(hb2, hb3)=0.008.

the similarity space are in general abstract, it is still possible to find move-
ment characteristics that correlate with them, and give them at least partial
physical interpretation. In general, possibility of physical interpretation
should not be assumed, because as it happens in the PCA the dimensions
of the similarity space might be linear combinations of many different char-
acteristics of the analysed objects.

In the course of our analysis we identified two characteristics of the move-
ments in the mirror game that correlate with the two principal dimensions
of the similarity space: the coordinate xss and the coordinate yss. The co-
ordinate xss of the similarity space, which is associated with the highest
eigenvalue from the MDS, is correlated with the amount of high frequency
components in the movement measured as a power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band.
In order to estimate the power spectrum of the position time series, we use
the wavelet transform of the position time series summed over time. Since we
are only interested in the frequencies, which belong to significant wavelets,
the spectrum estimates computed in this way are smoother than the one
computed with the fast Fourier transform (FFT). Furthermore, we found
that the yss coordinate of the similarity space, associated with the second
biggest eigenvalue from the MDS, is correlated with the kurtosis of veloc-
ity segments, described in Section 4.4. These correlations are illustrated in
Fig. 10 and quantified in Table 3. Altogether these observations provide
some interpretation of the dimensions in the abstract geometric space com-
puted with the MDS. We note that such interpretation does not have to be
unique, as there might exist other variables, or their linear combinations,
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Figure 10: Dependencies: (a) between xss and power in the 1.5-10 [Hz]
band, (b) between yss and power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band, (c) between xss
and kurtosis of velocity segments (positive and negative), and (d) between
yss and kurtosis of velocity segments (positive and negative), for all solo
trials recorded in the experiment. Grey line shows linear trend found with
least square fitting. Trend is shown just for indication, relation between
data has been tested with non-parametric correlations; see Tab. 3.

that correlate with xss or yss.
Figure 10 (b) and Table 3 show that there is no correlation between

yss and power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band and that the correlation between
xss and kurtosis of velocity segments (panel (c)) is weaker compared to
the other two. This indicates that xss is strongly related to the amount
of high frequency components in the velocity time series and also weakly
related to the kurtosis of velocity segments, and that yss is related to kurtosis
of velocity segments. Correlation between high frequency components and
kurtosis of velocity segments present in the data, means that they are not
independent variables (ρ=0.4412, pρ=2.2e-11).

In summary, from the existing correlations we can deduce that xss carries
information about maximal velocities; high kurtosis means that the velocity
segment has sharper peak, that is higher maximal velocity, and high fre-
quencies also mean faster movement. On the other hand, yss informs us on
the ratio of high and low velocities in the movement; low kurtosis means that
the player moves with maximal velocity for a long time, and high kurtosis
means that the participant moves with maximal velocity only for a short
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Table 3: Non-parametric correlations between xss and power in the 1.5-10
[Hz] band, yss and power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band, xss and kurtosis of velocity
segments (positive and negative), and yss and kurtosis of velocity segments
(positive and negative), for all solo trials recorded in the experiment. The
relationships between different characteristics of the movement is measured
with Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient ρ and Kendall’s coefficient τ .

xss p-value yss p-value

power in
1.5-10 [Hz]

ρ=0.6575,
τ=0.4940

pρ=0,
pτ=1.0e-26

ρ=0.0183,
τ=0.0055

pρ=0.79,
pτ=0.91

Kurtosis of
vel. seg.

ρ=0.3566,
τ=0.2407

pρ=3.7e-14,
pτ=1.4e-13

ρ=0.4576,
τ=0.3180

pρ=2.5e-
23,
pτ=1.5e-
22

period of time.

4.10 Velocity segments of movement generated by ICA

In this section we use kurtosis and skewness of velocity segments to show
that the trajectories generated by the ICA [35, 36] in Scenario 3, have the
features of a human movement. In our analysis we compared skewness and
kurtosis of: velocity segments of human solo movement, velocity segments
of human leader movements, and velocity segments of motion generated by
the ICA as a leader. We found that except for few outliers, the velocity
segments generated by the ICAv1.0 have the same kurtosis and skewness as
the one observed in human motion.

Figure 11 shows kurtosis and skewness of velocity segments from time
series recorded in experiment 3, (a) for positive velocity segments and (b) for
negative velocity segments. The skewness and kurtosis of velocity segments
from human solo is depicted in red, human leader in blue and avatar leader
in black. We notice that for some very few outliers the skewness and kurtosis
of the avatar leader (black) have bigger values than typical human leader
(blue), but overall the black dots and blue circles occupy a similar region
of the kurtosis-skewness plane. In both panels all the velocity segments are
centred on the point with skewness s = 0, and kurtosis k = 2.2, which is
indicated by a cyan star. This point corresponds to the velocity segment
with the smoothest movement as reported in [20, 21]. Normal distribution
has skewness s = 0, and kurtosis k = 3. Dash-dotted line shows theoretical
bound of the values of skewness and kurtosis given by the theoretical relation
between them k ≤ s2 + 1 [54].

In Table 4 we report the difference in skewness of the positive and neg-
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Figure 11: Kurtosis and skewness for velocity segments from time series
recorded in the experiment. In panel (a) values from positive velocity seg-
ments, in (b) from negative velocity segments; compare with Fig. 4 (c). In
black skewness and kurtosis of velocity segments from ICA in leader con-
ditions. In blue skewness and kurtosis of velocity segments from human
players in leader conditions. In red skewness and kurtosis of velocity seg-
ments from human players in solo conditions. Cyan star indicates point
with k = 2.2 and s = 0 which corresponds to the smoothest movement [20].
Dash-dotted line shows theoretical bound given by relation between kurtosis
and skewness of a curve k ≤ s2 + 1 [54].

ative velocity segments. This difference is a result of asymmetry in the
movement of the hand towards and away from the centre of the body, i.e.,
the movement is actuated by different groups of muscles [46]. Relatively
weaker difference in skewness of the positive and negative velocity segments
of avatar leader is due to the fact that, while leading the human follower,
the avatar was at the same time tracking the pre-recorded reference trajec-
tory. Furthermore, we observe that human followers’ velocity segments are
equally skewed for positive and negative velocity segments. We have not
found difference between kurtosis of positive and negative velocity segments
in any condition.

Table 4: Skewness of positive s+ and negative s− velocity segments from dif-
ferent movement recordings: S - human solo movement, Lh - human leader,
Fa - avatar follower, La - avatar leader, Fh - human follower. pks is signifi-
cance level of Kolmogorov-Smirnov test.

s+ s− p-value

S 0.0018 0.0456 pks=3.9e-4

Lh -0.0147 0.0238 pks <0.0001

La 0.0065 0.0143 pks=0.0781

Fh 0.1300 0.1267 pks=0.1653
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In summary, Fig. 11 shows that in most trials, velocity segments of the
avatar leader (driven by ICA v1.0) have kurtosis and skewness which are
very similar to the human players. Furthermore, the values of skewness of
the human follower’s velocity segments are consistent with the observation
that after noticing changes of direction of the leader’s movement, the human
follower reacts and accelerates quickly to correct her/his position. Next, she/
he slows down to track the leader’s movement in a more precise way.

4.11 Comparison of different measures of temporal corre-
spondence

Having introduced different measures of temporal correspondence in the
sections above we now compare the relative error in position and the estimate
of the relative phase based on wavelet coherence, using data from experiment
3 (we used data from experiment 3 because it contains the largest number
of trials).

Figure 12 (a) shows position time series of leader (black) and follower
(green) (the plots do not start from zero because we cut out the first 2
seconds of the signals). Fig. 12 (b) shows the RPE between the positions
in panel (a), while Fig. 12 (c) shows the estimate of relative phase based
on the wavelets coherence. We observe in Fig. 12 (b) and (c) that the
RPE behaves differently compared to the relative phase, e.g. in the time
interval [10,15] the RPE indicates that the follower is ahead of the leader
(RPE < 0), while the relative phase shows that there was no exchange of
roles between leader and follower. This different behaviour is caused by the
fact that the RPE is computed using the information at a given instant
of time, while the estimate of the relative phase is based on the wavelet
transformation for which time localisation depends on the frequency and is
limited by the time-frequency uncertainty principle [47]. Also, in this time
interval there are no fast oscillations in the movement, therefore the phase
was estimated using low frequency wavelets for which the relative phase was
positive (compare with Fig. 7 (b)).

The negative value of the relative phase in Fig. 12 (c) around t = 17s
is caused by the temporal mismatch between the minimum in the follower’s
trajectory (green) and the next minimum on the leader’s trajectory (black).
The minimum in the leader’s trajectory indicated by the vertical dotted line
in panel (a) occurs after the green one, while all the other extrema of the
black trace precede the green trace extrema. The relatively fast change in
trajectory in this case was estimated by using higher frequency wavelet of
short duration for which the relative phase was negative. Observations from
Fig. 12 (c) are consistent with the RPE in panel (b) which has negative
values for a short time around t = 17s.

We further used data from Scenario 3 to compare the two methods of
measuring temporal correspondence. Specifically, we computed RPE and
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Figure 12: Comparison of relative position error and relative phase com-
puted with wavelet coherence. (a) position time series of leader (black) and
follower (green). (b) Relative position error. (c) Relative phase computed
with wavelet coherence φW .

relative phase for leader–follower data, to analyse dependence of temporal
correspondence on power content in the 1.5-10 [Hz] frequency band of the
leaders position time series and on the first coordinate, xss, of the point
corresponding to the leader’s velocity profile in the similarity space, which
is correlated with power content in the 1.5-10 [Hz] frequency band, see sec-
tion 4.9. In particular, we found that in contrast to relative phase, the RPE
allows to quantify the level of coordination of two complicated time series
and can be used to evidence that the temporal correspondence is significantly
affected by the properties of leader’s motion.

In Fig. 13 we demonstrate that in our data we do not observe depen-
dence of the relative phase φW between avatar-leader and human-follower
(estimated with wavelet coherence) on xss nor on the power spectrum in
the 1.5-10 [Hz] band of the leader’s position time series; since the relative
phase is a circular variable in the analysis we use circular mean and circular
standard deviation [45]. We believe that the lack of such dependence in our
data is caused by the deficiencies of relative phase as a method of measuring
temporal correspondence between aperiodic time series rather than by the
real lack of it. Therefore, we checked whether the RPE between avatar-
leader and human-follower depends on the coordinates of velocity profiles
of avatar-leader in the similarity space or on the power in the 1.5-10 [Hz]
frequency band.

We found that, while the mean of the relative position error µRPE(La, Fh)
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Figure 13: Dependencies: (a) between xss and circular mean of relative
phase φW , (b) between power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band and circular mean
of relative phase φW , (c) between xss and circular standard deviation of
relative phase φW , and (d) between power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band and
circular standard deviation of the relative phase φW . Relative phase φW
computed for the avatar leader/ human follower condition recorded in the
experiment. There are no significant correlations in the data.

depends on xss as well as on the power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band of the power
spectrum of the leader motion, the standard deviation σRPE(La, Fh) de-
pends only on xss. Figure 14 and Table 5 show that the increase in the mean
RPE is correlated with xss, and can also be associated with the higher num-
ber of high frequency components in the leader trajectory. On the other
hand, the standard deviation of the RPE is only correlated with xss; there
is no correlation with the power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band. Additionally, Ta-
ble 5 shows that mean and standard deviation of RPE depend on yss.

The strong correlations of mean µ and standard deviation σ of the RPE
with the principle (main) dimensions of the similarity space presented in
Tab. 5 indicate that temporal correspondence depends on the dynamics of
the movements, and could be represented by the location in the similarity
space. Our results related to the dependence of temporal correspondence
between complex non-periodic movements on spectral properties of the mo-
tion are consistent with earlier findings which showed existence of relation
between standard deviation of the relative phase (or the relative phase it-
self) and common frequency of coupled oscillators [44, 53, 56]. This relation
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Figure 14: Dependencies: (a) between xss and the mean of the RPE, (b)
between the power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band and the mean of the RPE, (c)
between xss and the standard deviation of the RPE, and (d) between the
power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band and the standard deviation of the RPE. The
RPE is computed for the avatar leader human follower condition recorded
in the experiment. Grey line shows linear trend found with least square
fitting. Trend is shown just for indication, relation between data has been
tested with non-parametric correlations, see Tab. 5.

was used to show the dependence of stability of coordination observed in
synchronised movements (measured with standard deviation of the relative
phase) on the frequency of movements [53]. In our case the stability of
coordination (measured with the standard deviation of the RPE) is associ-
ated with (depends on) the location of the leader’s velocity profile in the
similarity space.

More generally, based on our analysis and the example discussed above,
we conclude that in the context of the mirror game, where the players
move along complicated trajectories, the most useful method for quantifica-
tion and assessment of the leader-follower interaction is the RPE measure.
Specifically, the RPE exhibits stronger association to the dynamics of the
movement (in terms of statistical significance of the results of the analysis),
than the relative phase. Nevertheless, we envisage that the relative phase
based on wavelet coherence would be useful when analysing data from the
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Table 5: Non-parametric correlations between: xss or yss and the mean
RPE, the power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] band and the mean RPE, xss or yss and
the standard deviation of RPE, and the power in the 1.5-10 [Hz] and the
standard deviation of the RPE. The RPE is computed for the avatar leader
human follower condition recorded in the experiment. Relation between data
is measured with Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient ρ and Kendall’s
coefficient τ .

mean RPE p-value std of RPE p-value

xss ρ=0.6633,
τ=0.4698

pρ=0,
pτ <0.0001

ρ=0.3578,
τ=0.2443

pρ=0,
pτ <0.0001

yss ρ=-0.2794,
τ=-0.1990

pρ <0.0001,
pτ <0.0001

ρ=0.1911,
τ=0.1284

pρ <0.0001,
pτ <0.0001

power in
1.5-10 [Hz]

ρ=0.4304,
τ=0.2937

pρ=0,
pτ <0.0001

ρ=-0.0460,
τ=-0.0361

pρ=0.25,
pτ=0.17

mirror game played in a condition without designated leader, e.g. joint im-
provisation, when the RPE cannot be used. Finally, an advantage of using
the RPE to quantify temporal correspondence is its straightforward physical
interpretation.
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