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Abstract—The suspension system is a crucial part of the
automotive chassis, improving vehicle ride comfort and isolating
passengers from rough road excitation. Unlike passive suspension,
which has constant spring and damping coefficients, active
suspension incorporates electronic actuators into the system to
dynamically control stiffness and damping variables. However,
effectively controlling the suspension system poses a challenging
task that necessitates real-time adaptability to various road
conditions. This paper presents the Physics-Guided Deep Re-
inforcement Learning (DRL) for adjusting an active suspension
system’s variable kinematics and compliance properties for a
quarter-car model in real time. Specifically, the outputs of the
model are defined as actuator stiffness and damping control,
which are bound within physically realistic ranges to maintain the
system’s physical compliance. The proposed model was trained
on stochastic road profiles according to ISO 8608 standards to
optimize the actuator’s control policy. According to qualitative
results on simulations, the vehicle body reacts smoothly to
various novel real-world road conditions, having a much lower
degree of oscillation. These observations mean a higher level
of passenger comfort and better vehicle stability. Quantitatively,
DRL outperforms passive systems in reducing the average ve-
hicle body velocity and acceleration by 43.58% and 17.22%,
respectively, minimizing the vertical movement impacts on the
passengers. The code is publicly available at github.com/anh-
nn01/RL4Suspension-ICMLA23.

Index Terms—Deep Reinforcement Learning, Mechanical En-
gineering, Active Suspension System, Vehicle, Vertical Dynamics.

I. INTRODUCTION

As a vital component of vehicles, the suspension system
plays a significant role in improving passenger comfort, driv-
ing stability, and protection of other components. Mechani-
cally, the suspension system consists of essential components
including springs, bump stops, shock absorbers, and arms or
links connecting the vehicle chassis frame [16]. During vehicle
motion, when encountering bumps caused by stochastic road
excitation, the suspension system serves a crucial function in
effectively isolating vibrations, minimizing the impact experi-
enced by passengers, and enhancing overall vehicle stability.

In the area of controlled systems, there are three major
categories of suspension systems: passive, semi-active, and
active suspension systems. The passive suspension system
has a fixed spring and shock absorber. However, since the
road environment constantly changes and is unpredictable,
using a passive suspension system is unable to maintain
the best vehicle operation experience. Given that the passive
suspension system has fixed dampers and does not allow
external control, it fails to handle possible road disturbance or
fully absorb vibrations.[4] Therefore, active and semi-active
suspension systems with adjustable operational parameters
were introduced to overcome the weaknesses of passive sus-
pension systems. They allow built-in electronic control units
to manipulate multiple parameters such as damping rates[13]
and additional forces on spring[11] based on different road
situations in real-time.

The previous controllers including propor-
tional–integral–derivative (PID), linear parameter varying
(LPV), multi-objective control strategy MCTCS [18], and
Linear–quadratic–Gaussian (LQG) [10] have been the
common and conventional control methods. However,
the most prominent limitation of these approaches is
that their performance is highly sensitive to parameter
configuration, which relies heavily on domain expertise and
vehicle specifications (e.g.: vehicle weight). Therefore, the
parameters are not generalizable to new vehicles and demand
extensive time and effort to find the optimal set of parameters.
Furthermore, the above algorithms are all linear controllers
while active suspension system in real practice has non-linear
and complex characteristics [9]. To be more specific, the road
condition is stochastic, resulting in highly non-linear vehicle
vibrations and making the linear control effect less effective.

In the context of computer science and vehicle controls,
researchers have been proposing different models and control
strategies to improve the live adjustment of active suspension
system parameters for a better driving experience. Deep rein-
forcement learning (DRL) focuses on learning optimal actions
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in a sequential decision-making process. Controllers based
on the reinforcement learning model enable learning from
the interaction with the environment to adapt the suspension
system parameters under certain road conditions leading to
improved vehicle overall performance. Compared to Super-
vised Deep Learning methods [15], DRL does not require
human-labeled or controller-generated samples for training
and can generate large amounts of training data solely by
physics simulation, which inspires many existing works on
DRL-based controllers. [2] utilized the actor-critic scheme and
compared the model performance to a conventional quarter
suspension system to demonstrate its feasibility. On the other
hand, Xi Wang et al. adopted the deep Q Network (DQN)
[17] technique to the quarter suspension system and achieved
higher driving comfort compared to Skyhook Damper Control
(SDG). Nonetheless, many previous works are limited to
experimenting with idealized and simplified road profiles,
which do not reflect continuous variations of real-world roads.
Most simulation results of these studies show a promising
new generation of control strategies. However, some results
show that the system response is quite fast according to
random rough roads, which causes discomfort to passengers.
In contrast, others have smoother system responses, yet the
delay is too significant, causing inconsistency in dynamic
control. Another major DRL technique, Deep Deterministic
Policy Gradient (DDPG) was introduced by [7] to control
the semi-active quarter suspension system. Specifically, [7]
proposed to employ DDPG to learn optimal control strategy
for a vertical force uF ∈ [−600N, 600N ] exerted on the
system. Their approach yields promising control results on
ISO road class D and E, demonstrating the potential usage
of DRL for suspension control problems. However, from
the mechanical point of view, this force is vaguely defined,
and the embedded hardware to generate such force is not
clearly presented. In other words, how to physically exert the
computed force is out of the scope of their study. Therefore,
this force can be hard to be applied in real physical systems,
reducing the viability of this approach.

To address the aforementioned limitations of existing works,
a Physics-Guided Reinforcement Learning framework is pro-
posed to obtain an optimal, physically practical active sus-
pension control system. Specifically, the outputs of the DRL
Policy Network are explicitly constrained to two specific
variables: active stiffness (ka) and active damping (ca). Con-
trolling ka and ca is physically feasible, which is explained
in Section II. Although the force is not directly controlled, in
practice, dynamically controlled ka and ca results in a force on
the system described in Equation 4. In summary, compared to
prior work, our proposed active control approach is more real-
istic and physically well-defined. The DRL controller is tested
on several ISO road profiles for evaluation, outperforming the
passive control system.

II. VEHICLE SUSPENSION AND ROAD EXCITATION MODEL

In this paper, a two-degree-of-freedom (DOF) quarter-car
model has been implemented to evaluate the capabilities of

active suspension systems. Quarter-car model is designed to
represent the vertical dynamic of a car. The goal of active
suspension is to minimize vertical acceleration. The quarter
car model is suitable for evaluating the performance of various
control strategies[3]. It consists of four parts: a sprung mass, a
suspension component, an unsprung mass, and a wheel. Active
suspension utilizes separate actuators to exert independent
forces on the existing suspension to improve the vehicle’s
riding characteristics, comfort, and handling by actively ad-
justing the suspension in response to road conditions or
driving dynamics. In practical implementation, this actuator
is controlled with the use of hydraulics or pneumatics.

Fig. 1. Quarter vehicle model with active suspension

Figure 1 illustrates the quarter car model with active
suspension system where mb is the quarter body mass (or
sprung mass) (kg), mw is the wheel mass (or unsprung mass)
(kg), kb is the suspension spring stiffness (N/m), cb is the
suspension damping coefficient (Ns/m), kw is wheel stiffness
(N/m), cw is the wheel damping coefficient (Ns/m), fa is the
active control force generated by the linear motor actuator,
ka is the active (controllable) stiffness (N/m), ca is the active
(controllable) damping coefficient (Ns/m), xb and xw are the
absolute displacement of the body and wheel respectively (m),
xr is the road excitation (m).

The dynamic equations of the system which satisfy
Newton’s second law can be provided by the following
equations:

mbẍb = −kb(xb − xw)− cb(ẋb − ẋw) + fa (1)

mwẍw = kb(xb − xw) + cb(ẋb − ẋw)−
kw(xw − xr)− cw(ẋw − ẋr)− fa

(2)



The state-space representation of the suspension system can
be expressed as: {

ẋ = Ax+BU

y = Cx+DU
(3)

A =


0 1 0 0

−kb

mb

−cb
mb

kb

mb

cb
mb

0 0 0 1
kb

mw

cb
mw

−(kb+kw)
mw
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B =


0 0
0 1

mb

0 0
−kw

mw

−1
mw


C =

[
1 0 −1 0

−kb

mb

−cb
mb

kb

mb

cb
mb

]
D =

[
0 0
0 1

mb

]

x =


xb

ẋb

xw

ẋw

 y =

[
xb − xw

ẍb

]
U =

[
xr

fa

]

The tire damping can be neglected due to its relatively
insignificant magnitude compared to the damping coefficient
of shock absorber.

III. DEEP DETERMINISTIC POLICY GRADIENT (DDPG)
FOR ACTIVE SUSPENSION CONTROL

Using the 2-DOF quarter suspension system specified in
[14], a physical environment is simulated to train the Active
Suspension DRL agent, specifically to model state transition
and compute the reward function. There are 6 fixed parameters
in this 2-DOF model: mb, mw, kw, cw, kb, cb representing the
physical properties of the vehicle’s masses, the tire’s stiffness,
and the fixed parallel suspension system. The outputs of Policy
Network are active stiffness ka and active damping ca, which
are bounded for realistic control in practice. Specific ranges of
all mechanical parameters are reported in Table I. In practice,
the dynamical control of ka and ca results in a force fa,
displayed in Figure 1. The formula of fa as a function of
DRL-controlled ka and ca is:

fa = (kb + ka) · xb + (cb + ca) · ẋb (4)

In this paper, the Deep Deterministic Policy Gradient
(DDPG) algorithm is employed [6] to obtain optimal dynamic
control policy for the active suspension system. The general
algorithmic flow of the framework is shown in Figure 2.
The DDPG framework has an Actor-Critic architecture that
consists of two neural networks: Policy Network (Actor) and
Q-Network (Critic). The Policy Network learns the suspension
control policy, mapping the observed state to optimal actions
(ka and ca). The Q-Network is responsible for estimating
the Q-value (expected cumulative reward) of the state-action
pairs. To increase the stability of the training process, the
soft update technique is used [5]. This soft update helps to
reduce abrupt changes in the target value estimation during
the training process. Instead of updating the Target Networks
at each time step, soft update slowly tracks the Main Networks
(updated at each time step) and updates the Target Networks
using the weighted average of the Main Networks’ weights:

θtargetQ = τθtargetQ + (1− τ)θmain
Q (5)

θtargetµ = τθtargetµ + (1− τ)θmain
µ (6)

θtargetQ and θmain
Q are the weights of Target and Main Q-

Network, θtargetµ and θmain
µ are the weights of Target and

Main Policy Network, and τ ∈ [0, 1] is a hyperparameter
that controls the rate at which the target network’s weights
track the main network’s weights. Similar to DQN [8], DDPG
utilizes experience replay to store past experiences (state,
action, reward, next state) in a replay buffer. At each time step,
a batch of experiences is randomly sampled from the replay
buffer to decorrelate the data, increase the model’s exposure to
uncommon scenarios, and make the learning more stable. Dur-
ing the training process, exploration noise (σ ∈ [0, 1]) is added
to the Policy Network to facilitate discoveries of more optimal
control policies. The exploration noise is gradually reduced
from 0.5 to 0.05 as the number of training episodes increases.
However, this noise is disabled during the inference process
to output deterministic actions. The optimal set of hyper-
parameters, including model architecture, τ , σ, γ are reported
in Table I. Multiple existing works on DRL-based Semi-active
suspension system used sµ =

[
xb xw ẋb ẋw

]T
as the

input state space ([7, 12, 1]). In our work, xb and xw are
removed as this removal helps speed up the optimization
convergence while empirically increasing the performance of
the agent on novel road profiles. The input state space of the
Policy Network at each time step t is:

(sµ)t =


ẋb(t)

ẋw(t)

ẋr(t)

ẋb(t−1)

ẋw(t−1)

ẋr(t−1)

 ∈ R6

Additionally, information is introduced from past time step
ẋb(t−1), ẋw(t−1), ẋr(t−1) to the state space to exploit potential
temporal dependency. The output of the Policy Network at
each time step t is:

at =
[
(ka)t (ca)t

]T ∈ R2

where (ka)t ∈ [−2500, 5000] and (ca)t ∈ [−600, 600]. To
impose these bounds on the Policy Network’s outputs while
still keeping the targets differentiable, the tanh activation is
used at the end of the Policy Network and scale the output
linearly according to the targets’ ranges. The input state
space to the Q-Network is the concatenation of (sµ)t and
at. Q-Network outputs a single scalar value representing the
expected cumulative reward when the action at is taken from
the current state (sµ)t. The state transition from (sµ)t to
(sµ)t+1 is computed using the Quarter Car Model described
in Section II, creating a continuous feedback environment for
training the agent.

The primary purpose of the active suspension system is to
minimize vehicle movement impacts on passengers. We need



Fig. 2. Algorithmic Flow of the DDPG agent Training Pipeline for Active Suspension Control at each time step. Numbers 1 to 4 denote the chronological
update order of the networks in each time step. Specifically, the networks shorted by updating order are: (1) Main Policy Network (SGD), (2) Main Q-Network
(SGD), (3) Target Policy Network (soft update), and (4) Target Q-Network (soft update).

to minimize vertical body displacement ẋb and vertical body
acceleration ẍb to achieve this purpose. Empirically, we find
that using only ẋb in the reward function (r = f(ẋb)) yields
better results in terms of both |ẋb| and |ẍb| minimizations
than any other combinations with ẍb (r = f(ẋb, ẍb)) or other
variables. Our immediate reward function is rt = −0.1|ẋb(t)|.

The agent’s weights was trained using a single NVIDIA
Tesla A100-40GB GPU. The training process took approxi-
mately 2.5 hours for the Policy Network to converge. Figure 3
shows the cumulative reward curve of the DDPG agent of each
training episode. The trained Policy Network was evaluated on
novel road profiles unseen during the training process to test
its performance in unfamiliar real-world situations. The results
and analysis are included in Section IV.

IV. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS

A. Qualitative Analysis

In our experiment, we use the same model weights trained
on Class-E Road profiles and test it on completely novel sce-
narios. The model is evaluated on three distinct test scenarios:
(1) Simple-Bump Excitation; (2) Multiple-Hump Excitation;
and (3) Stochastic ISO 8608 Class-E Road Profile (differ-
ent from training set). Vehicle vertical body displacement,
velocity, acceleration, and oscillation suppression time were
analyzed to evaluate the car’s movement and passengers’ ride
comfort.

The dynamic parameter of body displacement (xb) indicates
whether the vehicle excessively deviates from its stabilized
position, resulting in unsafe maneuvers and uncomfortable

TABLE I
QUARTER CAR PARAMETERS & DDPG HYPER-PARAMETERS

Quarter Car Parameters Value
Quarter body mass (mb) 450 [kg]

Wheel mass (mw) 45 [kg]
Active (controllable) stiffness (ka) −2500 to 5000 [N/m]
Active (controllable) damping (ca) −600 to 600 [Ns/m]

Suspension stiffness (kb) 15000 [N/m]
Suspension damping (cb) 1500 [Ns/m]

Wheel stiffness coefficient (kw) 150000 [N/m]
Wheel damping coefficient (cw) 0 [Ns/m]

Network Configuration Value
Input dimension (Q-Network) 8-D (observation + action)

Input dimension (Policy Network) 6-D (observation)
Hidden Layers (Q-Network) 32× 32 (2 layers)

Hidden Layers (Policy Network) 16× 16 (2 layers)
Reward function rt = −0.1|ẋb(t)|

Training Hyper-parameters Value
Number of Episodes 700

Batch size 512
Buffer Size 105

Optimizer (Q-Network) Adam
Optimizer (Policy Network) Adam
Learning rate (Q-Network) 10−3

Learning rate (Policy Network) 10−4

Discount factor (γ) 0.95
Soft Update rate (τ ) 0.99

Exploration noise: Episode 1 - 100 (σ1) 0.5
Exploration noise: Episode 100 - 200 (σ2) 0.3
Exploration noise: Episode 200 - 500 (σ3) 0.15
Exploration noise: Episode 500 - 700 (σ4) 0.05



Fig. 3. Reward Curve of DDPG in each training episode.

riding experiences. The body velocity (ẋb) and acceleration
(ẍb) reflect the movement felt by the passengers. Higher
body velocity and acceleration mean stronger and more abrupt
impacts on the passengers, reducing their riding comfort.
Therefore, these 3 quantities should be equally minimized to
ensure both vehicle stability and passenger riding comfort.

After exiting the road roughness, the suspension system os-
cillates being fully stabilized, requiring a short period of time
to suppress this oscillation. The time period measured from the
end of the hump (1500th ms in Figure 4) until the vehicle body
displacement is fully stabilized represents the time required
for system stabilization. A shorter stabilization time indicates
higher vehicle stability and better riding convenience.

1) Performance on Single Bump: Figure 4 indicates sus-
pension characteristics plotted as the vehicle crossed the
single bump. Vehicle body displacement and acceleration were
reduced compared to a passive suspension. The amplitude of
these parameters from the active system was smaller while
trade-off shorter settling time.

2) Performance on Multiple Speed Humps: When the ve-
hicle crosses through the speed hump, the amplitude and
frequency of the body vehicle displacement and acceleration,
shown in Figure 5 are much smaller than the passive system
and stable during travel, which means the proposed suspension
system demonstrates that the ride comfort and road-holding are
improved, and eliminated the resonance of the wheel vibration
to the body vibration. It shows that the system worked robustly
with disturbances and uncertainties from the road.

3) Performance on ISO 8608 Road Profile: The comparison
of vehicle dynamic performance on the ISO 8608 and E-
class road profiles clearly shows that the active suspensions
outperform the passive suspensions throughout the entire trip.
This indicates optimized ride comfort and road-holding in
the active system, with body displacement and acceleration
reduced by 41% and 10.32% compared to the passive system,
respectively. Its dynamic response via Figure 6 is smoother
than the passive system, which provides a sense of comfort
for passengers.

B. Quantitative Analysis

TABLE II
COMPARISON OF DRL-CONTROLLED ACTIVE SUSPENSION WITH PASSIVE

SUSPENSION SYSTEM

Evaluation metric Road Profile
Single-hump Multi-hump ISO E-class

% Velocity Reduction
(Overall) -44.4% -48.12% -43.58%

% Velocity Reduction
(Q3 - high fluctuation) -60.76% -48.59% -45.06%

% Acceleration Reduction
(Overall) -43.67% -57.08% -17.22%

% Acceleration Reduction
(Q3 - high fluctuation) -69.82% -45.08% -18.62%

The results presented in Table II describes the quantitative
measures obtained from three simulation scenarios. To assess
passenger comfort improvements, 4 quantitative evaluation
metrics have been selected, which include: the overall velocity
reduction (voverall) and Q3 velocity reduction (vQ3), as well
as the overall acceleration reduction (aoverall) and Q3 acceler-
ation reduction (aQ3). These metrics directly demonstrate the
comparative performance of DRL-controlled and passive sus-
pension systems in improving overall ride experience. The Q3
reduction evaluates how the DRL controller addresses more
extreme vertical movements (75 percentile) of the vehicle
body.

The overall velocity deduction is defined as:

voverall =
µ(v)DRL − µ(v)passive

µ(v)passive
× 100% (7)

Where µ(v)passive and µ(v)DRL are the mean absolute
vertical body velocities for the passive and DRL-controlled
systems, respectively:

µ(v)passive =
1

K
· 1
T

K∑
k=1

T∑
t=1

|vpassive| (8)

µ(v)DRL =
1

K
· 1
T

K∑
k=1

T∑
t=1

|vDRL| (9)

Where K = 50 represents the number of experiments, and
T = 10000 represents the number of time steps per simulation.
The variables vDRL and vpassive represent the vertical body
velocities at specific time stamps on specific experiments
for the DRL-controlled and passive systems, respectively.
µ(v)DRL and µ(v)passive are the mean absolute vertical body
velocity of DRL-controlled or passive system. The overall
acceleration reduction aoverall is similarly defined.

For both acceleration and velocity reduction, Q3 reductions
focus specifically on the top 25% highest vertical veloc-
ity/acceleration to assess DRL performance in extreme sce-
narios where the vibration is particularly strong.

The results demonstrate that the DRL achieves substantial
reductions in body velocity and acceleration across three
different road conditions. The DRL-controlled system shows
a significant enhancement in both overall and Q3 velocity



Fig. 4. Simple-Bump road: comparative performance of DRL-based Active Controller against Passive Suspension on a simple road bump, modeled with
a sine curve. The road bump profile analysis was included for easy verification of the system’s physical correctness. Graphs in the first row depict (1) A
single hump road excitation and (2) Body Displacement with Passive and DRL Active suspension systems. A smoother displacement curve represents better
driving stability. The second row displays the vehicle’s Body Velocity (3) and Acceleration (4), respectively, under passive and active DRL system control.
A velocity/acceleration closer to 0 represents smoother body movements and a better driving experience. The last two graphs illustrate the dynamic damping
stiffness (5) and spring stiffness (6) controlled by DRL.

Fig. 5. Multiple Speed Humps road: comparative performance of DRL-based Active Controller against Passive Suspension. Similar to the simple single-bump
profile, this multi-hump road profile is included for intuitive qualitative analysis.



Fig. 6. ISO 8608 E-class stochastic road profile: comparative performance between DRL-based Active Suspension and Passive Suspension. The organization
of the graphs is similar to that of the Simple-hump Road profile in Figure 4. Under the ISO road condition, a smoother, less oscillating body displacement
curve means higher passenger riding comfort.

reduction, surpassing 40%. Additionally, for single and multi-
hump road profiles, the overall and Q3 acceleration reductions
are also impressive, remaining above 40%. However, it’s
worth noting that on smoother roads with more frequent
random small humps that are challenging to adjust, the DRL-
controlled system achieves an approximate 18% reduction in
Q3/overall acceleration. This could be attributed to the smaller
body acceleration resulting from the smoother road conditions
compared to speed-humps.

In summary, the DRL-controlled system demonstrates re-
markable performance in reducing body velocity and acceler-
ation on different road profiles, achieving over 43% reductions
in both overall velocity and acceleration as well as reducing
extreme vibration by 17%.

CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we present an innovative and physically
realistic approach to active suspension control utilizing
the DDPG algorithm. Specifically, the suspension system’s
damping and stiffness coefficients are considered 2 separate
outputs of the Policy Network. These two variables are
bounded within a realistic range and dynamically controlled
to maximize the ride comfort. To facilitate the optimization
of the control strategy, we implement a physical feedback
environment based on a 2-DOF quarter suspension active
suspension system model. As part of the environment, real-
time road profiles are modeled based on ISO 8806 standards
and are collected for training and validation. The obtained
performance indicators of the vehicle serve as state inputs for
reinforcement learning. This process involves continuously

refining the control strategy based on reward and punishment
functions and adjusting the weight matrix under varying road
conditions until convergence is achieved.

Simulation results demonstrate that the proposed approach
outperforms passive suspension systems in terms of vehicle
ride comfort and road-holding. Vehicle body displacement and
vertical acceleration reflect the dynamic response of the ve-
hicle’s suspension system to road disturbances. Qualitatively,
compared to the Passive system, the DDPG-based controller
has significantly lower vehicle body vibrations and oscilla-
tions. Quantitatively, the body velocity and acceleration are
reduced by 20% to 70%. These statistics indicate minimized
impacts felt by the passengers and increased vehicle stability,
all of which are critical for safety and a better driving
experience.

In future studies, we aim to further extend and investigate
the applicability of our framework to half and full-vehicle
suspension systems. These systems are more complex than
the Quarter Car model due to the non-linear interactions
between the wheels, introducing additional state variables
and controllable coefficients. This poses a higher level of
challenge for Deep Reinforcement Learning optimization and
convergence, but it is a necessary milestone toward real-world
deployment on commercial vehicles.
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