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Abstract— This article aims to uncover the secrets of human-
like movement from a fresh perspective on motion planning. For
the voluntary movement of the human body, we analyze the co-
ordinated movement mechanism and the compliant movement
mechanism of the human body from the perspective of human
biomechanics. Based on human motion mechanisms, we propose
an optimal control framework that integrates compliant control
dynamics, optimizing robotic arm motion through the solution
of a response time matrix. This matrix determines the timing
parameters for joint movements, transforming the system into a
time-parameterized optimal control problem. The model focuses
on the interaction between active and passive joints under
external disturbances, enhancing the system’s adaptability and
compliance. This method not only achieves optimal trajectory
generation but also strikes a dynamic balance between precision
and compliance. Experimental results on both a manipulator
and a humanoid robot validate the effectiveness of this ap-
proach.

I. INTRODUCTION

Humanoid research seeks to equip robots with human-
like bodies, enabling agile locomotion [1], dexterous manip-
ulation [2], and reasoning intelligence [3]. However, most
existing studies focus on replicating human motion data
in robots, assuming shared physical configurations. These
data-driven approaches often overlook the fundamental force
transmission and coordination mechanisms of human move-
ment, limiting robotic performance in complex tasks re-
quiring precise manipulation and coordination [4], [5]. Few
studies explore how to transfer the evolved human motion
mechanisms into robots [6], [7], which could enhance robots’
capability for more advanced movement and manipulation.

Human movement [8], [9] can generally be divided into
three categories: reflex movement, voluntary movement, and
rhythmic movement. Furthermore, the motion of human
being is not always synchronous. The time of movement can
transmit information such as perceived confidence, natural-
ness, and even the perceived object weight, etc [10], [11].
The motion form of the human body is a typical dynamic
system, and we can study it from the perspective of optimal
control. Numerical solution methods of optimal control are
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solved off-line including direct method and indirect method,
collocation-based algorithm and shooting-based algorithm.
While effective for some applications, these methods are not
well-suited for human-like motion control in robots with high
degrees of freedom [12].

To summarize, the contributions of this paper include:

• Inspired by the analysis of human body movement, this
paper extracts two key characteristics—coordinated and
compliant movement;

• This paper analyzes human coordinated movement and
proposes a dynamic model using a response time matrix
and an inertia-damping-spring system to integrate coor-
dination and compliance into robotic motion control.

• This paper presents a hierarchical control framework,
where the lower level couples the dynamics of active
and passive joints to achieve flexible buffering between
joints, while the upper level incorporates a response
time matrix for precise coordination control.

II. RELATED WORK

Dynamic Movement Primitives (DMP) is a method for
trajectory imitation learning [4]. Besides, the nonlinear dy-
namic systems can also be modelled as Gaussian mixture
model(GMM) from a set of demonstrations [13]. And this
can also be extended to estimate non-linear dynamics of
objects [13]. The neural circuit that generates rhythmic motor
activity is called the central pattern generator (CPG). Re-
lated theories and algorithms are also applied to biomimetic
robotic fish to realize bionic movement [14]. The energy
analysis of a CPG-controlled robotic fish is made for rapid
swimming and high maneuverability [15].

The simple model of human throwing tasks are studied
by the principle of muscles contract in sequence [16]. And
the sequence movement of the strong and weaker joint
is also known as the Proximal-distal(P-D) sequence [17],
[18]. And then the timing accuracy in human over-arm
throwing task is also studied [19]. In Ref. [20], the author
collected the ball throwing data of 20 adults, and qualitatively
gave the mechanism of human energy storage and release
energy, and it also points out that only humans can regularly
throw projectiles with high speed and accuracy compared
to primates. Besides, the suspended backpack for energy
harvesting and reduced load impact is also studied [21].
The suspended backpack is a typical coordinated motion in
coupled system.

In above, existing methods for trajectory generation in
reflexive and rhythmic movements primarily rely on neural
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Fig. 1: Human-Like Motion Process: (a) Coordinated Movement: Focuses on the torque transmission and temporal synchronization between multiple joints,
ensuring movement coordination and efficiency. (b) Compliant Motion: Considers the dynamic behavior of passive joints during force transmission from
active joints, including force propagation and energy absorption characteristics, ensuring compliant response and stability under external disturbances.

Fig. 2: The Hill-type musculotendon actuator. CE: Contractile element, PEE:
Parallel elastic element, SEE: Serial elastic element.

Fig. 3: The lever based mechanism of human movement.Balanced
levers(left), labor-saving levers(middle), and labor-intensive levers(right)

control mechanisms, with limited exploration of detailed hu-
man dynamics modeling. This limitation constrains their ap-
plication in voluntary motion control, particularly in handling
interactions between active and passive joints. To address this
gap, we are the first to introduce a human dynamics-based
voluntary motion mechanism into robot control, proposing
and solving the corresponding optimal control model.

III. THE ANALYSIS OF HUMAN-LIKE MOTION

A. Analysis of Human-like Motion Patterns

We can identify two distinct actuator states from Fig. 2:

• Active state: The actuator prioritizes achieving a spe-
cific position, speed, or external output force.

• Passive state: The actuator follows external forces,
which directly affect the target value.

Analyzing the Fig. 3, we can extract key insights, par-
ticularly evident in throwing manipulations. The shoulder,
elbow, and wrist-hand move in a sequential manner, with the
laborious lever-based shoulder movement initiating the action
and rapidly increasing speed. Subsequently, the delayed
labor-saving lever-based wrist-hand completes the action
with explosive power at high speed. This sequence aligns
with the proximal-distal (P-D) principle.

To represent this coordinated yet asynchronous movement,
we introduce a response time matrix T for multiple joints,
which also reflects the motion delay among different joints:

T =


t11 t12 · · · 0 t1M
t21 0 · · · t2(M−1) t2M
...

...
. . .

...
...

tN1 0 · · · 0 tNM

 (1)

where tij represents the time at which joint i undergoes
its j-th transition between active and passive modes, and
0 indicates no mode change for that joint at that time. N
is the number of joints, and M is the total number of time
points considered. For example, consider a throwing motion
involving the shoulder (joint 1) and elbow (joint 2), the
matrix could be: [

0.1 0.3 0.9
0 0.2 0.9

]
(2)

The shoulder starts active mode at t = 0.1 s, while the elbow
remains stationary (0 in the second row). The elbow begins
its motion at t = 0.2 s, showing a 0.1s delay. This delay
between joint activations highlights motion delay in multi-
joint movements. The matrix captures both the interaction
between active and passive states across joints and the delays,
as shown by the varying transition times and zero entries.

To systematically investigate human-like motion patterns,
we formulate the fundamental motor primitives as:{

ẋ = Ax+Bu, |u| ≤ umax
x(0) = x0,x(tf ) ∈ χgoal

(3)

where x = [θ; θ̇] , A = [0 1; 0 0], B = [0; 1] , u = θ̈ denotes
the control input, and umax signifies the limit value of u.

For each joint, we propose the following formulation for
the cost function:

J(ku, kv, ka) = ku · Ju − kv · Jv − ka · Ja (4)

Here, Ju =
∫
u2 dt denotes the energy cost, Jv =

∫
θ̇2 dt

captures the velocity cost, and Ja =
∫
θ̈2 dt captures the

acceleration cost. The weighting factors kt, ku, kv , and
ka balance the contributions of energy, velocity, and ac-
celeration, respectively. In different modes, the weighting
factors ku, kv , and ka should be adjusted according to the
optimization goals:



- Active Mode: To prioritize faster movement, increase
the velocity and acceleration weights kv and ka. The energy
weight ku can remain moderate.

- Passive Mode: Focus on energy optimization by increas-
ing the energy weight ku, and reducing the velocity and
acceleration weights kv and ka.

- Transition Mode: Balance all weights ku, kv , and ka to
ensure smooth transitions while managing speed and energy.

We present three common scenarios to illustrate:
• Case I: Distal joint active, proximal joint passive (e.g.,

Tai-Chi starting pose)
• Case II: Distal joint passive, proximal joint active (e.g.,

hitting a ball or waving)
• Case III: Alternating active and passive states between

distal and proximal joints (e.g., throwing an object)
These examples demonstrate how lever mechanisms, mo-

tion delay, and active/passive modes interact to produce
complex, human-like movements. This analysis informs the
redesign of optimal control solutions [22].

B. Dynamics Analysis for Coordinated Movement

Extending the principles of human-like motion patterns
to multi-joint coordination, this approach applies to tasks
like walking, robotic arm control, and sports techniques.
The dynamics of these systems are described by coupled
differential equations, where θi is the angular displacement
of joint i, and τi is the applied torque. The motion equation
for a system with N joints is:

Iiθ̈i(t) = τi(t, T ) +

N∑
j=1

Fij(θj , θ̇j , θ̈j , t, T ) (5)

where Ii is the moment of inertia of joint i, and Fij are the
interaction forces and torques between joints.

To optimize coordination, we define an objective function
J to capture performance goals, which can be expressed as:

J =

N∑
i=1

αi · fi(τi(t), θi(t), θ̇i(t), θ̈i) (6)

where fi represents a function of the torque, angular dis-
placement, and angular velocity for each joint, and αi are
weighting factors that balance the contributions of each joint
to the overall performance. The goal is to find the torque
functions τi and response times tij that maximize J .

With this framework, we apply it to a specific example:
coordinated motion in a throwing task as shown in Fig 4.

Arm (L1)

Shoulder

Hand (L2)

Wrist

τ1

τ2

Fig. 4: Coordinated motion analysis. L1 and L2 are the length. τ1 and τ2
denote the shoulder (joint 1) and wrist (joint 2) torque respectively.

During the throwing motion, T is expressed as:

T =

[
t11 t12 t1M
t22 t23 t2M

]
(7)

Here, t11 is the time when the shoulder transitions from
initial passive to active to start the throw, t12 marks the
shoulder’s return to passive after applying torque, t22 indi-
cates when the wrist transitions from initial passive to active
following the shoulder, and t23 marks the wrist’s return to
passive after generating the necessary torque for release.

Furthermore, τ1 and τ2 can be described by:

I1θ̈1(t) = τ1(t, T ) + F12(t, T ), I2θ̈2(t) = τ2(t, T ) (8)

θ̇1 and θ̇2 determines the linear velocity at the hand’s end:
vf = L1θ̇1r̂1 + L2θ̇2r̂2, where r̂1 and r̂2 are unit vectors
perpendicular to the hand and arm, respectively, indicating
the direction of their linear velocities due to rotation.

To maximize the distance of the thrown object, the objec-
tive function J is defined as:

J = [vf cos(θf ) · tflight]

subject to τmin ≤ τi(t, T ) ≤ τmax, i = 1, 2

θmin ≤ θi(t) ≤ θmax, i = 1, 2

Pmin ≤ τi(t, T )θ̇i(t) ≤ Pmax, i = 1, 2

(9)

where:

vf =
√
v2fx + v2fy

vfx = L2θ̇2f cos(θ2f ) + L1θ̇1f cos(θ1f )

vfy = L2θ̇2f sin(θ2f ) + L1θ̇1f sin(θ1f )

θf =

∫ t2M

t22

θ̇2(t) dt︸ ︷︷ ︸
θ2f

+

∫ t1M

t11

θ̇1(t) dt︸ ︷︷ ︸
θ1f

tflight =
vf sin(θf ) +

√
(vf sin(θf ))2 + 2gh

g

h = L2 sin(θf ) + L1 sin(θ1f )

(10)

It shows that J is a function of the joint angle vari-
ables, specifically J = f(θ1, θ2, θ̇1, θ̇2). Using the response
time matrix T , we can determine the state mode of each
joint—whether it is active, passive, or in transition. Once
the state mode is identified, the corresponding cost function
is selected to optimize the joint torques:

min
τi(t)

J = min
τi(t)

∫ tij

ti(j−1)

(
ku · u2 − kv · θ̇2i − ka · θ̈2i

)
dt

Once the optimal τi(t) is obtained, the joint’s angular
acceleration θ̈i(t), velocity θ̇i(t) =

∫
θ̈i(t) dt, and posi-

tion θi(t) =
∫
θ̇i(t) dt are computed using the dynamics

equation:θ̈i(t) = 1
Ii

(
τi(t) +

∑N
j=1 Fij(θj , θ̇j , θ̈j , t)

)
.

This hierarchical control structure ensures that all variables
in equations 9 and 10, such as torque and motion dynamics,
are functions of T , meaning J = f(T ). This example
illustrates how top-level control (identifying state mode with



T ) and bottom-level control (optimizing torque and motion)
work together to efficiently manage joint movement.

C. Compliant Motion of Passive Joint

The dynamic equation of the robot can be expressed as:

Maθ̈a +Mapθ̈p +Ca +Ga = τ a + τ ac (11)

Mpθ̈p +Mpaθ̈a +Cp +Gp = τ p + τ pc (12)

where subscripts ’a’ and ’p’ denote the active and pas-
sive joints respectively, subscripts ’ap’ and ’pa’ denote
the coupling term. M , C, and G are the mass matrix,
Coriolis and centrifugal force matrix, gravitational torque
vector respectively. τ =

[
τT
a τT

p

]T
is the control torque

vector. τ c =
[
τT
ac τT

pc

]T
is the contact torque vector.

θ =
[
θT
a θT

p

]T
is the system state vector.

The compliant motion mechanism, modeled as inertia-
damping-spring system, effectively buffers the forces be-
tween active and passive joints.

Bp∆θ̈p +Dp∆θ̇p +Kp∆θp = τ pr (13)

where Bp, Dp and Kp are the human-like inertia, damping
and stiffness for passive joint respectively. ∆θp = θp,ref−θp

Subscript ’ref’ denotes the desired value. The actual torque
τ pr can be measured using a joint torque sensor or calculated
by inverse dynamics. The compliant behavior of passive joint
will be affected by τ pr.

IV. THE OPTIMAL CONTROL SOLUTION

We use the mechanism of human motion to re-customize
the following optimal control solution. Let ẋ = [θT θ̇T ]T .

min J = Φ(x(tf )) +
∫ tf
o

L(x, t)dt

s.t : ẋ = f(x,u),

u ∈ U
g(x,u) = 0
h(x,u) ≤ 0
x(0) = x0,x(tf ) ∈ χgoal

(14)

where L(x, t), and Φ(x(tf )) denote the running and the
terminal cost. g(x,u), h(x,u) are the equality constraints
and inequality constraints respectively.

A. The Human-inspired Motion Planning Algorithm

The velocity and acceleration of each joint subsystem
are decoupled from each other in terms of kinematics, but
from a dynamic point of view (such as torque constraints,
power constraints), each subsystem is coupled to each other.
Therefore, it is necessary to reformulate the whole system.

1) Constrained Optimal Control for Human-like Motion:
The whole system should satisfy the total energy constraints
as:

N∑
i=1

|τiθ̇i| ≤ Pmax (15)

where Pmax is the maximum system power. Let τi,min and
τi,max be the limit torque value. Each joint needs to satisfy:

|τi| ≤ τi,max (16)

Additionally, each joint state θi must satisfy:

θi,min ≤ θi ≤ θi,max (17)

where θi,min and θi,max are the minimum and maximum
allowable joint states for the i-th joint, respectively. Further-
more, the system dynamics equation is:

ẋ(t) = f(x(t),u(t, T ), t), t0 and x(t0) are given. (18)

For human motion planning, the cost function J can be
formulated as a combination of different objectives. Based
on (14), a general form of the cost function can be:

J =

∫ tf

t0

L(x(t),u(t, T ), t)dt+Φ(x(tf ), tf ) (19)

The optimal motion trajectory is then obtained by mini-
mizing this cost function.

2) Augmented Hamiltonian for Constrained Optimal Con-
trol: We define an augmented costate vector Λ(t) that
includes both λ(t) and µ:

Λ(t) =
[
λ(t) µ

]T
=

[
λ1(t) · · ·λn(t) µ1 · · ·µM

]T
(20)

where, λ(t) ∈ Rn is the original lagrangian multiplier. µ ∈
RM is the vector of multipliers for inequality constraints.
n is the dimension of the state space. M is the number of
inequality constraints.

Now, we can rewrite the Hamiltonian:

H(x,u,Λ, t, T ) = L(x,u, t) + ΛT (t)G(x, u, t, T ) (21)

The vector G includes all constraints: G(x,u, t, T ) =[
f(x,u, t, T )

g(x,u)

]
, where f(x,u, t, T ) represents the system

dynamics, and g(x,u) is the inequality constraint vector.
Similar to Eq. 10, for a given T , the control input ui(t, T )
can be determined at any time, allowing us to compute xi(t).
Consequently, H can be evaluated at any time based on T .

The necessary conditions for optimality are:

ẋ = f(x,u, t, T ) (22)

Λ̇(t) =

[
λ̇(t)
µ̇(t)

]
=

[
−∂L

∂x − ∂f
∂xλ(t)

µ̇(t)

]
(23)

∂H/∂u = 0 (24)

The value variance of µ(t) depends on complementary
slackness conditions:{

gj(x,u) < 0 =⇒ µj = 0

gj(x,u) = 0 =⇒ µj ≥ 0
∀j = 1, ...,M (25)

The sufficient condition for optimality is:

∂2
uH(x∗,u∗,Λ∗, t, T ∗) > 0 (26)

where (·)∗ represent optimum.
We use these conditions to solve for the optimal control

input as a function of T . When an analytical solution is not
feasible, numerical solvers can be applied, often by solving a
two-point boundary value problem (BVP) using collocation.

The feasibility region F is defined as the intersection
of constraint sets: F =

⋂m
i=1{(x,u) | gi(x,u) ≤ 0}.



As m increases, the volume of F decreases, potentially
leading to an empty set. A smaller region makes finding
the optimal solution harder, often near the boundary, com-
plicating algorithmic convergence. This is quantified by the
violation measure: V (x,u) =

∑m
i=1 max(0, gi(x,u)). The

probability of a feasible solution decreases exponentially
with m: P (feasible) ∝ e−αm, where α is a problem-specific
constant.

Constraints vary in criticality. Critical constraints, like
joint angle limits preventing mechanical damage, must be
guaranteed. Less critical constraints, such as joint acceler-
ation limits for smooth operation, can be slightly violated.
Their satisfaction is encouraged rather than strictly enforced.
Therefore, we reformulate the augmented Hamiltonian by
incorporating penalty functions for less critical constraints.
This approach reformulates the augmented Hamiltonian as:

Ha = H +

M∑
j=1

Pj(gj(x,u)), with gj(x,u) ≤ 0 (27)

where Pj(·) is the penalty function for the j-th constraint.
For critical constraints, we use Pj(gj(x,u)) = µjgj(x,u).
For less critical constraints, a quadratic penalty is applied:

Pj(gj(x,u)) =

{
0 if gj(x,u) ≤ 0

kj(gj(x,u))
2 if gj(x,u) > 0

(28)

where kj is the penalty parameter for the j-th constraint. By
prioritizing critical constraints and tolerating small violations
of less critical constraints, the system expands the feasibility
region F , making it easier to find feasible solutions under
complex constraint sets.

3) Optimal Control for Joint Motion: Our algorithm
solves the motion of each joint under kinematic constraints
and parameterizes the motion time of both active and passive
joints. This transforms the entire robot system into a time-
parameterized optimal control problem. The algorithm is as
the following Algorithm 1.

B. Algorithm Extension:Precision-Compliance Trade-off

To achieve an optimal balance between precise control and
system compliance, it is essential to enhance both operational
accuracy and adaptability to external environments and un-
certainties. This adaptability is crucial for improving safety,
stability, and efficiency in executing complex tasks.

The system’s compliance is determined by joint inertia,
damping, and stiffness, and the compliance mechanism of
the passive joint is described by its response to external
torques (see Eq.15). Compliance is inversely related to
system stiffness and damping:

γθ ∝ 1

Kp +Dp
, γθ̇ ∝ 1

Kp +Dp
(29)

Increasing stiffness Kp and damping Dp reduces compli-
ance, limiting system’s adaptability to external disturbances.

In contrast, precise control aims to minimize the position
and velocity errors of both active and passive joints:

eθp = θp,ref − θp, eθ̇p = θ̇p,ref − θ̇p (30)

Algorithm 1 Human Inspired Optimal Control

Given: x0, xg , performance index L, constraints {gj(x, u)}Mj=1
Initialize: q0 ← x0, qg ← xg , Initialize response time matrix T
Classify constraints into critical and less critical sets
Define penalty functions Pj for each constraint

Function EVALUATEMOTION(T ):
Initialize empty sets Θ, Θ̇, Θ̈, T
for each joint k from N to 1 do

Define joint state based on T
Formulate cost function for each state interval
Solve for τk(t, T ) based on compliant motion dynamics
Add τk(t, T ) to T
Compute θ̈k(t, T ), θ̇k(t, T ), θk(t, T )
Add θ̈k(t, T ) to Θ̈, θ̇k(t, T ) to Θ̇, θk(t, T ) to Θ

end for
Compute base Hamiltonian H using {Θ, Θ̇, Θ̈, T }
Compute augmented Hamiltonian:

Ha(T ) = H +
∑M

j=1 Pj(gj(x, u))

return {Ha(T ),Θ, Θ̇, Θ̈, T }

T ∗ ← argmax
T

Ha(T ) from EVALUATEMOTION(T )

for each joint k from 1 to N do
Generate optimal trajectory qk(t), q̇k(t), q̈k(t) using T ∗

Compute optimal torque profile τk(t) using T ∗

end for

Apply trajectory and force tracking control (e.g., impedance, admittance
control, or their combination with whole body dynamic control)

Reducing these errors requires increasing stiffness and
damping:

eθp ∝ 1

Kp
, eθ̇p ∝ 1

Dp
(31)

Thus, increasing stiffness and damping enhances control
precision but reduces compliance. The balance between them
should be dynamically adjusted according to task require-
ments and environment by tuning stiffness and damping for
optimal control.

V. EXPERIMENTS

In this paper, we prepare two types of experiments:
dual UR16e arms based throwing manipulation, and motion
control of a certain type of multi-DOF humanoid robot.

A. Experiments on a Collaborative Robotic Arm

As UR16e arms are limited by the total power constraints
(Pmax=350 W) and joint velocity limit (θ̇max=3.14 rad/s), this
makes them easy to stop suddenly when executing dynamic
tasks. Therefore, it is necessary to calculate the optimal
trajectory of the robot, and we select the terminal time tf
and τ2 as the cost function. The robot arm uses position
control and admittance control to implement the algorithm
in this paper.

The proximal joints of UR16e are joint 1,2,and 3. And the
distal joints are the 4,5, and 6. This experiment is conducted
in a vertical gravity field and only uses joints 2 (shoulder),
3 (elbow), and 4 (wrist) of the robot arm to throw object.

A screenshot of the experiment is shown in Fig.5. As can
be seen from the Fig.6, the results follow the P-D principle.
The proximal joints (shoulder and elbow) of UR16e move



(a) Proximal joints for throwing. (b) Distal joints for throwing.

Fig. 5: The throwing motion of shoulder-elbow-wrist type robot.

Fig. 6: The curves of the dynamic throwing manipulation.

sequentially to obtain a larger linear velocity. The distal
joint (wrist) moves last to throw the object to minimize the
impact of this action on the acceleration of the proximal
joints. When the distal joint completes the throwing task,
multiple joints of the robotic arm are in a passive state to
buffer the impact of dynamic motion on the joints.

The response time matrix for the right arm (throwing the
object) is derived by nonlinear optimization.

T =

ϵ 0 1.5 1.6
0 0.2 1.2 1.6
0 0.5 1.4 1.6

 (32)

where ϵ is a very small value.
In Fig.5. we can see the motion trajectory of each joint

switching from an active joint to a passive joint. And
the shoulder joint is active in (ϵ − 1.5)s and passive in
(1.5 − 1.6)s. The elbow joint is active in (0.2 − 1.2)s,
and passive in (1.2 − 1.6)s. The wrist joint is active in
(0.5−1.4)s, and passive in (1.4−1.6)s. In Fig.6, we use the
total power as the measurement indicator. Under the same
boundary conditions, the algorithm proposed in this paper
can achieve about 80% of the offline optimal control software
package GPOPS [23], and is significantly better than the
result without optimization.

B. Experiments on a Novel Humanoid Robot

We chose a humanoid robot that is being developed in
our laboratory. The total weight is about 80kg. This robot
has a large load capacity. So an efficient motion trajectory
generation algorithm is crucial in achieving locomotion-
manipulation tasks. Besides, the driving torque of hip and leg
joints are limited by 200Nm and 800N. The large inertia of
the upper body requires the robot’s leg-hip linkage to form a
composite optimal motion trajectory during the configuration
adjustment of the lower body, otherwise the robot’s leg-hip
will be subject to a large load. And we select tf and τ2 as
the cost function. The robot adopts impedance control and

(a) (b) (c)

Fig. 7: Coordinated motion of leg-hip-waist type robot. (a) Hip joint moves
firstly. (b) Waist joint is passive joint. (c) Leg joint moves after hip joint.

Fig. 8: The curves of the dynamic locomotion.

whole-body dynamics controller to implement the proposed
algorithm.

A screenshot of the experiment is shown in Fig.7. In the
standing stage, since the robot can be regarded as a planar
robot at this stage, we only take the three joints leg-hip-waist
(regarded as joint 1,2,3 respectively) as example to illustrate.
Furthermore, T is derived as:

T =

0.6 0 3
ϵ 0 3
0 0 3

 (33)

So we can see that the leg-hip joint is active in (ϵ− 3)s.
In order to coordinate with the movement of the hip joint,
the leg joints have a 0.6s delay. The waist joint is passive in
(0−3)s, and then it turns into active state. From Fig.8, during
the robot’s standing phase, hip joint moves first, followed
by leg joint. The corresponding optimal motion trajectory
can reduce the peak power by about 20%. During the whole
process, the waist joint needs to effectively cooperate with
the movement of other joints. Therefore, the waist joint will
switch from a passive joint to an active joint, and in this
process, its reference position remains unchanged. The waist
joint will have a certain buffering movement under impact.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

This paper presents an optimal control framework based
on compliant control dynamics, optimizing robotic arm mo-
tion by solving the joint response time matrix. This method
significantly enhances the robot’s compliance under external
disturbances and achieves precise trajectory generation and
control in complex tasks. Experimental results demonstrate
that this framework notably improves the flexibility and
stability of the robotic arm, ensuring its reliability in human-
robot interactions.



REFERENCES

[1] I. Radosavovic, T. Xiao, B. Zhang, T. Darrell, J. Malik, and
K. Sreenath, “Real-world humanoid locomotion with reinforcement
learning,” Science Robotics, vol. 9, no. 89, p. eadi9579, 2024.

[2] C. Zhou, Y. Long, L. Shi, L. Zhao, and Y. Zheng, “Differential
dynamic programming based hybrid manipulation strategy for dynamic
grasping,” in 2023 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and
Automation (ICRA). IEEE, 2023, pp. 8040–8046.

[3] T. Haarnoja, B. Moran, G. Lever, S. H. Huang, D. Tirumala, J. Hump-
lik, M. Wulfmeier, S. Tunyasuvunakool, N. Y. Siegel, R. Hafner
et al., “Learning agile soccer skills for a bipedal robot with deep
reinforcement learning,” Science Robotics, vol. 9, no. 89, p. eadi8022,
2024.

[4] A. J. Ijspeert, J. Nakanishi, H. Hoffmann, P. Pastor, and S. Schaal,
“Dynamical movement primitives: learning attractor models for motor
behaviors,” Neural computation, vol. 25, no. 2, pp. 328–373, 2013.

[5] T. Osa, J. Pajarinen, G. Neumann, J. A. Bagnell, P. Abbeel, J. Peters
et al., “An algorithmic perspective on imitation learning,” Foundations
and Trends® in Robotics, vol. 7, no. 1-2, pp. 1–179, 2018.

[6] R. S. Razavian, M. Sadeghi, S. Bazzi, R. Nayeem, and D. Sternad,
“Body mechanics, optimality, and sensory feedback in the human
control of complex objects,” Neural computation, vol. 35, no. 5, pp.
853–895, 2023.

[7] A. Krotov, M. Russo, M. Nah, N. Hogan, and D. Sternad, “Motor
control beyond reach—how humans hit a target with a whip,” Royal
Society Open Science, vol. 9, no. 10, p. 220581, 2022.

[8] Y. Ugawa, “Voluntary and involuntary movements: a proposal from a
clinician,” Neuroscience Research, vol. 156, pp. 80–87, 2020.

[9] S. Virameteekul and R. Bhidayasiri, “We move or are we moved?
unpicking the origins of voluntary movements to better understand
semivoluntary movements,” Frontiers in Neurology, vol. 13, p. 187,
2022.

[10] A. Zhou, D. Hadfield-Menell, A. Nagabandi, and A. D. Dragan, “Ex-
pressive robot motion timing,” in Proceedings of the 2017 ACM/IEEE
international conference on human-robot interaction, 2017, pp. 22–31.
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