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ABSTRACT The technology for generating robot actions has significantly contributed to the automation
and efficiency of tasks. However, the ability to adapt to objects of different shapes and hardness remains a
challenge for general industrial robots. Motion reproduction systems (MRS) replicate previously acquired
actions using position and force control, but generating actions for significantly different environments is
difficult. Furthermore, methods based on machine learning require the acquisition of a large amount of
motion data. This paper proposes a new method that matches the impedance of two pre-recorded action data
with the current environmental impedance to generate highly adaptable actions. This method recalculates
the command values for position and force based on the current impedance to improve reproducibility
in different environments. Experiments conducted under conditions of extreme action impedance, such
as position control and force control, confirmed the superiority of the proposed method over MRS. The
advantages of this method include using only two sets of motion data, significantly reducing the burden of
data acquisition compared to machine learning-based methods, and eliminating concerns about stability by
using existing stable control systems. This study contributes to improving robots’ environmental adaptability
while simplifying the action generation method.

INDEX TERMS Force control, motion reproduction system, physical property estimation, position control

I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, the importance of robotic technology has
been increasingly acknowledged across various sectors, in-
cluding industry, domestic applications, and healthcare [1]–
[3]. For robots to operate effectively in these diverse settings,
they must be capable of adapting to objects with different
shapes and levels of stiffness. This adaptation often involves
understanding the object’s impedance, which combines force
and position, making impedance adjustment a key challenge
in robot control. Control operations must address both po-
sition and force dimensions to adapt seamlessly to the sur-
rounding environment.

To simultaneously manage both position and force di-
mensions, various hybrid control strategies that incorporate
acceleration have been proposed [4], [5]. These strategies
utilize acceleration reference values generated by two distinct
controllers, one dedicated to position and the other to force.

Furthermore, motion reproduction systems (MRS) have been
developed to steer robotic actions using historical position
and force data, aiming to replicate these actions accurately
[6], [7]. Nonetheless, these approaches face challenges, espe-
cially when there is a mismatch between the environmental
impedance at the time of data recording and the current
environmental conditions, risking damage to the object and
control instability. Progress is being made in developing
MRS that adapts to environmental changes [8], [9], yet these
systems often need to pay more attention to the original ac-
tion’s impedance [8]. In other words, if the original intention
of the action was to reach a desired position, accurately repro-
ducing both the position and force values is not the objective.
Given that the environmental impedance can differ from that
at the time of recording, it’s impossible to accurately replicate
both position and force values. What the user expects from
the motor is to follow the recorded position. Therefore, infer-
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ring the intention behind the recorded action and generating
command values for position and force to fulfill that intention
is a preferred method in motion reproduction. Additionally,
there are proposals for adjusting control stiffness based on
environmental feedback, but the sequential modification of
control gains poses a risk to the stability of the control system
[9].

Alternative approaches involving machine learning for
environmental adaptation have been explored. Notably, re-
inforcement learning techniques have demonstrated poten-
tial in autonomously generating actions for tasks like pick-
and-place or peg-in-hole operations [10]–[13]. Despite this
progress, these methods are data-intensive, requiring exten-
sive motion data for effective learning. Imitation learning,
which involves capturing human movements, analyzing their
characteristics, and replicating them, has also been studied
[14]–[17]. However, imitation learning also requires a large
amount of data, and the need for high-precision computations
increases its cost.

This paper proposes a novel approach that ensures
impedance matching between the environment and the mo-
tion. The method begins by recording motion data from a
motor interacting with two samples of differing environ-
ment impedance. As a result, the estimation of the motion
impedance becomes possible based on these two data sets.
Next, the environmental impedance of a new sample is se-
quentially estimated through the analysis of physical property
parameters. The system adjusts the motion by matching the
impedance of the new sample with the approximated linear
impedance curves derived from the two initial samples. The
point where these two impedance lines intersect is used
to determine the control command for the motion. This
approach enables the generation of motions that adapt to
environments with different impedance characteristics, even
those that differ from the initial samples. This paper aims to
enhance the adaptability of robot movements across diverse
environmental conditions through the proposed impedance
matching method.

In our experiments, six samples were prepared. For two
samples, data was recorded during the execution of either
position or force control. The proposed method was then
applied to the remaining four Samples. A single-degree-of-
freedom rotary motor was utilized for these experiments.
The effectiveness of the proposed method was assessed
under extreme conditions, such as force control (i.e., zero
motion impedance) and position control (i.e., infinite motion
impedance). Additionally, we compared the control perfor-
mance of our method with that of the MRS. The results
confirmed that our proposed method significantly enhances
control performance in position and force dimensions.

The primary advantage of this method lies in its ability to
manage tasks of both position and force control within the
same system while limiting the need for data acquisition to
just two sets of motion data. Consequently, this paper makes
the following contributions:

• The proposed method achieved approximately a 70%

reduction in position errors for position control tasks
and force errors for force control tasks compared to
traditional MRS. Generating command values and uti-
lizing existing stable controllers ensure system stability
without the need for additional stability analysis.

• By estimating the motion’s impedance from two sets of
data and aligning it with the environmental impedance,
this approach reduces the amount of preliminary mo-
tion data required compared to machine learning-based
methods and simplifies the learning process. Addition-
ally, because it applies to environments corresponding
to the extrapolation of two actions, it has a broader
application scope than methods using machine learning.

• The method proposes characterizing motion skills
through impedance parameters. Therefore, abstract rep-
resentation of behavior opens up potential applications
in teaching skills to beginners, among other possibili-
ties.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Sec-
tion II focuses on the methodology, providing detailed expla-
nations of hybrid control, MRS, physical property estimation
method, and the proposed method. Section III introduces
the experimental methodology, describing the experimen-
tal design and procedures using a single-degree-of-freedom
rotary motor. Section IV presents the experimental results
and compares the effectiveness of MRS and the proposed
method. It includes a statistical verification using the t-test,
providing a deep consideration of the utility of the proposed
method. Finally, Section V concludes the paper, summarizing
the key points of this research and discussing future research
directions.

II. METHODS
A. HYBRID CONTROL
This section discusses hybrid control, which orchestrates
position and force control by utilizing acceleration reference
values. It begins by elucidating the concepts of position and
force control and then describes how hybrid control combines
these two aspects synergistically.

1) Position control
Position control is performed so the current position response
value xres approaches the desired position command value
xcmd. Therefore, the acceleration reference value in position
control ẍref

p is described by (1).

ẍref
p = (Kpos +Kvel

d

dt
)(xcmd − xres), (1)

where, Kpos and Kvel represent proportional and differential
gains, respectively. Furthermore, by adding the estimated
disturbance f̂dis estimated by the disturbance observer [18],
robust control against unknown disturbances is achieved.

ẍref
p = (Kpos +Kvel

d

dt
)(xcmd − xres) + f̂dis/Jn, (2)

where, Jn represents nominal inertia of motor.
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FIGURE 1: Block diagram with MRS

2) Force control
The acceleration reference value in force control ẍref

f to
satisfy the desired force command value f cmd is expressed
by (3).

ẍref
f = Kfor(f

cmd − f̂ rfob)/Jn + f̂dis/Jn, (3)

where, Kfor represents the force feedback gain. Additionally,
the reaction force estimated by the reaction force observer
[18] is denoted as f̂ rfob.

3) Hybrid control
Hybrid control uses reference values that follow both position
and force commands. Therefore, control in two dimensions is
achieved by (4), which adds (2) and (3).

ẍref =(Kpos +Kvel
d

dt
)(xcmd − xres)/2

+Kfor(f
cmd − f̂ rfob)/2Jn + f̂dis/Jn. (4)

The force reference value to the motor is expressed in (5) by
multiplying the moment of inertia by (4).

f ref =Jn(Kpos +Kvel
d

dt
)(xcmd − xres)/2

+Kfor(f
cmd − f̂ rfob)/2 + f̂dis. (5)

From the explanation above, it becomes possible to con-
trol both the position and force command values. However,
suppose the ratio of these command values, representing
the motion’s impedance, does not match the impedance of
the actual contact environment. In that case, controlling the
motor with both command values is not feasible. When there
is a discrepancy between the two impedances, the controlling
impedance, namely the ratio of gains between position con-
trol and force control, dictates which command value will be
prioritized.

B. MRS
This section discusses the MRS, which reproduces previ-
ously acquired motions. In general, in MRS, motion data is
initially obtained through bilateral control. Bilateral control

is a type of leader-follower system where the follower not
only tracks the leader’s position but also provides feedback
to the leader about the reaction force felt by the follower,
enabling bidirectional remote operation [19], [20]. By op-
erating bidirectionally, the leader can remotely control the
follower as if they were directly manipulating it. The position
and force data captured in this process include the leader’s
movements and the adaptability to the environment involving
the use of force. Since this paper does not employ bilateral
control, detailed explanations of bilateral control are deferred
to the references [19], [20]. This paper used the MRS to
control the motor using the position and force measured
during a previously executed action.

In MRS, the recorded position xrec and force f rec response
values are the command values for control. Therefore, the
force reference value is indicated by substituting the recorded
response value into (5).

f ref =Jn(Kpos +Kvel
d

dt
)(xrec − xres)/2

+Kfor(f
rec − f̂ rfob)/2 + f̂dis. (6)

A block diagram of the motor control using MRS is shown
in Fig. 1. In the Fig. 1, unlike a typical MRS, a noise signal
is added to the force reference value, and a low-pass filter is
applied to the feedback signal. These additions are necessary
for the proposed method and were incorporated into MRS to
standardize the experimental environment. The reasons for
including these components are discussed in Sections II-C
and II-D.

However, even with MRS, if the impedance of the motion
and that of the environment differ, the motion data is not per-
fectly reproduced. As mentioned in Section I, this issue often
leads to problems such as damage to the object or dropping
it. While methods that record multiple sets of motion data
and select the motion based on environmental information
have been reported [21], they still need to be improved due
to the finite number of motion data. These methods may only
cover some scenarios or struggle with extrapolation, leaving
unresolved issues.
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C. PHYSICAL PROPERTY ESTIMATION
In this paper, motions are generated using environmental
impedance. Since physical properties can represent envi-
ronmental impedance, this section discusses methods for
estimating these properties. Physical properties represent
the relationship between position and force and are often
described by the spring-mass-damper model. The mass M
represents inertia, the damper D represents viscosity, and the
spring K represents stiffness [22]. We have already proposed
estimating physical properties using four parameters in the
spring-mass-damper model with an added load H [23], [24].
The load primarily represents disturbances such as friction or
ripple and components of work exerted on the contact object.
Hence, the relationship between position X and force F is
represented by (7).

F (s) = (Ms2 +Ds+K)X(s) +H. (7)

Each parameter was sequentially estimated using multiple
regression analysis. The details of the algorithm are deferred
to the references. The sampling time was 0.1 ms, and the
most recent data of 100 ms was used, resulting in a sample
size N of 1000.

When estimating physical properties, ensuring the signal’s
persistence of excitation (PE) is necessary. In other words,
if the frequency components of the input signal are sparse,
high-order model identification may not be correctly per-
formed. Previous studies have applied a constant disturbance
signal, but applying a large disturbance signal at the onset
of contact can lead to improper contact due to vibrations
[21]. Conversely, if the disturbance signal is too small, strong
contact forces can suppress the disturbance signal, making
it impossible to ensure PE. Therefore, an attempt was made
to modulate the disturbance signal’s amplitude based on
the contact disturbance’s magnitude. Equations (8) and (9)
represent the amplitude fnoise

amp and the disturbance signal
fnoise.

fnoise
amp =

1

N

∫ N

0

f̂dis(t)dt, (8)

fnoise = fnoise
amp { sin(2π50t) + sin(2π60t)

+ sin(2π70t) + sin(2π80t)

+ sin(2π90t) + sin(2π100t)}. (9)

The method of imparting disturbance signals and the control
system are described in Section II-D.

D. PROPOSED METHOD
This section details the proposed method. The method gen-
erates motions by estimating the environmental impedance
of a new object based on two sets of motion data previously
acquired. In this paper, the samples touched during the ac-
quisition of the two sets of past motion data are referred to
as Samples A and B, while the new sample is Sample C.
Furthermore, the subscript numbers correspond to the sample
numbers. The motion data for Sample C is assumed to be the

sum of the motion data for Samples A and B, each multiplied
by a weight αA and αB. Consequently, the target values for
position, velocity, acceleration, and force for Sample C are
represented by (10)–(13).

xC = αAxA + αBxB (10)

ẋC = αAẋA + αBẋB (11)

ẍC = αAẍA + αBẍB (12)

fC = αAfA + αBfB. (13)

It should be noted that the sum of the weights αA and αB is
defined to be 1.

αA + αB = 1. (14)

From (7), the relationship between the environmental
impedance, position, and force in Sample C is represented
in the time domain by (15).

fC = mCẍ+ dCẋ+ kCxC +HC. (15)

By substituting (10)–(13) into (15) and solving the simul-
taneous equations with (14), the values of αA and αB can
be obtained from (16) and (17), and the denominator den of
each is given by (18).

αA =
HC − fB + kCxB + dCẋB +mCẍB

den
(16)

αB =
−(HC − fA + kCxA + dCẋA +mCẍA)

den
(17)

den =fA − fB + kC(xB − xA)

+ dC(ẋB − ẋA) +mC(ẍB − ẍA). (18)

The block diagram of the proposed method is shown in Fig. 2.
The sequence of control actions for an unknown environment
(Sample C) is as follows:

Step 1 Acquire motion data using Samples A and B.
Step 2 Sequentially determine the environmental impedance

of Sample C as described in section II-C.
Step 3 Calculate α from (16)–(18) based on the motion

data of Samples A and B and the environmental
impedance of Sample C.

Step 4 Determine the command values for position and
force using the calculated αA and αB by (10) and
(13).

Step 5 Perform control using the hybrid controller de-
scribed in section II-A.

Note that Steps 2 to 5 are repeated for each sampling time.
Additionally, if there is insufficient data to determine the
environmental impedance in Step 2, i.e., if the number of
samples is less than N , control is performed with αA = 1 and
αB = 0. In addition, if the denominator den is sufficiently
small, the value of α becomes indeterminate; therefore, if
den is less than 0.001, control is also performed with αA = 1

VOLUME 4, 2016 5
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FIGURE 2: Block diagram with proposed method

and αB = 0. After determining the acceleration reference
value in Step 5, as Section II-C outlines, the procedure
involves introducing a noise signal to the reference. However,
incorporating noise into the position and force readings can
distort the impedance estimation. This complication arises
because the interplay between input and output (position and
force) extends beyond the direct path involving the motor
and the gripped object to include the reciprocal path via
the controller. To address this problem, our method employs
a low-pass filter with a cutoff frequency of 50 Hz for the
feedback of position and force values. Filtering out the noise
enables the hybrid controller to produce an acceleration refer-
ence devoid of noise components, thereby facilitating precise
impedance estimation for both the motor and the object.

III. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS
A. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP
This research developed an experimental apparatus capa-
ble of performing gripping actions with a single-degree-
of-freedom rotary motor. This experimental setup can grip
specific objects using a rotary motor, and the specific setup
can be seen in the photograph shown in Fig. 3. The detailed
specifications of the motor used are compiled in Table 1.
The gripping mechanism adopted a cross-type hand shape
[15]. Using the cross-type hand made it possible to grip soft
materials without the fingers interfering with each other. In
all experiments, the initial position was set to the moment the
fingers touched the sample. The determination of whether the
fingers had touched the sample was made visually.

B. SAMPLES
Eight types of samples with varied impedance characteristics
were prepared for the experiments to represent common
control challenges in adaptive impedance control and ensure
diverse conditions for validation. The eight types of samples

FIGURE 3: Device that performs grasping operation

TABLE 1: Motor specifications used in the experiment

Type MDH-4018-6750EG03SH
(manufactured by Microtech

Laboratories, Inc.)
Moment of inertia Jn [kg ·m2] 0.000013589

Resolusion 6750
Gear ratio 3.0

Proportional gain Kpos [1/s2] 22500
Differential gain Kvel [1/s] 300

Force gain Kfor [-] 1.0
Cutoff frequency of DOB [rad/s] 800

are as follows:

• Balloons
• Puffs
• Sponges
• Vinyl balls
• Soft springs
• Hard springs
• Erasers
• Wood blocks

6 VOLUME 4, 2016



T. Kitamura et al.: An Environment-Adaptive Position/Force Control Based on Physical Property Estimation

FIGURE 4: Eight samples used in the experiment

TABLE 2: The sample numbers for each sample are listed in each experiment. If a sample number is not mentioned, it was not
used in that particular experiment. When pressed with a force of 0.2 Nm, the stiffness values are also provided.

Samaples Balloons Puffs Sponges Vinyl balls Soft springs Hard springs Erasers Wood blocks
Position control 1 2 3 4 5 6

Force control 1 2 3 4 5 6
Stiffness [Nm/rad] 1.35 1.71 2.05 3.12 3.86 4.88 6.92 13.68

These samples were chosen to represent objects with differ-
ent characteristics in the study of gripping actions. However,
using too-hard samples can complicate control in position
control experiments. As a result, distinct sets of six samples,
chosen from eight, were utilized for the position and force
control experiments to address this issue. Details of the eight
types of samples are shown in photographs in Fig. 4, and
Table 2 lists the samples used in each control experiment
along with their corresponding sample numbers.

Additionally, impedance identification tests were con-
ducted for each sample before the experiments. In these tests,
the samples were gripped with a force of 0.2 Nm, and the
impedance values at that time were measured. Based on
the measured impedance, sample numbers were assigned in
ascending order of the samples’ stiffness.

C. CONTROL METHODS
This paper collected data for both position control and force
control, and verification was performed based on the data
reproduced in different samples. This section describes the
data collected for each type of control.

In the position control experiments, the position command
value was set as

xcmd =
π

9
(− cos(2πt/10)− cos(2πt/2) + 2) [rad]. (19)

Position control was executed such that xcmd in (2) became
the position command value. The force command value was
set as

f cmd = 0.2(− cos(2πt/10)− cos(2πt/2) + 2) [Nm],
(20)

in the force control experiments. Force control was imple-
mented so that f cmd in (3) became the force command value.

In both cases, the command values were the superposition of
two sine waves designed to maintain a gripping state.

D. VERIFICATION METHOD
In this paper, we first compared the accuracy of reproducing
motion data through position control. Position control was
performed on two selected samples (hereafter referred to as
Sample A and B), and three types of control were applied
to the remaining four samples: using the data from Sample
A with MRS, the data from Sample B with MRS, and the
data from both Sample A and B with the proposed method.
Because of the results of position control on Samples A
and B, the original position command values were used for
comparison to ensure a fair evaluation. The root mean square
error (RMSE) was then calculated based on the original
position command values.

The two selected samples were tested in four combinations
as follows:

Pattern 1 Sample 1 and 6 (the two outermost samples)
Pattern 2 Sample 3 and 4 (the two innermost samples)
Pattern 3 Sample 1 and 2 (the two soft samples)
Pattern 4 Sample 5 and 6 (the two hard samples)

Patterns 1 and 2 correspond to interpolation and extrap-
olation, respectively. Generally, machine learning methods
exhibit unstable behavior for extrapolated actions that have
yet to be learned. The proposed method generates actions
without learning, and its effectiveness, even for extrapolation,
was verified. In Patterns 3 and 4, we tested the capability to
generate actions for samples with stiffness levels that differ
from those of the samples used to collect the initial motion
data.

Secondly, verification was conducted using force control,
following the same sample selection as in the position control
experiments. In this experiment, six samples, as shown in

VOLUME 4, 2016 7
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(a) Pattern 1 (b) Pattern 2 (c) Pattern 3

(d) Pattern 4 (e) All Pattern

FIGURE 5: RMSE and t-test results based on position control recorded data. (* indicates p<0.05, ** indicates p<0.01, ***
indicates p<0.001, and n.s. means p≥0.05.)

Table 2, were used. Three types of control were executed, and
the force response values were evaluated against the original
force command values, namely (20), using RMSE.

IV. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS
A. POSITION CONTROL

This section discusses the results of reproducing actions
using position control. MRS was executed a total of 32 times,
and the proposed method a total of 16 times, with neither
resulting in any instances of control instability. Therefore,
the success rate of the gripping action itself was 100%.
These results confirmed that the proposed method retains the
environmental adaptability possessed by MRS.

The RMSE for each pattern, utilizing both MRS and
the proposed method, is depicted in Figs. 5(a)–(d), with
the combined RMSE for all patterns shown in Fig. 5(e).
The significance of these errors was assessed using the t-
test, revealing a notable difference between MRS and the
proposed method across all patterns except for Pattern 1.
In Pattern 1, the standard deviation of the RMSE for MRS
was larger compared to other patterns. Pattern 1 was the
only pattern with a large difference in stiffness between the
used samples. For example, employing Sample 2 was used as
Sample C, MRS with Sample 1 led to smaller errors, whereas
using Sample 6 resulted in greater errors. This indicated
that the standard deviation of RMSE for MRS across the
four samples increased. Given that the mean and standard

deviation of RMSE for the proposed method in Pattern 1
were not significantly different from those in other patterns,
it suggests that the variability in MRS results was a key
factor in the absence of a significant difference. The results
shown in Fig. 5(e) show that the average RMSE for MRS
was 0.170 rad, and the average RMSE for the proposed
method was 0.0446 rad. Therefore, it was confirmed that the
proposed method reduced errors by 74% compared to MRS.

B. FORCE CONTROL

Next, we present the outcomes of reproducing actions using
force control data. Similar to the experiments with position
control, no instances of motor runaway were observed in the
force control trials. Consequently, the success rate of the grip-
ping action reached 100%, confirming the proposed method’s
ability to maintain the MRS adaptability to environmental
changes even when utilizing force control data.

The RMSE for each pattern, employing both MRS and
the proposed method, is depicted in Figs. 6(a)–(d). The
aggregate RMSE across all patterns is presented in Fig. 6(e).
A significant difference was noted between the performances
of MRS and the proposed method across all patterns, with
Pattern 1 showing the most pronounced difference. However,
it’s important to acknowledge that a direct comparison is
challenging due to the use of different samples for the po-
sition and force control experiments. The results shown in
Fig. 6(e) show that the average RMSE for MRS was 0.0591

8 VOLUME 4, 2016
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Nm, while the average RMSE for the proposed method was
0.0180 Nm. Therefore, it was confirmed that the proposed
method reduces errors by 70% compared to MRS.

C. DISCUSSION
Through two verifications, it was confirmed that the proposed
method significantly improves the reproducibility of actions
compared to MRS. MRS attempts to reproduce motion data
based on the relationship between position and force deter-
mined by the original target’s impedance. In contrast, the
proposed method recalculates position and force according
to the current impedance, enhancing reproducibility. The
rationale for this approach can be derived from the proposed
method, as shown in (10)–(18). In the ideal case of position
control, xA, xB, and xcmd become equal. The same applies to
velocity and acceleration. Consequently, according to (10)–
(12) and (14), xC becomes equal to xcmd. Moreover, by
defining den = fA − fB and substituting xA = xB = xcmd

into (16) and (17) and applying the result to (13) as:

fC = mCẍ
cmd + dCẋ

cmd + kCx
cmd +HC. (21)

Equation (21) implies that if the motion data for Samples
A and B were for position control, then the force command
value fC for Sample C is the force necessary to reach position
xcmd, given the environmental impedance mC, dC, kC, HC.
Similarly, for force control, xC becomes equal to the position
required for exerting fC against the current environmental
impedance. Therefore, it has been verified that the proposed
method generates actions adapted to the current target by
matching the impedance of the two motion data sets with the
environmental impedance.

Moreover, we confirmed the efficacy of the proposed
method for samples with extrapolated impedance. Methods
based on learning models usually interpolate the training data
with approximations. Yet, beyond the scope of the training
data, these methods might generate actions misaligned with
user intentions in extrapolation scenarios. As described (21),
the proposed method designs actions influenced by the cur-
rent environmental impedance, thus facilitating adaptation to
environments significantly divergent from the initial dataset.
The uniform results demonstrate this adaptability for Patterns
2, 3, and 4, where extrapolation in both position and force
control shows no notable variance from expected outcomes.

This method generates actions based on two sets of prelim-
inary data. In contrast, conventional machine learning-based
motion generation methods require at least several dozen
pieces of training data. This difference demonstrates that our
method offers significant design, implementation, and prac-
tical advantages compared to machine learning approaches.
However, machine learning methods include learning rough
action plans (for example, recognizing the position of an
object and moving forward or to the right accordingly) in the
learning process. In contrast, our method does not undertake
the generation of this planning part of the action. Therefore,
it necessitates the design of a simple action planner. An MRS
that compensates for variations in the location of objects

based on image information has already been proposed [25],
[26]. By integrating these, there is a potential to realize an
MRS that adapts to objects’ location and physical properties.
Our method focuses on simplifying the action correction part,
and its usefulness in this field remains significant.

Additionally, a significant advantage of the proposed
method is its ability to generate actions without altering
existing stable control systems. Traditional methods require
adjustments to the control system, such as tuning the gains,
making it essential to consider stability. However, our method
assumes a stable control system, eliminating the need for
additional discussions on stability. The only requirement for
applying our method is the ability to measure and control
position and force, making it easily applicable to existing
manipulators and mobile units.

D. LIMITATION
This paper estimated the impedance of the grasped object
using multiple regression analysis with a 0.1 s time window,
as described in Section II-C. In the current experimental en-
vironment, where the motor continuously performs grasping
actions, sudden changes in impedance were not observed.
However, in actual use environments, the repetition of con-
tact and non-contact is expected, which means that changes
in impedance could occur within the time window. If the
impedance changes within the time window, it could lead
to a decrease in the accuracy of the estimation. Therefore,
exploring new methods for effectively estimating impedance
within shorter time windows is necessary.

In this study, we demonstrated the efficacy of our pro-
posed method through experiments using a single-degree-
of-freedom rotary motor. In addition, we evaluated tasks
in two distinct patterns: position control and force control.
Given that this research is a foundational study, verifica-
tion under simplified conditions was deemed necessary. The
achievement in tasks exhibiting extreme impedance patterns
is predicated on the assumption that similar outcomes can
be anticipated for tasks with intermediate impedance values.
Future work will focus on verification efforts using manip-
ulators with multiple degrees of freedom and action data
featuring intermediate impedance levels.

V. CONCLUSION
In this paper, we proposed a new method to enhance the
adaptability of robot actions under diverse environmental
conditions by matching the impedance of actions and the en-
vironment. This method is based on obtaining the impedance
of actions from two sets of prior motion data and sequen-
tially estimating the environmental impedance based on po-
sition and force information. Experiments conducted under
conditions of differing action impedances, namely position
control (with infinite impedance) and force control (with
zero impedance), confirmed that the proposed method can
reproduce actions adapted to the current environment.

The proposed method’s most significant advantage is its
ability to generate effective actions with less data than ma-
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(a) Pattern 1 (b) Pattern 2 (c) Pattern 3

(d) Pattern 4 (e) All Pattern

FIGURE 6: RMSE and t-test results based on force control recorded data. (* indicates p<0.05, ** indicates p<0.01, *** indicates
p<0.001, and n.s. means p≥0.05.)

chine learning-based methods. Additionally, it can be applied
without changes to existing stable control systems, which is
another significant benefit. These characteristics suggest that
the proposed method has great potential in practical robot
applications.

Future research will involve verification using motion data
with intermediate impedance values. For example, this in-
cludes motion data where the impedance adjusts to grasp
firmly when the object is rigid and gently when it is soft.
Moreover, the focus will be on developing new estimation
methods to effectively address changes in impedance in
actions involving both contact and non-contact.
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