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Abstract— Teleoperation of humanoid robots has long been
a challenging domain, necessitating advances in both hardware
and software to achieve seamless and intuitive control. This
paper presents an integrated solution based on several ele-
ments: calibration-free motion capture and retargeting, low-
latency fast whole-body kinematics streaming toolbox and
high-bandwidth cycloidal actuators. Our motion retargeting
approach stands out for its simplicity, requiring only 7 IMUs
to generate full-body references for the robot. The kinematics
streaming toolbox, ensures real-time, responsive control of the
robot’s movements, significantly reducing latency and enhanc-
ing operational efficiency. Additionally, the use of cycloidal
actuators makes it possible to withstand high speeds and
impacts with the environment. Together, these approaches con-
tribute to a teleoperation framework that offers unprecedented
performance. Experimental results on the humanoid robot
Nadia demonstrate the effectiveness of the integrated system
(https://youtu.be/F6dqCauGPEM).

I. INTRODUCTION

Despite its potential and the flexibility offered by intuitive
human-like movement generation and the integration of hu-
man decision-making, the teleoperation of humanoid robots
still encounters significant challenges, exposing considerable
limitations in their operational efficiency.

One significant challenge in teleoperation is achieving
high transparency. This refers to the ability to control the
robot with the same bandwidth and speed as human motion,
without any noticeable delay. Attaining high transparency
necessitates a combination of sophisticated solutions that
ensure the real-time streaming of user commands to the robot
while maintaining the robot’s balance.

Some research has focused on using motion anticipation to
minimize delays and achieve synchronization. For example,
[1] aims to imitate and predict an operator’s intentions at two
levels: first, by anticipating upper body motions through hand
movement predictions using polynomial interpolation that
aligns with a minimum jerk model; second, by evaluating and
predicting walking pace and step locations using a recurrent
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Fig. 1. The humanoid robot Nadia being teleoperated by a human operator
equipped with a VR headset, four VR trackers, and two VR controllers.
Thanks to our kinematics streaming framework and the integration of
cycloidal actuators, Nadia can punch a 100 lbs punching bag at human
speed.

neural network. Another technique uses probabilistic motion
primitives to forecast user movements [2]. This method
compensates for round-trip delays in visual feedback by
predicting the user’s future states and adjusting the robot’s
actions accordingly. These techniques are promising for
reducing the lag in teleoperation systems. However, these
anticipation methods have not yet been validated into sce-
narios demanding high-speed motion.

Efforts by other researchers have focused on synchronizing
human and robot dynamics through bilateral teleoperation
techniques, which directly couple human and robot motion
through haptic feedback [3]. For example, Ramos et al. [4, 5]
explore the direct coupling of human and humanoid dynam-
ics using a human-machine interface, achieving synchronized
locomotion. Ishiguro et al. [6] explored a different approach
by employing a full-body exoskeleton cockpit for bilateral
teleoperation, aiming to align the operator’s and the robot’s
movements seamlessly. These research approaches hold sig-
nificant promise for enhancing teleoperation, particularly in
dynamically aligning human and robot motions. However,
they come with certain trade-offs. For instance, they are
highly sensitive to network delays, which can impact their
effectiveness in real-time applications and require the use
of large, complex structures on the user side, which can be
cumbersome and require maintenance.

Some recent efforts have aimed to simplify the user-side
setup. For instance, methods like shadowing [7, 8] allow
humanoid robots to mimic human body and hand movements
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in real-time using only RGB cameras, based on pretrained
policies. However, these methods rely on extensive training
with large human datasets and have yet to demonstrate
their effectiveness in high-speed, synchronized teleoperation
scenarios.

In contrast, our work integrates multiple techniques to
provide a practical and robust solution for real-time control.
By focusing on efficient and scalable methods, we ensure
that our system can handle high-speed motions and maintain
synchronization, even with simplified user setups (Fig. 1).

A. Contributions

Our contributions can be summarized as:
• Minimal motion capture and retargeting framework,

requiring only 7 IMUs to generate full-body references
for the robot.

• High-speed whole-body streaming that uses a series of
filtering, estimation, and prediction techniques, which
allows us to achieve high control bandwidth (1kHz)
even when the user references are acquired at a low
rate (60Hz).

• Integration of cycloidal actuators for high-bandwidth
motion and impact resilience.

II. OVERVIEW

The proposed teleoperation system integrates multiple
components to achieve high-speed and seamless control. Fig.
2 illustrates a flowchart of the system.

The motion retargeting involves two key processes: foot-
step streaming and kinematics retargeting. Footstep stream-
ing continuously tracks the user’s foot movements, estimat-
ing new footstep poses for the robot accordingly, whereas
kinematics retargeting translates the operator’s upper body
movements into corresponding robot movements. Using a
VR headset and motion trackers, the system captures the
operator’s body poses and maps these to the robot’s refer-
ences. This allows the robot to replicate the operator’s actions
closely.

The Kinematics Streaming Toolbox (KST) then takes over,
ensuring that the operator’s commands are executed in real-
time with high precision. The KST begins with filtering
and adding safety limits, ensuring all incoming commands
from the operator are safe and within operational parameters.
Next, the state estimation and prediction module smooths and
anticipates future states of the robot, compensating for delays
to maintain continuous and fluid motion.

The inverse kinematics (IK) module within the KST cal-
culates the necessary joint movements to achieve the desired
rigid body positions and orientations. These movements
are then refined through additional filtering and packaging
processes, preparing them for execution by the robot’s whole-
body controller.

Finally, the whole-body controller on the robot side tracks
and executes the commands from the KST and the footstep
streaming module, while maintaining the robot’s balance. For
visual feedback, the system uses a digital twin 3D scene [9]

and stereo vision [10, 11]. The digital twin offers a real-
time virtual representation of the robot and its environment,
while the stereo vision system provides a more immervise
first person view with enhanced depth perception. Note that
this paper focuses on the main contributions of this work and
as such, does not elaborate on the visual feedback as it mostly
relies on the current state of the art. The subsequent sections
provide a more detailed description of each component.

III. MOTION RETARGETING

To capture user motion, we employed a straightforward
setup that includes the Vive Focus 3 VR headset, two
VR controllers, and four Vive Ultimate trackers. These
trackers are strategically placed around the sternum, waist,
and ankles. The system is completely wireless, requires no
start-up calibration, and does not need any physiological
measurements from the user.

Building on this streamlined capture system, we devel-
oped a comprehensive whole-body retargeting method. This
method translates human motion into equivalent robot move-
ments for use in the KST. Our approach can be adapted to
any motion capture system employing a total of seven IMUs.

The retargeting process involves several steps:
1) Pelvis retargeting: The robot’s initial pelvis position is

recorded in the world frame. Similarly, the initial transform
of the waist tracker in the world frame is captured. The
vertical (z-axis) movement of the waist tracker is scaled
based on the ratio of the robot’s pelvis height with extended
legs to the initial user’s waist height.

∆pelvis =
hpelvis;R

hpelvis;H
. (1)

This ensures that the pelvis height in the robot reflects
the user’s movement proportionally. As the user moves, the
variation in the waist tracker’s position and orientation from
its initial state is computed:

pk
pelvis;R = p0

pelvis;R +∆pelvis(pk
pelvis;H−p0

pelvis;H), (2)

Rk
pelvis;R = R0

pelvis;RRk
pelvis;H

(
R0

pelvis;H

)−1
, (3)

where the superscripts 0 and k refer to measurements at
initial time and at time k, and the subscripts H and R indicate
measurements on human and robot, respectively. To prevent
unnatural motions, particularly during double support phases,
roll variations are not taken into account. The combined
transform of the initial pelvis and the scaled waist variation
is applied to update the robot’s pelvis pose.

2) Hands retargeting: First we estimate the user’s shoul-
der positions, utilizing the positions of the chest tracker and
the headset. Typically in a human, the distance from the
sternum to the top of the head is approximately equivalent to
the length of two heads. Given that the headset is positioned
around the midpoint of the head, the distance between the
chest tracker and the headset is roughly 1.5 times the length
of a head. This relationship allows us to calculate the head
length lhead as:



Fig. 2. Flowchart of the proposed teleoperation system.

lhead =
∥phead−pchest∥

1.5
(4)

Using this head length, we can approximate the positions
of the shoulders. The shoulders are estimated to be offset
horizontally from the chest by a distance equal to the
calculated head length, and vertically halfway between the
chest tracker and the headset. Thus, the positions of the left
(pshoulder,L) and right (pshoulder,R) shoulders are:

pshoulder,L(R) = pchest +

 0
(−)lhead

(phead.z−pchest.z)
2

 (5)

The shoulder orientation can be approximated as being
aligned with the orientation provided by the chest tracker.

Next, we record the initial positions larm;H of the user’s
hands (VR controllers) relative to their shoulders. To ensure
the robot’s arm movements are proportional to the user’s, we
scale this length to match the robot’s arm length (larm,R). The
scaling factor is:

∆arm =
larm,R

larm,H
(6)

As the user moves their hands, we apply this scaling factor
to adjust the robot’s hand positions. The updated positions
of the robot’s hands are computed as follows:

pupdated
hand;R = pshoulder;R +∆arm(phand;H−pshoulder;H) (7)

This ensures that the robot’s hand movements are a
scaled reflection of the user’s hand movements. Furthermore,
the orientation of the hands matches the VR controllers’
orientation.

3) Center of mass retargeting: To effectively transfer the
human’s center of mass (CoM) to the robot, we use a method
based on normalized offsets, allowing us to reconstruct the
robot’s CoM ground position from the human’s data [12]. To
approximate the user’s CoM, we start by projecting the waist
tracker onto the ground plane (pg,waist;H). Next, we determine
the ground positions of the user’s left and right ankles using
the data from the ankle trackers. These positions provide a
stable reference for the user’s feet on the ground (pg,lFoot;H,
pg,rFoot;H). This position is calculated relative to the left foot,
and then projected onto the line connecting the left and right
feet. To standardize this position, we compute a normalized
offset o that lies within the range [0, 1]. The offset o is given
by:

o =
(pg,waist;H−pg,lFoot;H) · (pg,rFoot;H−pg,lFoot;H)

∥pg,rFoot;H−pg,lFoot;H∥2 . (8)

Using this calculated offset, we reconstruct the robot’s
CoM ground position along the line connecting the robot’s
feet. This reconstructed position is given by:

pg,CoM;R = pg,lFoot;R +o(pg,rFoot;R−pg,lFoot;R), (9)

where pg,lFoot;R and pg,rFoot;R represent the ground positions
of the robot’s left and right feet, respectively.

4) Footstep streaming: The footstep streaming algorithm
operates continuously, monitoring the poses of the ankle
trackers. For each foot, the system assesses whether the
user is stepping by comparing the current tracker posi-
tion to its initial position. If the foot has moved signifi-
cantly—exceeding a predefined step threshold—and has been
lifted beyond a specific lift threshold, the system identifies
this as a step.



Once these conditions are satisfied, the system proceeds
to estimate the final footstep position. First, the direction of
movement is normalized:

pdistance, norm =
pankle, current−pankle, initial

∥pankle, current−pankle, initial∥
(10)

Then, the stride vector is calculated by scaling this nor-
malized direction by a predefined stride length ∆stride:

pstride = pdistance, norm∆stride (11)

The new footstep position (pfootstep) is determined by
applying this stride vector to the current position of the
robot’s foot (pfoot;R):

pfootstep = pfoot;R +pstride (12)

In addition to positioning, the algorithm adjusts the yaw,
or rotation around the vertical axis, based on changes in
the tracker’s yaw orientation. If the change in yaw exceeds
a predefined turning threshold, the yaw of the footstep is
adjusted accordingly to ensure it aligns with the user’s
intended direction. This yaw adjustment ensures the footstep
is correctly oriented with the user’s movement direction and
can initiate an in-place step whenever a change in footstep
orientation is necessary.

After determining the final position and orientation of
the footstep, the system checks if the computed pose is
kinematically feasible. If it is, this information is sent to
the walking controller for execution (Section V).

After placing a footstep, the system continuously monitors
the tracker’s position to ensure stability. If the tracker’s
movement remains within a predefined stability threshold
over a sufficient number of iterations, the system resets
the stepping state for that side. This allows the user to
initiate a new step. This process prevents the prediction of
an additional step when the user’s leg is swinging.

IV. KINEMATICS STREAMING TOOLBOX

The KST is designed to enable low-latency whole-body
motion streaming. It allows operators to safely control rapid
robot movements in real-time through arbitrary motion-
capture interfaces. Its design is focused on ensuring precise
and timely execution of commands, which is critical in fast-
paced teleoperation environments.

One of the key advantages of using a toolbox like the KST
is the flexibility it provides in the choice of the framework
used to generate input for the kinematics streaming. By
decoupling the input generation from the execution, the tool-
box can integrate with various motion-capture and control
systems, allowing it to adapt to different teleoperation setups
and technologies.

Moreover, the toolbox is designed to ensure reliable ex-
ecution frequencies by operating in a separate thread. This
threading strategy guarantees that the timing of operations
remains consistent, independent of other processes running
on the system. As a result, the toolbox can maintain a stable
update rate, which is essential for smooth and responsive
control.

Running the toolbox on the robot side further enhances its
reliability. By processing the input messages and generating
the output trajectories locally on the robot, the system can
minimize the impact of network-induced delays, ensuring
the timing between computed trajectory set-points is more
predictable and consistent.

A. Filter and safety limits

Several filtering components in the KST ensure that all
kinematic inputs, specified through motion input messages,
are within safe and operationally feasible parameters.

1) Bounding box: The bounding box constraint restricts
the robot’s commands to a specified 3D volume relative to
the robot’s mid-feet reference frame. This frame is updated
dynamically to align with the robot’s current stance, ensuring
that the bounding box moves with the robot.

2) Rate of change and velocity limits: The KST imposes
rate of change and velocity limits to prevent abrupt or
unsafe movements. Any input that exceeds these thresholds
is invalidated to maintain stability and safety.

B. State estimation and prediction

The KST integrates state estimation and prediction mecha-
nisms to provide smooth and responsive desired inputs to be
used as objectives in the inverse kinematics QP solver. The
KST employs state estimation to determine the current pose
and velocity of the kinematics inputs, e.g. user body parts,
with the goal of smoothing out delayed or jittery signals.
Two types of state estimation are supported:

1) First-order estimation: This method first estimate the
input velocities using a first-order finite difference on the
input position and orientation. Subsequently, these velocities
are used for a first-order extrapolation to predict future states.
This approach ensures that if no new input is received in the
next control cycle, the system can continue to predict and
maintain smooth motion. Whenever a new input is available
the linear velocity v and the angular velocity ω are updated
as follows:

vfd =
pcurrent−pprevious

dt
(13)

ω fd =
1
dt

log
(

q−1
previousqcurrent

)
(14)

where p is input position, q the input quaternion, and dt is
the period of the toolbox.

When no new input is available, the velocity is decayed
towards zero using linear interpolation over a fixed duration.
This ensures smooth and continuous motion even if the input
is momentarily unavailable. The resulting estimated velocity
that is used in the first-order extrapolation can be written as:

vestimated = α(t)vfd (15)

ωestimated = α(t)ωfd (16)

where α(t) is the linear decay function starting from 1 when
a new input is received, linearly decreasing to 0 over a fixed
user-determined duration. When α(t) reaches 0, the KST
assumes that the corresponding end-effector is no longer
controlled.



2) Feedback controller-based estimation: Unlike the
above method which may result in discontinuities in the
estimated positions and orientations, the feedback controller
approach focuses on maintaining continuity in the estimated
pose. Similar to the previous approach, it uses a first-order
finite difference to estimate the input velocity onto which it
adds a correction term computed from the error in pose. The
correction term is computed to linearly cancel out the error
measured on each update over a small duration Tcorr during
the prediction phase:

vcorr =
pcurrent−pestimated

Tcorr
(17)

ωcorr =
1

Tcorr
log(q−1

estimatedqcurrent) (18)

Similar to the previous approach, the future state is predicted
using a first-order integration and uses the same decay
process. Each time a new input is available, the input velocity
and the correction term are updated. The resulting estimated
velocity that is used in the first-order extrapolation can be
written as:

vestimated = α(t)(vfd +vcorr) (19)

ωestimated = α(t)(ωfd +ωcorr) (20)

C. Inverse Kinematics module

Given the filtered input, the inverse kinematics (IK)
module aims at solving for the robot joint velocities that
will provide high tracking responsiveness as well as safe
and smooth execution. Each update tick, the IK solves the
following quadratic program (QP):

min
vd

cnom + cJ + cvd

s.t. vmin ≤ vd ≤ vmax

Avd ≤H
Jcollvd ≤ pcoll

(21)

The objective function terms are given by:

Nominal Objective: cnom = (vd−vnom)
T Cnom(vd−vnom)

Kinematic Objective: cJ = (Jvd−p)T CJ(Jvd−p)
Velocity Cost: cvd = vT

d Cvd vd

Where the terms are given by:
• vd is the vector of desired joint velocities
• vnom drives the robot to a nominal whole-body config-

uration.
• J = [JT

1 . . .J
T
k ]

T and p = [pT
1 . . .p

T
k ]

T are the stacked
Jacobian matrices and motion objectives, see below for
additional details.

• vmin and vmax bound the joint velocity. A nominal set
of bounds are used unless a joint is near a limit, in
which case the velocity is constrained such that the joint
remains within its range of motion within the update tick
∆T .

• A is the linear centroidal momentum matrix [13] and
h = Avd is the linear momentum. H constrains the

centroidal momentum to such that the CoM remains
inside the support region.

• Jcoll = [JT
coll,1 . . .J

T
coll,k]

T and pcoll = [pT
coll,1 . . .p

T
coll,k]

T

are the stacked Jacobian matrices and velocity lim-
its used to resolve self-collisions. Simple geometric
primitives (spheres and capsules) are used for efficient
representation of the robot collision model. Each update
tick, the list of potential collisions, according to a pre-
determined threshold on minimum separation distance,
are evaluated and collected. For each potential collision,
we evaluate the pair of closest points and the collision
axis. We then express the geometric Jacobian at one
of the collision points and project it along the collision
axis. Finally, we evaluate the maximum relative velocity
along the collision axis that ensures collision is avoided
for the next tick.

• Cnom, CJ, and Cvd are positive diagonal weight matri-
ces.

For the kinematic objectives, each motion task is given by:

Jivd = pi,∀i ∈ [1;k] (22)

A motion objective pi is computed from a feedback controller
to track a reference. The reference can be a desired input for
tracking the user in VR, or ”zero” to minimize the controlled
quantity, e.g. angular momentum. Kinematics tasks can be:
• CoM of the robot, in which a desired CoM position in

world is specified. The Jacobian is the linear centroidal
momentum matrix A and the objective pi drives towards
the desired CoM position. The desired CoM is either a
predefined constant position with respect to the feet to
strengthen balance, or the desired user CoM to track.

• Spatial pose of a rigid body, in which a desired position
and orientation in world and corresponding frame fixed
to the rigid body are specified. A proportional feedback
law on the error transform is used to compute pi [14].
This type of task is used to track the user’s hand poses,
chest orientation, and pelvis height and orientation.

• Momentum of the robot, in which the desired momen-
tum is zero to minimize the resulting momentum. The
Jacobian is the centroidal momentum matrix. This task
is really useful to prioritize the use of the joints which
have a lesser impact on momentum.

Each iteration, the solution vd from the QP is integrated to
update the desired robot state q:

q← q+vd∆T (23)

D. Post-Processing

Finally, the output of the IK module is post-processed to
ensure continuity of the desireds as well as adding a few last
control knobs to allow tweaking the responsiveness versus
smoothness of the execution before sending the desireds to
the real-time controller.

1) Velocity Down-scaling: This first processing permits
to dampen the execution for a smoother execution by down-
scaling the desired velocity.



2) Estimating Joint Accelerations: A new set of position
qfb, velocity q̇fb, and acceleration q̈fb are estimated for each
1-DoF joint. We use a PD-control to compute the acceleration
required to track the IK module outputs qik and q̇ik:

q̈fb = kp(qik−qfb)+ kd(q̇ik− q̇fb) (24)

where kp and kd are user-defined gains. The acceleration
q̈fb is then integrated once to update the velocity q̇fb and a
second time to update the position qfb. A similar strategy is
used for the floating base using feedback controller in SE(3).
This processor allows to estimate the desired acceleration
required for each joint which is used in the controller to
improve tracking as well as to improve continuity over time.

3) Low-Pass Filtering: This processing provides another
control knob to adjust the smoothness of the IK outputs at
the cost of minor delays in execution.

4) Initial Blending: This manages the start of the stream
accounting for the initial discrepancy between the IK solution
and the actual robot configuration.

V. WHOLE-BODY CONTROLLER

The robot uses a momentum-based whole-body controller
that is framed as a quadratic program (QP) [15]. The con-
troller’s primary task is to track a desired rate of change
of momentum, but it can simultaneously track a set of
external motion objectives for the robot’s pelvis height, chest
orientation, end-effector poses and arm configurations. By
solving the QP, the controller produces a joint acceleration
vector and contact wrenches. These values are then used
to calculate the desired actuator torques through inverse
dynamics. For stepping we use the dynamic walking behavior
described in [15]. It is comprised of a state machine with
standing, transfer, and swing states. Each walking state has
associated motion tasks and active contacts that are used
to achieve balance. The controller is designed to execute a
sequence of footstep poses specified by the user. To model
balance dynamics, we employ the instantaneous capture point
(ICP) concept [16], which helps in generating foot pose,
pelvis height, and pelvis orientation trajectories that align
with the user’s desired foot placements while maintaining
stability.

During the transfer phase, an ICP trajectory is generated,
and the stance foot contact constraints are relaxed to allow
the heel to lift, facilitating a more natural walking motion.
The upper body remains stationary unless the user explicitly
commands upper body movements. This ensures that the
focus remains on achieving stable and controlled locomotion.

For a comprehensive understanding of the balance dynam-
ics and control strategies employed, additional details can be
found in [17].

VI. CYCLOIDAL ACTUATORS FOR HIGH-SPEED AND
IMPACT-RESILIENT OPERATIONS

A key component of our humanoid robot teleoperation
system is the implementation of advanced cycloidal actuators
[18, 19] (Fig. 3). This type of actuation is known for its high
efficiency and robustness [20, 21], and provide the necessary

Fig. 3. Nadia’s cycloidal actuators and internal gear mechanism.

RoM Speed [48V] Speed [72V] Peak Torque Continous

Unit degree rad/s rad/s N-m N-m

Shoulder J1 250° 4.2 6.3 158 41

Shoulder J2 180° 4.2 6.3 158 41

Shoulder J3 180° 5.6 8.4 79 23

Elbow 145° 5.6 8.4 79 23

Wrist J1 300° 8.8 13.2 19 7

Wrist J2 140° 8.8 13.2 19 7

Wrist J3 300° 8.8 13.2 19 7

Fig. 4. Performance specifications of cycloidal actuators in the robot’s
arms. The table details the range of motion (RoM), speed at 48V and 72V,
peak torque, and continuous torque for each joint in the arm [18, 19].

torque and speed required for dynamic and responsive robot
movements. Specifically, the cycloidal actuators in our design
support a payload of up to 10kg and deliver a torque output
up to 158 Nm (Fig. 4), ensuring the robot can perform a
wide range of tasks with precision and strength.

Cycloidal gears have a unique design where the load is
distributed across multiple contact points within the gear
mechanism. This distribution reduces the stress on individual
components, significantly enhancing the actuator’s ability
to withstand high-impact forces. Additionally, the smooth,
rolling motion of the cycloidal gears minimizes backlash
and increases durability [22], further contributing to their
resistance to shock and impact. Other advantages include
high torque capacity, and compact size compared to involute
gearboxes.

The integration of these actuators represents a significant
element for achieving high-speed, impact-resilient operations
in humanoid robotics.

VII. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

We conducted multiple teleoperation experiments with
our humanoid robot, Nadia. In one experiment, we tele-
operated Nadia to play ping pong with a human opponent
to demonstrate the synchronization capabilities of our ap-
proach (see Fig. 7 and accompanying video). Ping pong was
chosen to stress test the roundtrip latency of the proposed
framework, from the user perceiving the ball’s position to
adjusting the racket’s position and orientation. To test the
speed and transparency of our teleoperation system, we
conducted experiments involving punching motions (Fig. 8).
Punching is a fast, whole-body motion that requires precise
coordination. Additionally, the impact with the punching bag
places significant stress on the motors and challenges the
tracking of teleoperated references. Fig. 5 shows tracking
data for the robot left hand while the operator is throwing



Fig. 5. Comparison of VR input, desired, and current poses and velocity
for the left robot hand during repeated left punches in free motion.

Fig. 6. Comparison of VR input, desired, and current poses and velocity
for the left robot hand during a left hook punch impacting a punching bag.

is few straight punches without contact. It highlights that
while the robot operates through a large range of velocities,
we still have really good tracking performance. Note that the
arms in this experiment only has four degrees of actuation,
making it difficult to track all six degrees of freedom of the
hand. The delay from the time the Kinematics Streaming
Toolbox receives a new VR input, to the robot reaching the
pose corresponding to that input is about 70 milliseconds.
Fig. 6 shows the same tracking data but this time the
operator is throwing a left hook and the robot makes contact
with the punching bag. The instant of impact is especially
noticeable in the y-axis position and linear velocity at the
21.9-second mark. The bouncing impact causes the hand to
reverse motion rapidly, but tracking recovers in the following
second.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We presented an integrated solution for teleoperating a
humanoid robot using a minimal and calibration-free user
setup. Our framework utilizes filtering, estimation, and pre-
diction techniques to enable high-speed motion, ensuring
excellent transparency and synchronization between the user
and robot movements. The integration of cycloidal actuators
further enhances the robot’s impact resilience. Thanks to
these combined solutions, we have achieved, to the best of
our knowledge, the fastest teleoperation experiments ever
performed on a real humanoid robot.

A. Source Code and Media

The modules discussed in this paper can be accessed
on our GitHub repository at https://github.com/
ihmcrobotics. The accompanying video can be found
at https://youtu.be/F6dqCauGPEM.
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