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Variable-Impedance Muscle Coordination
under Slow-Rate Control Frequencies
and Limited Observation Conditions

Evaluated through Legged Locomotion

Hidaka Asai, Tomoyuki Noda, Member, IEEE and Jun Morimoto Member, IEEE

Abstract—Human motor control remains agile and robust
despite limited sensory information for feedback, a property
attributed to the body’s ability to perform morphological com-
putation through muscle coordination with variable impedance.
However, it remains unclear how such low-level mechanical
computation reduces the control requirements of the high-level
controller. In this study, we implement a hierarchical controller
consisting of a high-level neural network trained by reinforce-
ment learning and a low-level variable-impedance muscle coor-
dination model with mono- and biarticular muscles in monoped
locomotion task. We systematically restrict the high-level con-
troller by varying the control frequency and by introducing
biologically inspired observation conditions: delayed, partial, and
substituted observation. Under these conditions, we evaluate how
the low-level variable-impedance muscle coordination contributes
to learning process of high-level neural network. The results
show that variable-impedance muscle coordination enables stable
locomotion even under slow-rate control frequency and limited
observation conditions. These findings demonstrate that the
morphological computation of muscle coordination effectively
offloads high-frequency feedback of the high-level controller and
provide a design principle for the controller in motor control.

Index Terms—Embodied intelligence, muscle coordination,
biarticular muscle, locomotion, virtual trajectory hypothesis.

I. INTRODUCTION

Physiological motor control is remarkably agile and robust
despite delayed and partial observations [1]. One contributing
factor is that humans possess a mechanical controller realized
by coordinated muscles with variable impedance [2]. Coordi-
nated activations of mono- and biarticular muscles modulate
joint impedance and allow the system to cope with fast dy-
namics through the body’s own mechanical feedback, without
relying on high-bandwidth neural feedback [3]. Moreover,
musculoskeletal impedance is known to change dynamically
during movement [4]. In this way, the variable impedance of
muscle coordination enables the body to handle a portion of
the control effort mechanically, which is a representative form
of morphological computation [5].
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Fig. 1: Proposed bio-inspired hierarchical control architecture.
The high-level neural-network controller operates at a slow-
rate control frequency with limited observations, while the
low-level controller, implemented by variable-impedance mus-
cle coordination, generates torques through mechanical feed-
back. Morphological computation in the low-level controller
simplifies the control requirement of the high-level controller.

From this perspective, human motor control can be under-
stood as a hierarchical control system composed of brain and
nervous system as high-level controller and muscle coordina-
tion as low-level controller. The low-level controller provides
mechanical feedback through body structures, including mor-
phological computation through the musculoskeletal system,
which is often referred to as embodied intelligence [6] or
physical intelligence [7]. Musculoskeletal robots driven by
pneumatic artificial muscles have demonstrated that mimicking
human muscle arrangements and coordination patterns enables
stable motion generation without sophisticated feedback con-
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Fig. 2: Comparison of controller architectures: (a) Fixed impedance (FI): joint gains are fixed and do not change during
learning. (b) Monoarticular variable impedance (MO): each joint stiffness is varied at every time step. (c) Variable impedance
muscle coordination (MC): in addition to joint-wise gains, biarticular impedance spanning two joints is varied.

trol [8]-[10], supporting the view that muscle coordination
contributes to embodied intelligence. In complex systems
where high-level feedback is limited, ordered dynamics can
emerge through interaction between a well-designed low-level
controller and environment. This process is referred to as “self-
organization” [11], indicating that part of the computation
required for stable motor control is handled by the low-level
body mechanics itself rather than solely by high-level feed-
back. This low-level information processing by morphology
is termed morphological computation [5].

When the morphology of the low-level controller changes,
the information-processing demands on the high-level con-
troller also change [12]. In this sense, morphology determines
sensor—motor coordination [11] and the requirements imposed
on the high-level controller [13]. Thus, when a well-designed
morphology functions as a low-level controller, morphological
computation can simplify the requirements of the high-level
controller.

The ability of muscles and muscle coordination to perform
morphological computation has been analyzed quantitatively
in terms of mechanically processed information in [14]. In
this context, Neural networks have been employed as high-
level controllers [15]. Furthermore, incorporating variable
impedance into the low-level controller has been shown to
improve robustness in contact-rich tasks such as hopping and
wiping [16]-[18]. However, in conventional studies, it remains
unclear how such low-level morphological computation deter-
mines the requirements of high-level controller and contributes
to the design of the high-level controller. It is unclear under
what conditions variable impedance is advantageous and under
what conditions it is disadvantageous. Especially with variable
impedance, the increased dimensionality of the action should
create some conditions that slow down the learning of neural
networks. This reason makes it difficult to apply the morpho-
logical computation to engineering use.

In this study, we aim to clarify how variable-impedance
muscle coordination at the low-level controller contributes to
the design requirements imposed on the high-level controller.
Based on [11], we implement a bio-inspired hierarchical
controller illustrated in Fig. 1. As the target task, monoped
and biped locomotion, mainly monoped locomotion, in the
sagittal-plane is considered. The low-level controller is mod-

eled as muscle coordination including biarticular muscles with
variable impedance and each muscle pair is modeled as a
combination of a variable stiffness and a variable damper.
The high-level controller is modeled as neural network trained
via reinforcement learning with the low-level controller. We
deliberately constrained the ability of the high-level controller
by imposing a slow-rate control frequency and limited obser-
vation conditions, delayed (representing transmission delay),
partial (lack of angular velocity information), and substituted
(lack of actual joint angle information, replaced by an effer-
ence copy) observations. Under these conditions, we compare
low-level muscle-coordination controller with other controllers
to assess how the morphological computation changes the
performance demands on the high-level controller.

The contributions of this paper are summarized as follows:

o Variable impedance in the low-level controller
enables stable legged locomotion even at a slow-
rate control frequency (3 Hz)

o Variable-impedance muscle coordination allows
locomotion under the limited sensory feedback
conditions.

e Variable-impedance = muscle  coordination
achieves monoped locomotion using only
efference copy instead of actual leg angle.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. Section
II reviews related works about the morphological computation
of variable-impedance muscle coordination. Section III formu-
lates the variable-impedance muscle coordination controller
and observation conditions in detail. The simulation results
comparisons with the other controllers are presented in Section
IV, and their implications are discussed in Section VI. Finally,
Section VII summarizes the paper.

II. RELATED WORKS

A. Muscle coordination

Human motion control involves a large number of de-
grees of freedom, and accurately describing body dynamics
requires a high-dimensional representation, which poses a
major challenge for control [19]. There are also delays in
neural feedback from observed states [20]. Consequently,
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designing inputs instantaneously from all states at a fast-
rate control frequency is unrealistic. One mechanism to cope
with these limitations is muscle coordination, which performs
morphological computation to stabilize motion. In motion gen-
eration as well, muscle coordination is argued to contribute to
morphological computation [5]. In robotics, mimicking human
muscle arrangements and activation patterns enables robust
walking and running without precise feedback control [8]—
[10]. In particular, muscle coordination including biarticular
muscles can control ground reaction force direction [21], [22]
and improve dynamical stability in running [23], These studies
support the interpretation that muscle coordination performs
morphological computation in the system dynamics.

B. Morphological computation

Classic examples of embodied intelligence include pas-
sive dynamic walking [24] and the spring-loaded inverted
pendulum (SLIP) model [25], which generate self-organized
and self-stable motion without high-level feedback control.
These works indicate that a well-designed morphology can
make an explicit high-level controller less necessary. Such
low-level information processing by body structure is termed
morphological computation, and morphology is known to
shape sensor—motor relation and influence high-level con-
trol requirements [11]-[13]. However, how the morphological
computation of muscle coordination changes the performance
required of the high-level controller has not been clearly
analyzed.

C. Variable impedance and reinforcement learning

Variable impedance, as observed in human muscle coordi-
nation, is considered crucial for robots operating in contact-
rich tasks [26]. Approaches that combine a variable-impedance
low-level controller with a reinforcement-learned high-level
neural network have demonstrated higher robustness than
fixed-impedance baselines in contact-rich tasks, such as hop-
ping and wiping [16]-[18]. However, these studies primar-
ily focus on task performance, and do not systematically
analyze how variable impedance modifies the performance
requirements of the high-level controller. Even though vari-
able impedance has benefits in morphological computation, it
causes an increase in dimensionality of the neural network
search parameter space due to the addition of action dimen-
sions, and there should be a trade-off between these advantages
and disadvantages. To apply the morphological computation to
engineering use, this trade-off must be clarified.

Building on these lines of work, this study integrates muscle
coordination, variable impedance, and reinforcement learning
to examine how the morphological computation provided by
variable-impedance muscle coordination changes the sensor-
motor relation and simplifies the requirements of a high-level
neural-network controller. We systematically restrict the high-
level controller in terms of control bandwidth (slow-rate con-
trol frequency) and limited observation conditions, and com-
pare how far the lower-level morphological computation com-
pensates for these constraints. To this end, we compare three
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Fig. 3: Monoped locomotion model. The model consists of a
torso, thigh, shank, and foot.

(a) Muscle setting

(b) Coordinate setting

Fig. 4: Biped locomotion model. The model consists of a torso,
two thighs, and two shanks with no foot.

types of lower controllers (Fig. 2): (a) Fixed impedance con-
troller (FI), (b) variable-impedance monoarticular-muslce con-
troller (MO), and (c) variable-impedance muscle-coordination
controller with biarticular muscle (MC). This comparison
reveals the impact of the morphological computation of the
mucle coordination on the performance requirements of the
high-level controller.

III. MODEL

In this study, we focus on the monoped and biped loco-
motion task, mainly monoped locomotion, as a benchmark to
evaluate the effects of variable-impedance muscle coordina-
tion on hierarchical control performance in dynamic motion
control.

A. Muscle coordination as low-level controller

Muscle coordination of a sagittally constrained human being
is modeled by monoarticular and biarticular muscles. The
muscles of the monoped locomotion model is shown in Fig. 3a
and that of the biped lcoomotion model is shown in Fig. 4a.
Monoarticular muscles actuate one joint, while a biarticular
muscle actuates two joints, represented by red and green in
the figures. The torque, generated by the muscles around joint
is described as

r=-K(0-6.,)— D6. 1)
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T, 6 and 6., are the vector of joint torques, joint angles and
equilibrium joint angles. K and D are the stiffness matrix and
the damping matrix, designed by the muscle coordination. A
pair of muscles is represented by a single linear torsion stiff-
ness and a single torsion damping coefficient. K and D are
expressed as the addition of monoarticular muscle component
Kiranr, Daranr and biarticular muscle component K g 47,
Dpan as

K =Kyam+Kpau )
D = Dyapm + Dpam, 3)

where MAM and BAM stand for Mono-Articular Muscle and
Bi-Articular Muscle, respectively.

In the monoped locomotion task, as shown Fig. 3b, the leg
consists of a thigh, a shank, and a foot and the model has a
hip joint, a knee joint, and an ankle jfoint, accordingly. T, 6
and 6., are defined as T = [1y, 72, 73], 0 = [01, 02, 93]T and
Ocq = [0cqr, Oeqs 98q3]T with the indexes 1, 2 and 3 meaning
the variables about hip, knee and ankle joint, respectively.
Koyran, Daray are defined as

[k 0 0 ]

Kyav=| 0 ko O “)
00 ks |
[ di 0 0 i

Dyay=10 dy 0 |. (5)
0 0 ds |

Assuming that the lever arm of the biarticular muscle is the
same at each joint, Kp4yr, and Dp 4y are defined as

k12 k12 0
Kpan = | k12 k1o + ko3 kas (6)
0 ka3 kos |
di2 di2 0
Dpay = | dizg dig+dag dag | . (7
0 das3 das |

k and d express the stiffness coefficient and damping coef-
ficient of each muscle pair. Primates, including humans, do
not have anterior lower biarticular muscle, but that is not
considered in this study.

In the biped locomotion task, as shown Fig. 4b, the model
does not have feet and ankle joints, to ensure uniformity in
ways of walking through the results of the learning. In this
simulation setting, the model has two hip joints and two knee
joints. 7, 6 and 6., are defined as T = [T{,Té,T{,TﬂT,

0 = [04,05,07,05)" and Oy = [Geqr',Ougo b 00"

Similar to monoped locomotion model, Ky;anr, Daran,

4
Kpay and Dpaps are described as
(kL0 0 0]
B 0 ké 0 O
Kyam = 0 0 K 0 (8)
| 0 0 0 k5 |
[d 0 0 0]
0 d, 0 0
Dysan = 0 02 T 9
L 0 0 0 dj |
[ kiu kéz 0 0
_ | k2 ki O 0
Kpam = 0 0 K, K, (10)
| 0 0 Kkiy kiy |
[ d;lz dilz 0 0
_ | dip dip O 0
DBA]W - O O d71“2 d’i‘g (11)
. 0 0 diy diy |

Index [ and r mean the variables about the left leg and the
right leg, respectively.

For both locomotion model, once the stiffness value of one
muscle pair k is determined, the corresponding damping value
d is automatically determined by the stiffness value as

d= \ Ckd * k, (12)
where cq is a constant coefficient, and
D =Dpyam(Kyam) + Dpavi(Kpan).  (13)

B. Observation conditions

In monoped locomotion task, five observation conditions
are prepared to investigate the effect of muscle coordination
on observation requirements of high-level controller.

1) Nominal observation: The nominal observation condi-
tion is set as the same with Hopper-v4 environment in Open-Al
Gym [27] as

oy = [27¢b,91,92,9375€72,¢.>b,9.1,9.2,9.3 eRrRM. (19

As shown in Fig. 3b, z is the horizontal position of the center
of torso mass, z is the vertical position of the center of torso
mass, and ¢y, is the tilt of a torso. Dots mean the time derivative
of each state. This condition consists of each position and each
velocity, except z. In continuous systems, this state represents
the precise description of the equations of motion for the
hopper as a 4-link system.

2) Delayed observation: The delayed observation condition
consists of the observed state and the action from one time step
before:

t—1 t—1 pt—1 pt—1 pt—1 t—1 .t—1
Ot:[z 7¢b 591 592 793 y L y %

t—1 pt—1 pt—1 pt—1 t—1 11+d,
G0 gL 6l }ER .

)

5)

This condition represents the transmission delay commonly
observed in biological systems, where immediate sensory
feedback is not fully available. Along with the previous state,
the previous action a’~! € A C R, normalized input to
each low-level controller is also included, emulating the role
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of an efference copy. To generate appropriate feedback, the
high-level neural network must implicitly infer the current
state from the previous state and motor command memory.
This condition allows us to evaluate whether the low-level
mechanical controller’s morphological computation produces
dynamics that are easier to infer and more robust against feed-
back delay, from the perspective of high-level controller. The
delay duration T4, corresponds to one control time step of
the high-lelvel controller, and is designed as Tgeqy = 1 /v. by
using the control frequency v.. Therefore, the delay becomes
shorter at a fast-rate control frequency and longer at a slow-
rate control frequency.

3) Partial observation: The partial observation condition is
expressed as

or = [z, ¢p,01,02,03,3, %] € R, (16)

without the information of each angular velocity. In this state
representation, the high-level controller cannot observe angular
velocity information, then the higher-level neural networks
cannot perform feedback control corresponding to angular ve-
locity, fast dynamics. Therefore, only the low-level mechanical
controller must handle fast dynamics with its morphological
computation ability.

4) Delayed partial observation: Delayed partial observa-
tion is expressed as

t—1 t—1 pt—1 pt—1 pt—1
Ot:[z 7¢b 791 792 793 )

a',:t—l7 215—17 at—l] c R7+da, (17)

which is (15) minus joint angular velocities one step before.
This observation condition is the combination of the delayed
and partial observation conditions. It can be measured whether
the low-level controller can generate low-level dynamics that
are easier to compensate the observation delays for the high-
level controller in the situation that the fast dynamics is
unobservable.

5) Substituted observation: The Substituted observation is
defined as

Oy = [Za¢b7a2717j72:| € R77 (18)
t—1

a contains the normalized equilibrium angles command
and, optionally, the normalized stiffness command. Among
them, a§71 denotes the part of a’~! corresponding to the
equilibrium angles as Oy = [feqi, Oeq2, Oeqs]” . In this ob-
servation condition, the current joint angles 6 is not directly
observed. The equilibrium angles commanded one time step
before are used as substitutes as efference copy instead of
0. In fact, humans are unable to sense precise joint angles
directly. Instead, they estimate body posture and movement by
integrating somatosensory feedback with internal predictions
generated from motor commands via the efference copy. This
observation condition mimics that mechanism. Afferent feed-
back from the leg is unavailable, and only the efference copy
of the previous equilibrium command is available. This design
is conceptually related to the equilibrium point hypothesis
[28], in which voluntary motion is generated by shifting the
equilibrium positions of the limbs.

Under this condition, we can evaluate whether the mechan-
ical low-level controller enables the physical leg to follow the

equilibrium trajectories produced by the high-level network,
and consequently, whether the actual joint-angle sensing can
be omitted for achieving task. Because the locomotion task
involves strong ground contacts, the task requires producing
ground reaction forces in appropriate directions and magni-
tude. Therefore, this condition is expected to highlight the
advantage of human-like muscle coordination, which naturally
couples stiffness and force direction as described in Section
II-A.

In biped locomotion task, only two observation conditions,
the nominal observation and the substituted observation, are
prepared. This is because, biped locomotion with sagittal con-
straints is too stable to see the difference between results under
various observational conditions unlike monoed locomotion.
The nominal observation is expressed as

_ [ ! r ar
Oy = [Z,¢b,91,92, 1:Y2

5, . 01,64, 07,05] € RY, (19)
and the Substituted observation is expressed as
Oy = [Zagbbvag_laj:v’é] € Rgv (20)

where al!

60!, 6"

eqls Veq2>

represents the normalized 6.,
La1>0042]" as a part of the action

IV. EXPERIMENT

In this study, we prepare target velocity tracking task at
1m/s for monoped and biped locomotion task. The learning
processes of high-level neural-network controllers for each
low-level controller are evaluated.

A. Low-level controller and model settings

In the task, three low-level controllers are compared, fixed
impedance (FI), variable-impedance monoarticular muscle
(MO), and Variable-impedance muscle-coordination (MC) as
shown in Fig.2. The outputs of the neural networks are
normalized and converted into physically meaningful inputs
through linear transformations. The input to FI provided by
the high-level network is 6¢q, the input to MO is composed
of Kpran and Beq, and the input to MC is composed of
Kyav, Kpam, and O.q. The maximum value of each
variable stiffness is designed as 1500 Nm/rad. This value
represents the stiffness required for the knee when running
at 5m/s [29] and is reasonable as an upper bound in legged
locomotion at 1m/s. The stiffness of FI controller was set to
various values ranging from 100 Nm/rad to 1800 Nm/rad.
The range of each angle of 6., is shown in Table. I. ciq is
set as ¢xq = 0.02Nms/rad in (12).

TABLE I: Range of joint angle [rad]

| eeql | 08(]2 | GeqS
max | 2m/3 0 /3
min | —7/3 | =177/18 | —7/3

In the simulation, joint constraints are not configured to
prevent the agent from utilizing soft contact constraints of
Mujoco [30] for locomotion. For joint actuation setting, any
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models, as friction and armuture are not implemented rather
than the stiffness matrix and damping matrix coming from
each controller settings. As shown in Fig.1, the ground surface
in the physical simulation is uneven. The height of the ground
is randomly determined every 0.02 m in the forward direction,
following a uniform distribution U (0, 0.03).

B. Reward Design

For the monoped locomotion task, the immediate reward for
one time step consists of four reward functions, as

T = Thity + Tfor + Tetrl + Tknee- (21)

In addition to 7pty, 7for and rey used in Hopper-v4 envi-
ronment in Open-Al Gym, Tipee 1s designed.

Thity 1S the reward given when an agent does not fall down
in the time step and designed as

/12 < ¢p < /6
1 and

0.9m < z < 2.1m
0 otherwise

Thity = (22)

If rpiy = 0, the episode is terminated at the time step. 7o,
is the reward given depending on the velocity of the center of
torso mass as

x T < Tq
Tfor = . LT 23
for {2xd—:17 T > g (23)
Zq is the target velocity and is set as &g = lm/s. re is
the regularization term for torque averaged by the number of
control duration steps N, and

Nste —1
_ 1 p
Perrp = —2 x 1076 § 7 (tsim )2 (24)
step -
7=0

From v. and the simulation frequency vy = 600Hz, N
means the total number of simulation steps included in one
control step and is determined as Ngiep = Vs /Ve. Lsim,j (j e
[0, Ngtep — 1]) is number of, j-th simulation step included in
one control step. Similarly, rxnee is designed as

1 Nstep_l
Tknee = —-0.1- N fknee(tsim,j) (25)
step .
7=0
_ 1 6,>0
Fimee(bsim.j) = { 0 otherwise (26)

for preventing back knee locomotion.

For the biped locomotion task, two an additional reward
function, 7¢r0ss and 4.4 is given. To facilitate alternating leg
forward gait, 7c0ss 1S giVen. rep0ss OUtputs the positive value,
when the front-back relationship of the left and right legs is
interchanged from one step before. It is expressed as

, ) 2x 1072 .1,
Cross — 0

Even if the control frequency is changed, the balance of each
reward function should be the same. Then, 7,55 is depending

if take a step

otherwise 27

on v.. To prevent diversity of gait, non touching ground
penalty is desined as

1 Nstep_l
Tgrd = -0.5- Z fgrd(tsim,j) (28)
Nstep =0
-y _ J 1 both leg in flight phase
Joraltsim.;) = { 0 otherwise (29)
The total reward for the biped locomotion is
T = Thity + Tfor + (Tlctrl + T;&rl) + Teross + Tgrd- (30)

retr 18 given for left leg and right leg, respectively.

C. Learning algorithm

For the learning algorithm of neural networks, Soft Ac-
tor Critic (SAC) was chosen [31] implemented in stable-
baselines 3 library [32], as the standard algorithm in the
reinforcement learning region. SAC pools training data in
replay buffer as shape, {0, at, 0114, 7¢}. In this paper, to get
symmetry gait for biped locomotion, the mirrored training date
{oprirrer ginirror gmirror ) was also pooled, in which the
left and right leg were being swapped in observation and action
data.

In this study, learning trials are conducted by varying the
control frequency, and the discount rate v depends on the
control frequency. By using one control time step At and a
time coefficient T’,, -y were rescaled based on v, [33] as

y=1-——. 3D
T
By substituting At =
expressed as

1/v. to (31), the discount rate is

1
y=1—¢, - —

(&

(32)

to get the same discount after the same amount of time has
passed for each v.. ¢, = 1/7 is a coefficient for the discount
rate and ¢, = 0.5 was chosen from preliminary experiments.

For each method, training was performed five times under
each control frequency condition and each observation con-
dition. The control frequencies were set to 20, 10, 5, and 3
Hz for the monoped locomotion task, and 10, 5, and 3 Hz for
the biped locomotion task. Additionally, the maximum trial
duration was set to 20 seconds, and (22) was used as the
termination condition for falls.

V. RESULTS
A. Monoped locomotion task

Fig. 5 and 6 show the learning curves in monoped loco-
motion task for nominal and the other limited observation,
respectively. Each curve represents the mean of five indepen-
dent training trials at each step. For visibility, the standard
deviation is omitted in this study. The black solid line indicates
the theoretical upper bound, corresponding to perfect tracking
of the target forward velocity at every timestep. For selected
conditions, the success rates and return scores are summarized
in Tables II and III. Each controller was evaluated with 100 test
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Fig. 5: Learning curve of monoped locomotion task under
nominal observation condition. The slower the control fre-
quency is, the more apparent the advantage of MC and MO
becomes.

episodes for each of the five trained policies, and the averages
were computed. The return scores were normalized by the
upper bound corresponding to each control frequency, so that
the maximum possible value is 1. A trial was regarded as
successful if the agent maintained a stable gait for 20 seconds
without falling, as defined in (22).

Fig. 7 shows examples of the & tracking &4 = lm/s
on a flat floor for selected conditions and controllers. Dots
indicate a fall, which triggers the termination condition defined
in (22). Because the environment is flat and all policies
are deterministic, the results in Fig. 7 are reproducible and
consistent across runs.

Under nominal observation condition (Fig. 5), the FI con-
trollers (FI 200, FI 300) learned faster than MO and MC at
20 Hz and 10 Hz. However, this tendency reversed at slow-
rate control frequencies. At 5 Hz and 3 Hz, the morphological
computation effect became evident, and both MC and MO
achieved locomotion while FI controllers failed to learn stable
gaits. As shown in Tables II and III, the performance gap
among controllers is small at 10 Hz and 5 Hz, but at 3 Hz, MC
and MO outperform FI significantly. Figs. 7a and 7b illustrate
the forward velocity © on level ground at 5 Hz and 3 Hz,
respectively. All policies succeed at 5 Hz, but only MC and
MO maintain locomotion at 3 Hz, while FI controllers were

likely to fall down shortly after starting. Nevertheless, the
performance difference between MC and MO remains minor
under the nominal observation.

In delayed observation condition (Fig. 6, first column), at
20 Hz and 10 Hz, some FI controllers still learned faster,
similar to the nominal condition. This is because a one-step
delay corresponds to a short physical time at high control
frequencies. However, at 5 Hz, where the delay becomes
significant, learning stagnates for all FI controllers except
FI 200, while MC and MO still achieve locomotion. The
results in Tables II and III confirm a clear advantage of MC
and MO under delayed observations.

In partial observation condition (Fig. 6, second column),
learning curves at 20 Hz and 10 Hz indicate that fast-rate
control frequency does not necessarily make the task easier.
This trend also holds true when angular velocity cannot be
observed, and similarly under delayed partial as well as sub-
stituted observations. At 5 Hz and 3 Hz, MC and secondarily
MO show clearer advantages, while the all FI controllers failed
to learn locomotion, as also supported by Tables II and III.
The difference in learning efficiency is observed between MC
and MO, suggesting that biarticular coupling provides some
benefit under partial observation.

Under delayed partial observation condition (Fig. 6, third
column) , at 10 Hz, some FI controllers perform slightly better
than in the partial condition due to including the previous
action as part of the observation vector, observation condition
but at 5 Hz, learning again fails. Meanwhile, MC was achieved
locomotion, just like under the other observation conditions, as
shown in Tables II and III. The performance gap between MC
and MO becomes more apparent than in delayed observation
or partial observation.

Finally, under substituted observation condition (Fig. 6,
fourth column), both MC and MO failed to learn at 20 Hz
and 10 Hz, and none of the FI controllers achieved stable
locomotion either. At slow-rate control frequencies (5 Hz and
3 Hz), however, MC were more likely to achieve locomotion
than MO and FI, as confirmed in Table II, Table III, and
Fig. 7c.

These results indicate that the morphological computation
inherent in the variable-impedance muscle coordination allows
the system to compensate with limited observation at slow-rate
control frequency in monoped locomotion task.

TABLE II: Success rate (%) in monoped locomotion task

FI

MC MO 200 300 600 900
10Hz Nominal 96.0 | 984 | 99.8 99.8 100 100
5Hz Nominal 974 | 99.2 | 59.8 99.6 | 92.3 82.0
5Hz Delayed 924 | 74.8 396 | 2.8 0.0 0.4
5Hz Partial 958 | 91.8 0.0 0.0 8.8 0.2
5Hz Delayed 84.6 | 324 | 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
+ Partial
5Hz Substituted 95.8 | 23.0 16.0 | 0.0 0.0 0.0
3Hz Nominal 922 | 96.6 | 0.0 0.0 8.4 6.6
3Hz Substituted 75.2 11.6 | 0.0 0.0 8.4 6.6

B. Biped locomotion task

Fig.8 shows the learning results of the biped locomotion
task under each experimental condition. The black solid line
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Fig. 6: Learning curve of monoped locomotion task under limited observation conditions.

TABLE III: Averaged return in monoped locomotion task. The
each value is normalized by the upper bound.

FI
MC MO 200 300 600 900
10Hz Nominal 0.912 0.943 0.952 0.949 0.936 0.914
$0.181 +0.101 +0.041 +0.041 +0.004 | +0.006
5Hz Nominal 0.914 0.924 0.519 0.891 0.856 0.782
+0.133 $0.081 +0.414 | £0.019 | +£0.162 | +0.220
5Hz Delayed 0.818 0.754 0.585 0.247 0.154 0.172
+0.149 | +0.226 | +0.280 | +£0.172 | £0.080 | =+0.140
5Hz Partial 0.886 0.846 0.072 0.120 0.273 0.203
+0.150 | +£0.125 +0.024 | +0.075 +0.255 +0.147
5Hz Delayed 0.768 0.505 0.074 0.081 0.090 0.080
+ Partial +0.174 | £0.278 $0.021 +0.020 | £0.043 +0.027
5Hz Substituted | 0.832 0.429 0.341 0.081 0.087 0.098
+0.105 +0.304 | £0.280 | +0.031 +0.044 | +£0.052
3Hz Nominal 0.884 0.862 0.073 0.117 0.297 0.312
+0.092 | £0.082 | £0.047 | +0.107 +0.262 | +0.240
3Hz Substituted | 0.724 0.362 0.049 0.050 0.075 0.118
+0.197 | +0.244 | +0.022 | +0.023 +0.031 +0.053

represents the reference bound corresponding to perfect track-
ing of the target velocity at each timestep. Note that this is not
a strict upper bound due to the inclusion of the 7.5 term in
the reward function.

Under the nominal observation condition (Fig. 8, first col-
umn), in contrast to the monoped locomotion results, stable
learning was achieved not only with the MC and MO con-
trollers but also with appropriately tuned FI controllers even at
3 Hz. This is attributed to the inherent stability and redundancy
of the biped locomotion task, which makes it easier to achieve

compared to the monoped case. However, when compared
across control frequencies (10 Hz and 5 Hz), the MC and
MO controllers converged faster and achieved higher return
values. Overall, these results resemble those of the monoped
locomotion task under the nominal observation condition from
20 Hz up to 5 Hz (Fig. 5). For the main successful controllers,
a stable alternating gait pattern, where both legs take turns
stepping forward, was observed.

Under the substituted observation condition (Fig. 8, second
column), the advantages of MC and MO become apparent at
5 Hz and 3 Hz. However, under this condition, the learned
gaits varied considerably even within the same controller
settings. The agents often developed asymmetric, cross-free
gaits, moving their legs in a fore—aft manner similar to the
front and hind limbs in quadrupedal locomotion as well as
symmetric alternating walking gaits. As a result, the learning
curves exhibited greater variability across trials.

Although less evident than in the monoped task, the biped
results still indicate that variable-impedance muscle coordi-
nation supports locomotion under slow-rate control frequency
and limited-observation condition.
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Fig. 7: Horizontal velocity trajectories = while following the
target velocity £4 = 1 m/s in the monoped locomotion task.
Each dot means the falling down and the end of the trial. (a)
Almost all agents were converging to steady locomotion. (b)
All policies of MC and MO achieved tasks, many policies of
FI 200 fell down. (c) More MC policies achieved tasks than
MO and FI 200.

VI. DISCUSSION
A. Morphological computation by muscle coordination

We conduct our analysis on monoped locomotion. In the
MC controller, the high-level neural network must output not
only the equilibrium joint angles but also the variable stiffness
values for each muscle-coordination element. This requirement
increases both the number of parameters and the dimension-
ality of the search space, potentially making the learning
process more complex and slower. Thus, although low-level
morphological computation can facilitate stable control, there
may be a trade-off between its benefits and the increased
learning cost introduced by the higher-dimensional parameter
search.

Indeed, as shown in Fig. 5, under the nominal observation
condition, some FI controllers converged faster than MC and
MO at fast-rate control frequencies (20 Hz and 10 Hz). In
contrast, MC and MO clearly outperformed FI at slow-rate
control frequencies (5 Hz and 3 Hz). These results suggest that
while the advantages of morphological computation in muscle
coordination are less pronounced at high control frequencies,
they become evident under slow-rate control conditions, where
the feedback capability of the high-level controller is more
limited.

In addition, as shown in Fig. 6, the results obtained under
other limited-observation conditions at slow-rate control fre-
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Fig. 8: Learning curve of monoped locomotion task under
nominal and substituted observation conditions.

quencies indicate that the morphological computation provided
by muscle coordination effectively reshapes the sensor—-motor
mapping from the perspective of the high-level controller.
Specifically, (a) delays became easier for the high-level
controller to infer and compensate for, (b) fast dynamics rep-
resented by angular velocities no longer needed to be directly
observed, and (c) actual joint angles could be replaced by equi-
librium angles as an efference copy. These characteristics align
with fundamental properties observed in human and biological
motor control, suggesting that such capabilities are inherently
embedded within the muscle-coordination mechanism. The
implication of aspect (c) is further elaborated in Sec. VI-B.

B. Self-organization and muscle coordination

This section examines the self-organization that becomes
particularly evident in the MC controller under the substituted-
observation condition in the monoped locomotion task.
Compared with the nominal condition, where the full 11-
dimensional external state is observable, only 4 dimensions
were available in this constrained setting. Despite this signifi-
cant reduction, the MC controller achieved stable locomotion,
suggesting that the effective dimensionality required for con-
trol was reduced through self-organization within the low-level
dynamics, including the MC controller itself. More concretely,
a self-organized relationship emerged between the actual joint
angles 0 and the equilibrium angles 6.,.

Fig. 9 presents the time series of leg angles and stiffness
inputs during the monoped locomotion task at 5 Hz under the
substituted observation condition with the MC controller. As
shown, @ closely tracks feq, and although their difference is
not zero at every control step, it exhibits a clear convergent
pattern. This suggests that the neural network effectively used
the previous equilibrium-angle action af*~! as a surrogate for
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the actual joint angles 67, indicating that a convergent dynami-
cal relationship between 0* and Oétq’l emerged spontaneously.
Such self-organized dynamics were particularly pronounced
in the MC controller, which incorporates variable biarticular
impedance.

This result suggests that the system generated motion con-
sistent with the virtual trajectory hypothesis, as the actual
joint angles @ closely followed the equilibrium trajectory
Oeq [28]. At the same time, because not only feq but also
the stiffness K varied over time, as shown in Fig. 9, the
system can also be interpreted as implicitly solving an inverse-
dynamics problem. Specifically, it produced appropriate joint
torques 7 through an internal model [34] instantiated by the
variable-impedance muscle coordination. Taken together, these
findings provide empirical evidence that impedance control
(equilibrium-point control) and internal-model-based control
can coexist and mutually complement one another within a
unified motor-control framework [35], [36].

C. Difference of locomotion style

Fig. 10 shows representative snapshots of monoped locomo-
tion under the nominal observation condition at 5 Hz for the
MC, MO, and FI300 controllers. Likewise, Fig. 11 presents
snapshots of biped locomotion under the nominal observation
condition at 3 Hz for the MC, MO, and FI200 controllers. The
gray shaded regions denote the control periods, during which
each controller holds its action output constant.

As the controller type progresses from FI to MO to MC,
the knee posture becomes increasingly extended, resulting in a
straighter-legged gait in both monoped and biped locomotion.
This tendency is particularly pronounced in the biped case.
Such gait characteristics were consistently observed under
slow-rate control frequency. Given the structure of the reward
function in (21), a straighter-legged gait is advantageous be-
cause it reduces the required joint torques, thereby improving
the r.i;1 term. However, excessive knee extension is discour-
aged by the rinee penalty, which prevents hyperextension.

This implies that excessive knee extension should be
avoided when it compromises stable control. Therefore, the
incorporation of biarticular muscles and variable impedance
in the MC controller likely contributes to the emergence
of dynamically human-like locomotion patterns that balance
torque efficiency with postural stability.

VII. CONCLUSION

This study demonstrated that the morphological compu-
tation inherent in muscle coordination reduces the control
requirements of the high-level controller in dynamic motion
tasks. A hierarchical controller was implemented, consisting
of a high-level neural network and a low-level variable-
impedance muscle coordination, and its learning performance
was evaluated across various conditions in legged locomotion,
mainly monoped locomotion task. The results showed that
even under slow-rate control and biologically inspired observa-
tion constraints (such as delayed, partial, or substituted obser-
vations), the variable-impedance muscle coordination achieved
stable locomotion, revealing clear evidence of morphological
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Fig. 9: Time series of leg angles and stiffness inputs in
the monoped locomotion task at 3 Hz under the substituted-
observation condition with the MC controller. Each leg angle
converges toward its corresponding equilibrium angle, demon-
strating that the controller can effectively utilize equilibrium
angles in place of actual joint-angle observations for stable
locomotion.

computation. This indicates that muscle coordination effec-
tively offloads feedback control, reduces the bandwidth, and
observability required at the high level controller.

These findings provide new insights into bio-inspired hi-
erarchical control frameworks, where low-level embodied in-
telligence can be efficiently utilized to simplify high-level
control. They highlight the importance of distinguishing the
functional roles between high-level and low-level controllers,
for example in terms of control frequency and observation
dependency, to fully exploit the morphological computation
capabilities. This perspective offers design implications for
both the mechanical structure of low-level controllers and the
algorithmic architecture of high-level controllers.
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