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Abstract— Current upper limb prostheses aim to enhance
user independence in daily activities by incorporating basic
motor functions. However, they fall short of replicating the
natural movement and interaction capabilities of the human
arm. In contrast, human limbs leverage intrinsic compliance
and actively modulate joint stiffness, enabling adaptive re-
sponses to varying tasks, impact absorption, and efficient energy
transfer during dynamic actions. Inspired by this adaptability,
we developed a transhumeral prosthesis with Variable Stiffness
Actuators (VSAs) to replicate the controllable compliance found
in biological joints. The proposed prosthesis features a modular
design, allowing customization for different residual limb shapes
and accommodating a range of independent control signals
derived from users’ biological cues. Integrated elastic elements
passively support more natural movements, facilitate safe in-
teractions with the environment, and adapt to diverse task
requirements. This paper presents a comprehensive overview
of the platform and its functionalities, highlighting its potential
applications in the field of prosthetics.

I. INTRODUCTION

Limb loss brings profound challenges to individuals,
affecting not only their motor capabilities but also their
emotional well-being and social lives. Prosthetic devices
help bridge this gap by restoring the natural appearance of
the human body and some functional capabilities of human
limbs. However, current prostheses fall short of replicating
the complex functionality of natural limbs, focusing mainly
on enabling users to achieve a basic level of self-sufficiency
with essential motor functions.

Myoelectric upper-limb prostheses represent the current
frontier in human-like limb restoration and natural motor
control. However, robotic prostheses often rely on rigid
joints, which lack the fluid, adaptive behavior that human
limbs exhibit in motion and interaction with the environment.
Humans voluntarily adjust the impedance of their limbs
by coactivating antagonistic muscles. This adaptive strategy
provides flexible and responsive limb behavior: a compliant
approach reduces applied force during constrained tasks and
allows safe exploration in unfamiliar environments, while
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(a) (b)
Fig. 1. Two configurations of the V-Soft Pro transhumeral prosthesis,
customized to meet diverse user needs. Panel (a) illustrates a V-Soft Pro
configuration designed to achieve a human-like weight distribution for
proximal transhumeral amputations. Panel (b) shows a version of the V-
Soft Pro platform adapted for users with longer residual limbs.

high stiffness enables precision tasks and counters external
forces effectively [1]–[4]. Inspired by this capability, it is
clear that upper-limb prosthetic devices should incorporate
mechanisms for users to actively control impedance, which
would enhance both versatility and task performance [4],
[5]. Unlike human limbs, rigid joints lack the adaptability
provided by passive compliance and controllable stiffness.
Rigid devices are also less suitable for safe interaction
in unstructured and dynamic environments, where humans
frequently face unpredictable conditions in daily life. Unable
to absorb shocks, these devices increase the risk of harm
to people and objects during unintended collisions, which
are common due to a lack of proprioceptive feedback.
Furthermore, rigid prostheses are limited in their ability to
apply low interaction forces, making delicate interactions
with fragile objects challenging.

Impedance control has revolutionized robotic applications
that require physical interaction with the environment and
cooperation with humans [6]–[9], enabling robots to follow
planned paths during free motion and supervise interac-
tion forces when encountering obstacles along the path.
Impedance control can be implemented in standard torque-
controlled robots simply via software. However, it relies on
high-performance sensors, actuators, and computing, making
it well-suited for most industrial applications but difficult to
integrate into portable robotic devices with limited battery
life and performance, such as prostheses [10]. An alternative
approach is to embed variable impedance characteristics
directly into the robot hardware design [11]–[13]. On one
hand, Variable Impedance Actuators (VIAs) involve com-
plex hardware implementations, as they require dedicated
mechanisms to alter the physical properties of the joint. On
the other hand, they often rely on simple software control
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and are intrinsically robust and versatile, as joint impedance
is dictated passively by the physical properties of the joint.
Among VIAs, VSAs integrate redundant actuation and non-
linear elastic transmissions into their mechanical design,
allowing them to adjust output stiffness by controlling the
active deflection of elastic elements, akin to antagonistic
muscle coactivation.

This paper introduces V-Soft Pro (V-SP), a modular
platform for an active transhumeral prosthesis with user-
controllable stiffness. The platform consists of two elbow
modules, three wrist modules, and two hand modules, which
can be combined to create a transhumeral prosthesis tailored
to the user’s limb morphology and the available biosig-
nals for control. While some of the V-SP modules have
been previously presented and characterized in our past
works [14], [15], this paper focuses on their integration
into a customizable transhumeral prosthesis with variable
stiffness (VS). Section II provides an overview of the state
of the art in transhumeral prostheses and VS prosthetic
joints. Section III details the V-SP hardware design and
the implementation of its submodules. Section IV presents
the hardware integration of two different configurations of
the V-SP platform and demonstrates the functionality of the
VS transhumeral prostheses. Section V discusses potential
applications and limitations of the system, and conclusions
are provided in Section VI.

II. RELATED WORK

Robotic upper limb prostheses typically feature rigid
actuation and fixed impedance properties. However, some
elbow and wrist prostheses offer a transition between two
discrete stiffness levels (locked or unlocked) by activating
a locking mechanism through electromyographic (EMG)
control or with the contralateral arm. For instance, elbow
prostheses1,2 can be locked to support external weights or
unlocked to swing freely during walking [16]. Similarly,
spring-loaded flexion wrists3 can be unlocked to exploit
environmental constraints during grasping or locked to resist
perturbations [17]. While these locking mechanisms provide
some degree of task adaptability, they lack the natural ability
to smoothly and accurately control joint stiffness. VSAs have
recently been applied in prosthetics due to their similarity to
the human musculoskeletal system in terms of interaction and
joint stiffness regulation. Recent studies report applications
of VSAs in standalone VS prosthetic joints, including ankle-
foot [18]–[20], hand [21], wrist [15], and elbow [14], [22]
prostheses. However, multiple VS joints have never been
integrated into a single transhumeral prosthesis.

Wrist prostheses are often significantly streamlined to
reduce overall complexity. These prosthetic wrists are
typically passive and usually feature a limited number
of degrees of freedom (DoFs), prioritizing wrist prona-
tion/supination (wPS), occasionally implementing wrist flex-

1Fillauer Utah Arm U3
2Ottobock Dynamic Arm
3Touch Bionics Flexion Wrist

ion/extension (wFE), and rarely incorporating radial/ulnar
deviation (RUD) [23]–[25].

Developing human-like bionic hands has been a longstand-
ing challenge in upper limb prosthetics research. Due to the
remarkable complexity and versatility of human hands, artifi-
cial hands inevitably require a trade-off between functionality
and complexity. Polyarticulated hand prostheses are sophis-
ticated devices that typically include a set of pre-installed
standard grips, each designed for a specific task [26]–[29].
However, these dexterous devices are often abandoned due to
their increased weight, cognitive load, and the frustration of
selecting the desired grasping strategy [30], [31]. In contrast,
soft hands are easier to use, as their compliant designs allow
passive adaptation to object shapes. Additionally, some can
modulate stiffness to enhance precision and grasp strength,
utilizing technologies such as pneumatic actuators, shape
memory alloys, or cable-driven actuation [32].

Bionic limb replacement becomes more challenging as
the level of amputation grows, and prosthetic devices must
implement a higher number of motor functions while re-
specting strict morphological (i.e., size and weight) and
functional (i.e., range of motion, torque, speed, and battery
life) requirements [14], [15], [33], [34]. Consequently, tran-
shumeral prostheses often omit some biological DoFs and
leave small space for user-centered customizations due to
restrictive design constraints [16], [35]–[38].

III. THE V-SOFT PRO PLATFORM

The V-SP platform features a modular design, outilined
in Fig. 2, allowing users to select the most suitable config-
uration based on their individual residual limb morphology,
number of independent control channels, and daily needs.
The platform includes the VS-Elbow, presented in [14],
which offers two different layouts designed to optimize
ergonomics and biomimicry for both distal and proximal
transhumeral amputations. Additionally, users can choose
from three prosthetic wrists, depending on their ability to
control numerous DoFs. The V-SP platform includes the
VS-Wrist [15], a prosthetic wrist with 3 active DoFs and
controllable stiffness, along with two commercial wrists: the
Ottobock Wrist Rotator4 and the Ottobock Quick Disconnect
Wrist5. Additionally, the V-SP platform is compatible with
two prosthetic hands: the SoftHand Pro and SoftHand 2.
This flexibility allows the user to choose from terminal
devices with varying levels of dexterity, depending on their
myoelectric control skills and daily needs.

A. Elbow Module

The VS-Elbow is a prosthetic elbow featuring redundant
actuation and non-linear elastic transmission, which allows
for decoupled control of elbow stiffness and position. The
VS-Elbow features a single kinematic DoF that actuates
elbow flexion/extension (eFE). However, the device incor-
porates two DC motors, which drive the elbow shaft through
an open timing belt. Belt tension is adjusted via a lever arm

4Ottobock Wrist Rotator
5Ottobock Quick Disconnect Wrist

https://www.utaharm.com/product-utah-arm-options/
https://shop.ottobock.us/Prosthetics/Upper-Limb-Prosthetics/Myoelectric-Elbows/DynamicArm/p/12K100N~550-1
https://irp-cdn.multiscreensite.com/acf635e2/files/uploaded/Flexion%20Wrist.pdf
https://www.ottobock.com/en-ex/product/10S17
https://shop.ottobock.us/Prosthetics/Upper-Limb-Prosthetics/Myo-Hands-and-Components/Myo-Wrist-Units-and-Rotation/O-B-Disconnect-Adapter/p/11S33%7E544
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Fig. 2. The V-Soft Pro platform. The V-Soft Pro transhumeral prosthesis supports a modular design that can be customized to meet the diverse needs of
end-users, including residual limb morphology, required dexterity, comfort with device weight, and available control inputs.

mechanism that affects the active deflection of extension
springs. By leveraging redundant actuation, the VS-Elbow
adjusts the active length of the transmission belts, thereby
modifying the preload on the elastic transmission and regu-
lating elbow stiffness. This mechanism of stiffness regulation
is analogous to the coactivation of agonist-antagonist (AA)
muscle groups, such as the biceps and triceps brachii. Each
DC motor is equipped with a planetary gearbox and a worm
gear to amplify output torque, ensuring sufficient perfor-
mance for standard activities of daily living, such as actively
lifting payloads of up to 3 kg. The motor transmission is
designed to be non-backdrivable, enabling the VS-Elbow
to support payloads and maintain high stiffness passively,
which in turn improves battery efficiency. The output joint is
decoupled from the motor shaft, ensuring compliant behavior
and maintaining the imposed stiffness even when the system
is powered off.

The VS-Elbow is available in two different layouts to
accommodate the diverse morphologies of residual limbs.
The VS-Elbow AA adopts a VSA with an AA configuration,
where one elastic actuator represents the triceps brachii and
the other represents the biceps brachii. Thus, the net torque
generated by one branch relative to the other produces elbow
flexion or extension, while their magnitudes determine the
joint stiffness. The AA design results in a compact form
factor that can be fully contained within the forearm segment

of the bionic limb. Due to this feature, the VS-Elbow can
be adapted to fit proximal transhumeral amputations while
meeting the restrictive functional and morphological require-
ments of upper limb prostheses, and it can achieve symmetry
with the contralateral elbow axis of rotation. However, since
the weight of the elbow prosthesis is concentrated in the
forearm, the VS-Elbow AA may not offer optimal comfort
for individuals with distal transhumeral amputations, as it
leaves unused space in the upper limb segment.

Addressing individuals with short residual limbs, V-Soft
Pro features the VS-Elbow D2, a prosthetic elbow that evenly
distributes its mass and volume between the upper limb
and forearm. This unique design ensures a human-like mass
distribution, enhancing ergonomics and promoting natural
movement for distal transhumeral amputees [14]. The VS-
Elbow D2 is a VSA with an Explicit Stiffness Variation
layout, where the two DC motors operate independently to
control either the position or the stiffness of the joint. The
stiffness motor is located in the upper limb segment and
modulates joint stiffness by adjusting the preload of two
elastic transmission mechanisms. These non-linear springs
are configured to function as an AA system, ensuring sym-
metry of joint stiffness during both flexion and extension.
Conversely, the position motor is located in the forearm
segment and drives eFE by rotating the forearm around the
fixed elbow shaft.



B. Wrist Module

The wrist module of V-Soft Pro can be customized to
accommodate the final user’s available control channels and
daily needs. The VS-Wrist is the most advanced wrist module
in the platform, featuring 3 active DoFs and user-controllable
stiffness. It is the first prosthetic wrist designed to actively
restore all human wrist DoFs while providing decoupled
stiffness control across a continuous range through modula-
tion of non-linear spring preload. Typically, a 3-DoF VSA re-
quires 6 motors, resulting in significant bulk and weight that
would hinder prosthetic applications. However, the VS-Wrist
utilizes a hybrid parallel-serial architecture to achieve 3 kine-
matic DoFs and user-controllable stiffness within a compact
design, requiring only 4 motors. The parallel manipulator
(PM) offers a hemispherical range of motion, enabling wrist
flexion/extension (wFE) and radial/ulnar deviation (RUD).
Although it has two DoFs, the PM is redundantly actuated
by three DC motors through a non-linear elastic transmission.
This architecture allows modulation of internal forces to the
PM, thereby adjusting the preload on the non-linear springs
without affecting the wrist equilibrium position, and enabling
decoupled stiffness and position control. Similar to the VS-
Elbow, each motor transmission incorporates a planetary
gearbox and a worm drive, achieving non-backdrivability
to maintain static loads without power consumption. Fur-
thermore, the VS-Wrist includes a dedicated motor unit
that actuates wrist pronation/supination (wPS) through two
opposed universal joints, positioned at the center of the PM.

V-Soft Pro is also compatible with two simpler commer-
cial prosthetic wrists, offering options for users with fewer
control inputs or those preferring a lighter device, although
at the expense of some functionalities. The Ottobock Wrist
Rotator is a commercial myoelectric wrist that supports
EMG control of wPS, while wFE and RUD are blocked.
The Ottobock Quick Disconnect Wrist is more compact but
allows only passive wPS, which the user can actuate using
the contralateral arm.

C. Hand Module

The SoftHand Pro [39] uses a single motor to actuate 19
DoFs, replicating the kinematics and morphology of a human
hand. Each finger consists of three rigid modules, similar to
phalanges, with the thumb comprising only two segments.
These phalange modules are 3D-printed and available in
various sizes. Elastic joints connect consecutive phalanges,
ensuring robust and safe interaction with the environment.
In this way, rigid links, representing bones, are connected
by elastic bands that function like ligaments. A differen-
tial transmission evenly distributes contact forces across
all fingers, enabling the hand to grasp objects of various
shapes. Thanks to the mechanical intelligence inherent in its
design, the SoftHand Pro is intuitive to use, allowing users to
execute a variety of grasping strategies that passively adapt
to different shapes with a single closing command. For users
with advanced EMG control skills, the SoftHand 2 introduces
an additional synergistic actuator, expanding the range of
grasping, manipulation, and fine gesture capabilities [40].

The SoftHand also features a silicone glove or rubber pads,
enhancing grasp stability and offering a customizable cos-
metic appearance.

IV. EXPERIMENTS

We present the integration of the V-SP platform in two
distinct configurations. The first configuration includes the
VS-Elbow D2, the VS-Wrist, and the SoftHand Pro, provid-
ing a total of 5 DoFs for kinematics and 2 DoFs for stiffness
control. The second configuration utilizes the VS-Elbow AA,
the Ottobock Wrist Rotator, and the SoftHand 2, offering 4
kinematic DoFs and 1 DoF to control elbow stiffness.

Each motor position is regulated by a dedicated PID
controller operating at 200 Hz, which modulates the duty
cycle of a 20 kHz PWM signal. The system is powered by a
single 24 V commercial battery. An external laptop, running
a Matlab Simulink graphic user interface, enables the user to
set position and stiffness references for each prosthetic joint,
as well as to monitor encoder and EMG signals in real-time.

We report preliminary lab tests demonstrating the varying
degrees of prosthesis functionality achievable through cus-
tomization of the modular V-SP platform. A comprehensive
technical characterization of the V-SP platform submodules
can be found in [14], [15], [39], [40]. Fig. 3 presents photo
sequences extracted from the multimedia material accompa-
nying this paper. Fig. 3a illustrates the first configuration
of the V-SP system during coordinated active motion of
all prosthetic joints, highlighting its high wrist mobility.
Fig. 3b depicts the second configuration of the V-SP system,
where the prosthesis adjusts its elbow stiffness to adapt
to different tasks. This adaptability suggests the enhanced
versatility of V-SP prostheses in unstructured environments.
The V-SP transhumeral prosthesis can reduce elbow stiffness
to accommodate obstacles along its path and comply with
external forces, enabling gentle interactions. Conversely, it
increases elbow stiffness to reject disturbances and support
precision tasks.

V. DISCUSSION

Current robotic prostheses significantly enhance the qual-
ity of life for upper limb amputees. However, they typically
incorporate simplified motor functions and lack the natural
compliance of human limbs. Replicating the controllable
stiffness of the human musculoskeletal system in a prosthetic
device would enable more human-like interactions, thus
increasing acceptance and social integration. Moreover, com-
pliant bionic limbs improve safety by absorbing unintended
impacts that can arise from the absence of proprioceptive
feedback or from errors in the operation of the prosthetic
limb. Furthermore, VS prostheses can adapt their behavior to
various tasks encountered in daily life. As shown in Fig. 3b,
soft joints enable the exploitation of environmental con-
straints, ensuring safe interactions in cluttered environments
by adapting to obstacles and preventing damage. Meanwhile,
high elbow stiffness is crucial for rejecting disturbances
during precision tasks. While this preliminary experiment
suggests that VS prosthetic limbs may improve users’ quality



(a)

(b)
Fig. 3. Functional demonstration of two configurations of the V-Soft Pro system. Sequence (a) shows the V-SP platform performing active, simultaneous
motion across all its submodules. Sequence (b) demonstrates the benefits of variable stiffness actuation within the transhumeral prosthesis. In the first
scene, the prosthesis uses low joint stiffness to navigate an unstructured environment, allowing gentle contact with nearby objects without knocking them
over. It then performs a tripod grasp (second scene) followed by wrist pronation. With low elbow stiffness, the prosthesis adapts to external forces without
resisting (third scene). However, the V-SP system can increase its stiffness to counter external disturbances (fourth scene) and perform precision tasks (fifth
scene).

of life, further testing with prosthesis users is necessary to
evaluate their real-world functionality.

The V-SP platform offers a customizable transhumeral
prosthesis that meets diverse user specifications, considering
both ergonomics and the number of controllable motions.
Future work will focus on tailoring the EMG control of the
V-SP system to the individual user. One possibility is to
adopt existing EMG-based VS controllers from the literature,
which regulate the stiffness and position of single-DoF
joints [41]–[43], and extend these approaches to sequential
control, commonly used in multi-DoF prostheses. In this
scenario, the user utilizes a switching signal to toggle control
between different prosthetic joints, such as rapid coactiva-
tions, signals from auxiliary EMG recording sites, or even
a physical switch activated by the contralateral arm. While
sequential control is easy to implement, it may result in un-
natural motion and unintuitive control as the number of DoFs
increases, limiting the usability of advanced prostheses. Key
enablers of this technology may include surgical procedures
that increase the number of independent biosignals (e.g.,
Targeted Muscle Reinnervation and Regenerative Peripheral
Nerve Interfaces), cutting-edge EMG recording technologies
(such as high-density EMG and implantable electrodes), and
advanced neural decoding algorithms [26], [44]–[46].

VI. CONCLUSION

Current robotic prostheses lack the innate compliance
and variable stiffness of human limbs, leading to unnatural
interactions with people and objects, while compromising
versatility and social engagement. To address these issues,
this paper presents V-Soft Pro, a modular platform for a tran-
shumeral prosthesis with user-controllable stiffness. V-Soft
Pro features a user-centered design, enabling customization

of its components based on the user’s level of amputation,
daily needs, and myoelectric control skills. Recognizing the
diversity among users, the modular design offers various
configurations to optimize comfort and usability for each
individual. The prosthetic joints integrate VSAs to replicate
the adaptive behavior of human limbs, providing human-like
dynamics and continuous joint stiffness regulation. The V-
Soft Pro system has the potential to significantly enhance the
user experience by improving the natural feel of bionic limbs
and offering customized prosthetic solutions to individual
needs. However, further research is necessary to accurately
decode user intent, enabling more natural operation of the
prosthesis and maximizing its capabilities. Clinical trials with
prosthesis users are needed to assess the functionality of user-
controllable stiffness in prosthetic devices during ADLs and
social interactions.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

The authors would like to thank Manuel Barbarossa,
Vinicio Tincani, Mattia Poggiani, Marina Gnocco, Cristiano
Petrocelli, Emanuele Sessa, and Octavie Somoza for their
fundamental work on the hardware implementation of the
prototypes.

REFERENCES

[1] R. Osu, N. Kamimura, H. Iwasaki, E. Nakano, C. M. Harris, Y. Wada,
and M. Kawato, “Optimal impedance control for task achievement in
the presence of signal-dependent noise,” Journal of Neurophysiology,
vol. 92, no. 2, pp. 1199–1215, 2004.

[2] D. Borzelli, B. Cesqui, D. J. Berger, E. Burdet, and A. d’Avella,
“Muscle patterns underlying voluntary modulation of co-contraction,”
PLoS One, vol. 13, no. 10, p. e0205911, 2018.

[3] G.-H. Phan, C. Hansen, P. Tommasino, A. Budhota, D. M. Mohan,
A. Hussain, E. Burdet, and D. Campolo, “Estimating human wrist
stiffness during a tooling task,” Sensors, vol. 20, no. 11, p. 3260,
2020.



[4] A. A. Blank, A. M. Okamura, and L. L. Whitcomb, “Task-dependent
impedance and implications for upper-limb prosthesis control,” The
International Journal of Robotics Research, vol. 33, no. 6, pp. 827–
846, 2014.

[5] N. Hogan, “Prostheses should have adaptively controllable
impedance,” in Control Aspects of Prosthetics and Orthotics.
Elsevier, 1983, pp. 155–162.

[6] ——, “Impedance control: An approach to manipulation: Part
ii—implementation,” Journal of Dynamic Systems Measurement and
Control-transactions of The Asme, vol. 107, pp. 8–16, 1985. [Online].
Available: https://api.semanticscholar.org/CorpusID:85508543

[7] S. Haddadin and E. Shahriari, “Unified force-impedance control,” The
International Journal of Robotics Research, vol. 43, no. 13, pp. 2112–
2141, 2024.

[8] X. Zhao, Y. Chen, L. Qian, B. Tao, and H. Ding, “Human–robot collab-
oration framework based on impedance control in robotic assembly,”
Engineering, vol. 30, pp. 83–92, 2023.

[9] Z. Liao and Y. Wang, “Trust-based variable impedance control of
human–robot cooperative manipulation,” Robotics and Computer-
Integrated Manufacturing, vol. 88, p. 102730, 2024.

[10] C. English and D. Russell, “Mechanics and stiffness limitations of a
variable stiffness actuator for use in prosthetic limbs,” Mechanism and
machine theory, vol. 34, no. 1, pp. 7–25, 1999.

[11] M. Howard, D. J. Braun, and S. Vijayakumar, “Transferring human
impedance behavior to heterogeneous variable impedance actuators,”
IEEE Transactions on Robotics, vol. 29, no. 4, pp. 847–862, 2013.

[12] N. L. Tagliamonte, F. Sergi, D. Accoto, G. Carpino, and
E. Guglielmelli, “Double actuation architectures for rendering variable
impedance in compliant robots: A review,” Mechatronics, vol. 22,
no. 8, pp. 1187–1203, 2012.
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