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5 2 HIE 2 E I S 2 B TRl o B 2 5
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T 4 1) DRI TR FARIHRIT DI,
Dt % FARFFL L LTI, Hagio DIFZE [4]
% Borno OHSE [5] 5523% %, Hagio (3AH#EH]
BEB L2 — I3y vV — 27 LR
BRETAZHWT, fivFy—IcHYT %€
Y 2 — LR EEN U0 S 2 IS 2 (e X
H25HEZRLT, —7. Borno Id#E{LEEE & IE
I BHEMET VERWT, FFEDEIETIE
BLEY 2 — 2R 2EMER XL DEE
WKHRBEEEL T e RAIBATEZHERL
Joo L2L. THET. ZEBITH L TIERIEIC
Z1L T 2B IECB VT, BHAOZERA L X
R 2 ZATHEEZITE S & F 2. EKXD
HIEREE D K 51T EE 52 5 D)2 #iN
STV,

Z TTAMUE, MREERER L =2 —F
Nty b7 — 2 L IFERE R 1 K S
Y EET A ZHWT, RABREICE T 2 EE)
HBR 27 EBHET L, BY 2 — L EHVEX
FIHIED LS BB H5EZ 200 %HHR5,
M, Z 2 TIREEFEHETICE 5 TORMD
BEZ, —a—713y FY—=20¥FITHOY
72bDEIZBRL 2 ERBTOMERIIEE LTH
FFL. COLTHEBIFE B 2 HEHE & 2 E
FEANDMRZETT 5,

2. EEIFHEETI

AHITIE, AW THH W 3 EE2EE T T
DWCHAT %, EBIYEE 7 IIHRER 2B
Liz=a—Il3y hU—27 LHEHKETILE
D2DODHEBEIOHEHING, =2 —F L2y
Fv— 2%, EEHEET S —IGEH I E 2 v o
o EADEB = 2 — 1 v 5, BRERTA O NLE
=2 —u 2 THIERES ZIEES 21
FEEETH 2 KEFRRETZET MELLD
DTH 5, HEKET ML, FMOEE =2 —n
¥ h BIHRANMEE SN B IEEFEBICIE > TER

(a) Structure of MCM

Input layer: T
M1 layer: @,

Module layer: a,;,oq4

Muscle excitation layer: e

Fig. 1

v FU—2 O (a)MCM,  (b)FCM

Mo EEIE L, SES L2 2H 13 5,
ZOHITIE, ZoOHEBFEEETIILE =2 —F L
2w VT — 7 L IEIIIFD 2 D125 TEH
‘3—50

2.1 ZR-Za—JIIxv kD=2

AWFFE TR, FEATHISE [4,7-9) EAIC LSl
T, 74—F74Y—F=Za—J)%vy b7 —
712 & o T CONS 2 X 2 EFEBE~REZ ET L
3%, ARAFKOBBRIL, RO HIFEEEDE
HFEICEDE S BRI THLT
D, TITEHy b7 —2IZEH Y — 2k
L TIRRICHIA Z fill{#l 3 5 €S 2 — LfillHE 7
)V (Modular Control Model; MCM) &, FE#H
DRV F—=2 8 LTHIS Y —2Hikeg 31
fIE B i A 2 Il 3 2 ROt il € 7L (Full-
dimensional Control Model; FCM) @ 2 fdD 1
v bV —2 (Fig. 1) D 2EEHE L=,

MCM K& FCM O —ZGEENEFE (Primary
Motor Cortex; M1) (ZATEENEFE (PreMotor
Cortex; PMC) & b HEO#EH) (ZHiliT— &) O
AN %30T BN EIHIEE S 2ET R L., %
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BEELTEL LW ML & b RO MR A
ERETHINZES 2, 22T, PMC X Di5
REND BIEDEF DI Nyjpn HIRZDEE)
Zr e RNaim M1BED=2—0 Y% Npeus
PMC 2> 5 M1 NDEL%E Wiy, € RNnew*Naim
vz &, M1 OFIEES aje, € RVnew
B3RO K S51ickREh 3 (K1),

Aney = Wiin (1)

RS S 3]s 2 NRES 2 T4 L. FCM
THIUDEFHIEA MCM THIUIHI> T2 —
WHYT 2B MME=2—1 > 2,3 NS
. HAOEE = 2 —n Y NFIRESE5 2 5,
R E T IOUVSHAATHRNOEZ Npys &
5. FCM OFRDIES e I DWW TIEX
DEIRLTHEENS (K 2),

€= \_WneuaneuJ—&— (2)

—7. MCM OHiRDEEZIX. fivF>—
W2 X BIADNREITANZ W,poq € RNnew*Nmod
B2, KDESICLTEHEINS (K 3),

e = LWmodeeuaneuJ+ (3)

. X (2-3) BT B | - | HEEDTHI X D
JRIT X 8DV, ([ Xy = X5 0 Xij >
0,|Xijl+ =0:X,;, <023 &5 RIFAMHD
HWHREEZ 2ARL—XTH 3,

2.2 BBERHFE

ETEE 7T IV ERRDIZIR, B8 EOFIAD
FETL Vo BT A X MY LFHRADIFE
TP DR S N, AR TIEEFE 2 A
AT EENE %, Saul EHHER L HEisE
T [10) ZHiEKEY I 2L —>a vy 7 D
OpenSim [11] 2* S UL THEHT %,

AT T MIFEE SN TWSHAET L [12]
GEARWZ Hill 24 TOHRNETNVD—DTH

D, RO IFEHT LT lrad] O TR
IR D 2 DD SR D HatihE b, 1D
EHITEME S E > THREBIHNICUNHE 3 2 T &\
b5 1 DR S N BICIRTT ) 2 FiE
T3 KD BRZEIGER T TH 5, HNL ZHUC
Pt 3 2 D THTIRREIC B B R, A FIH S
2 NIDORETIMED 1. BIE E18% BRE 3§ 5
NeFELL KRB, Hil10FHE & &Rt
TRE—RY T —LBREZHICE-T, H
— DRI X o T2 bV 2K 2H
KB,

AWFE TR, H— DRI T 2 1 OFHE
SMINJ M FO X351 LTEET 2,

Hill fiRE 7LD F— IR (4-5) T
5z 503 [13]

fM = fiso(fCE+fPE) (4)

FOE = a(t) fi(1M) fo (M) (5)

R (4) F fiso FIEBET 2HHAOEFER R RA
NcTds, Tl R4-51283 3 P8 3HA
DZERITH Y. fOF 1ZHHRDREBIINAERK 7
Thb, fOF 13—z, BROWEEM a(t). 1E
BULHRHER 1M v | BHERIKED )1 OBk %
783 % force-length relationship BE%X f,(1M) ¥
IERM A (AR oM e RO
D fo(vM) ODFETEH 2 5B H, AWILTIES
REDHEE Z R 7 TH B Z & o+ 7 KED
K U A & B+ IR AR I U 72 R,
oM — 0 Z{E L. force-velocity relationship
F fo (M) — 1 [14] ¥ LTI L 72, BRI,
T IR R DR L 72 IR AR ORIIA k O
fiE ay (t) (JHEEME ef IR T 2 DT, —fick
(5) EXD X S5 icffigite s (X (6)).

FF = efi(1™) (6)

F7z. P f,(IM) 1. OpenSim T IER LA
MR M OB TS A 6NTED 3RAT T4
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YTz TwE, Lo L, IMiZ Open-
Sim TIXHEFED D A4 X b ) R OHRTEENE a(t)
2K o THIERNCRD 5 TE D, BHTINCK
D B HIHE LN, ARFZETIE FPF, [(IM) @
X212, HRDHEE e 1o 2 3RRA TS T4
UHBETEMLTE X e M Eick-oT, HiE
72 RMEX 22128 T 2 HOFERITS,
BB MTE, DlED XS L TR
DI DRI TH S (R (7-8))o

T = Meos(p(1M)) (7)

Y(IM) = cos(Asin(sin(Pop) /1M))  (8)

. 3 (8) 1 hope IR DEGEPIIRATH 54
PLED X512 UTKRE 2 HA OB DERE) /]
fMT 22 TOMPICOWTEE L, 22 L
T BIEBREI X 2 by FMT = (fMTgMT
MET € RNmws BHIEHES A X MY 25155
NBE—RX Y+ 7 — 275 M € RNaim*Nmus 3
MEINS e THABEE ML T 25 (X

(9))e
T=MF (9)

M. T ZTIATAIDIREZ R TS TDH %,
DLEotEERIE 2 B CHAL Xy U —2
HED /A 2 LS5 WATHIEIR L TR S A,
HEIEE T LNCEEINS (Fig.2).

3. EREBRGA

ARECIE, FI 28 CTHHL EHEEET
MBI ERTHDILI=—a—F0 3y b T—
7 DFGE (Rl b FE. NOEMT -2 052
He 2y bU—=27DaX M) IZOWTHHET 5,
Rz, EHEFHET VMBI BEERNRTH S
B NF D5 Z IOV THHAT %,

31 —a—JIIlxy NI —UDHERTE

AW TIX. BREEIOME - il R B i
DR - JHi» 55 Lo 2 HHESER M
MBI RX 22 (Ngi, = 2) Zi%aI L. ZD KT,
Ty MU= ANOHHNT — & (EEX R )1
Tdata = (cos(0), sin(@)T ¢ RNaim {9} =
{0,30,60, ...,330}[deg] & D (Fig.3.(a)) —HkHE
RORTIVHELTERLTER S, £ #
fili 7 — 210 S EEE SRR N5 70, 22
TRTAN T HE LR, TAMTF—XIZ
Trest = (cos(0W), sin(0@)T ¢ RNaim {90)} =
{0,15,45, ...,345} [deg] TH 2 % (Fig.3.(b)).

2T vy bU— 7 OWREIZ R T
DT — ZBNME T 2 b7 — X IR B 4EK
B L ofE e . BT — X O EIZHES L O
DO X > TERINZ FEEE T
I L 7=

BRBEBUE T — & L EFBEEE T LD
RIS 2 ZHAEETE Z S0, Bl ZIEHART —
ZATHRTS B HEREARNE, FT T — 28 Nyara %
Huwtxtkahs (X (10))s

1 Naata

:: () () () ()
QNMaZ;( )T —7) (10)

L

DUEOERESE VT, %y b7 — 23R
HIAIECTE N O weight decay 12 & » ThaE{b X 41
%, BB, nAIHOFEHITICHIT 5 PMC-M1
foEsz W 32, n+ 1EHDEY

np
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AfficsnT, e W st (R (1
iOTE%ﬁéﬂéo
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inp np

D)

3 n
@WWM(H)

Ajnp 7~

mp

Z 2T A ainp Binp FZENENIEIC R v b
7 — 7 DFBRRERTH D AT ainp =
2 Binp = 1075 £ LTH R 7=,
SEEREX, oy T — 7 DR ERITIEEL
% Nmaz & Uy BATHEEORYZ n = (1,2,3, ...,
Nimaz) & L72RED n 123 2 18RBEE L 0 RF
1= (LW, LA LG LT, RD
N (3 (12)) [9] TEMZITV. ZON D DET
5220k LT,

L(nmaz) )

l < axexp(—bn)+c (12)

/. XYy b= DaxClE. 2T
2w N7 = DHETT — XIZBUTF D Nyge D
BN 2 IER T B 72 DITRIE T B i & O R
TiMiiL. X TE5 2 % (X (13)).

PIDIC

=1 j=1

(motor cost)

13
Ndata ( )

iﬁ% {F(”FQ/E f%r/w

(a) (b)

Fig. 4 8L (a) 07, (b) gleorn

3.2 FENROHBERIF

2 FiCAtRA L 7B 15 B0 T iR
M B OHADE— X > b 7 — D175 M ZEE
WEoTEIT 2, 2D, B 2004
BTBWT, ZNHDIHBEMIYES FH W
B 5, ZORT, ARFEDERIZ, BEHIOLE
CIIRL D LEFDEFH R ICB VT, £V a—
AP EBIZED K ITHEZ RIZTOPITDH S
2, TITIEZOOXBEHAET 2,

—DRFEI 2N EHETEEDDOHDTH
D. FCM QAP FE T 5, ZOLXBIIHEIKE
TNZBWTEEKFEIA ¢gr = 30[deg]s B
HACEAMERA pga = 90[deg]. BENIEA psr =
12[deg]. INFERIERIA ¢pr = 80[deg] THIE X
N2HDTHD, AKX TIELURE oPre ¥ FERR
3% (Fig4.(a))e EZ 2 — L&, FCMIZ X3
Prre DB VT, EHET (n = nnag) D
BIRZE 100 AT OWEREDRYI T — & E =
@mmm—%)emmmf%)uw
0 U CIRREATANK F 702 Rl ChlH U 72
[18]o M. i 7 ¥ =% VAF(; Variance Ac-
couted For) 230.95 ML k¥ 722 X 5 i/ NOET
E L7z. VAF IZXRDH (14-15) THE R B 5,

Nmus nmaac
E Z nmaI 99 92]
Z mus EnnwﬂL E2
nmaz 99

g=WH-FE

enmaz ) RNmus x100

VAF =1 —

(14)

(15)

i JQ(IE)) W e RNmustmod H € RVmoax100
Frheh EIFaETHIRF oz v 55
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TELNE, BT Y=, HDIEEITRY
B B> F 2 OFlfEITHITH %,

S5 —DODEHIIFCM ¥ MCM TH#E 7
A= VAT IR ETOI 70D DTH
D AT T MCB W CBEHKEEMA ¢sp =
30[deg]. BERKFIMEA pga = 60[deg]. BHEN
e psp = Oldeg]. WNHFEMIA ¢pp = 60[deg]
THREXNS, D%, DX %E dlearn v IEFR
9% (Fig.4.(b))o

¥z, DLEOZZBO¥EITONWT, HEY
B3 8 BT K O I BEER O B2 58 < B# S 5
22 DA (=AM 1-3, B, BT, BH
A N KRFIAE. REAR 1-3. IRE ) 1-3.
S, =S, TR R - A,
B A= 7i N115T N ol7 te  lT= N ol1i N
BEE ) ZHAAAT,

4. FEER

ZOHITIX 3 HI TR EERERE D T
YR 2T MR E R T, HEIFE L e,
Plearn 228547 % 1 FEIY LT, 8% 15
v M7V, HEHHIRRE X bootstrap ME %
VY27 7 E 2000 £ LTITo 720 IR
T, 3. FCMIZLZ e 2 EY 2 —1D
MRS 2R E R L. Z D% glearn ¥H
2B % FCM & MCM DSR2 /RS,

4.1 e DFEPrET 21— ILOHE

orre @ FCM 12 & 5 #EAHRIZ (Fig.5) 1R
TEBHTH3, Figh.(a) ITBWT, FROFER
BN S Bl T — 210t 5 FCM D485k
BB O EEEY. BOFERUIFE IS 72
k7 — &R %5 FCM D% O FD e
ZENENI £y POFEHTRLEDBDTDH
3, 72, FERED DYz — RidFhzhotE
HRAEE ZNZFIVRLTWS, KT, Bl

1.2

Training
1.0
e — o8 Test
2 E os
HE gy
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0
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(b)
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0.25 R
< 020
o
5 g 015 /
= O 010 /
0.05
0 |
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Learning Trial
Fig. 5 FCM Ik 2 6/re OBFER: (a) 72

b= X RO — 2 B IR, (b) iEE o
A b

N = Nymag = 10000 DIF, BT — 212003 518
FAFHET T — 22 LT (2.70 £0.90) x 1072, 7
2 b 7= 2intd %0 (3.71 £ 0.85) x 1072
THhH, METHREEDIZRD LNz (p < 0.05),
D EDHEDP S, FOCMIZ & % 0Pre D2EEI2IE, #
fili 7 — 220 2 @EES OMEAYR D 2 L F R
%,

TP 2 — L OMHITHW 2 7 — Z DBtAHIS
THDNn = Npaz — 99 1B ZERIT. BTG
F—ZIZR LT (2.71 £0.88) x 1072, 7 &
F =R LTI (3.67 +0.83) x 1072 TH
D, BT —X, TAMT=XZNZHUIHL
T7— ARG R e 7 — X T RICER
ZEALNIED o7 (p = 0.49,p = 0.47), E
a2 b (Fig.5.(b) IZ2WVWTH, n = npae —
99 & n = Nypge TEREIUEIZ, (2.58 +0.07) %
1071, (2.58 £ 0.07) x 107! THEEEZED b1
Bhofe (p=045) ULDEIS, EY 2 —
DN W 2B E O RININGRE, R
HE a2 FOBIRTHIIIRLTWS EE X
%,

DlEoxy b7 —212 X 2EEEH ORI
WIFEEITHIRF oz L. FHRE S iz VAF
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(a)
1
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Fig. 6 Mz —ofit: (a) B>+ =k,

(b) > > =L VAF

X Fig.6.(b) ICRTWBDTH S, MITREINT
WaiEbh, AEBRI DB SNHCFI—D
BiZ4-oTHY, ZOROHHYF Y —DHEI I
(Fig.6.(a)) IZR"5, MHPIZHBWT, RTRSN
A BRE O Ell. F RS NN
B, # TR S M- HiRId 8 B (1,
ORI N HAINES OME, A1 o T
RSN HNIE B BAET M B O, %T
RSN E BT K OB o JE D 1) &
o AT (LS Ao

4.2 flarn DFEBE Y FCM ¥ MCM D LHER

FCM KT MCM 12 & 3 glearn 2285
Fig. 71 &N 3, Fig.7.(a) & Ojeqrn DEETRT—
RIS KB OBEEREZRLTE D X
HORDEMRE ¥ = — RiZ FCM O & (e
W2, BOFEMRE > = — FiE MCM O & 42
BRAZRLTWS, FERTROHE 7 — &
WS 2K, FCM i (1.56 +0.33) x 1072
T, MCM X (1.11 £0.27) x 10~ TH h . FCM

DHBICERETEREZITATVWS Z LH5EE8D
N7z (p < 0.05)s T AT —RIIHT B4EK
IZOWTH, FCM X (2.01 & 0.45) x 1072 T,
MCM & (1.13 £0.05) x 10~ TH H. FCM A3
ARICERHETH -7 (p <0.05), ZHUTED
BT, TR M =X N7 — X DIEFAEIZEI L
T. FCM TIERICT A 7 —RIZRS 2185
MREDP o7z (p <0.05) =4 T, MCM TITH
BRENRD LN o7z (p=15.95 X 1072),
B2 2 MZOW T Fig.7.(b) IRE N b, %
BT (n = npez) O FCM OB X b
(2.60 = 0.02) x 10~1, MCM D&EH)ja X b ik
(3.36 £ 0.08) x 107! THDH, HEIZ FCM A
MCM &b diE#Hja 2 b OBl R TEN S HIER

B oI (p < 0.05), —77. FEHEE (Fig.7.(c))
KB L TX. MCM 28 FCM & b b EREICEH
THBEIFED BNz (p < 0.05), B EoHEM
5. MCM 3 FCM & HEART, S@BREES OREE
DM (LSRN S, B RS e OE ) 2
A FNTHZIZHE, FPEHRAETENLZENDOD S

5. EERUSEROREE

SEIDFEERD 1%, MCM 22283 I L
HOBIFTFCM X b2 —77T. EEEK
2B 2 AEE B 2 2 M OBE TS 2 EED

REINTzo FEHEEICOVTIE, fiES) Y
RZZIZBIT BED 2 — VOB E AR AT
W% [4,5]) & [FARROFER DG & N i-—75 ., EHE
BORELHEE a2 2 M T35 FRSD
R =L e o7, ZHE, FENRD X
A7 MR D WD FHOMIUS, FATIRTEE D
BEEE 7 MBI S HEES EFEEZ  Bbh
%o ARIFFEDEH¥E T 7L THAAAR Hill
24 TOFHRET VT R (4-5) IR 5N 3 X
12, Hi1 DFEDSREBIN R B 571 % » b
v — 2 O ZRGITE R NHADOZEK 7D
PIEIMEL TiTbi s, RIFKLRIL & 5125
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Fig. 7 FCM & MCM O (a) #Al7T —&I20d 248K, (b) #Bia 2 b, (c) FEHE

FUEEH) %2 1 A0A A T2 5B TIFSE (Hagio) TIX Z
DZHITIEERIN LT, e \CBT 2 HREEE L
LTt %7 ML Tnieied, 2y
+ 7 — 25317 5 O EIEEE D IEE R T H
D. MCM B +DRKEDEY 2 — L% FEoT
WilX, FCM & R DREETHEMTR %, —
Ji. AR CHEEIEE £ T IOUVIHAIAAE L S
12, EBEDO NOFBEE T WE T LTI,
e ICBE T 2 IERIEME. M OZEN N 0 DRTEINE
DHEEIZCED O NI, Xy VT —IH
179 DI 2 DDIFHERR D IFFERR & 72 D
TR RBDEY 2 — A EIFIL FCM & [[%
DIEETHEEITODIXM LS b, T/, &
a2 MZOWTHeld hEEIEE T T L DM
EPEFRR e EZ oMb, FTEOEENIEE % E

MU 7%. FCM TiEX (11) 2B 2 R
WIZ0 22D, Winp @ weight decay 12 & % L1
OV ABEVEH 2 B CHRANCHEE 2 2 b
Fam M, IOR$ %, Lo L. MCM Tl
Jelk o AR REE IR 2 5 EE T, (1) 12
B BIRMATED 0127253, Winp IR L 7
WV, D7z, weight decay IZ &5/ )V LDi
/MED T ikREE S, LGB a X M3H
WIRBI L T/hX K 25720 (Fig.7.(b))o IS,
SHOMATIE, SEITORDP0/EY 2 —L
DN X 2 EREEANDHEOHRE L, MY
I8l & EEN £ 7 L2 MG LT <
HEPRETHEEFERX D, ZDORT, bH—E
FEBETO, WD TEY 2 =L OFREFHND
HOALHEHOHEETD %,



6. &
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7 6k EREOEE)FE € TR VT,
B7e 2 KD EEEN BT A HIH O LD
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RN R EEHE OB TIFEY 2 —
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