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Figure 1: Kinematic and half-physics interactions of the SMPL-X 3D human model with the environment.
(a) Standard kinematic SMPL-X meshes (pink) do not account for physical interactions, resulting in implausible
penetration through obstacles. (b) Our proposed half-physics framework (blue) allows the human model to
produce physical interactions while keeping the original kinematic control.

Abstract

While current general-purpose 3D human models (e.g., SMPL-X) efficiently repre-
sent accurate human shape and pose, they lacks the ability to physically interact
with the environment due to the kinematic nature. As a result, kinematic-based
interaction models often suffer from issues such as interpenetration and unrealistic
object dynamics. To address this limitation, we introduce a novel approach that
embeds SMPL-X into a tangible entity capable of dynamic physical interactions
with its surroundings. Specifically, we propose a “half-physics” mechanism that
transforms 3D kinematic motion into a physics simulation. Our approach maintains
kinematic control over inherent SMPL-X poses while ensuring physically plausi-
ble interactions with scenes and objects, effectively eliminating penetration and
unrealistic object dynamics. Unlike reinforcement learning-based methods, which
demand extensive and complex training, our half-physics method is learning-free
and generalizes to any body shape and motion; meanwhile, it operates in real
time. Moreover, it preserves the fidelity of the original kinematic motion while
seamlessly integrating physical interactions.

arXiv:2507.23778v2 [cs.CV] 12 Aug 2025

1 Introduction

Enabling 3D human models to physically interact with their environment is crucial for various appli-
cations, such as virtual reality (VR) and embodied Al. Due to the intrinsic nature of existing human
parametric models (i.e., SMPL [20], SMPL-H [38] and SMPL-X [33]]) as purely kinematic mesh
representations, they lack physical properties, making it difficult for them to interact realistically with
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Figure 2: Illustration of the proposed half physics frameword. Half physics bridges kinematics and physics
by assigning equivalent velocities, enabling physically plausible transitions from purely kinematic inputs. (a)
Shape-aware articulated variant (blue) of original human model (pink). (b) Two frames with kinematic poses,
with penetration at fi: r+1. (¢) Kinematic poses z%* (for simplicity, we depict only body positions here) at
discrete time ¢, physically intractable within At, and not able to block penetration. (d) Robotics control uses
torque indirectly affect velocity, are physically tractable during the timestep, and able to block penetration. (e)
Proposed half physics explicitly infers body velocity towards kinematic target, physically tractable during the
timestep, and able to block penetration.

the environment. As a result, interaction models often suffer from mesh penetration and physically
implausible interactions (see Figure[T](a)). Although learning-based methods can incorporate loss
functions [i8, [19]] or rewards [60] to suppress these artifacts, they often struggle to generalize.

To integrate a 3D human model into a physics simulator, many existing methods employ reinforcement
learning (RL) for imitation learning. In this setup, a virtual humanoid agent with joint motors is
created inside the simulator. At each simulation timestep At, an RL policy predicts the torques
(forces) for each joint so that the agent’s pose is driven towards the reference kinematic trajectory
over time. However, this approach has several drawbacks. (1) Computationally expensive. Imitation
learning [34,[35] usually requires extensive simulation time to model even a single action. (2) Lack
of generalization. Even though recent methods [23} 25/ 26/ [59] have improved single-action networks
by making them more versatile, they still require separate dedicated training for each motion category
(e.g., walking). Moreover, for a specific body shape, additional training is necessary to accurately
track the reference motion [23]. (3) Limited fidelity to kinematic data. These methods control motion
through per-frame impulses (forces applied over At), yet the agent already possesses momentum
(velocity). This makes precise control difficult and often results in deviations from the original
kinematic data (see Section[d.T]and the supplementary video).

In this paper, we propose a simple yet highly efficient and generalizable framework to extend
kinematic human models to achieve physically plausible interactions with the environment while
maintaining high fidelity to the original kinematic motion. Recall that it is challenging to integrate
SMPL-X motions into physical simulations because they are defined by per-frame positions (including
both 3D locations and joint rotations), yet these positions remain undefined within the continuous
time interval At. To bridge this gap, rather than using raw position data, we compute the linear
velocity of each body part from consecutive frames and explicitly apply it to the body state. This
simple yet effective approach enables seamless kinematic-to-physics transfer: if no collision occurs
with the environment, the human agent follows the predefined linear velocity to reach the target
position in the next frame; if a collision happens, the response is governed by physical laws, ensuring
realistic interactions.

The proposed approach is advantageous in that it keeps human motion kinematically driven by
SMPL-X poses while allowing the surrounding scene and objects to be governed by physics, resulting
in physically plausible interactions. We refer such a hybrid control mechanism as “half physics™.
The proposed half-physics framework requires no training and generalizes effectively to any body
shape and motion. Moreover, by directly enforcing velocity instead of torque, it preserves kinematic
fidelity while seamlessly integrating physical interactions (see Figure[I]and the video).

To evaluate the usability of the proposed half-physics approach, we conduct experiments on human-
scene interaction (HSI) and human-object interaction (HOI) separately. For HSI, we verify that
half physics eliminates penetration between the generated SMPL-X human body and the static
environment. Notably, rather than preventing penetration through motion planning; half physics
allows the agent to perform the same motion as in the original kinematic sequence, with penetration
naturally handled by the physics simulation (Section[4.2). For HOIL, we demonstrate that within the
half-physics framework, SMPL-X can interact with objects in various ways, including single-handed
grasping, two-handed lifting, dropping, and kicking. Additionally, we show that half physics can
be used to augment existing interaction datasets by applying different physical factors, enriching



interaction outcomes with more diverse physical labels (Section[d.3). Across all experiments, half
physics takes SMPL-X as input, not only eliminating penetration but also enabling seamless physical
interactions, extending the capabilities of kinematic-centric SMPL-X.

2 Related Work

Human Parametric Models. The SMPL family [20} [33] 38] provides a series of efficient human
body representations to precisely control human shape (3) and pose (¢) using only a small number of
parameters. These models have been widely used in human-centric research, including human pose
estimation and motion capture [2, 6} [14,[15}39]], motion generation [18142H44]], human reconstruction
[55L156], and 3D avatar generation [9]], enabling the creation of detailed and expressive 3D assets
for various content generation tasks. However, SMPL-X remains a purely kinematic model, lacking
physical properties necessary for realistic interaction with the environment.

Motion Imitation. Motion imitation aims to enable humanoid robots or character agents, driven by
joint motor torques, to replicate human kinematic motions while maintaining physical plausibility
in simulation. Peng et al. [34,|35] and the following works [21 [37] introduce early approaches
requiring case-by-case training. In recent years, efforts have been made to improve generalization,
allowing models to learn a broader range of motions [25, 147]] and to be applied to various tasks, such
as sports [26} 27,152, 59]. More recently, Luo et al. [23}[24] propose a more generalized physical
tracker. However, aside from the complexity of its training process, it still exhibits centimeter-level
discrepancies from the target kinematics, making it unsuitable for kinematically driven interactions.

Human Scene Interaction (HSI). Most recent HSI work [[1} (7} [10} 13130, 32| 148150, 57 leverages
the SMPL-X body representation and learns human behaviors in environments from large-scale
datasets. However, due to the kinematic nature of SMPL-X, it cannot inherently prevent human-scene
penetrations, leading to unrealistic interactions. Some methods mitigate this issue by introducing a
penetration loss [8] or precomputing obstacle-free paths [12]], but these approaches do not generalize
well. Several works [46, |54]] learn interaction patterns within physics simulators to fundamentally
avoid penetration issues. However, these methods typically rely on imitation learning of a joint-motor-
driven humanoid, leading to the above-mentioned drawbacks. In contrast, our proposed half-physics
approach enables kinematic predictions to maintain motion fidelity while blocking penetrations,
ensuring realistic human-scene interactions.

Human Object Interaction (HOI). Kinematic-based HOI models [16} 17} 53] predict both human
and object motion patterns from MoCap interaction datasets, often leading to implausible interactions.
On the other hand, physics-based approaches [22} 46,51, 58] rely on motion imitation. Again, this
makes them ill-suited for HOI scenarios that require kinematic control, such as VR applications.
In contrast, the proposed half physics enables physically plausible interactions while maintaining
SMPL-X kinematic control.

3 Method

Our goal is to enable the SMPL-X human models to interact physically with the environment. To
achieve this, we aim to efficiently and seamlessly integrate SMPL-X into a physics engine. However,
SMPL-X is inherently a kinematic model, meaning that human motion is represented without physical
dynamics. Typically, a motion sequence 8 of SMPL-X is defined as a 3D global translation (position)
gelobal ¢ RT3 3 3D global orientation g2°®? € R”*3, and joint rotations gi°™ € RT*7*3 where T'
is the frame number and J = 54 is the joint number. In this section, we elaborate on the gap between
SMPL-X and physics, and propose a simple yet effective velocity-based dynamics implementation to
integrate SMPL-X into a physics engine.

In all subsequent notations, = represents a 3D position , while ¢ is 3D rotation (represented in
quaternion); superscripts (e.g., 1°"%) denote the associated object and index of a physical quantity
(e.g., the i-th joint), subscripts ; represent time point (frame), while dot " and double dot “over a
variable indicates its first and second derivatives (velocity and acceleration), respectively.

3.1 Gap between Kinematic Models and Physics

The main challenge in integrating SMPL-X into physics engines lies in its pose being specified only at
discrete time points (frames). As a result, the human state within the continuous in-between interval
is indeterminate, making it impossible for the physics engine to process interactions during these



Algorithm 1 Half-Physics Simulation H

Input static scene s, initial object state {ﬂcgbj, qo J} SMPL-X pose sequence 0, shape 3, timestep At

Output object motion {#°, G°'}, corrected poses 6

1: sim < Simulator(s, 3) > Create physical simulator
20 g™ ghot 0 ghot0 g, > Initialize agent state
30 g0 o g0 Gotn0  gohin0 > Initialize object state
4: forframet < 1toT —1do

3- tolnt7 x;mdy,o7 qbody, « Bltl

6: 7™ angdiff (g™, ¢i°™ )/ At > Joint velocities
7: xbOdy L A YN > Global linear velocity
8: q't’ody 0 < angdiff (¢; Dody,0 | GoR-0y / At > Global angular velocity
9: i gravity > Apply gravity on object
10: @Y, g, gngji, G " sim(At) > Simulate
11: et q]tmm’ Abny07qlt)ny0
12: end for

~0bj ~obj

13: return@ ™, g

periods. An example is illustrated in Figure J(b), where the human does not penetrate at frame ¢, but
instantaneously does at frame ¢ + 1. A closer examination is shown in Figure [c), where the body
is at position :z:?ody’Z in the previous frame but has already moved to :c'ifly "', penetrating the wall in
the next frame, with no intermediate transition. Since no state exists between these two frames, the

simulation fails to register the collision and consequently cannot prevent the penetration.

Conventional Approaches. To track character motion in the continuous time domain, existing
reinforcement learning (RL) approaches, which are called “physical trackers”, typically predict
torques, i.e., the force to twist joint, at each frame (see Figure d)). During simulation, these torques
are converted into accelerations, which are then integrated to velocity updates for each body part.
Over the entire interval At, velocity remains continuously tractable, allowing the simulator to respond
to collisions physically. However, controlling a human agent like a robot is complex, as it requires
accounting for the inertia of each link from past actions, often leading to instability, e.g., falling
(see Section . T)). Moreover, simulating human-centric interactions does not necessitate building
a humanoid robot in “full physics” from scratch, as long as its dynamics are compatible with the
physics engine. Therefore, we propose a more direct approach that explicitly manipulates velocity
rather than torque, providing a smoother transition from kinematics to the physical engine while
better aligning with SMPL-X human motion.

3.2 Our Solution

SMPL-X Variant. Similar to Luo ef al. [25]], we construct an articulated rigid-body model that
approximately matches the shape of the SMPL-X model (see Figure [J[(a), blue), which is called a
SMPL-X variant. Specifically, given an input shape parameter 3, we use the segmentation labels to
partition the vertices into distinct components and enclose them as rigid body parts. This variant
consists of 55 rigid body parts, each of which (indexed as ) has its own position 2.°°% and orientation
¢*°%% The pose of the variant is aligned to SMPL-X, determined by a global translation z&°b3 =
220 3 global rotation g8 = ¢*°9 and 54 joint angles /™. It is worth noting that, unlike
motion imitation, which aims to drive an agent to perform similar actions, our method focuses on
giving SMPL-X a physical presence while executing the same motion.

Half Physics. With the variant aligned to the original SMPL-X mesh, we transform SMPL-X

kinematic poses into dynamics by half physics. The term “half physics” refers to a setting in which

the human is driven by kinematic poses, while objects adhere to physical laws, distinguishing it from

RL-based approaches that rely on joint motor actuation to power movement. Instead of applying

torques, which indirectly control velocity, we explicitly enforce a velocity for each body part at every

time point ¢. As shown in Figure [JJe), the velocity is intuitively approximated as the finite difference
body, ¢ zbody,’i

between the kinematic target position and the current frame: :cbndy t= %, which results in

the body part reaching the target position xtt’idly " over the duration of At. By enforcing velocities, we

achieve continuous tractability, making correct collision responses and blocking penetration.
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ours keeps high fidelity to kinematic reference.

The general algorithm for half physics is provided in Algorithm [I] In general, given a specific
scene s and an initial object state, half physics simulates the interaction between the human and the
surroundings, ultimately producing a physically corrected human SMPL-X pose sequence and the
object trajectory:

~0bj ~0bj 5 bj bj
0,37 1, a7 7 =M (0207, q)"). (1

Ateach frame ¢, half physzcs treats 8; = {q”™, 22°° ¢2°¥%} as the motion target and progressively

simulates to obtain 6, 2% and . Joint veloc1t1es ¢"™ and the global angular velocity ¢;°™° are
computed via spherical linear interpolation [41] (SLERP, noted as “angdiff”) between their targets

(@™ and ¢™°* °) and their current states (¢ Omlt and q?Ody ), respectively. In contrast, the global linear

velocity xbOdy s computed as the difference between the target global positions at frames ¢ and ¢ — 1.

Then, physws simulation is executed to step an increment of At. As part of this process, joint angular
velocities g™ are used to compute body part velocities a:bOdy and qudy via forward kinematics,
while inverse kinematics is applied to infer the updated joint states from the new body states after the
simulation step. If no collision occurs, the half-physics SMPL-X variant can maintain the same pose
sequence as the original SMPL-X, i.e., 6= H(0), thereby achieving a faithful transfer to physics

simulation. Unlike RL-based physical trackers, 8 from half-physics preserves the original motion with
no loss in fidelity (see Section .. Note in HOI tasks, half physics uses only the first-frame object
pose for initialization; all subsequent object trajectories are generated purely through simulation,
without any predefined motion. This is fundamentally different from preprocessing-based methods
[514158], which input both human and object poses independently at each frame and use the simulator
only to resolve penetration. In contrast, our approach produces physically consistent object responses
that emerge naturally from interaction, rather than being imposed frame-by-frame. Implementation
details of sim are provided in Appendix [A]

4 Experiments

The proposed half physics can efficiently transform kinematic SMPL-X into a physics simulator,
enabling physical interactions. In this section, we conduct three experiments to validate and explore
the effectiveness of half physics: (1) comparing with state-of-the-art RL-based physical tracker PHC+
[24], (2) eliminating SMPL-X penetration in human-scene interaction (HSI), and (3) exploring the
interactive behaviors of half physics in human-object interactions (HOI).

4.1 Comparison to Physical Tracker PHC+ [24]

A physical tracker aims to make a humanoid robot imitate a target kinematic motion in physics
simulation. Recently, PHC [23] and PHC+ [23]] have made significant progress in improving tracking
generalization. To test the effectiveness of our half-physics approach, we compare its tracking
performance with PHC+. Specifically, we apply both half physics and PHC+ to track 40 3D dance
sequences from the AIST++ test set. We calculate the success rates, defined as the proportion of
sequences without interruptions by falling, along with the global mean per-joint point error (MPJPE-
g), which is the average distance between the tracked joint positions and the target positions, and
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Figure 4: Qualitative results of Trumans (pink) and Trumans+HP (ours) (blue). The proposed half
physics can effectively eliminate different kinds of penetration in human scene interactions while maintain high
fidelity to original kinematic motion.

local MPJPE, which considers only the error relative to the root joint. The AIST++ dataset contains
many intricate, fluid, and dynamic human dance motions, and hence is difficult to imitate by robotics.
Moreover, AIST++ is reconstructed from multi-view data, not from dedicated MoCap data, making it
more challenging. We use the PHC+ “rotation+keypoint” version, which reports a 100% success
rate on AMASS. For a fairer comparison, we finetune PHC+ for 5 epochs on the AIST++ training set.

The results are shown in Table PHC+ achieves a success rate of 92.5%, with 3 sequences resulting
in interruptions by falling (see visualization in Figure[3)). In contrast, half physics (HP) completes
100% of the sequences. Regarding MPJPE-g, PHC+ has an average tracking error distance of nearly
5 cm (approximately the width of three fingers). Note that these results are based only on successful
samples; including failure cases would further widen the gap. In contrast, HP achieves a global
error of merely 3 pm (roughly the length of an E. coli bacterium), which is virtually negligible. For
local MPJPE, which better reflects pose tracking, PHC+ has an error greater than 3 cm, about 70%
of the MPJPE-g error, indicating that maintaining pose consistency in dynamic dance motions is
the primary challenge for its imitation; while HP achieves a local MPJPE of 3 pum, identical to its
global MPJPE-g. The remaining errors in HP primarily stem from rounding errors during velocity
computation. Compared to state-of-the-art physical trackers, HP provides a significant advantage,
reducing the error from the centimeter scale to a negligible one, and hence making it highly promising
for interactive applications such as virtual reality.

For training, PHC+ needs 7 days and requires complex RL strategies, along with reward engineering
tailored to different motions. In contrast, half physics is training free. Regarding inference time, half
physics runs 952.94 fps on average in this experiment on a desktop with Intel Xeon CPU E3-1280
V2 @ 3.60GHz and Nvidia Quadro RTX 5000 GPU (16G RAM), far over a real-time speed.

4.2 Human Scene Interaction

Penetration in human-scene interaction remains a critical challenge, affecting both visual realism
and accuracy in embodied AI. Common solutions include post hoc optimization with a penetration
loss [8]] or using motion planning to precomputed the navigation route [12]]. However, these methods
often fail to generalize and may constrain humanoid movement (e.g., nav-meshes typically prevent
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Figure 5: Half physics can enable kinematic human models to perform diverse interactions with objects.
(a-e) Human motions are kinematic while objects (orange) are driven by physics. (f) Without contact, pure
kinematic models generate unrealistic object (gray) moving, while half physics avoids this. (g-j) The amplitude
of kinematic motion and physical factors of objects further augment the interaction outcomes.

actions like sitting on a bed or sofa). In contrast, by embedding SMPL-X into half physics, the human
agent can still perform the full range of motions while physical penetration is blocked.

We evaluate our method on the Trumans human-scene interaction dataset, demonstrating its
effectiveness in resolving penetration issues. Specifically, we follow Jiang et al.[13] to generate
SMPL-X motion sequences 0 in 20 diverse test scenes {s} and use them as inputs to the Algorithm
to obtain corrected motions: R

6 =H(0). 2
In this experiment, since these scenes do not contain movable objects, our evaluation focuses solely
on penetration resolution. As for quantitative metrics, we compute the average penetration rate
(%, noted as “Pene”) of SMPL-X vertices, average penetration depths (mm) per frame (noted as
“Depthy,eqrn’’) and per sequence (noted as “Depth,,,,, ") between human and scene meshes.

As shown in Table 2] the motions processed by the half-physics simulation can completely eliminate
penetration in numerical terms, eliminating the penetration rate from 7.914% to zero. In terms of
penetration depth, the original generated motion @ consists of purely kinematic motions, exhibiting
an average penetration depth of approximately 8 cm per frame, with the maximum penetration within
a sequence reaching 17 cm—roughly the length of a human hand. In contrast, after applying the same
kinematic data to the half-physics simulation, the penetrations are effectively eliminated at their root.

To provide deeper insight into the results, we visualize three examples in Figure ] In the first
example (Figure[d[a)), we demonstrate a case of full-body penetration. The human motion generated
by Trumans (left, colored in pink) shows the right half body passing through a wall while walking
through a doorway; in contrast, after undergoing half-physics simulation (right, colored in cyan), the
human is physically blocked from proceeding further. Figure f{b) illustrates the penetration of a local
body part, where the original motion generated by Trumans causes the leg to pass through a coffee
table. After applying half-physics, the leg is properly obstructed, effectively eliminating penetration.
Furthermore, we show a common challenge in human-scene interaction, where the human sinks
into a sofa or bed when performing a sitting action (see Figure @{c)). The half-physics simulation
successfully removes such sinking artifacts. Noticeably, beyond eliminating penetration, the motion
corrected by half-physics remains faithful to the original intent of the motion. This outcome is not due
to an active avoidance of objects but instead a natural enforcement of physical constraints that block
penetration. This helps generalize human motion to new scenes by avoiding penetration, illustrating
that our half physics approach provides a foundation for advancements in embodied Al applications.
Additional results can refer to the videol
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4.3 Human Object Interaction

Producing plausible object responses to kinematic human motion is challenging in an interactive
system. On one hand, kinematic data-driven (or, SMPL-X-based) methods typically rely on deep
learning networks to predict object motions [[16| 17} 53], which often leads to unrealistic behaviors.
For example, objects may start moving before any actual contact with humans. Moreover, such pre-
dictions are prone to overfitting — if the training data lacks specific interactions, e.g., object dropping,
the model may fail to generate such motions, resulting in unrealistic human-object interactions. On
the other hand, purely physics-based approaches, such as RL-based imitation, face the previously
discussed challenges, including complex training, limited generalization, and limited fidelity. This
may impose limitations on applications that strongly rely on kinematic input, such as VR. With the
help of half physics, there is no need to predict object motion through additional learning methods.

By using the object’s initial state {xo , 4o J} and the SMPL-X pose sequence 0, half physics can
directly produce physically plausible interaction results:

5 1,@1 p = H(O:a5 a0 ). 3)
In Figure [5] we present a series of human-object interactions realized through the proposed half
physics. We input existing interaction data (e.g., from GRAB [45] and OMOMO [17]) into the half-
physics algorithm. Figure[5(a) shows that, with the proposed half physics, the agent can physically
grasp an object with a single hand through direct control of SMPL-X. It is worth noting that in Figure
[] all orange-colored objects are physics-driven, meaning their motions are not dictated by kinematic
trajectories but rather emerge from physical interactions with SMPL-X variant (see Figure [5[a), right
part). Next, Figure [5[b) demonstrates the process of releasing a wine glass, causing it to fall. In the
original data, the human intends to place the wine glass on a table. However, since we withdraw the
table in our simulation, the glass naturally falls due to gravity. This example highlights how half-
physics can generate realistic but uncommon interaction dynamics beyond those explicitly present in
kinematic MoCap dataset. Figure[5{c) shows a scenario where the human lifts a suitcase by frictional
forces between both hands. This demonstrates that half-physics can support full-body manipulative
interactions, enabling physically plausible transportation tasks. Furthermore, we explore whether the
half physics can achieve plausible SMPL-X kicking behaviors. In our simulation, we place a ball at an
appropriate position to interact with a kicking motion derived from the SMPL-H data in AMASS [29].
As shown in Figure[5|e), the ball is naturally kicked forward as the human moves, demonstrating the
potential of half-physics for research and applications related to sports motion. Going a step further,
we investigate whether different kicking styles result in correspondingly distinct ball movements.
Figure [5g) shows an example of a large-magnitude, fast kick, where the ball is forcefully propelled
forward and lifted into the air, confirming that half-physics enables motion-magnitude-aware physical
interactions. This enhances the realism of human-object interactions in dynamic motion scenarios.
Finally, we examine cases where no contact occurs. On the right side of Figure [5f), we present an
example from the OMOMO [17] kinematic interaction dataset, where the human does not touch the
monitor, yet the object still moves. Such interactions are inherently unrealistic. In contrast, under
half physics, if no contact occurs, the monitor remains unaffected and is not lifted (left side, Figure
Blf)). This example further demonstrates the potential of half-physics as a platform for human-object
interaction synthesis, ensuring physically plausibility.

Augmenting HOI Data with Physical Factors. In real-world interactions, not only the shape of
objects matters but also various physical factors such as mass and friction. Understanding human
interactions under different physical conditions is highly beneficial for event prediction and action
decision-making in embodied Al and robotics. However, due to real-world constraints—such as
the difficulty of constructing identical objects with different physical properties—such data are
challenging to obtain through motion capture (MoCap). Here, we present another application of
half physics: augmenting human-object interaction (HOI) data with physical factors. Figures [5(h—j)
illustrate interactions under different object masses and friction coefficients (11). In Figure [5(h),
we increase the ball’s mass from 500 g (approximated weight of a football) to 200 kg. Under the
same kicking motion, the ball remains nearly static. Notably, due to the excessive resistance, the
simulated SMPL-X posture in half-physics adjusts dynamically: the right foot bends and alters
its trajectory and merely glances off the ball instead of going through it. This occurs because the
human body’s momentum is physically corrected upon collision, leading to more realistic interactions.
Similarly, when increasing the suitcase’s weight to 200 kg, the human is unable to lift it. Additionally,
the fingers bend under strain, reflecting a physically plausible reaction (see Figure [5(i)). Since
lifting requires sufficient friction, when the suitcase’s friction coefficient is reduced to 0.1, the
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Figure 6: Comparison on original AT Habitat
[36] and our implemented half physics (HP). Figure 7: Enforcing kinematic poses in simulator.

suitcase slips away under hand pressure (see Figure [5j)). The interaction results under different
physical factors—whether aligned or misaligned with human motion intention—can serve as prior
knowledge to enhance action generation in embodied Al and robotics. This further demonstrates the
potential usage of the proposed half-physics approach in synthesizing physically-aware human-object
interactions.

4.4 Ablation Study

Comparison to original AT Habitat [36]. Since we develop half physics on the embodied Al
platform AI Habitat 3.0, we conduct an ablation study to highlight the differences between the
original system and our implementation. In AI Habitat, humanoids are designed to be purely
kinematic. Navigation movements are applied on the NavMesh to prevent penetration; however, the
motion itself lacks physical interaction with the environment. As a result, it suffers from penetration
issues, similar to other existing HSI environments. As shown in Figure[6] the agent in AI Habitat
moves directly through the wall. In contrast, our approach maintains physical interactions, preventing
mesh penetration. It is also important to note that in the current AI Habitat, HOI is achieved through
hard-coded instructions. For example, when a grasping event is detected, the object is instantly
repositioned into the hand. The experiments in Section .3] demonstrate that half physics has the
potential to enable a more physical HOI implementation on this platform.

Velocity enforcement — torque. We demonstrate the impact of directly manipulating velocity on
the effectiveness of the half physics algorithm. Specifically, we disable velocity enforcement for
each body part, except global velocity, and instead use a PD controller to control each joint. Table[3]
presents the tracking performance on the AIST++ dataset. When relying solely on joint torques, the
global MPJPE-g drastically worsens to 83.10 mm, performing worse than PHC+. Meanwhile, the
local MPJPE rises to 82.27 mm. Notably, since we do not disable root velocity, the agent can still
maintain global displacement. However, the exceptionally high error in “HP vel. — torque” almost
entirely stems from its inability to track the target pose, demonstrating the crucial role of velocity
manipulation for high-fidelity tracking. For a more intuitive comparison, please refer to the video,

Forcefully use discrete positions in simulation. We also investigate what happens if we directly en-
force discrete kinematic poses in the physics simulation, instead of approximating linear velocity—an
approach akin to hybrid dynamics. Figure[7]illustrates this using a suitcase-lifting example. Since
poses are intractable within continuous timesteps, the simulator fails to respond to collisions correctly,
as penetration occurs abruptly (as explained in Figure [2{c)). Although the suitcase shows slight
displacement, the interaction remains physically unrealistic. This highlights the critical importance
of converting discrete poses into linear velocity when running kinematic data in a physics simulator,
which is the core of our proposed half physics.

5 Discussion and Conclusions

In this paper, we propose an approach that extends 3D kinematic human models to a variant that
enables tangible physical interactions. Unlike existing “pure” physics-based methods, we do not
manipulate joint torques, which indirectly affect velocity. Instead, we directly override body velocity,
enforcing it to move linearly towards a kinematic target. This allows us to efficiently leverage
SMPL-Xs original pose control while maintaining physical tractability over continuous time intervals,
thereby enabling physical interaction. The proposed half-physics strategy can be useful in applications
such as VR, where precise alignment with kinematic capture data is required. Additionally, unlike
methods that drive the body with joint motors, our approach is better able to preserve human-like
characteristics in the kinematic motion. Half physics serves as a bridge between kinematics and
physics, balancing kinematic fidelity and physical realism. See more discussions in Appendix [B]


https://lisiyao21.github.io/projects/Half-Physics/
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A Implementation Details of Half-Physics Simulator

In theory, half physics can be extended to any simulator. However, since half physics directly
manipulates the velocities of each body part, we need the simulator to provide the necessary interfaces.
Furthermore, if the implementation is based on rigid-body methods such as XPBD [28} [31], which
operate directly on rigid links rather than joints, forward and inverse kinematics are required before
and after simulation to convert between joint-space and link-space velocities. In contrast, articulation-
centric algorithms like Featherstone’s method [S]] operate directly at the joint level to update all
physical states, and therefore inherently integrate both forward and inverse kinematics into the sim
pipeline, eliminating the need for additional explicit computation.

We implement the half physics algorithm based on Al Habitat [4, 36} 40], which internally relies on
the Bullet physics engine [3] and uses Featherstone’s algorithm as its core articulation model. The
following section details our implementation of operator sim in Algorithm T}

Damping-Free Dynamics and the Neglect of Internal Force. Featherstone’s algorithm typically
has two components: one that propagates inter-link interaction forces within the articulated structure
(referred to here as “internal” forces), and another that handles “external” collision and friction from
the environment. In many scenarios, strong joint damping is introduced during the computation of
internal forces. This causes joint velocities to decay rapidly, making the system more responsive
to joint motor torques. However, in the context of half physics, which precisely controls motion by
directly specifying joint velocities, such damping will disrupt the intended motion. Therefore, we
eliminate all joint damping in our implementation.

Furthermore, internal force computation in the Featherstone’s algorithm can also interfere with
the intended motion trajectory. These internal forces model inertial coupling between links, e.g.,
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Figure 8: Passive Joint Stiffness Compensation (PJSC) in half physics. (a, b) Humans can actively regulate
how easily their pose changes in response to external forces by relaxing or tensing (red) their muscles, even
under the same kinematic pose. (¢) In contrast, simulated articulated bodies in Featherstone’s algorithm lack
such adaptive resistance, since when the actual and target poses are identical before contact, the PD controller
produces zero torque throughout the timestep At. (d) By introducing a dynamic PJISC torque at each substep
of duration An, the system provides passive compensation that corrects pose deviations after collision. (e)
Applying PJSC allows the local motion to remain close to the input kinematics, while global translation and
orientation adjust to maintain physical interaction. The parameter A controls the magnitude of the PJSC torque.

A=1.0

movement of the forearm passively inducing motion in the upper arm. However, half physics simulates
human motion based on kinematic inputs that are assumed to already encode the outcome of complete
muscle-skeletal coordination. Introducing an additional layer of rigid-body-style internal forces into
this process would distort the intended motion by causing deviations from the original kinematics.
Therefore, we disable internal force propagation in the Featherstone pipeline and retain only the
system’s response to external collisions and frictional contacts.

To empirically validate the necessity of re-

! ) X Table 4: Ablation study on damping and internal force.
moving damping and internal forces, we re-

peat the experiment from Section {1} As Method MPJPE-g (mm)  MPJPE |
shown in Table [} retaining these compo- HP wi. damp. wi. int. force 148.802 50.030
nents introduces significant errors in the half- HP w/. int. force 145.524 50.848
physics system, which is designed to be HP 0.003 0.003

velocity-driven. Specifically, it results in an

average local MPJPE of over 5 cm, and a global error of approximately 15 cm per joint. Such
deviations are fundamentally incompatible with the original intent of half physics. Note that the
configuration labeled as “w/. int. force w/. damp” corresponds to the default Featherstone imple-
mentation in Al Habitat (Bullet). Therefore, to ensure precise velocity control, these layers must be
explicitly disabled in the implementation.

Passive Joint Stiffness Compensation. A fundamental difference between the human body and
simulated articulated rigid-body systems in Featherstone’s algorithm is that humans can actively
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modulate their resistance to external disturbances by adjusting muscle tension, whereas simulated
systems inherently lack this capability. As illustrated in Figure [§[a, b), when relaxed, a human arm
can be easily displaced by external collisions; in contrast, under muscle tension, it can actively resist
perturbations and maintain its intended pose—even though the kinematic configuration remains
identical to the relaxed case. Simulated articulated systems, however, do not possess this ability. As
shown in Figure[§]c), at time ¢, just before a collision occurs, the target pose (dash blue) matches
the current pose (white), causing the PD controller to apply zero torque 7; during the simulation
interval At. However, a collision occurs within this timestep, the controller has no opportunity to
respond, as the torque remains fixed throughout the entire interval in Featherstone’s algorithm. As a
result, the joint pose will inevitably deviate from the intended one after A¢, unlike a human who can
pro-actively resist motion by tightening muscles. To address this, we propose Passive Joint Stiffness
Compensation (PJSC), a strategy designed to approximate resistance to external disturbances by
generating restorative torques that “draw back” the pose after a collision as shown in Figure [§(d).
Specifically, to simulate the pose at time ¢ + 1, we divide the timestep into smaller substeps with size
An = At/N. In each substep, we dynamically apply a PJISC torque as follows:

PJSC i joint, % ~joint,?
t+kAn )‘( t+kAn T t+kAn)7 “

where A is the proportional gain coefficient in the PD controller, qﬂ“,i in denotes the actual joint angle

before executing the k-th substep (k = 0, ..., N — 1), and qﬂ"k " represents the expected angle of the
1-th joint in the absence of collisions Within the interval [t,¢ 4 1]:

(j’ljlklgn _ q]oml ,t + q]fOlnI N . AT] (5)

Here, qlt‘““” corresponds to the i-th joint angle of the output from the previous iteration in [t — 1, ],
and qjtmm " is the joint velocity in the current iteration, which is the joint velocity prescribed for
the [¢,¢ + 1] simulation to follow the kinematic target (refer to Algorithm . While the expected
pose is expressed here as a linear extrapolation, it is actually implemented using Spherical Linear
Interpolation (SLERP) to ensure smooth rotational interpolation at time ¢ + kAmn. It is important to
note that, unlike previous methods where motion is driven by a PD controller, half physics is velocity-
driven, and the PJSC torque serves only as a corrective signal triggered by collisions. When no
perturbation occurs, i.e., no contact, the expected pose naturally aligns with the current pose, resulting
in zero corrective torque. Upon external collision, however, the deviation activates a restorative torque
that passively resists the disturbance, thereby mimicking human-like joint stiffness.

To demonstrate the effect of PISC, we conduct a comparative experiment to observe how it corrects
motion outcomes under collisions. Specifically, we set A = 0 and A\ = 1 respectively in the kicking
experiment described as "fast kick" in Section[d.3] and compare how the human motion is corrected
with respect to the reference kinematic input. To eliminate variability caused by the ball’s movement,
we set it to be static (i.e., approximated as having infinite mass). As shown in Figure[§fe) (note: the
ball is rendered semi-transparent to better reveal local motion; please zoom in), the original kinematic
trajectory of the right foot passes through the ball. When A = 0, i.e., without PJSC, the motion after
half physics is corrected such that the right leg bends sharply to brush past the ball, producing a
trajectory that globally resembles the reference motion but deviates locally. In contrast, when A = 1,
the right leg tends to remain straight, preserving the local structure of the kinematic input. Instead, the
necessary physical interaction is compensated by global changes—such as whole-body displacement
or rotation. This setting echoes a typical challenge in VR/AR applications: when a user moves freely
in an open physical space but encounters virtual obstacles in the digital world, how should the avatar
respond? Should it prioritize maintaining local joint poses, or preserve global displacement and
task-level goals? PJSC provides a controllable trade-off by parameter .

In the experiments shown in Section .| and Section [#.3] we set A = 0, i.e., no PJSC is applied.
In Section which involves large-scale full-body collisions, we set A = 1 and N = 8 to enable
passive stiffness compensation to keep the stability.

B More Discussions

The goal of this paper is to enable kinematic human subjects to physically interact with their
environments. In prior work, the modeling of interaction processes has typically followed one of
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two paradigms: either purely kinematic (also referred to as zero physics) or fully physical. A typical
example of the former is 3D animation, where animators must manually design the full trajectories of
both characters and objects; while that of the latter is humanoid simulation, where both the human
and the environment are governed by physical dynamics.

To the best of our knowledge, we are the first to propose a half-physics paradigm in the human-centric
interaction research community, where the human is controlled kinematically while the environment
evolves under physical simulation. In the absence of contact with the environment, the human
motion in half physics remains identical to the original kinematic input. When collisions with the
environment occur, the system responds physically, while also allowing for passive modulation of the
body’s compliance to external contacts by PJSC.

In the setup half physics, the human motion enjoys full flexibility — it can follow any predefined
kinematic trajectory: running, jumping, even flying like a superhero or performing exaggerated
cartoon-like movements. However, unlike a ghost, the human cannot pass through walls. It can fly
while holding a ball, but if it does not physically touch the object, the object should not move as
if by magic. Yet, purely kinematic works often suffer from unrealistic interaction outcomes (e.g.,
penetration) — a long-standing challenge in this line of research. This necessitates the introduction
of physics into the interaction process.

A natural question arises: Why half physics? Why not a fully physical system? First, as we
demonstrate in Experiment[4.1] even the state-of-the-art physical tracker fail under complex motions,
resulting in falls. In many tasks involving human motion — such as in embodied Al — researchers
are primarily interested in high-level semantic activities and behaviors. Kinematic control allows
them to focus on the motion itself, rather than on the underlying motor control needed to generate it.

Second, current humanoid simulations rely on motor models that are significantly different from real
human biomechanics (i.e., musculoskeletal systems). As a result, motions in fully physical humanoid
settings often appear functional but lack the fension, expressiveness, and subtlety of real human
movements. This lack of expressive detail can significantly undermine realism in applications such
as 3D animation or virtual reality. In contrast, kinematic human motions are often directly derived
from real-world data (e.g., video or mocap), and thus better preserve the natural characteristics of
human movement.

For these reasons, we believe that the proposed half-physics paradigm offers a bridge between the
physical realism of environments and the authenticity of human motion.

We also emphasize that the core idea of half-physics is conceptually simple: it converts the positional
and rotational information encoded in kinematic data into velocity representations with equivalent
effect. This simplicity allows half-physics to be easily adapted to different physics simulators. At
the same time, it is important to note that this conversion from position to velocity, while simple, is
essential. Without this kinematic-to-physics translation, merely applying trivial techniques—such
as increasing the frame rate of the kinematic sequence via interpolation and feeding it directly into
a simulator—cannot achieve similar effects. This is because purely kinematic control specifies the
exact position (including global position) at every frame, leaving no room for physical responses,
which will finally yield penetration (see Section[4.4]“Forcefully use discrete positions in simulation”).
Moreover, to enable the kind of physical augmentation described in Section i.3] the use of equivalent
velocities is essential, as it provides the character with explicit momentum. If only kinematic inputs
are used—even at very high input frame rates—the simulator can, at best, perform penetration correction,
but cannot support physically meaningful interactions involving properties such as mass.

B.1 Discussion on Game, VR, Position-Based Optimizer and Physics Engines

Game Industry. In game development, hybrid kinematic and physics control has seen various forms
of practice. Typically, game engines retain characters in a kinematic (animation-driven) state during
active motion, typically disabling physics and relying only on global constraints such as navigation
meshes. This often results in interpenetration (especially during walking) with the environment.
Upon impact events, e.g., being killed or falling off cliff, systems switch to a passive “ragdoll” mode
governed by external physics. In contrast, our half-physics approach maintains kinematic control
while continuously responding to physical interactions.
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VR Systems. A similar idea appears in VR games, such as Half-Life: Alyx, where hands are
kinematically controlled but can move objects. However, such forces are usually scripted rather
than physically simulated, leading to interpenetration. This differs from the physically plausible
kinematic-object interactions shown in Section 4.3

Position-based Optimization. Position-based optimizer like PBD [[11]] or XPBD (28} 31]], unlike our
Featherstone-based approach, optimize in position space without computing forces. However, these
methods are fundamentally not intended for active kinematic control, where the pose acts only as a
soft constraint within the optimization.

Physics Engines. Physics engines, such as Bullet (used in Al Habitat), typically categorize motion
into KINEMATIC, DYNAMIC, and STATIC. While limited kinematic-dynamic interaction is allowed,
several limitations remain: (1) KINEMATIC bodies do not collide with STATIC or other KINEMATIC
bodies, leading to artifacts such as interpenetration (see Section “Comparison to original Al
Habitat”; note Al Habitat is based on Bullet). In contrast, half physics is velocity-driven and thus
capable of responding to environmental collisions. (2) KINEMATIC bodies are treated as infinitely
massive and position-driven, producing identical outcomes regardless of the mass of dynamic objects
(e.g., no difference between kicking a 1-ton vs. a 100g ball). In contrast, half physics enables
mass-sensitive interactions (see Section 500g vs. 200kg ball). (3) KINEMATIC actions are
not perturbed by contact, even under strong interactions (e.g., kicking a heavy object) or multi-way
contact (e.g., two-hand squeezing), resulting in unrealistic outcomes such as objects being ejected
or penetrated. (4) Forcing dynamic agents to follow kinematic poses causes interpenetration (see
Section [4.4] “Forcefully use discrete positions in simulation”) and constraint drift (due to internal
force and other constraints), degrading fidelity. Our half-physics implementation is lightweight yet
avoids these issues, making it well-suited for human-centric interaction tasks requiring active and
physically responsive behavior.

B.2 Potential Applications and Social Impact

Embodied AI, Human-Scene Interaction and Navigation. Embodied Al tasks often involve
high-level semantic goals such as indoor navigation or object rearrangement. A key requirement in
these scenarios is the avoidance of physical penetrations. However, purely kinematic architectures
are fundamentally incapable of preventing such collisions. To address this, a common practice
is to rely on navigation meshes (‘“navmeshes”), which constrain the human model to predefined
ground positions that are collision-free. While this effectively eliminates penetration, it also severely
restricts the range of human motion — typically limiting it to walking on ground. As a result, the
diversity and realism of embodied Al scenarios are significantly reduced. Imagine a scene where a
3D human is to crawl under a table to retrieve an apple, or climb onto a bed (as an example shown
in Figure[9) to reach a phone — scenarios where navmeshes become ineffective. In contrast, our
half-physics mechanism can principally avoid interpenetration while enabling such complex and
physically grounded interactions, thereby expanding the scope of embodied Al research.

3D Animation. Another potential application of half-physics is in 3D animation. In this domain,
character motions are typically hand-crafted or captured through mocap, resulting in highly de-
tailed kinematic sequences. However, there is often a strong need to generate physically plausible
environmental dynamics in response to these motions. Manually animating dynamic objects is time-
consuming and labor-intensive. In contrast, half physics offers a promising solution for generating
realistic object motions while preserving the original fidelity of the character’s performance, as shown
in Section 4.3

VR and AR. In virtual and augmented reality, players’ real-world motions need to be mapped
into virtual environments. Regardless of whether the scene is mocap-based or ego-centric, the
reconstructed human motion is typically kinematic. In human-scene or human-object interactions
within VR, it is crucial to maintain consistency with the user’s real movements while enabling
meaningful interactions with virtual objects — such as kicking a ball. Fully physical (i.e., RL-based)
approaches often lead to discrepancies from the player’s intended actions or result in instability
(e.g., falling), making them unsuitable for precise VR control. In contrast, half-physics provides an
alternative that preserves motion fidelity while enabling physically grounded interactions in virtual
environments.
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Figure 9: Qualitative results of Trumans (pinf(? and Trumans+HP (ours) (cyan). The proposed half
physics can effectively eliminate different kinds of penetration in human scene interactions.

Social Impact. All of the aforementioned examples demonstrate the potential for positive social
impact by advancing research or enabling practical applications in their respective domains. As for
potential negative impacts, one concern might be the increased risk of user addiction from more
immersive VR gaming experiences.

B.3 Limitations

Since half physics employs kinematic control, it does not model the internal dynamical mechanisms
responsible for actuating the agent. Therefore, it is not capable of research on robotics, as it cannot
serve as a true simulation of robotic systems. Notably, current humanoid robots still rely heavily on
joint motors, making full-physics simulation essential for robotics research. Besides, our method
does not address self-penetration in SMPL-X if it is already present in the input motion sequence.
Moreover, half physics does not semantically correct the motion. If a wall is introduced in front of
the character but the reference human motion keeps walking forward as if the wall weren’t there,
this inconsistency can result in foot sliding. Similar to prior works, the current implementation still
works on rigid-body collisions and frictions, without modeling soft-body or deformable interactions.
This limitation may lead to discrepancies between simulation and reality in tasks that require high-
precision contact handling, such as dexterous hand manipulation. We leave these as a direction for
future improvement.

C Additional Human-Scene Interaction (HSI) Results

In addition to the examples presented in the main paper, we provide three additional, more complex
cases in the appendix (see Figure[9). In Figure [0[a), we demonstrate a scenario where a human
attempts to step backward and lean against a TV cabinet. In the original Trumans results, the
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character penetrates through the cabinet and into the wall while stepping backward. In contrast, with
half physics simulation, our method (Trumans+HP) successfully prevents penetration, allowing the
character to lean against the cabinet as intended. In Figure [9(b), the human attempts to sit on a bed
and slide inward. However, in the original results, the legs penetrate deep into the bed, causing severe
artifacts. With half physics, the character correctly maintains a natural seated posture at the edge
of the bed. In Figure [0(c), the Trumans-generated character initially sits on the bed without major
penetration issues. However, when extending the arms and legs inward, partial penetration occurs in
both the hands and feet. Although such minor penetration artifacts are difficult to eliminate solely
through loss optimization, they are highly perceptible and significantly impact realism. In contrast,
by leveraging a physics engine, half physics effectively resolves even these small penetration issues,
demonstrating its effectiveness in handling penetration in human-scene interactions.
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