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We present a model of the central pattern generator (CPG) network that can control gait transi-
tions in hexapod robots in a simple manner based on phase reduction. The CPG network consists of
six weakly coupled limit-cycle oscillators, whose synchronization dynamics can be described by six
phase equations through phase reduction. Focusing on the transitions between the hexapod gaits
with specific symmetries, the six phase equations of the CPG network can further be reduced to two
independent equations for the phase differences. By choosing appropriate coupling functions for the
network, we can achieve desired synchronization dynamics regardless of the detailed properties of
the limit-cycle oscillators used for the CPG. The effectiveness of our CPG network is demonstrated
by numerical simulations of gait transitions between the wave, tetrapod, and tripod gaits, using the

FitzHugh-Nagumo oscillator as the CPG unit.

I. INTRODUCTION

Legged locomotion is a key ability for many terrestrial
organisms. For instance, humans use bipedal locomotion,
cats and horses use quadruped locomotion, and insects
use hexapodal locomotion. To adapt to various terrains
or to change the speed of locomotion, gait transitions
often occur in vertebrates (e.g., horses [I]) and inverte-
brates (e.g., drosophilas [2] and stick insects [3]).

Some neurophysiological experiments, such as the one
for decerebrated cats [4], suggest that gait patterns are
generated in the neuronal network called the central pat-
tern generator (CPG) in the spinal cord [5]. In inverte-
brates, CPGs also exist as distributed neuronal circuits
that control gait patterns [6, [7]. The CPG can produce
self-sustained rhythms for generating basic gait patterns
without external stimulation or sensory feedback, and it
can further be modulated by the signals from the brain
or sensory organs to switch between various rhythmic
patterns, i.e., gait patterns [§].

Compared to wheeled robots, legged robots have the
advantage of adapting to uneven terrains and physical en-
vironments more efficiently, and many studies have been
conducted on biped robots [9], quadruped robots [10],
hexapod robots [11] 12], and salamander robots [I3]. In
particular, hexapod robots are more stable than biped
or quadruped robots and have been applied, e.g., to hu-
manitarian demining [I4] and exploration of the surface
of Mars [I5]. Since gait transitions are also important
for hexapod robots, methods for realizing typical insect
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gaits and transitions between them using hexapod robots
have been studied [16H22].

For controlling the locomotion of legged robots, CPG-
based control strategy is an efficient bio-inspired method
because it provides self-oscillations and requires less com-
putational costs [2I]. CPG networks are widely modeled
as coupled limit-cycle oscillators. In rhythmic systems
of mutually coupled limit-cycle oscillators like the CPG
networks, synchronization can occur, leading to the align-
ment of their rhythms with each other. Synchronization
of weakly coupled limit-cycle oscillators can be analyzed
by the phase reduction theory [23H27], which can approx-
imately reduce the nonlinear multidimensional dynamics
of the oscillator to a single-variable phase equation char-
acterized by the natural frequency and phase response
property of the oscillator. Phase reduction can also be
useful for engineering limit-cycle oscillators, e.g., in op-
timizing entrainment [28H33] and mutual synchroniza-
tion [34H36]. Moreover, it has been used for analyzing
gait-generation models [37] and gait transitions [38] 39
in hexapods.

In this study, we present a CPG network for controlling
gait transitions in hexapod robots, which allows various
types of smooth limit-cycle oscillators to be used as the
CPG unit. We use phase reduction to derive six phase
equations from the mathematical model of the CPG net-
work consisting of six limit-cycle oscillators with weak
coupling. Using the symmetries of the typical hexapod
gaits, i.e., the wave, tetrapod, and tripod gaits, we fur-
ther reduce the six phase equations to two independent
phase-difference equations. By choosing appropriate cou-
pling functions for the network, we can achieve all typical
gaits irrespective of the detailed properties of the limit-
cycle oscillators. Compared to existing studies, our CPG
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FIG. 1. Coupling scheme of the present CPG network. The
six CPGs are denoted by 1 to 6, which correspond to LF,
LM, LH, RF, RM, and RH, respectively. The weights ci 2
determine the coupling strength and b2 determine whether
the coupling is excitatory or inhibitory. The functions I'i 2
determine the phase coupling between the CPGs. The red
solid arrows show the coupling by I'; and the blue dashed
arrows show the coupling by I'2, respectively.

network provides a simpler and more general framework
in which the CPG model and coupling functions can be
optimized. We demonstrate the effectiveness of our CPG
network by numerical simulations of gait transitions be-
tween the wave, tetrapod, and tripod gaits, adopting the
FitzHugh-Nagumo oscillator as the CPG unit.

This paper is organized as follows. We first present a
CPG network and explain the symmetric typical hexapod
gaits in Sec. [[Tl We next describe the gait control meth-
ods in Sec. [[IIl We demonstrate the results of the gait
transitions by the present CPG network in Sec. [[V] and
we give conclusions in Sec. [V} Appendix [A] gives further
examples of the symmetric gait patterns.

II. CPG NETWORK

In this section, we present a ladder-type bidirectional
CPG network consisting of six limit-cycle oscillators as
schematically shown in Fig.

A. Phase dynamics of the CPG network

We assume that the dynamics of the six limit-cycle
oscillators in the CPG network (Fig. [1]) are described by

X, = sF(X)) +¢ (blclﬁl(Xl, X)) + bQCQﬁg(xl,Xg)) ,
Xy = sF(Xy) + ebje Hy (X2, X5)

+e (62ﬁ2(X2,X1) + 5202ﬁ2(X2, XS)) ;
X5 = sF(X3) +¢ (blclfil(Xg, X) + 2 Ho (X3, XQ)) ,
X, = sF(X4) +¢ (clfIl(X4, X1) + boco Ha (X4, X5)) :
X5 = sF(X5) +eci H (X5, X5)

+e (Czﬁz(X5,X4) + boco Ho (X, X6)) ;

Xo =sF(Xg) +¢ (CII:II(XGa X3) + CQI;[2(X67X5)> ,
(1)

where X (t) € RN (k= 1,2,3,4,5,6) denotes each oscil-
lator state at time ¢, X represents the time derivative
of X, F : RV — RY is a smooth vector field com-
mon to all oscillators, s > 0 is a common timescale
parameter that determines the oscillation frequency of
all the oscillators, c;2 > 0 are the coupling strength
of O(1), b12 € {—1,+1} determine whether the cou-
pling is excitatory or inhibitory, 0 < ¢ < 1 is a small
parameter representing weakness of the coupling, and
H;:RY x RN — RY represent smooth coupling func-
tions between the oscillators. We assume that the orig-
inal system X = F(X) without scaling (s = 1) has an
exponentially stable limit cycle x of natural period T and
frequency w = 27/T, where the state on y at time ¢ is
represented as Xo(t) and satisfies Xo(t) = Xo(t + T),
given the origin state Xo(0) on the limit cycle. Then,
the period and frequency of the limit cycle x of the time-
rescaled vector field sF are T'/s and sw, respectively.

The mathematical model of weakly coupled identical
limit-cycle oscillators can be analyzed by phase reduction
theory [23H27]. We first introduce an asymptotic phase
function © : B — [0,27) into the basin B C RN of x
satisfying VO(X) - F(X) = w for all X € B, where
a-b= 27]:[:1 anby represents the scalar product of two
vectors a, b € RY. Using the phase function, we can
define the phase value 6 of the oscillator state X € B
by 6 = ©(X), which increases constantly at the natural
frequency w over time,

B(t) = VO(X (1) - F(X (1)) = w, (2)

where we regard that the phase values 0 and 27 are iden-
tical. The state on x can be represented by X(0) =
Xo(t = 0/w) as a 27r-periodic function of @, which satis-
fies Xo(0) = Xo(60 + 2m).

Since all coupling terms are of O(e) and sufficiently
weak, we can assume that the state of each limit-cycle



oscillator is close to ¥, i.e.,

Xk(t) = XO(ek(t)) + 0(6) (k = 172,37475a6)’ (3)

where 6, = ©(Xy) for k = 1,2,3,4,5,6. Substituting
Eq. into Eq. and neglecting errors of O(¢2), we
can derive the following phase equations:

(01) - (brcr Hy(01,04) + baco Ho(01,02)),
(02) - bici Hy(02,05),

+eZ(03) - (caH2(02,01) + bacaH2(02,03))
05 = sw+eZ(03) - (bc1 H1(03,0) + caHs(03,63)),
0y = sw+eZ(04) - (c1H1(04,01) + bacaHo(04,05))
0 = sw+eZ(05) - c1H1(05,02),

+eZ(05) - (caH2(05,04) + bacaH(05,06)) ,
0 = sw + eZ(0g) - (c1H1(06,05) + caHz(0s,05)) .

Hl—sw—l-sZ

(4)

Note that the frequency of each oscillator is scaled to
sw. Here, Z : [0,2r) — R¥ is the phase sensitiv-
ity function (PSF) of the oscillator defined by Z(0) =
VO(X)|x—_x, (9)> Which characterizes the linear response
of the oscillator phase 0 to small perturbations. The PSF
can be calculated as the 2m-periodic solution to the fol-
lowing adjoint equation [26], 40]:

d

w@Z(G) =

~J(Xo(0))" Z(9), (5)

where J : RY — RVXN 5 the Jacobian matrix of the
vector field F, i.e., J(X) = VF(X). The PSF satisfies
the following normalization condition:

dXo(0)
Z(0) - =1. 6
(0) - X ©
The functions Hi o : [0,27) % [0,27) — RY are mutual

coupling functions (MCFs) defined by

H, 5(0;,0;) = Hi2(Xo(6:), Xo(6;)), (7)

which depend on two phases 6; and 6; for i,j €
{1,2,3,4,5,6}. From Eq. (3),

H, (X, X;) = Hy2(0:,6;) + O(e) (8)

holds for 4,5 € {1,2,3,4,5,6}.
Since the frequency of the oscillator is sw and therefore
the relative phase 6, — swt is a slow variable, we can

conduct the averaging approximation [23], 24, 27] over
one period T'/s and obtain the following averaged phase

equations by neglecting errors of O(g?):

01 = sw + (b1 T1 (61 — 04) + bacal'a (01 — 62)),
0y = sw + b1y Ty (0 — 65)

+ e(cola(f2 — 01) + bacal'2 (02 — 03)),
05 = sw +e(bici 1 (05 — Og) + cola (05 — 62)),
04 = sw + e(c1T1 (05 — 01) + bocal'a (05 — 05)),
05 = sw + ec1I'y (05 — 02)

+e(cal'2 (05 — 04) + bacal'a(05 — 05)),
O = sw+ e(c1T1 (0 — 03) + caT2 (05 — 65)),

where the functions I'; 5 are called phase coupling func-

tions (PCFs), which are 2m-periodic functions repre-
sented by

Li2(p) =(Z(Y) - Hip2(, ¥ — ), - (10)

Here, we denote the averaging of a smooth 27-periodic
function g over one period of oscillation as

1 27

9y = 5~

o | )y, ()

Now, we assume that the MCFs are given in the fol-
lowing specific form:

Z(0;)P12(60; — 0,
H, 5(0:,0;) = : Z)ZM( 2 2 (12)
(1)),
where P s : R — R are arbitrary 27-periodic smooth

functions. As discussed in [36], these MCFs give the
most energy-efficient forms of the mutual coupling that
maximize the absolute value of the corresponding PCFs
at each value of the phase difference under a given power,
leading to fast mutual synchronization of the oscillators.
Introducing ¢ = 6; — 0, the PCFs are obtained from the
above MCFs as

[12(p) = Pr2(p). (13)

By choosing the functional forms of P; 2(p), we can re-
alize any forms of I'; . Thus, we need to consider only
the PCFs I'y » in designing the CPG network, and then
MCFs H; ; follow from Eq. . We note that, in gen-
eral, the functional form of the PCF depends on both the
PSF and MCF. For the above particular MCF, the PCF
become independent of the PSF and we can arbitrarily
design it to realize desired synchronization dynamics.

B. Symmetric gait patterns

Next, we describe the hexapod gaits considered in this
study. The six legs of the hexapod robots are called the
left front (LF), left middle (LM), left hind (LH), right
front (RF), right middle (RM), and right hind (RH), as



shown in Fig. We consider (61, 63,03,04,05,0) to be
the phases of (LF, LM, LH, RF, RM, RH), respectively.

We assume that the hexapod gaits have the following
symmetries:

O — 03 =05 — 0 = 04 — 01
O3 — 0y =03 — 01 =05 — 05 = 05 — 04

mod 27w, (14)
mod 27w, (15)

where Eq. indicates that the phase differences be-
tween the contralateral legs in the front, middle, and hind
positions are equal, and Eq. indicates that the phase
differences between the adjacent ipsilateral legs are equal,
i.e., the phase shift of the middle legs from the front legs
is the same as that of the hind legs from the middle legs
on both sides.

As an example, we consider three typical hexapod
gaits, i.e., the slowest gait called the wave gait, the
middle-speed gait called the tetrapod gait, and the fastest
gait called the tripod gait [41H43]. Figure [2 shows the
diagrams of the three gaits, where the states (stance or
swing) of the six legs are plotted in gray and black colors,
respectively. In the wave gait (also called a metachronal
gait), the hexapod robot moves the six legs, i.e., (RH),
(RM), (RF), (LH), (LM), and (LF), in order at equal
phase intervals of 7/3. In the tetrapod gait, the legs form
three synchronized pairs, i.e., (LH, RM), (LM, RF), and
(LF, RH), which are moved in order at equal phase in-
tervals of 27 /3. Finally, in the tripod gait, the legs form
two synchronized triplets, (RF, LM, RH) and (LF, RM,
LH), which are alternatively moved (i.e., with the phase
interval of 7).

The phase shifts of the legs in the three types of the
gaits correspond to

(gla 927 937647 05796)

(O7 %71, %ﬂ', m, %7‘(7 %7‘() (wave),
16
= (O, %TF, %7?, %ﬂ', %ﬂ', 0) (tetrapod), (16)
(077'[',0,71',0,71') (trlpOd)v

when the LF is chosen as the reference, §; = 0. We can
find that all the three gaits satisfy the symmetries given
in Egs. and . We note that other hexapod gaits
are also possible as described in Appendix [A]

C. Equations for the phase differences

We now show that the six phase equations can be re-
duced to two independent phase-difference equations by
using the symmetries and of the gaits. First, we
consider the symmetry of the phase differences between
the contralateral legs given in Eq. , which yields
mod 27 (k,m =1,2,3).

(17)

Or3 — Omyz =0 — Oy
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FIG. 2. Diagrams of the wave, tetrapod, and tripod gaits (see
Sec. A for the definition of the swing and stance phases).

Plugging Egs. and into Eq. @, we find that
the time derivatives of 03 — 0 take the same value for
k=1,2,3,1ie.,

ék+3 — ék =E&Cy (F1(0k+3 — Gk) — blFl(Gk — 9k+3)) .
(18)

Therefore, if the initial phases {0 (0)}$_, satisfy the con-
dition , the phases satisfy

Or+3(t) — O (t) = a(t) mod2r (k=1,2,3) (19)

for all £, i.e., the phase differences 8, —60;, 05 —05, and 05—
03 are always equal to a. Therefore, the time evolution
of the phase difference o obeys

= ecy (Fl(a) - blI‘l(—a)) . (20)

From Egs. (17) and , by using the phase difference



«, the dynamics of the six phases can be rewritten as

01 = sw + e(breiT1(—a) + bacal'a (61 — 63)),
0y = sw + g(byeil(—a)
(bieiT1(—a) + col'a (05 — 6)),
(e1T1 (@) 4 baeal'a (01 — 63)),
05 = sw + (el (a) + cal'a (s — 61) + bocaT'a (62 — 03)),
0 = sw + (el (@) + a2 (05 — 02)).

93:sw+6

94:sw—|—5

(21)

We next consider the symmetry of the phase differences
between the ipsilateral legs, given in Eq. . If the
initial phases {0y (0)}¢_, satisfy the symmetry and
it is maintained during the subsequent evolution, their
phase differences @12 = 01 — O, w3o = 03 — O3, 45 =
04 — 05, and pg5 = 0 — 05 satisfy

mod 27
(22)

—p12(t) = p32(t) = —pus(t) = wes(t) = B(t)

for all t. We only need to consider the dynamics of two
phase differences 12 = 01 — 05 and @32 = 03 — 65 because

we5 = P32 and 54 = o1 from Eq. , which are given
by

P12 = € (bacal'2(p12) — cal'a(—w12) — bacal'2(—¢32)) ,
(23)

P32 = € (cal'2(32) — cal'a(—p12) — bacal'a(—32)) ,
(24)

respectively. Since —p12 = w32 = 3, the dynamics of the
phase difference 8 can be represented as

5 = 5021—‘2(6) = 7€b202F2(7ﬂ) (25)

from Eqgs. and .

For —¢p12 and ¢392 to remain equal, Eq. should hold
for all 8, where the PCF TI'y should be an odd or even
function because I'y is a continuous nonzero 27-periodic
function and ¢y is a non-zero constant. The parameter
bo determining excitatory or inhibitory coupling should
be chosen as

by =1
by = —1

Thus, the dynamics of the six phases can be described
by two independent equations for the phase differences o
between the contralateral legs and 8 between the adja-
cent ipsilateral legs,

if I's is an odd function,

if I'y is an even function. (26)

@ =ec1(Ti(a) = biT1(=a)) = elapnaa),  (27)
B = ecal's(B) = elbeta(B). (28)

By controlling « and 3, we can realize different gait pat-
terns. The fixed point (a*, 8*) of Egs. and for

+ col'3(02 — 01) + bacaT'2(62 — 63)),

each gait is

(m,37)  (wave),
(a*,B*) =4 (37, 27) (tetrapod), (29)
(m,m) (tripod).

For these fixed points corresponding to the individual
gaits to be realizable, they should be linearly stable.
Moreover, we need the stability of the periodic solution
satisfying the symmetries and . These will be
analyzed in the next section.

D. Stability analysis

We first discuss the stability conditions for the peri-
odic solution of the CPG network dynamics satisfying
the symmetries and . We then describe the con-
ditions for the fixed point (a*, 5*) to ensure that the gaits
are stable.

For the periodic solution of the CPG to maintain the
symmetry (14), the variable & = [01 03] defined by

01 = P41 — P52, (30)
d2 = P63 — P52 (31)

should be stable at the fixed point 6 = [0 0] mod 2,
where Y41 = 04 — 01, P52 = 95 — 02, and Y63 = 06 — 93.
Hereafter in this section, for simplicity, we omit writing
‘mod 27’ for the fixed points. From Eq. , the dynam-
ics of 01,2 are represented as

51 = Qa1 — P52
=1l (pa1) — el (—par) (32)
— 1l (ps2) + bicil'1 (—s2),
and
bo = Pe3 — P52
= c1T'1(pg3) — bieaT1(—pes) (33)

— a1l (ps2) + bical'1 (—s2),

respectively. The fixed point 6 = 0 is linearly stable if
all eigenvalues of the Jacobian 9d/0d have negative real
parts at 6 = 0. By using the chain rule of derivatives, we
obtain

S 51 9%
04 = [551 352]

963 06y
99 961 s
95 96 96 9by
— | Opa1 Ops2  Opes Ops2 (34)
06y _ 96y 906y _ 9y
Ipa1 Ops2  Owes 0ps2

— e(el (@) + bl (—a)) E ;] .



Therefore, the eigenvalues of 98 /08 are negative if
el (a) + biei Ty (—a)) < 0. (35)

If we use an odd or even function as I'y, this condition
can be rewritten as

ecil(a) <0 (36)

by taking b, as

b =1 if I’y is an odd function, (37)
by = -1 if T'; is an even function.
Since € > 0 and ¢; > 0, § = 0 is stable if
I (a) <0. (38)

This condition cannot be satisfied for the whole range of
a € [0,27), but it is sufficient if this condition holds in an
interval o € [init, ] (or [a*, qinit]), where ainiy and o
are the initial value and the fixed point of «a, respectively.

From now on, we assume that the above condition is
satisfied. For the symmetry (15, or equivalently of
the periodic solution to be kept, the variable 3 defined
by

03 = @12 + @32 (39)

should be stable at the fixed point J3 = 0. By adding
Eqgs. and and using Eq. (25)), the rate of change
03 at d3 = 0 satisfies

03 = £ (bacal'a(p12) — 2¢2T2(—12))
+ & (a2 (p32) — 2bacal'a(—p32))

40
= eco(—T2(B) — b2T'2(—13)) 10)
=0.
The variable 3 = 0 is linearly stable if
dd3 Do | Do
063 Op12  Opsa
= ¢ (bacaT'(p12) + 2c215(—¢p12)) (41)

+ € (caT5(p32) + 2bacal'y(—p32))
= 3eca(I5(B) + bal'y(—f)) <0,

where we used the chain rule of derivatives. This quantity
can be calculated as

9o3 )
6753 = 65021_‘2(5) (42)

for both odd and even functions of I'y using the condi-
tion . Since € > 0 and ¢p > 0, d3 = 0 is stable if

% (8) <0. (43)

Although this condition does not hold for all 8 € [0, 27),
it is sufficient if this condition holds in the interval g €

[Binit, 8%] (or [8*, Binit]), where Binir and S* are the initial
value and the fixed point, respectively.

We have shown the conditions for the linear stability
of the symmetric periodic orbit. We now focus on the
stability of the fixed point (a*, 8*). The fixed point o =

«* is linearly stable if the following conditions hold:

Falpha(a*) =C (Pl(a*) - blrl(_a*)) = Oa (44)
apha(@”) = c1 (T (@) + bil (—a”)) < 0. (45)

If we use an odd or even function for I'y and choose by
as given by the condition ,

I'i(a”) =0, (46)
I (a*) < 0 (47)

are the conditions for the linear stability. The stability
condition for the fixed point o* is consistent with
the condition for the symmetry .

The fixed point 8 = g* is linearly stable if the following
conditions hold:

T2(8%) =0, (48)
I5(8%) <0, (49)

which follow from ¢y > 0 and Eq. . The stability
condition for the fixed point 3* is consistent with
the condition for the symmetry .

III. GAIT CONTROL METHODS

In this section, we explain the methods for gait con-
trol. Each gait is generated by moving the legs when the
corresponding phase values exceed a threshold, where the
timing is adjusted by a mutually synchronized solution of
the CPGs with appropriate PCFs I'y 5. Gait transitions
can be conducted by changing the PCFs I'; » between
odd and even functions to switch the fixed points and
by alternating b, » according to the conditions and
(26). The timescale parameter s is adjusted so that the
duration of the swing phase is the same for all of the
wave, tetrapod, and tripod gaits.

A. Determining gaits from CPG outputs

We first describe the method for determining the swing
or stance phase from the CPG output. We choose one
component Zo,; of the CPG unit (oscillator) as the out-
put, although the oscillator itself is multidimensional.
The corresponding leg is in the swing phase if the out-
put xout is above a threshold ¢ and in the stance phase
otherwise [20], i.e.,

swing if  zou > 0,
stance

otherwise. (50)



We assume the output z,y to have only two extremum
points within one period. The threshold o for each gait
is determined to realize the following duty factor rpg:

Tst

= 51
Tsw "'T‘st7 ( )

TDF
where Ty, and Ty represent the durations of the swing
phase and stance phase in one gait period T/s, respec-
tively, where Ty, + Tst = T'/s holds. The duty factors for
the wave, tetrapod, and tripod gaits are chosen as 5/6,
2/3, and 1/2, respectively.

The timescale parameter s is chosen as

& (wave),
s=1¢ % (tetrapod), (52)
1 (tripod),

so that the duration of the swing phase of each leg is the
same for all of the wave, tetrapod, and tripod gaits.

B. Functional forms of the coupling functions

We here describe the odd function I'pqq and even func-
tion Ieyven that we use for gait transitions. Both of these
functions are necessary, because for the tripod gait with
the fixed point (o, 5*) = (w,7), any 2m-periodic odd
function T'uqq(p) has a fixed point at ¢ = 7, preventing
the tripod gait from switching to other gaits, and any
2m-periodic even function Teyen (@) satisfies T ., () = 0,
where the linear stability of ¢ = 7 is not guaranteed, i.e.,
tripod gait is not linearly stable. We thus switch the odd
and even functions to realize gait transitions.

Since the fixed points of the three gaits are (a*, *) =
(m,7/3), (2m/3,27/3), and (m, ), there can be six cases
of transitions:

1 2 1
§7T — gﬂ', ST — 3T,

3 3
lnosm n-oin (53)
3 ’ 37
2 2
ST =T, T M.

Here, we choose the odd function as the PCFs I'y 5 for
the transitions 7/3 — 7 and 27/3 — 7 because the 27-
periodic odd function always has a fixed point at w. We
choose the even function for other transitions.

We next present the odd function I'pgq and even func-
tion Teyen used in this study. We use an odd function
defined by

10 2
Toaa(?) =10 kexp (—’2) sin(kg),  (54)

k=1

which is shown in Fig. [3|a). This odd function has only
one stable fixed point at ¢* = 7 in (—m, 7], which satis-
fies the stability condition . Also, this odd function

|
: 3 |
5 |
— 2 !
= = |
=0 g [
) z 1
—~ — }
-5 0
\
-1 1
-7 0 T —T —%7’[‘ 0 %7‘1’ T
¥ ®
(@) (b)
FIG. 3. (a) Odd function T'oqq. (b) Even function Teven-

In each figure, the black dot shows the stable fixed point and
black circle shows the unstable fixed point.

satisfies I ;4(¢) < 0 in ¢ € [n/3,n] for the stability
conditions and ([43)). We define the even function by

TCeven(p) = 2cos(p) + 1, (55)

which is shown in Fig. [3{b). This even function has only
one stable fixed point at ¢* = 27/3 in (—, 7], which sat-
isfies the stability condition . Also, this even function
satisfies I, ., (¢) < 01in ¢ € [7/3, 7] for the stability con-

even

ditions and . We note that, if we consider the
transitions between other gaits as given in Appendix A,
we need to design other even functions depending on the
target fixed point.

C. Gait generation and gait transitions

We here explain the method for determining the PCF
I'1,2 and by 2 for the gait transitions of the wave, tetrapod,
and tripod gaits.

1. Wawve gait

Since the fixed point is (a*, 5*) = (7, 7/3), we let Ty
be the odd function and I'y be the even function:

I'1(a) = Foaa(a),

P2(ﬂ) = _Feven(ﬂ + 7T)7 (56)

where I'2(8) has a stable fixed point at 5* = 7/3. The
associated parameters by o are determined by

by =1,

b1 (57)

from the conditions and .



2. Tetrapod gait

Since the fixed point is (a*, 8*) = (27/3,27/3) in this
case, we choose both I'q 5 as the even functions:

Iy (04) = Feven(a)a

58
F2(6) = 1—‘even(ﬂ)- ( )
The associated parameters by o are determined by
bl = _17
59
by — —1 (59)

from the conditions and .

8. Tripod gait

Since the fixed point is («*,5*) = (7, 7), we choose
both I'; 5 as the odd functions:

Fl(a) = Fodd(a)a

60
P2(8) = Toaa(8). ()
The associated parameters by » are determined by
by =1,
61
by — 1 (61)

from the conditions and .

IV. RESULTS OF GAIT TRANSITIONS

In this section, we show the results of gait transitions
in our CPG network by numerical simulations.

A. FitzHugh-Nagumo CPG model

In our CPG network, various types of limit cycle os-
cillators can be used as the CPG unit. We employ the
FitzHugh-Nagumo (FHN) oscillator [44] [45] as the CPG
unit, which is a simple mathematical model of a spik-
ing neuron. The FHN oscillator is described by a two-
dimensional vector X = [z y]T, which obeys the vector
field

r—ax®—y
Feo=a|” (62
where we assume (a,b,c¢,d) = (1/3,0.25,0.15,40). The
natural period and frequency of this FHN oscillator with-
out scaling (s = 1) are T'= 0.548 and w = 11.5, respec-
tively.

We show the limit-cycle trajectory in Fig. [4{a), each
component of the limit-cycle solution in Fig. 4(b), and
the PSF calculated by the adjoint equation in Fig. (c)
We choose the first component as the output of the CPG
unit, i.e., Touy = . The threshold values o for the wave,
tetrapod, and tripod gaits are chosen as 1.6485, 0.9437,
and —0.7402, respectively.

20 2
T 0 %’r g %’r 27 0 L I %ﬂ 27

0 0

(a) (b) (c)
FIG. 4. Limit cycle and PSF of the FHN oscillator.

(a) Limit cycle in the zy plane. (b) Limit-cycle solution
Xo = [Xo, Xoy]" vs. phase 0. (c) PSF Z = [Z, Z,]"
vs. phase 6.

B. Gait transitions
1. Wawve-tetrapod-tripod

We first simulate the gait transitions from wave to
tetrapod and tetrapod to tripod in order, where the loco-
motion speed increases. The initial gait is the wave gait
and it is switched to the tetrapod gait at ¢t = 127, at
which the PCFs I'1 5 and the binary parameters b; 5 are
changed. Then, the tetrapod gait is switched to the tri-
pod gait at t = 36Ty, at which I'y » and b; 2 are changed.
The oscillation timescale s is adjusted according to the
rule . The PCFs I'; » and by 2 are changed as de-
scribed in Sec. [[TI] C.

We performed numerical simulations of the dynamics
for the phase differences, Egs. (27]), 7 and the original
CPG network dynamics, Eq. (1], for the gait transitions
by using the fourth-order Runge-Kutta method with the
time interval A; = 1.0 x 103, where the coupling param-
eters are chosen as ¢y =4, co = 8, and ¢ = 0.1. We show
the outputs of the CPG units in Fig. a). We can ob-
serve that the amplitudes of the outputs are maintained
during the gait transitions, which does not hinder the
swing-stance determination by the threshold value.

The gait diagrams are shown in Fig. b). The purple
bars show the wave gait, where the legs (RH), (RM),
(RF), (LH), (LM), and (LF) are moved in order with the
phase shift /3. The gray bars between the purple and
cyan bars show the irregular gait during the transition
from the wave gait to the tetrapod gait. The cyan bars
show the tetrapod gait, where the three pairs of legs (LH,
RM), (LM, RF), and (LF, RH) are moved in order with
the phase shift 27/3. The transition time from the wave
to tetrapod gait is about Ti,, = 6.62 X Tg,. The gray
bars between the cyan and green bars show the irregular
gait during the transition from the tetrapod to tripod
gait. Finally, the green bars show the tripod gait, where
the two triplets of legs (RF, LM, RH) and (LF, RM,
LH) are moved alternatively with the phase shift 7. The
transition time from the tetrapod gait to the tripod gait
is about T}, = 6.13 x Tiy.

We show the dynamics of the phase differences o and
8 in Figs. C) and (d), respectively. The dynamics
of « obtained from Eq. and the phase difference



Or+3—0r (k =1,2,3) evaluated from the oscillator states
by simulating Eq. are slightly different during the gait
transition from o = 7 to @ = 27/3, but both of them
eventually converge to the same target value. There is
also a small difference between 8 obtained from Eq.
and the phase differences 05 — 61, 03 — 05, 05 — 04, and
0s—05 obtained from the oscillator states obeying Eq. .
This is because the reduced phase dynamics and origi-
nal oscillator dynamics subjected to weak perturbations
are slightly different, causing a small breakdown of the
symmetries, but the phases eventually converge to the
target phase and recover the symmetries because of the
stability. Thus, the present CPG network can achieve
the wave-tetrapod-tripod gait transitions by using the
approximate phase-difference dynamics as designed.

2. Tripod-tetrapod-wave

Next, we simulate the tripod to tetrapod and tetrapod
to wave transitions in order, where the locomotion speed
decreases. The gait is initially the tripod gait and it is
switched to the tetrapod gait at t = 1275,. Then, the
tetrapod gait is switched to the wave gait at ¢t = 3675y
The oscillation timescale s is adjusted according to the
rule (52)). The gait transition rule is the same as that in
the previous case.

We performed numerical simulations of the gait tran-
sitions by using the same procedure as described before.
We show the outputs of the CPG network in Fig. @(a),
where the amplitude of the outputs are maintained dur-
ing the gait transitions.

We show the gait diagrams in Fig.[6{b). The green bars
show the tripod gait, the cyan bars show the tetrapod
gait, and the gray bars between the green and cyan bars
show the irregular gait during the transition from the
tripod to tetrapod gait, respectively. The transition time
from the tripod gait to the tetrapod gait is about T, =
6.62 X Tyw. From this and the previous results, we can
observe that the tetrapod gait can be achieved from both
the wave and tripod gaits.

The purple bars show the wave gait, and the gray bars
between the cyan and purple bars show the irregular gait
during the transition from the tetrapod to wave gait,
respectively. The transition time from the tetrapod to
the wave gait is about Ti,, = 6.13 X Tgy.

We show the evolution of the phase differences o and
B in Figs. [6[c) and (d), respectively. The dynamics
of a obtained from Eq. and the phase difference
Or+3—0r (k= 1,2,3) evaluated from the oscillator states
by simulating Eq. are slightly different during the gait
transitions, but they eventually converge to the same tar-
get value. There are also slight differences between the
dynamics of 8 obtained from Eq. and the phase dif-
ferences 0 — 61, 03 — 05, 05 — 04, and 05 — 05 evaluated
from the oscillator states by simulating Eq. , but all of
them eventually converge to the same target value. This
is due to the slight difference between the reduced phase

dynamics and original oscillator dynamics subjected to
weak perturbations, which causes a small breakdown of
the symmetries, but the phases eventually go to the tar-
get phase and recover the symmetries from the stabil-
ity. Thus, the present CPG network can also achieve the
tripod-tetrapod-wave gait transitions.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, we presented a simple CPG network that
can control the gait transitions in hexapod between the
different types of gaits whose symmetries are described
in Sec.[]B. In our CPG network, the dynamics of the six
CPG oscillators can be reduced to the dynamics of two
independent phase differences between the contralateral
legs on the left and right sides and between the adjacent
ipsilateral legs on both sides. By appropriately assum-
ing the functional form of the mutual coupling functions,
the desired synchronization dynamics can be achieved ir-
respective of the detailed properties of the oscillators.
Also, since the coupling between the oscillators is as-
sumed weak, the output signals of the CPGs maintain
approximately constant amplitudes and do not hinder
the determination of the swing-stance phase. We demon-
strated that our CPG network can achieve the wave-
tetrapod-tripod gait transitions (speed increasing) and
tripod-tetrapod-wave gait transitions (speed decreasing)
smoothly by numerical simulations. The present CPG
network is also applicable to other gait patterns in Ap-
pendix [A] which possess the symmetries described in
Sec. [ B.

The advantage of the present CPG framework is the
ability to provide a general CPG network solely using
two independent phase-difference dynamics. Therefore,
the performance of the gait transitions can easily be op-
timized, compared to most existing studies that rely on
specific models of the CPG oscillators. At the same time,
since the present framework allows us to use various types
of limit-cycle oscillators as the CPG unit, we can employ
not only existing models of oscillators but also artificially
designed oscillators [46H50] as the CPG unit. In our fu-
ture work, we will focus on optimizing the coupling func-
tions within the present CPG network to achieve faster
gait transitions.
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Appendix A: Gait variations

In the main text, we considered three typical types
of symmetric gaits, i.e., the wave, tetrapod, and tripod
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FIG. 5. Results for wave-tetrapod-tripod gait transitions. (a) Output signals of the CPG network. The six signals correspond
to the individual legs as shown in the legend. (b) Gait diagrams over time determined by the rule . The white area shows the
stance phase and the colored bars show the swing phase. The purple bars show the wave gait, the cyan bars show the tetrapod
gait, the green bars show the tripod gait, and the gray bars show the gaits during transitions, respectively. (c¢) Dynamics of
the phase difference a. The black dashed curve shows the numerically simulated dynamics of Eq. and the red curves show
the dynamics of the phase differences ;43 — 0 (k = 1,2, 3) measured from the oscillator states obtained by direct numerical
simulations of Eq. (1)). (d) Dynamics of the phase difference 8. The black dashed curve shows the numerically simulated
dynamics of Eq. (28) and the blue curves show the dynamics of the phase differences 6> — 61, 63 — 02, 05 — 04, and 0 — 05
measured from the directly-simulated oscillator states obeying Eq. .

gaits. However, there exist other gait patterns that are be controlled by using the two independent phase differ-
also called the “wave” or “tetrapod” gait in the literature. ences of our CPG network.

We here list them up to the best of our knowledge. Also,

we describe other gait patterns than the wave, tetrapod,

and tripod gaits. We show that all gaits in this Appendix

possess the symmetries described in Sec. [[] B, which can
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FIG. 6. Results for tripod-tetrapod-wave gait transitions. (a) Output signals of the CPG network. The six signals correspond
to the individual legs as shown in the legend. (b) Gait diagrams over time determined by the rule . The white area shows
the stance phase and the colored bars show the swing phase. The green bars show the tripod gait, the cyan bars show the
tetrapod gait, the purple bars show the wave gait, and the gray bars show the gaits during transitions. (¢) Dynamics of the
phase difference . The black dashed curve shows the numerically simulated dynamics of Eq. and the red curves show
the dynamics of the phase differences ;43 — 0 (k = 1,2, 3) measured from the oscillator states obtained by direct numerical
simulations of Eq. , respectively. (d) Dynamics of the phase difference 8. The black dashed curve shows the numerically
simulated dynamics of Eq. and the blue curves show the dynamics of the phase differences 02 — 01, 03 — 62, 65 — 04, and
0s — 05 measured from the oscillator states obtained by direct numerical simulations of Eq. .

1. Wave gaits

There are many gait patterns called the “wave” gait,
such as (i) (LF), (RF), (LM), (RM), (LH), (RH) [20], (ii)
(LF), (LM), (LH), (RF), (RM), (RH) [2I] (also called
the metachronal tripod in Ref. [I6] or metachronal®™

in Ref. [43]), and (iii) (LF), (RM), (LH), (RF), (LM),
(RH) [12] (also called the reversed rolling tripod in
Ref. [16] or rolling tripod ™ in Ref. [43]), where (iv) (LF),
(RH), (LM), (RF), (LH), (RM) is considered as a similar
gait to (iii), which is called the rolling tripod in Ref. [16]
or rolling tripod™ in Ref. [43]. We show the phase shifts



when the phase of LF is ; = 0 and fixed points (a*, 5*)
corresponding to these gaits in Table [}

2. Tetrapod gaits

In the main text, we considered the tetrapod gait given
by (LH, RM), (LM, RF), (LF, RH), but there can be
other types of tetrapod gait patterns [38], i.e., (i) (LF,
RM), (LH, RF), (LM, RH) called the forward left tetra-
pod, (ii) (LF, RH), (LM,RF), (LH, RM) called the back-
ward right tetrapod, and (iii) (LF, RM), (LM, RH), (LH,
RF) called the backward left tetrapod. Moreover, there
exists another tetrapod pattern (iv), in which one or two
legs of (LF,RH), (RM), (LH,RF), (LM) [12, I8 21] are
moved simultaneously at equal phase interval 7/2, which
corresponds to an intermediate speed gait between the
wave and tetrapod gait considered in the main text [41].
We show the phase shifts when the phase of LF is §; = 0
and the fixed points (a*, 5*) corresponding to these gaits
in Table [l

3. Other gait patterns

Furthermore, we can consider other gait patterns than
the wave, tetrapod, and tripod gaits, e.g., walking with

12

(i) all legs moving at the same time (called pronk), (ii)
with two triplets of legs (LF, LM, LH) and (RF, RM, RH)
moved alternatively (called pace), (iii) with two sets of
legs (LF, LH, RF, RH) and (LM, RM) moved alterna-
tively (called lurch), (iv) with three pairs of legs (LF,
RF), (LM, RM) and (LH, RH) moved in order, where
some pause exists between the pairs (LH, RH) and (LF,
RF), which is called inchworm™, (v) with three pairs
of legs (LF, RF), (LH, RH), and (LM, RM) moved in
order, where some pause exists between the pairs (LH,
RH) and (LF, RF), which is called inchworm™—, (vi)
with three pairs of legs (LF, RF), (LM, RM), and (LH,
RH) moved at equal phase intervals (called caterpillar™),
and (vii) with three pairs of legs (LF, RF), (LH, RH),
and (LM, RM) moved at equal phase intervals (called
caterpillar™) [43]. We show the phase shifts when the
phase of LF is ¢; = 0 and the fixed points (a*, 5*) cor-
responding to these gaits in Table [[TI}
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