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Abstract  28 

The Lokomat provides task-oriented therapy for patients with gait disorders. This robotic 29 

technology drives the lower limbs in the sagittal plane. However, unconstrained gait 30 

involves motions also in the coronal and transverse planes. This study aimed to compare 31 

the Lokomat with Treadmill gait through 3D-joint kinematics and inter-joint coordination. 32 

Lower limb kinematics was recorded in 18 healthy participants who walked at 3 km/h on 33 

a Treadmill or in a Lokomat with nine combinations of Guidance (30, 50, 70%) and body-34 

weight-support (30, 50,70%). Compared to Treadmill, the Lokomat altered pelvis rotation, 35 

decreased pelvis obliquity and hip adduction, and increased ankle rotation. Moreover, the 36 

Lokomat resulted in a significantly slower velocity at the hip, knee, and ankle flexion 37 

compared to the treadmill condition. Moderate to strong correlations were observed 38 

between the Treadmill and Lokomat conditions in terms of inter-joint coordination between 39 

hip-knee (r=0.67-0.91), hip-ankle (r=0.66-0.85), and knee-ankle (r=0.90-0.95). In 40 

conclusion, this study showed that some gait determinants such as pelvis obliquity and 41 

rotation, and hip adduction are altered when walking with Lokomat in comparison to 42 

Treadmill. Kinematic deviations induced by the Lokomat were most prominent at high 43 

levels of body-weight-support. Interestingly, different levels of Guidance did not affect 44 

gait kinematics.  45 

Keywords: Lokomat; Treadmill; Gait pattern; Angular velocity; Continuous Relative 46 

Phase; Statistical parametric mapping. 47 
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1 Introduction 49 

Over the past two decades, robotic-assisted gait orthoses have emerged to provide task-50 

oriented and mass-practice therapy in individuals with neurological movement disorders 51 

(Nam et al., 2017; Swinnen et al., 2015b). These devices aim to drive patients’ lower limbs 52 

in a physiological gait pattern, limiting the strenuous and exhausting aspect of manual-53 

assisted gait therapy. Patients can therefore benefit from longer interventions with more 54 

repetitions. The Lokomat is amongst the most used robotic-assisted gait orthoses in 55 

rehabilitation centers (Nam et al., 2017). Combined with conventional therapies, the 56 

Lokomat-based training provides better functional improvements than conventional 57 

therapies alone (Chung, 2017; Dundar et al., 2014). Understanding the gait biomechanics 58 

when individuals walk using the Lokomat is crucial to anticipate better the effect of 59 

Lokomat-based therapies (Aurich-Schuler et al., 2017) and to design optimal conventional 60 

therapy performed to complement Lokomat-based training. 61 

The Lokomat assists patients to walk on a Treadmill using a harness that dynamically 62 

supports their body weight and bilateral motorized leg orthoses that drive their hips and 63 

knees in a predefined sagittal gait pattern. Both body weight support (BWS) and leg 64 

guidance are adjustable between 0% and 100%. In practice, 100% of BWS supports all the 65 

patient’s body weight; and 100% Guidance drives legs throughout the gait range of motion 66 

without effort. Conversely, low percentages of BWS and Guidance require a higher 67 

contribution of the patients to maintain their upright posture and gait pattern. The therapist 68 

needs to adjust Guidance and BWS settings, as well as leg orthoses range of motion to 69 

increase patients’ involvement (Fischer et al., 2015; Goldberg and Stanhope, 2013). There 70 

is some, albeit limited, evidence from clinical trials that Guidance and BWS Lokomat 71 

settings might be essential to increase the impact of this technology on the gait 72 

biomechanics in individuals with neuromotor disorders (Cherni et al., 2017; Park et al., 73 

2019; Rodrigues et al., 2017). However, the existing literature has not yet sufficiently 74 

investigated how Lokomat settings influence gait. 75 

Interestingly, although the Lokomat only drives patients’ lower limbs in the sagittal plane, 76 

individuals walking in the Lokomat showed translations and rotations in the coronal and 77 

transverse planes. However, the range of motion of these movements differed compared to 78 

Treadmill gait. Indeed, Lokomat gait significantly reduced thorax and pelvis lateral 79 

displacements compared to Treadmill gait (Swinnen et al., 2015a, 2014). Reduced thorax 80 

flexion and axial rotation were also evidenced during Lokomat gait compared to Treadmill 81 

gait (Swinnen et al., 2015a, 2014). Moreover, Lokomat settings also affect gait kinematics. 82 

An increase in BWS significantly reduced the amplitude of thorax flexion and rotation 83 

(Swinnen et al., 2015b). In contrast, an increase in Guidance did not affect gait (Swinnen 84 

et al., 2015b). Concerning lower-limb kinematics, Hidler et al., (2008) showed a greater 85 

hip and ankle range of motion in the sagittal plane during Lokomat gait compared to 86 

Treadmill gait. However, to the best of our knowledge, no study investigated leg 87 
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kinematics in the coronal and transverse planes. Moreover, normative gait pattern also 88 

involves a precise rhythmic pattern so that joint angular velocities (Mentiplay et al., 2018) 89 

and inter-joint coordination, assessed by the continuous relative phase (CRP) (Chiu et al., 90 

2015), are fundamental gait parameters. However, the latters have not yet been studied 91 

during the Lokomat gait. 92 

The objective of this study was to compare joint angles, angular velocities, and 93 

coordination during non-assisted Treadmill gait and assisted Lokomat gait with various 94 

levels of BWS and Guidance. This study involved healthy individuals as many patients 95 

with gait disorders cannot walk in a normative gait without assistance (Aurich-Schuler et 96 

al., 2019; Swinnen et al., 2015b). As the Lokomat has been designed to drive the gait in 97 

the sagittal plane, it was hypothesized that joint kinematics and coordination in this plane 98 

would present strong similarities between the Treadmill and Lokomat conditions. On the 99 

opposite, it is expected that joint kinematics would significantly differ between Treadmill 100 

and Lokomat conditions in the coronal and transverse planes. Finally, as only BWS reduced 101 

thorax and pelvis kinematics (Swinnen et al., 2015a, 2015b), we expected high values of 102 

similarity scores between Treadmill and Lokomat conditions with low percentages of 103 

BWS. 104 

2 Materials and methods 105 

2.1 Participants 106 

Eighteen healthy adults (9 females, age: 26.5 ± 4.7 years; height: 1.72 ± 0.09 m; mass: 107 

66.1 ± 11.4 kg), all right-footed, volunteered to this study. Participants were excluded if 108 

they reported any lower limb and back injuries and/or orthopedic surgery at the time of the 109 

experiment or during the last year. All participants provided a written informed consent 110 

approved by the Ethics Committee of Sainte-Justine Hospital (#4049). 111 

2.2 Instrumentation  112 

Lokomat. The Lokomat Pro (Figure 1A) was used for this study. 113 

Kinematics. In line with International Society of Biomechanics recommendations(Wu et 114 

al., 2002) and considering the position of the Lokomat straps on the participants’ lower 115 

limbs, skin markers were positioned on the left and right foot (n=4), shank (n=6), thigh 116 

(n=5), and anterior superior iliac spine (n=1) (Figure 1B-C). In addition, during the static 117 

pose and functional movements, two markers were added on the posterior superior iliac 118 

spines (Figure 1C). These markers were not present during the experimental conditions as 119 

the Lokomat harness hid these bony landmarks. Marker trajectories were recorded using a 120 

12-camera motion capture system (T-40 and T-20 Vicon cameras, Oxford Metrics Ltd., 121 

Oxford, UK) at a rate of 300 Hz.  122 
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2.3 Experimental procedures 123 

2.3.1 Familiarization session 124 

Three to six days before the main experimental session, the exoskeleton was suited to the 125 

participants’ anthropometry (i.e., legs, cuffs and harness sizes, joint alignments). Then, 126 

participants were familiarized with the Lokomat gait during a 45-minute active walk. 127 

During this familiarization session, participants walked in the Lokomat at various speeds 128 

(1.5 to 3.0 km/h), BWS (20% to 80%), and Guidances (20% to 80%). An experimenter, 129 

the same across all participants, adjusted the hip and knee range of motion and the 130 

synchronization between the speed of the Treadmill and the feet to mimic normative gait. 131 

 132 

 133 
Figure 1. A) Lokomat . B) Front and C) back views of a participant equipped with 134 

reflective markers. Note: electromyography electrodes were put on the participants, but 135 

data were not used in the present study. 136 

2.3.2 Main experimental session 137 

Lokomat and Treadmill gait. The experimental test consisted of walking at 3.0 km.h-1 in 138 

two modalities, namely, Lokomat gait and Treadmill gait. A speed of 3.0 km.h-1 was 139 

chosen because the Lokomat best operates close to this speed(Hidler et al., 2008) despite 140 

self-selected healthy adult over-ground walking speed ranges between 4.5 and 4.9 km.h-1 141 

(Himann et al., 1988). The session started with a 15-min re-familiarization with the 142 

Lokomat gait. For the Lokomat conditions, participants walked with three levels of BWS 143 

(30%, 50%, and 70%) and three levels of Guidance (30%, 50%, and 70%). These nine 144 

experimental conditionswere performed in a random order. These levels of BWS and 145 
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Guidance match the range of Lokomat settings reported during therapy (Chang et al., 2012; 146 

Cherni et al., 2020; Mayr et al., 2007; Mazzoleni et al., 2011; Varoqui et al., 2014). 147 

Participants were asked to walk actively with the Lokomat. Each experimental condition 148 

lasted 30 seconds and was followed by a 1-minute passive gait. Then, for the Treadmill 149 

condition, participants walked on the Treadmill of the Lokomat without the harness and 150 

the robotic legs. 151 

Static pose and functional movements. To personalize a multibody kinematic model, 152 

participants held a standing posture for a few seconds and performed hip and ankle flexion-153 

extension, abduction-adduction, and circumduction, as well as knee flexion-extension 154 

movements. These recordings were required to functionally locate hip and ankle joint 155 

centers of rotation, and knee axes of rotation (Begon et al., 2007).  156 

2.4 Data processing 157 

Joint kinematics reconstruction. Hip and ankle centers of rotation and knee axes of rotation 158 

were determined using functional methods (Ehrig et al., 2007, 2006). Then, joint 159 

kinematics were obtained using an inverse kinematics procedure based on a nonlinear least-160 

squares algorithm (Thouzé et al., 2016). The multibody kinematic model was composed of 161 

seven segments, namely, pelvis and left and right thigh, shank, and foot articulated by 162 

20 degrees-of-freedom, namely, three rotations and three translations at the pelvis, three 163 

rotations at each hip, flexion-extension at each knee and three rotations at each ankle. 164 

Although the kinematic model computed joint angles bilaterally, only the kinematic of the 165 

right leg was reported for further analysis. Moreover, we did not consider hip rotation, and 166 

ankle abduction-adduction as these degrees-of-freedom presented large variability. 167 

Angular velocities. The joint angular velocities were then calculated as the relative angular 168 

velocity between segments for the pelvis, hip, knee and ankle. Moreover, as the walking 169 

speed was constant for all participants and all conditions of the Lokomat and Treadmill, 170 

the stride rate was calculated to better interpret the results of angular velocities. 171 

Continuous relative phase. The inter-joint coordination was computed between hip, knee, 172 

and ankle flexion-extension degrees-of-freedom using the continuous relative phase 173 

(CRP). The phase angle of each degree-of-freedom was computed using the Hilbert 174 

transform (Lamb and Stöckl, 2014) before calculating the hip-knee, hip-ankle, and knee-175 

ankle CRP. 176 

Heel strikes. Heel strikes frames were automatically determined according to the trajectory 177 

of the marker located on the heel using a custom-made script. Time histories of joint angles, 178 

joint angular velocities, and CRP were time-normalized between two heel strike frames.  179 

2.5 Statistics 180 

To assess the effect of each Lokomat condition on gait pattern, two statistical procedures 181 

were employed. Firstly, paired t-tests from the statistical parametric mapping package 182 
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(Pataky et al., 2015) were used to compare time-histories of joint angles and velocities, and 183 

CRP between each Lokomat condition (n=9) and the Treadmill condition. The significance 184 

threshold was set to 0.05. As 153 comparisons were performed – (7 joint angles + 7 joint 185 

angular velocities + 3 CRP) × 9 Lokomat conditions–, p-values were corrected using a 186 

false discovery rate procedure (Benjamini and Hochberg, 1995) with a rate set to 10% 187 

(Parent et al., 2019). Differences only lasting more than 5% of the gait cycle were 188 

considered for analysis. In addition, paired t-tests were used to compare the stride rates 189 

between each Lokomat conditions and the Treadmill condition. Secondly, Pearson 190 

correlation analyses were used to assess the similarity of joint angles, angular velocities, 191 

and CRP between each Lokomat condition (n=9) and the Treadmill condition.(Aurich-192 

Schuler et al., 2019) Correlations in the range of 0.0-0.3, 0.3-0.7, and 0.7-1.0 and their 193 

negative counterparts were considered as weak, moderate, and strong correlation, 194 

respectively (Ratner, 2009).  195 

3 Results 196 

For joint angles (Figure 2), joint angular velocities (Figure 4), and CRP (Figure 5), 197 

significant differences between the Lokomat and the Treadmill conditions lasted 198 

qualitatively longer for Lokomat conditions with 70% of BWS than for Lokomat 199 

conditions with 30% and 50% of BWS (see Table S1 for corrected p-values and interval 200 

of significant differences). The following sections compare the Lokomat gait to the 201 

Treadmill gait in terms of joint angles, joint angular velocities, and CRP.  202 

3.1 Joint angles 203 

In the sagittal plane, the Lokomat condition presented few significant differences from the 204 

Treadmill condition (Figure 2). For the hip flexion, there was no difference reported, and 205 

correlations were strong (0.88≤R≤0.97) (Figure 6). Knee and ankle showed significantly 206 

smaller flexion in the Lokomat than the Treadmill condition with moderate to strong 207 

(0.65≤R≤0.98) and low to moderate correlations (0.10≤R≤0.71), respectively. Significant 208 

differences lasted less than 20% of the gait cycle and occurred during the swing phase and 209 

the end of the stance phase for the knee and the ankle, respectively. 210 

In the coronal and transverse planes, the Lokomat condition was characterized by 211 

systematic smaller pelvis obliquity and hip adduction and smaller pelvis and ankle internal 212 

rotation than the Treadmill condition (Figure 2). Significant differences were reported 213 

during the stance phase for the pelvis obliquity, pelvis rotation, and hip adduction and 214 

around the toe-off period for the ankle internal rotation. Correlations were moderate to 215 

strong for the pelvis obliquity (0.56≤R≤0.93), low for the pelvis rotation (-0.32≤R≤0.02), 216 

moderate for the hip abduction (0.43≤R≤0.73), and for the ankle rotation low to moderate 217 

(0.18≤R≤0.56) (Figure 6).218 
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 219 
Figure 2. Participant’s mean (solid lines) ± standard deviation (shaded zones) joint angles 220 

during the Treadmill (black) and Lokomat (colored) conditions throughout the gait cycle 221 

for each degree of freedom (column) and Lokomat setting (row). Light red shaded zones 222 

report a significant difference between the Treadmill and Lokomat condition (FDR 223 

corrected p-values are reported in Table S1). 224 

 225 

 226 
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 227 

3.2 Joint angular velocities 228 

All Lokomat settings significantly reduced participants’ stride rates compared to Treadmill 229 

(Figure 3). In the sagittal plane, 24 out-of the 27 comparisons made between the Lokomat 230 

and the Treadmill conditions showed significantly slower velocities for the hip, knee, and 231 

ankle flexion. For the hip and knee, differences were reported around the toe-off period 232 

(Figure 4) with moderate to strong correlations (0.74≤R≤0.88 and 0.55≤R≤0.94, 233 

respectively). For the ankle, differences were reported in the early swing phase for 234 

Lokomat conditions with 30% of BWS and during the stance phase for Lokomat conditions 235 

with 50% and 70% of BWS. Correlations for ankle flexion were low to moderate 236 

(0.00≤R≤0.42). 237 

In the coronal and transverse planes, pelvis obliquity and hip abduction were significantly 238 

slower during the swing phase for 15 out-of 18 comparisons made between the Lokomat 239 

and the Treadmill conditions (Figure 5). Correlations were moderate to strong for pelvis 240 

obliquity (0.396≤R≤0.78) and low to moderate for hip abduction (0.26≤R≤0.58) 241 

(Figure 6). Concerning pelvis rotation, short-lasting significant differences were reported 242 

around the heel strike period between the Lokomat and the Treadmill condition for all 243 

Lokomat conditions with 50% and 70% of BWS. Correlations were low (-0.17≤R≤0.07). 244 

 245 

  246 

Figure 3. Stride rates in the Treadmill (black) and different Lokomat (colored) conditions.  247 

 248 
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 249 

 250 

 251 
Figure 4. Participant’s mean (solid lines) ± standard deviation (shaded zone) joint angular 252 

velocities during the Treadmill (black) and Lokomat (colored) conditions throughout the 253 

gait cycle for each degree of freedom (column) and Lokomat setting (row). Light red 254 

shaded zones show a significant difference between the Treadmill and Lokomat condition 255 

(FDR corrected p-values are reported in Table S1). 256 

 257 

 258 
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 259 

3.3 Continuous relative phases 260 

For hip-knee and hip-ankle CRP, significant differences were reported between Lokomat 261 

and Treadmill condition for 13 out of 18 Lokomat conditions. Overall, these differences 262 

started at the early/mid-stance phase and lasted until the late swing phase (Figure 5). 263 

Moderate to strong correlations were observed between Lokomat and Treadmill conditions 264 

in terms of CRP between hip-knee (0.67≤R≤0.91), hip-ankle (0.66≤R≤0.85), and knee-265 

ankle (0.90≤R≤0.95) (Figure 6). 266 
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 267 

Figure 5. Participant’s mean (solid lines) ± standard deviation (shaded zone) CRP during 268 

the Treadmill (black) and Lokomat (colored) conditions throughout the gait cycle for each 269 

joint couple (column) and Lokomat setting (row). Light red shaded zones correspond to 270 

significant difference between the Treadmill and Lokomat condition (FDR corrected p-271 

values are reported in Table S1).272 
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 273 

 274 

Figure 6. Heat map representation of correlation coefficients between the Treadmill and each Lokomat condition for joint angles and 275 

angular velocities and continuous relative phases. Numbers represent correlation coefficients. 276 

 277 

 278 
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4. Discussion 279 

This study aimed to compare the robotic-assisted Lokomat gait with different levels of 280 

BWS and Guidance with a non-assisted Treadmill gait in a healthy population. Joint angles, 281 

angular velocities, and coordination were assessed during Lokomat and Treadmill 282 

conditions.  283 

3.4 Sagittal plane kinematic 284 

Regarding joint angles, hip and knee flexion showed strong similarity between the 285 

Treadmill and the Lokomat conditions with significant differences only for knee flexion 286 

angle during 2 out of 9 Lokomat settings, namely, BWS set at 70% combined with 287 

Guidance and 30% and 50%. This result agrees with the visual inspection previously made 288 

by Hidler et al., (2008) that the Lokomat, at least partially, mimics normative gait. 289 

Concerning ankle joint, although no significant differences were found between Lokomat 290 

and Treadmill conditions, weak correlations, especially when 70% of the participants’ 291 

body-weight was supported, were reported suggesting large inter-participants variability at 292 

this degree-of-freedom. This result may be explained by the ankle actuators of the Lokomat 293 

made by springs that provide less control on joint kinematics than motors actuating hips 294 

and knees.  295 

More unexpected results were obtained concerning angular velocity and inter-joint 296 

coordination. Indeed, although the Lokomat drives participants’ legs in the sagittal plane, 297 

hip and knee flexion/extension peak velocity around the toe-off period and hip-knee and 298 

hip-ankle coordinations were altered. These results may agree with increased knee flexor 299 

and extensor muscle activation levels during the Lokomat gait compared to the Treadmill 300 

gait (Cherni et al., 2021). Indeed, the Lokomat perturbed lower limb dynamic pattern, 301 

which is known to increase muscle activations (Barthélemy et al., 2012). In addition, 302 

although walking speed was constant between Lokomat and Treadmill conditions, 303 

Lokomat gait was characterized by a slower stride rates and then a lower angular velocity 304 

at the hip, knee and ankle. This results is in line with the results of Umberger and Martin, 305 

(2007) that showed an increase in peak hip and knee angular velocities as the stride rate 306 

increased in healthy people walking at a same speed. Although these results indicate that 307 

the Lokomat partially replicates normal gait in the sagittal plane, improvements of hip and 308 

knee actuator controllers may be required to increase its clinical efficiency. 309 

3.5 Coronal and transverse plane kinematics 310 

As expected, some differences between the Lokomat and Treadmill conditions were mainly 311 

found in the coronal and transverse planes. A reduced pelvis obliquity and hip adduction 312 

as well as an inversed pelvis rotation were observed during the stance phase when 313 

participants walked in the Lokomat compared to the Treadmill. This result may be a direct 314 

consequence of the reduced pelvis translations. Indeed, the Lokomat limits pelvis lateral 315 

displacement, which has been shown to reduce its obliquity during the stance phase (Hidler 316 
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et al., 2008). Moreover, as the cuffs are tightened to prevent leg lateral movements, the 317 

Lokomat limits hip adduction.  318 

As observed in the sagittal plane, differences between the Lokomat and Treadmill gaits 319 

increased with the BWS level. This interpretation is supported by the concomitant absence 320 

or short-lasting significant decrease of pelvis obliquity and hip adduction during 321 

experimental conditions with 30% of BWS. Indeed, although the Lokomat drives the 322 

participants’ legs in the sagittal plane only, strong similarity was reported between 323 

Lokomat and Treadmill gaits for pelvis obliquity and hip abduction angle as well as pelvis 324 

obliquity angular velocity. These motions may come from the compression of the hip pads 325 

surrounding the greater trochanters, as already evidenced (Swinnen et al., 2015b). This 326 

result is observed for lesser BWS as this condition increases ground reaction forces so that 327 

larger pelvis medio-lateral contact force may be applied against pads at the greater 328 

trochanters that may increase their compression and favor pelvis obliquity. The optional 329 

Lokomat FreeD module, which enables pelvis lateral translation coupled with transverse 330 

rotation for a more normative gait pattern, that has already been shown to increase trunk 331 

lateral displacement (Aurich-Schuler et al., 2019) may contribute to preserving more 332 

normative gait pattern during Lokomat gait with BWS larger than 30%. 333 

3.6 Clinical implications 334 

Although in clinical practice the objective of the Lokomat may not be to exactly reproduce 335 

normative gait patterns since patients may never be able to walk typically without 336 

assistance (Hidler et al., 2008), some significant discrepancies between the Lokomat and 337 

the Treadmill gaits may limit the clinical impact of this training modality. In the sagittal 338 

plane, the hip, knee, and ankle angular velocities were slower in the Lokomat than the 339 

Treadmill. Because of its relationship with the gait dynamics, joint angular velocities are 340 

important to be considered (Granata et al., 2000). Indeed, joint angular velocities are in 341 

general reduced in patients who have spasticity due to spinal cord injury (Krawetz and 342 

Nance, 1996). Thus, the Lokomat may not be the optimal modality if the clinical objective 343 

is to increase joint excursion in spastic patients. Regarding joint coordination, walking in 344 

the Lokomat altered hip-knee and hip-ankle coordination. However, Lokomat accurately 345 

reproduced similar knee-ankle coordination to the Treadmill condition. Although kinetic 346 

data on joint torque would be required to ascertain this interpretation, the Lokomat may 347 

adequately reproduce the plantarflexion-knee extension couple, which plays an important 348 

role in knee control during gait (Brunner and Rutz, 2013). For example, when the 349 

plantarflexion–knee extension couple disappears, a crouch gait occurs such as in cerebral 350 

palsy patients (Brunner and Rutz, 2013). Regarding the coronal plane, walking in the 351 

Lokomat reduced pelvis obliquity and hip adduction. The hip adduction plays a crucial role 352 

in controlling the mediolateral displacement of the body center of mass and thus in dynamic 353 

balance (MacKinnon and Winter, 1993; Saunders et al., 1953). The latter is often 354 

significantly impaired in people with neurologic disorders such as acquired brain injury or 355 
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multiple sclerosis (Kaufman et al., 2006; Morrison et al., 2016). A combination of 30% of 356 

BWS with 30% of Guidance seems to be the most suitable to minimize the discrepancy 357 

between the Lokomat and Treadmill in terms of hip adduction and could be relevant for 358 

patients with dynamic balance disorders. 359 

Although there is some evidence from clinical trials that the Lokomat settings such as BWS 360 

and Guidance are important to maximize patient benefits from this robotic technology 361 

(Lefmann et al., 2017), there were currently no guidelines for best practice. This lack of 362 

guidelines and the difficulty in defining optimal settings present a major constraint in 363 

achieving the expected goals following Lokomat training. Based on the present results, and 364 

in agreement with previous findings on trunk and pelvis kinematics during Lokomat gait 365 

(Swinnen et al., 2015a, 2015b), the BWS, but less the Guidance, tended to mitigate the 366 

effect of Lokomat on lower limb kinematics. Indeed, gait during the conditions with 30% 367 

of BWS presented strong similarity with Treadmill gait regardless of the Guidance level. 368 

These results are also in agreement with previous studies showing that high levels of BWS, 369 

as well as low Guidance, result in typically low muscle activation as well as an alteration 370 

of lower limb muscle coordination (Cherni et al., 2021; Kammen et al., 2014).  371 

3.7 Limitations 372 

There are some limitations in this study that need to be considered. Firstly, only healthy 373 

young adults were evaluated, while the Lokomat has been designed for people with gait 374 

disorders. Nevertheless, it was impossible to perform similar comparison with patients 375 

since they would not be able to perform a non-assisted gait on Treadmill. Secondly, the 376 

Treadmill condition was performed after the Lokomat conditions, which does not allow us 377 

to completely exclude an aftereffect of Lokomat.  378 

5. Conclusion 379 

Based on the present findings, the Lokomat allows to partially reproduce the normative 380 

gait pattern. Although the Lokomat reproduces well enough the kinematics in the sagittal 381 

plane, walking in the Lokomat results in an altered pelvis rotation, a reduced pelvis 382 

obliquity, and hip adduction during the stance phase compared to the Treadmill. The results 383 

of the present study suggest that therapists should be aware that alterations in the gait 384 

pattern may occur for certain combinations of Lokomat settings. Overall, we recommend 385 

a BWS at 30% to get closer to the normative gait patterns.  386 
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