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Abstract 

Background:  A specific walking speed minimizing the U-shaped relationship between energy cost of transport per 
unit distance (CoT) and speed is called economical speed (ES). To investigate the effects of reduced body weight 
on the ES, we installed a body weight support (BWS) apparatus with a spring-like characteristics. We also examined 
whether the ’calculated’ ES was equivalent to the ’preferred’ walking speed (PWS) with 30% BWS.

Methods:  We measured oxygen uptake and carbon dioxide output to calculate CoT values at seven treadmill walk-
ing speeds (0.67–2.00 m s− 1) in 40 healthy young males under normal walking (NW) and BWS. The PWS was deter-
mined under both conditions on a different day.

Results:  A spring-like behavior of our BWS apparatus reduced the CoT values at 1.56, 1.78, and 2.00 m s− 1. The ES 
with BWS (1.61 ± 0.11 m s− 1) was faster than NW condition (1.39 ± 0.06 m s− 1). A Bland-Altman analysis indicated that 
there were no systematic biases between ES and PWS in both conditions.

Conclusions:  The use of BWS apparatus with a spring-like behavior reduced the CoT values at faster walking speeds, 
resulting in the faster ES with 30% BWS compared to NW. Since the ES was equivalent to the PWS in both conditions, 
the PWS could be mainly determined by the metabolic minimization in healthy young males. This result also derives 
that the PWS can be a substitutable index of the individual ES in these populations.
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Background
There is a U-shaped relationship between the energy 
cost of transport per unit distance (CoT; J kg− 1 m− 1) and 
walking speed (m  s− 1) [1]. This U-shaped CoT-speed 
relationship in walking provides a specific walking speed 
minimizing the CoT in each individual, which is called 
the optimal speed [2] or economical speed (ES) [3–6]. 
The ES or a speed at which the CoT becomes minimal is 
inherent in each individual under normoxia or moderate 

hypoxia on a shallow gradient [4–6], in the elderly par-
ticipants who received long-term training [7], and in 
obese adolescents with a successful reduction of body 
fat [8]. On the contrary, the ES becomes slower due to 
load carriage [9], obesity [10–12], and increased body 
weight (BW) during pregnancy [2]. Collectively, these 
results suggest that the ES becomes slower when BW is 
increased.

BW support (BWS) is available to provide an acute 
experimental reduction of BW during walking, and it 
reduces the CoT in human locomotion [13, 14]. The 
oxygen consumption was much lower with BWS at 
heavy exercise intensities, but not so much at light and/
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or moderate exercise intensities [13], assuming that the 
effect of BWS on the U-shaped CoT-speed relation-
ship in walking could be greater at faster speeds than 
slower speeds. These assumptions suggested that a right-
ward (faster) shift of the U-shaped CoT-speed relation-
ship would be observed with BWS compared to normal 
walking (NW). Since a rightward shift of the U-shaped 
CoT-speed relationship provides a faster ES [15], we 
hypothesized that the ES would be faster with BWS com-
pared to NW conditions.

In relation to the physiological and clinical significances 
of the ES, many studies have reported that the preferred 
walking speed (PWS) was almost equivalent or close to 
the ES in able-bodied individuals regardless of obesity 
[10–12], pregnancy [2], and sex [10]. In contrast, individ-
uals who have undergone heart surgery or a lower limb 
amputation and prosthesis users prefer a slower PWS 
than their ’calculated’ ES [3]. These results suggested that 
the able-bodied individuals selected their PWS on the 
basis of minimized CoT during walking. However, calcu-
lating the ES is best done by measuring the CoT values at 
5–8 different speeds [3–6, 8–12, 15, 16], indicating that 
20–30 min is required to determine each individual ES. 
This is presumably fine for a small number of fit individu-
als, but it could be hard for individuals whose physical 
fitness is poor. If the PWS is equivalent to the ES, then 
the ES of individuals whose physical fitness is poor could 
be roughly predicted with a significant reduction of their 
physical strain. We also hypothesized that the PWS 
could be equivalent to the ES irrespective of the use of 
BWS if minimizing metabolic cost is the primary factor 
explaining the PWS. However, the ES and PWS have not 
yet been tested with BWS in a relatively large number 
of healthy young participants. Thus, the purpose of this 
study was to compare the ES and PWS under the BWS 
and NW conditions to test the above hypotheses in this 
study.

Methods
Participants
Forty healthy young males including 13 recently tested 
participants [17] were involved in this study. They are 
recreationally trained with some previous walking expe-
riences on a treadmill. It has been reported that there is 
a sex difference in the U-shaped CoT-speed relationship 
in walking [8, 18], so we recruited male participants only. 
Their mean age, stature, and BW were 19.7 ± 0.8 years, 
1.70 ± 0.06 m, 62.8 ± 8.7 kg, respectively [mean ± stand-
ard deviation (SD)]. BW was measured before testing the 
BWS condition. In accordance with the Declaration of 
Helsinki, a written informed consent was obtained from 
all participants after they were provided with informa-
tion about the purposes, experimental protocols, and 

possible risks of this study. This study was reviewed and 
approved by the ethical committee established in Kyushu 
Sangyo University before starting the data collection 
(H28-0001-1).

Body weight support (BWS)
A body suspension apparatus that lifts the participants’ 
torso by an elastic harness was installed surrounding a 
motor-driven treadmill (Fig.  1a; Well Load 200E, Takei 
Scientific Instruments Co., Ltd., Niigata, Japan) [17]. A 
force transducer (TSA-110, Takei Scientific Instruments 
Co., Ltd., Japan) was situated between a controller and 
a spring (30 cm free length with a spring constant of 5.7 
kg cm− 1). In the preliminary testing, most of the partici-
pants were uncomfortable at the inguinal region if more 
than 30% of their BW was supported. Thus, we chose 30% 
of their BW by the spring segments. This setting allowed 
the participants to swing their legs normally.

Protocols and determination of economical speed (ES)
All participants continuously walked on the treadmill at 
seven walking speeds (0.67, 0.89, 1.11, 1.33, 1.56, 1.78, 
and 2.00 m  s− 1) in the order from the slowest (0.67 
m s− 1) to the fastest (2.00 m s− 1) speed on the level (0%) 
gradient for 4 min at each walking speed. The order of 
NW and BWS conditions were randomized, and the lat-
ter condition was tested 5–7 days later after testing the 
former condition. At any walking speed, the participants 
were asked to select their preferred step frequencies. 
They wore underwear, short sleeve T-shirts, running 
shorts, socks, and same shoes with different sizes. Total 
weight of these clothes ranged from 0.3 to 0.4 kg. Air 
temperature of the experimental room was maintained 
from 19 to 20 °C. Oxygen uptake (VO2; mL kg− 1 s− 1) and 
carbon dioxide output (VCO2; mL kg− 1 s− 1) were contin-
uously measured with a computerized breath-by-breath 
system (AE-310S, Minato Ltd, Japan). Calibration of the 
gas analyzers was conducted before each measurement 
with well-known gas concentrations (O2 15.22%, CO2 
5.17%, and N2 79.61%) and room air. An average VO2 and 
VCO2 for the final 2 min at each speed was provided to 
calculate the CoT values with a following equation [19].

The CoT values were compared at each walking speed 
between conditions. A U-shaped relationship between 
CoT values and walking speeds in each participant was 
approximated with a quadratic equation [4–6]:

(1)

CoT
(

J kg−1 m−1
)

=
4.186 × (3.869× VO2 + 1.195× VCO2)

speed
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 where the coefficients a, b, and c are determined by the 
least squares regression with CoT values obtained from 
seven walking speeds. The ’calculated’ ES, at which the 
U-shaped CoT-speed relationship in walking becomes 
minimal, can be obtained when a differential function of 
the Eq. 2 (CoT’(s) = 2a speed + b) is zero [4–6]. Thus, the 
ES in each participant was determined with a following 
equation:

The use of either net CoT values (absolute minus 
standing energy cost) or gross (absolute) CoT values 
may be a matter of some controversy [2, 4]. A previous 
study argued that the standing energy cost represented 

(2)CoT (s) = a·speed2 + b·speed + c

(3)ES
(

m s−1
)

=
∣

∣−b
∣

∣

2a

different physiological states than the dynamic state of 
steady-speed walking [2]. The ES calculated by the net 
CoT values was significantly slower than that calcu-
lated by using the gross CoT values [2]. Several studies 
observed that healthy people prefer walking speeds at 
or near the speed associated with their minimum gross 
CoT [2, 3, 8, 10, 11, 16], so we used the gross CoT values 
in this study. To make potential comparisons with other 
studies, we report the mean standing energy cost was 
97.8 ± 12.0 J kg− 1 min− 1 (1.56 ± 0.19 watts kg− 1).

Determination of preferred walking speed (PWS)
The PWS was determined within a few days after the 
metabolic measurements under the BWS and NW con-
ditions. The participant warmed up on the treadmill 
at or near his ’calculated’ ES for 1 min and then rested 
while seated on a chair. After the warming up session, the 

Fig. 1  Body weight support (BWS) apparatus and its functional characteristics. a A schematic illustration of the participants walking with a 
custom-made BWS apparatus. This setting ensured that the BWS apparatus applied vertical force without disturbing leg swing motion. VO2 and 
VCO2 are oxygen uptake and carbon dioxide output, respectively. CoT is the energy cost of transport per unit distance. b Fluctuations of the vertical 
force in four representative participants from 0.67 to 2.00 m s− 1. Five steps in each participant were time-aligned into percentage of gait cycle, and 
those data were overlapped at each speed. The frame position becomes the lowest at the heel contact, so the timing at the lowest vertical force 
was regarded as 0% gait cycle. %BW means percentage of supported body weight.
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participant started walking on the treadmill in a ramp 
manner under the control of external computer (4.63 × 
10− 3 m  s− 2 = 1 km  h− 1 per minute) from 0.56 m  s− 1. 
When the participant initially chose his PWS, he held 
that treadmill speed for a while. And then the voluntarily 
modified the treadmill speed up or down by 2.78 × 10− 2 
m  s− 1 (0.1 km  h− 1) to finally determine his PWS [16]. 
During the PWS determination protocol, treadmill moni-
tor panel was covered with a corrugated board not to 
present the treadmill speed to the participants, indicating 
that a hysteresis effect and tester’s behavior (e.g. manual 
operation of the treadmill speed on the monitor) could 
not influence the individual PWS. The order of the BWS 
and NW conditions was randomized.

Statistical analysis
The ESs observed under the BWS and NW conditions 
were compared with a paired two-tailed t-test. The CoT 
values as well as observed ES and PWS with BWS and 
NW were compared with a two-way repeated measures 
analysis of variance (ANOVA) within-participants using 
online software (ANOVA 4). If a significant F values was 
obtained, Ryan’s post hoc test was further applied to 
the appropriate data sets to detect significant mean dif-
ferences; its statistical power has been reported to be 
equivalent to Tukey’s post hoc test [20], and it can be 
used regardless of the data distribution [20]. A Bland–
Altman plot was applied to evaluate whether each data 
set involved systematic bias [21], which consists of ’fixed’ 
bias and ’proportional’ bias. If 95% confidence interval 
(CI95%) of the individual PWS–ES differences included 
zero, there was no systematic bias between ES and PWS 
in each condition. The CI95% was determined by a follow-
ing equation

 where dm is the mean of the individual PWS–ES differ-
ences, t39 is the t-distribution value with a degree of free-
dom of 39, SDd is the standard deviation of the individual 
PWS–ES differences, and n is the total number of the 
participants. To evaluate whether the data set involved 
proportional bias, a correlation analysis was conducted 
between individual PWS–ES differences and individual 
average of the ES and PWS. If there was a significant cor-
relation, there was a proportional bias between ES and 
PWS. The upper and lower limits of agreement were 
determined using a following equation:

Statistical significance was set at p < 0.05. All data were 
presented as mean ± SD.

(4)CI95% = dm ± t39 ·
√
SDd · n−1

(5)
Upper and lower limits of agreement = dm ± 1.96·SDd

Results
The CoT values were significantly decreased by 9.2% 
(1.56 m s− 1), 15.6% (1.78 m s− 1), and 20.8% (2.00 m s− 1) 
with BWS than NW, but not at speeds slower than 1.33 
m s− 1 (F = 7.901, p = 0.006; Fig. 2). A significantly faster 
ES was observed with BWS (1.61 ± 0.11 m s− 1) than NW 
(1.39 ± 0.06 m s− 1) (t = 11.420, p < 0.001; Fig. 2). The PWS 
was not significantly different from the ES under both 
conditions (F = 0.215, p = 0.646; Fig. 3a). From a calcula-
tion using the Eq. 4, the CI95% values ranged from − 0.087 
to + 0.092 under NW and from − 0.105 to + 0.125 with 
BWS. The dm ± SDd values were 0.003 ± 0.079 under 
NW (Fig. 3b) and 0.010 ± 0.129 with BWS (Fig. 3c). There 
was a significant relationship between individual PWS–
ES difference and individual average of the ES and PWS 
under NW (r = 0.670, p < 0.001; Fig.  3b), but not with 
BWS (r = 0.156, p = 0.337; Fig. 3c).

Discussion
The CoT values were significantly lower with BWS than 
NW at speeds faster than 1.56 m  s− 1, however, no sig-
nificantly lower CoT values were observed at speeds 
slower than 1.33 m s− 1 (Fig. 2), resulting in a significantly 
faster ES with BWS than NW (Fig. 2). These results sup-
ported our first hypothesis. However, the metabolic rate 
during walking at any walking speed has been reported 
to decrease linearly with increasing body weight sup-
port [13, 22–24], and the reduced metabolic rate seemed 
to depend on walking speed [13, 22–24]. These partial 

Fig. 2  CoT-speed relationships under normal walking (NW) and 
BWS. The CoT values were lower with BWS (open circles; y = 1.987x2 
− 6.325x + 8.191, r = 0.998, n = 40) than NW (black filled squares; 
y = 2.709x2 − 7.533x + 8.569, r = 0.990, n = 40) at faster than 1.56 
m s− 1. A faster economical speed (ES) was observed with BWS than 
NW due to a rightward (faster) shift of the U-shaped CoT-speed 
relationship. Broken and solid arrows indicate the average ES with 
BWS and NW, respectively. $ p < 0.001 between BWS and NW at each 
walking speed. Values are mean ± standard deviation (SD).
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discrepancies between our present study and some pre-
vious studies would be derived from different character-
istics of used apparatus, such as torso suspension with 
a long elastic harness [22–24] and lower-body positive 
pressure [13]. As technical considerations, the faster 
ES with BWS was potentially associated with a charac-
teristics of a fluctuation of the vertical force caused by 
spring-like characteristics of our apparatus (Fig. 1b). The 
stroke length of the spring of our BWS apparatus is much 
shorter than others [22–24]. When using such an appa-
ratus during walking, the vertical force tends to fluctuate 

especially at faster speeds (Fig. 1b), because vertical dis-
placement of the center of body mass increases as walk-
ing speed increases. At speeds faster than 1.56 m  s− 1, a 
percentage of BWS increased by ~ 34% at the propul-
sive phase of a gait cycle (Fig.  1b), which allows more 
mechanical work to redirect the center of body mass 
upward and forward [25]. Reducing the mechanical work 
at the propulsive phase potentially reduce the metabolic 
rate or energy cost of walking [26–28], indicating that the 
reduced CoT values with BWS at speeds faster than 1.56 
m  s− 1 could be attributed to the accelerated increase in 

Fig. 3  Comparisons of ES and preferred walking speed (PWS). a Showed that the ES was not significantly different from the PWS under NW (white 
and black bars) and BWS (blue and red bars). *p < 0.001 between NW and BWS, and N.S. means non-significant difference between ES and PWS, 
respectively. Values are mean ± SD. b and c Showed a Bland-Altman plots to examine the agreement between ES and PWS obtained in the NW and 
BWS conditions. Blue line indicates the mean of the individual PWS–ES differences. Red broken lines are the upper and lower limits of agreement.
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the vertical force at the propulsive phase by the spring-
like behavior of our BWS apparatus.

In support of our second hypothesis, the PWS was 
equivalent to the ES not only under the NW but also with 
BWS (Fig. 3a). No fixed bias was found between ES and 
PWS in both conditions, because the dm was almost zero 
(blue lines in Fig. 3b, c). Instead, there was a proportional 
bias between ES and PWS under NW, but not with BWS, 
because there was a significant relationship between indi-
vidual PWS–ES difference and individual average of the 
ES and PWS under NW (r = 0.670, p < 0.001; Fig.  3b). 
However, most of the plots under NW was within the 
upper and lower limits of agreements (Fig. 3b). The CI95% 
values ranged between negative and positive values in 
both conditions (Fig. 3b, c), indicating that there was no 
systematic bias between ES and PWS in both conditions. 
These statistical results mean that the PWS was almost 
equivalent to the ES, and the PWS can be a substitutable 
index of the individual ES, at least, in our participants. A 
recent longitudinal survey revealed that normal walking 
speed in daily lives, being essentially linked to the PWS, 
was already associated with physical and biological func-
tions of accelerating aging even in midlife [29]. PWS can 
be easily determined in each individual, so that a practi-
cal use of the PWS in our daily lives may contribute to 
monitor our locomotion ability. Other notable interven-
tion studies reported that the PWS was slower on rough 
terrain compared to smooth terrain, and that the PWS 
was significantly slower than the ES on both terrains [30]. 
Visual disturbance also modified the PWS [31]. There-
fore, we should acknowledge that the PWS can be modi-
fied by several human factors, such as gait instability and 
visual cognition, through modifications of individual’s 
optimal combination of stride length and step frequency 
to minimize the CoT. On the basis of this interpretation, 
metabolic minimization is presumably the central mech-
anism to explain the PWS in able-bodied healthy young 
males.

Study limitations should be acknowledged. First, this 
study recruited healthy participants only. As explained 
before, patients after heart surgery or prosthesis users 
prefer a slower PWS than their ’calculated’ ES [3]. How-
ever, a use of BWS apparatus can reduce the metabolic 
rate during walking [13] and running [14, 17] on the 
treadmill. Given these previous findings and our current 
results (Fig.  2), a use of BWS apparatus could be effec-
tive for training purposes in individuals whose physical 
fitness is poor. Another potential limitation was that only 
30% BWS was tested. As far as we know, a short-stroke 
spring-like BWS was used only once in the past [17]. 
In association with the installed spring characteristics, 
more studies are necessary to understand physiological 

responses if more and/or less than 30% BW was sup-
ported by the spring-type BWS apparatus.

Conclusion
Reduced CoT values at faster walking speeds made the 
individual ES faster with 30% BWS compared to the NW. 
This was due to a spring-like behavior of the BWS appa-
ratus to redirect the body mass upward at faster than 1.56 
m  s− 1. We also found that the ES was equivalent to the 
PWS in both conditions, suggesting that the PWS could 
be mainly determined by the metabolic minimization in 
healthy young males. This result further derives that the 
PWS can be a substitutable index of the individual ES in 
these populations.

Abbreviations
ANOVA: analysis of variance; BW: body weight; BWS: body weight support; 
CI95%: confidence interval; CoT: cost of transport; dm: mean of individual 
PWS–ES difference; ES: economical speed; NW: normal walking; PWS: preferred 
walking speed; SD: standard deviation; SDd: standard deviation of the indi-
vidual PWS–ES difference; VCO2: carbon dioxide output; VO2: oxygen uptake.

Acknowledgements
We specially thank Mr. Akinobu Sakamoto, Mr. Tomokazu Iwatani, Mr. 
Hiromichi Ikegami, Mr. Takeshi Saito, Mr. Masaru Hashimura, and Mr. Shizuo 
Takatoh (Takei Scientific Instruments Co., Ltd.) for customizing body weight 
support apparatus and treadmill.

Authors’ contributions
DA, NH, and MH designed the original study settings. DA, KM, and NT 
performed measurements. DA, SS, and KM analyzed the data. DA, KM, and 
MH prepared tables and figures. DA drafted first manuscript. SS, KM, NT, HN, 
and MH revised the manuscript. All authors have read and approved the final 
manuscript.

Funding
This study was financially supported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research 
from the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JP19K11541 to DA and 
JP20K19623 to KM). Equipment and software installation were also supported 
by Grant-in-Aid for KSU Scientific Research and Encouragement of Scientists 
(K035124 to DA, K035129 to KM, J018345 to NT, and K035173 to SS) and Japan 
Society of Physiological Anthropology Research Grant for Young Scientists to 
DA.

Availability of data and materials
The data sets used in this study was are available as supplementarymaterial.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
In accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki, a written informed consent 
was obtained from all participants after they were provided with information 
about the purposes, experimental protocols, and possible risks of this study. 
This study was reviewed and approved by the ethical committee established 
in Kyushu Sangyo University before starting the data collection (H28-0001-1).

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.



Page 7 of 7Abe et al. BMC Sports Sci Med Rehabil          (2021) 13:107 	

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

Author details
1 Center for Health and Sports Science, Kyushu Sangyo University, 2‑3‑1 Mat-
sukadai, Higashi‑ ku, Fukuoka 813‑8503, Japan. 2 Department of Management 
and Information, Faculty of Commerce, Yokohama College of Commerce, 
Yokohama, Kanagawa, Japan. 3 Department of Sport Science and Health, 
Faculty of Human Sciences, Kyushu Sangyo University, Fukuoka, Japan. 4 Divi-
sion of Human Environmental Science, Mt. Fuji Research Institute, Fujiyoshida, 
Yamanashi, Japan. 

Received: 12 March 2021   Accepted: 27 August 2021

References
	1.	 Margaria R. Sulla fisiologia e specialmente sul consume energetico della 

marcia e della corsa a varia velocità ed inclinazione del terreno. Atti Accad 
Naz Lincei. 1938;7:299–368.

	2.	 Wall-Scheffler CM, Myers MJ. Reproductive costs for everyone: 
how female loads impact human mobility strategies. J Hum Evol. 
2013;64:448–456.

	3.	 Wezenberg D, van der Woude LH, Faber WX, de Haan A, Houdijk H. Rela-
tion between aerobic capacity and walking ability in older adults with a 
lower-limb amputation. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 2013;94:1714–20.

	4.	 Abe D, Fukuoka Y, Horiuchi M. Economical speed and energetically opti-
mal transition speed evaluated by gross and net oxygen cost of transport 
at different gradients. PLoS ONE. 2015;10:e0138154.

	5.	 Abe D, Fukuoka Y, Horiuchi M. Muscle activities during walking and run-
ning at energetically optimal transition speed under normobaric hypoxia 
on gradient slopes. PLoS ONE. 2017;12:e0173816.

	6.	 Horiuchi M, Handa Y, Abe D, Fukuoka Y. Walking economy at simulated 
high altitude in human healthy young male lowlanders. Biol Open. 
2016;5:1408–14.

	7.	 Mian OS, Thom JM, Ardigò LP, Morse CI, Narici MV, Minetti AE. Metabolic 
cost, mechanical work, and efficiency during walking in young and older 
men. Eur J Appl Physiol. 2007;186:127–39.

	8.	 Peyrot N, Thivel D, Isacco L, Morin JB, Belli A, Duche P. Why does walking 
economy improve after weight loss in obese adolescents? Med Sci Sports 
Exerc. 2012;44:659–65.

	9.	 Abe D, Satoshi M, Yasukouchi A. Ergonomic effects of load carriage on 
energy cost of gradient walking. Appl Ergon. 2008;39:144–49

	10.	 Browning RC, Baker EA, Herron JA, Kram R. Effects of obesity and sex 
on the energetic cost and preferred speed of walking. J Appl Physiol. 
2006;100:390–8.

	11.	 Browning RC, Kram R. Energetic cost and preferred speed of walking in 
obese vs. normal weight women. Obes Res. 2005;13:891–9.

	12.	 Peyrot N, Thivel D, Isacco L, Morin JB, Duche P, Belli A. Do mechanical 
gait parameters explain the higher metabolic cost of walking in obese 
adolescents? J Appl Physiol. 2009;106:1763–70.

	13.	 Grabowski AM. Metabolic and biomechanical effects of velocity and 
weight support using a lower-body positive pressure device during walk-
ing. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 2010;91:951–57.

	14.	 Perry J, Johnson W, Fellingham GW, Vehrs PR. Heart rate and VO2 
responses to treadmill running with body weight support using the 
GlideTrak™. J Exerc Sci Fit. 2017;15:32–6.

	15.	 Abe D, Fukuoka Y, Maeda T, Horiuchi M. Energy cost and lower leg muscle 
activities during erect bipedal locomotion under hyperoxia. J Physiol 
Anthropol. 2018;37:18.

	16.	 Martin PE, Rothstein DE, Larish DD. Effects of age and physical activity sta-
tus on the speed-aerobic demand relationship of walking. J Appl Physiol. 
1992;73:200–6.

	17.	 Abe D, Fukuoka Y, Maeda T, Horiuchi M. Why do we transition from walk-
ing to running? Energy cost and lower leg muscle activity before and 
after gait transition under body weight support. PeerJ. 2019;7:e8290.

	18.	 Wall-Scheffler CM, Myers MJ. The biomechanical and energetic 
advantages of a mediolaterally wide pelvis in women. Anat Rec. 
2017;300:764–75.

	19.	 Brouwer E. On simple formulae for calculating the heat expenditure and 
the quantities of carbohydrate and fat oxidized in metabolism of men 
and animals, from gaseous exchange (Oxygen intake and carbonic acid 
output) and urine-N. Acta Physiol Pharmacol Neerl. 1957;6:795–802.

	20.	 Ryan TH. Significance tests for multiple comparison of proportions, vari-
ances, and other statistics. Psychol Bull. 1960;57:318–32.

	21.	 Bland JM, Altman DG. Statistical methods for assessing agree-
ment between two methods of clinical measurement. Lancet. 
1986;327:307–10.

	22.	 Grabowski A, Farley CT, Kram R. Independent metabolic costs of sup-
porting body weight and accelerating body mass during walking. J Appl 
Physiol. 2005;98:579–83.

	23.	 Griffin TM, Tolani NA, Kram R. Walking in simulated reduced grav-
ity: mechanical energy fluctuations and exchange. J Appl Physiol. 
1999;86:383–90.

	24.	 Pavei G, Biancardi CM, Minetti AE. Skipping vs. running as the bipedal gait 
of choice in hypogravity. J Appl Physiol. 2015;119:93–100.

	25.	 Jeffers JR, Auyang AG, Grabowski AM. The correlation between metabolic 
and individual leg mechanical power during walking at different slopes 
and velocities. J Biomech. 2015;48:2919–24.

	26.	 Collins SH, Wiggin MB, Sawicki GS. Reducing the energy cost of human 
walking using an unpowered exoskeleton. Nature. 2015;522:212–5.

	27.	 Bregman DJJ, Harlaar J, Meskers CGM, de Groot V. Spring-like ankle foot 
orthoses reduce the energy cost of walking by taking over ankle work. 
Gait Posture. 2012;35:148–53.

	28.	 Malcolm P, Derave W, Galle S, De Clercq D. A simple exoskeleton that 
assists plantarflexion can reduce the metabolic cost of human walking. 
PLoS ONE. 2013;8:e56137.

	29.	 Rasmussen LJH, Caspi A, Ambler A, Broadbent JM, Cohen HJ, d’Arbeloff T, 
et al. Association of neurocognitive and physical function with gait speed 
in midlife. JAMA Netw Open. 2019;2:e1913123

	30.	 Gast K, Kram R, Riemer R. Preferred walking speed on rough terrain: is it all 
about energetics? J Exp Biol. 2019;222:jeb185447.

	31.	 O’Connor SM, Donelan JM. Fast visual prediction and slow optimization 
of preferred walking speed. J Neurophysiol. 2012;107:2549–59

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.


	Economical and preferred walking speed using body weight support apparatus with a spring-like characteristics
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Background
	Methods
	Participants
	Body weight support (BWS)
	Protocols and determination of economical speed (ES)
	Determination of preferred walking speed (PWS)
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Acknowledgements
	References


