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Abstract: Amphibious robots have broad prospects in the fields of industry, defense, and trans-
portation. To improve the propulsion performance and reduce operation complexity, a novel bionic
amphibious robot, namely AmphiFinbot-II, is presented in this paper. The swimming and walking
components adopt a compound drive mechanism, enabling simultaneous control for the rotation of
the track and the wave-like motion of the undulating fin. The robot employs different propulsion
methods but utilizes the same operation strategy, eliminating the need for mode switching. The
structure and the locomotion principle are introduced. The performance of the robot in different
motion patterns was analyzed via computational fluid dynamics simulation. The simulation results
verified the feasibility of the wave-like swimming mechanism. Physical experiments were conducted
for both land and underwater motion, and the results were consistent with the simulation regulation.
Both the underwater linear and angular velocity were proportional to the undulating frequency. The
robot’s maximum linear speed and steering speed on land were 2.26 m/s (2.79 BL/s) and 442◦/s, re-
spectively, while the maximum speeds underwater were 0.54 m/s (0.67 BL/s) and 84◦/s, respectively.
The research findings indicate that the robot possesses outstanding amphibious motion capabilities
and a simplistic yet unified control approach, thereby validating the feasibility of the robot’s design
scheme, and offering a novel concept for the development of high-performance and self-contained
amphibious robots.

Keywords: amphibious robot; undulating fin; compound drive; computational fluid dynamics; track
robot; hydrodynamic simulation

1. Introduction

Natural evolution has rendered biological systems far more advanced than many of
the capabilities of modern technology [1]. From the observation of nature and its various
biological process, researchers were inspired to design efficient bioinspired systems to
solve a wild range of problems in a low-cost and sustainable way [2]. Recent innovations
of bioinspired advanced systems have led to the development of biomimetic robotics,
including bioinspired structures, materials, actuators, sensors, and control methods.

As an important branch, biomimetic amphibious robots have been attracting increasing
attention. Compared with conventional mobile robots that are capable of functioning only
in a single medium, amphibious robots exhibit remarkable advantages such as multi-
terrain motion maneuverability [3], environmental adaptivity [4], and obstacle climbing
capacity [5]. Due to these benefits, amphibious robots hold broad prospects in the fields of
industry, defense, and transportation [6]. For example, they can be deployed in scenarios
such as environment protection [7], resource exploration [8], and search and rescue [9].

Traditional amphibious robots simply integrate propellers and tracks or wheels to
realize aquatic and terrestrial locomotion [10,11]. However, the robots are required to
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switch among different propulsion mechanisms, resulting in a complex control system.
Furthermore, the propellers are fragile in muddy and grassy areas, which renders them
unsuitable for unstructured environments. In nature, there exist numerous creatures
possessing outstanding amphibious locomotion capabilities, and researchers have drawn
inspiration from amphibians. The last two decades have witnessed the advancement of
bionic amphibious robots, including bionic crabs [12], turtles [13], lobsters [14], beavers [15],
frogs [16], snakes [17], and salamanders [18].

Based on the driving mechanism, the existing bionic amphibious robots can be clas-
sified into single bionic amphibious robots and compound amphibious robots [6]. Sin-
gle bionic amphibious robots imitate natural amphibians’ organisms and use the same
propulsion components for land and underwater locomotion. This category encompasses
three types of robots: snake-like, legged, and fish-like. The robotic snake uses the serpen-
tine movement of its body to achieve propulsion on land and underwater [19,20]. However,
the bionic robot snake lags far behind in terms of agility and speed when compared to real
snakes, even with the assistance of passive wheels. The legged configuration represents
a more comprehensive scheme for amphibious robots. Zhang et al. proposed a hexapod
amphibious robot, namely AmphiHex-I [21]. The robot is actuated by six reconfigurable
legs that can be controlled to switch between C-shaped legs and straight paddles for land
and underwater motion, respectively. However, each leg should be equipped with a driven
motor for transformation. In the updated version, AmphiHex-II [22], the robot adopts
a variable-stiffness leg for lightweight design. The legs are constructed with rigid fan-
shaped frames, working as walking legs, and protect the inner flexible flippers, which
propel the robot underwater.

Some researchers used smart materials to build amphibious actuators. Zou et al.
used a shape-memory polymer and an elastomeric actuator for reconfigurable limbs in
a fin-based amphibious robot. The main problem was that the legs should have been
transformed manually and reassembled to the robot [23]. Baines et al. developed a bionic
turtle robot based on morphing limbs, which could change stiffness and cross-section area
and adopted multiple walking and swimming gaits to adapt to different environments [24].
Wu et al. designed a 3D-printed tortoise-inspired soft robot. With four pneumatic bionic
legs capable of bending in three dimensions, the robot could achieve six different gaits [25].
Although soft amphibious robots possess the merits of significant deformation and high
adaptability, they are still at a considerable distance from practical applications.

In 2017, the American company issued Velox robot (Pliant Energy Systems, Brooklyn,
USA) [26], which features a pair of ribbon fins for multi-terrain locomotion. The robot
can adapt to various terrains, including ice, sand, beach, water, and seabed via the uni-
fied propulsion of undulating fins. Although similar works were conducted for optimal
design [27], the undulating fin was relatively slow for land locomotion.

The compound amphibious robot combines various driving methods to meet prac-
tical requirements, showing a better balance between terrestrial and aquatic locomotion
performance. Wang et al. [28] designed a leg–fin hybrid crab-like hexapod robot, which
integrated two-tail swimming fins for underwater paddle flapping. AQUA2, which was
developed based on the RHex series robot [29], adopted wheel–fin hybrid legs for am-
phibious propulsion [30]. The legs utilized a cage-like circular enclosure to protect the
inner flippers when moving on the ground, and the cage worked like a wheel. The
maximum velocity on land reached 0.9 m/s. Ma et al. proposed a hybrid amphibi-
ous robot named SHOALBOT [31], which could carry out multimode operation using
a propeller-leg integrated propulsion device. Under low-speed mode, the robot could
run as fast as three body lengths/s on land. When underwater, the robot body could
be folded and the four propellers provided vectored thrust force to realize multi-DOF
swimming. Yu et al. developed a wheel–leg–fin hybrid amphibious fish that could swim
via dolphin-like and fish-like oscillations of its multi-joint body, and move fast on land via
a wheel–propeller–fin mechanism [32].
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From the above analysis, although the single-bionic-drive method does not require
switching of propulsion mechanisms, it tends to perform better in only one environment at
the expense of locomotion ability in another medium. The compound amphibious robot
adopts optimal schemes for land and underwater scenarios, ensuring good propulsion
performance in the two media. Nevertheless, due to the integration of distinct propulsion
mechanisms, a greater number of drives are needed. More significantly, the robot must
switch control systems, which enhances the difficulty of control.

In this paper, we proposed a track–fin-compound-driven amphibious robot, namely
AmphiFinbot-II. The robot depends on bilateral undulating fins for underwater propulsion
and tracks for land propulsion, demonstrating remarkable motion performance in both
environments. The undulating fins and tracks share a common driving source, thereby
moving synchronously. The robot is self-adaptive as it does not need to switch drive
sources. The robot possesses identical control logics both underwater and on land, such
as forward and backward movement, in-place rotation, and steering motion. Therefore,
the same control system can be employed. In this paper, we concentrate on verifying the
underwater propulsion performance of the robot through the computational fluid dynamics
(CFD) method, and validate the amphibious motion function of the robot via experiments.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows: Section 2 introduces the structure design
and locomotion principle of the amphibious robot. Section 3 establishes the simulation
model and presents the hydrodynamic performance simulation of the robot. In Section 4, lo-
comotion experiments are carried out in terrestrial and aquatic environments. A conclusion
is drawn in Section 5.

2. Locomotion Principle
2.1. Robot Structure

The overall design scheme of AmphiFinbot-II is presented in Figure 1, which consists
of a robot body, undulating fins, a track mechanism, and a mobile communication cabin.
The features of the robot are as follows: (1) Land driving is achieved through the track
mechanism, featuring high speed, excellent maneuverability, and terrain adaptability.
(2) Underwater driving is driven by bionic undulating fins, which are safer compared with
propellers and can adapt to complex environments. (3) When the robot moves on a riverbed
or in a water–land transition zone, the tracks and the undulating fins collaborate to provide
thrust. (4) The robot body is designed as a rigid structure, facilitating the installation of
sensors and manipulators. (5) Remote control is achieved by a movable sealing cabin. When
the robot operates on land and in shallow water, the communication cabin is installed on
the robot, and the robot employs wireless communication. When the robot is required to
carry out deep-water operations, the communication cabin can be placed on the land and
then connected to the robot through cables, and the robot utilizes wired communication.
(6) The robot is compact and easily portable. We establish the robot’s dimensions based
on the optimal space for manual operation, incorporating two handles at either end for
convenient handling. While a higher chassis enhances obstacle navigation capabilities,
it also results in an elevated center of gravity and increased hydrodynamic resistance.
Consequently, the final design specifications for the robot are 0.81 m × 0.68 m × 0.22 m.

Despite the utilization of two sets of propulsion mechanisms, through the gear trans-
mission system, the track mechanism and the undulating fin share a common driving
source, enabling simultaneous control for the continuous rotation of the track and the
wave-like motion of the undulating fin. Through this design, the robot employs different
propulsion methods on land and underwater for optimal performance but utilizes the same
drive source, eliminating the need for switching propulsion mechanisms.

The schematic diagram of the compound drive is depicted in Figure 2. The working
principle is as follows. The motor’s output shaft is linked to spur gear A1, and the power
is conveyed to the output shaft via spur gears A2 and A3. One end of the output shaft
is connected with the undulating fin, which is responsible for generating underwater
propulsion force via the wave motion. The other end of the output shaft is coupled to
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bevel gear A4 and drives vertically installed bevel gear A5 to rotate continuously. The track
wheel, which is fixed with bevel gear A5, serves as the driving wheel, and actuates the
track, the support wheel, and the guide wheel to rotate, thereby forming a complete-track
walking mechanism.
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The principle of the modular bionic undulating fin is depicted in Figure 3. Currently,
the prevalent approach for undulating-fin-driven robots is to equip each oscillating joint
with a drive motor [33–35], which offers the benefit of flexible adjustment of parameters
such as wavelength, amplitude, and wave frequency. However, it suffers from several
drawbacks, including a large number of motors, complex control, and difficult sealing.
More crucially, due to the speed limit of the motor response, the wave frequency cannot be
enhanced, and the maximum wave frequency can only reach 3–4 Hz [36]. Hence, we adopt
a centralized drive scheme, where a motor drives the camshaft to rotate continuously. The
cams connected in parallel to the camshaft installation have a 90-degree phase difference,
converting the continuous rotation of the cams into the reciprocating swing of the pendulum
rods. Since the swings of the adjacent pendulum rods always have a 90-degree phase
difference, a waveform can be formed automatically. By controlling the direction of the
camshaft, the transmission direction of the wave can be regulated. Although the waveform
of this method is fixed and only the wave frequency and wave deflection angle can be
adjusted, its advantages lie in its compact structure, simple control, and reliable sealing, so
it is more suitable for field amphibious robots.
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The overall layout and transmission principle of the robot are depicted in Figure 4, which
shows only half of the robot due to symmetry. As explained previously, a speed-regulating
motor on the left side is applied for driving the track and the undulating fin. We configure
another motor on the right side of the robot, which is also connected to the undulating fin via
the gear drive (B1, B2, B3) to control the overall tilting angle of the fin for adjusting the robot’s
attitude. The robot body is divided into three sealing cabins, i.e., the two motor cabins and
the electrical cabin. This design separates the dynamic seal from the static seal to enhance the
waterproof performance of the robot.
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2.2. United Operation Mechanism

The existing hybrid amphibious robots operate in underwater, land and land transition
environments, often involving distinct moving components and motion mechanisms,
thereby necessitating a drive mechanism switch. AmphiFinbot-II employs the same drive
source for undulating fins and tracks, making its motion compound and simultaneous.
Moreover, the bilateral fins and tracks possess similar differential steering logics, thereby
providing AmphiFinBot-II the same maneuvering strategy both underwater and on land,
which implies that the robot does not require a switch of mechanical and control systems.
The rotational speeds of the left and right tracks are defined as ω1 and ω2, with clockwise
being positive. The frequencies of the undulating fins are f1 and f2, and the underwater
propulsion forces generated are F1 and F2. The regulations for the robot conducting forward,
backward, yaw and in situ steering actions are depicted in Figure 5.
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• Forward movement: When the tracks on both sides rotate clockwise at the same
speed (ω1 = ω2 > 0), both tracks offer the same forward speed. Simultaneously,
the left and right undulating fins transmit waves to the rear direction with the same
frequency ( f1 = f2 > 0), and the undulating fins generate equal forward propulsion
force (F1 = F2 > 0). If underwater, the undulating fins propel the robot to move
forward; if on the ground, the tracks drive the robot to move forward.

• Backward movement: As shown in Figure 5b, when the tracks on both sides rotate
clockwise at the same speed (ω1 = ω2 < 0), the undulating fins transmit waves to
the front direction with the same frequency ( f1 = f2 < 0), and the propulsion force is
negative (F1 = F2 < 0). The robot moves backwards either underwater or on land.

• Yaw motion: Yaw motion can be achieved by regulating the differential rotation of
the tracks in the same direction. For example, when ω1 > ω2 > 0, the robot will turn
to the right when moving forward on land. The left propulsive force is greater than
that on the right side (F1 > F2 > 0 ), and the combined force generates additional yaw
torque, causing the robot to turn to the right underwater. Similarly, when ω2 > ω1 > 0,
the robot performs forward and left-turning locomotion. Due to symmetry, the robot
also adopts the same left and right turn control methods when moving backward.

• Rotation motion: Turning in place is a special case of yaw motion, when the two-side
tracks’ speeds are equal but for opposite directions. As shown in Figure 5d, when
ω1 = −ω2 > 0, there is f1 = − f2 > 0 for undulating fins, so the resultant force is zero.
The robot will carry out right-turning motion either on land or underwater. When
ω1 = −ω2 < 0, the robot will rotate left.

3. Hydrodynamic Simulation
3.1. Simulation Model

To verify the design feasibility and motion capability of the amphibious robot, the
force and motion of the robot in the flow field under various control inputs were analyzed
through computational fluid simulation (CFD).

To simplify the grid division and accelerate the simulation calculation, the local
particulars of the robot were streamlined. The simulation model was established, as
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depicted in Figure 6a, and the fluid domain is shown in Figure 6b. The grid of the outer
fluid zone was coarsely divided; the robot and the adjacent local area which was shown
in color were encrypted. According to the physical prototype’s design parameters, the
simulation parameters of the robot are given in Table 1.
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Table 1. CFD simulation parameters.

Parameter type Parameters/Unit Value

Robot body
Body length, L/m 0.775
Body width, W/m 0.404
Body height, H/m 0.22

Undulating fin

Fin length, Lf/m 0.38
Fin width, h/m 0.15

Fin thickness, t/m 0
Wave amplitude, θm/◦ 19.8

Control parameters Left fin frequency, f 1/Hz 0–6
Right fin frequency, f 2/Hz 0–6

Dynamic parameters

Weight, m/kg 17
Rotational inertia, Jxx/kg·m² 0.132
Rotational inertia, Jyy/kg·m² 0.936
Rotational inertia, Jzz/kg·m² 0.863

3.2. Mathematical Model
3.2.1. Kinematic Model

To describe the motion process of the amphibious robot in the flow field precisely, the
kinematic model of the robot and the motion equation of the undulating fin were constructed.
The coordinate system during the robot’s locomotion was defined, as shown in Figure 7.

• Global coordinate system, OeXeYeZe: The origin of coordinate Oe was defined by
taking any point within the earth; OeXe pointed at any horizontal direction, OeZe was
vertically downward to the ground, and the direction of OeYe was in accordance with
the right-hand rule.

• Local coordinate system, ObXbYbZb: The origin Ob was defined as the mass center
of the robot. ObXb was along the longitudinal axial direction. ObZb pointed straight
down the body. ObYb was located to the right of the body.

• The fin coordinate system, OfXfYfZf: The origin O f was located at the base point of
the undulating fin. O f X f pointed forward along the undulating fin’s base line. O f Z f
was in the symmetrical plane of the undulating fin and pointed outwards. O f Yf
was determined by the right-hand rule. The coordinate systems O f 1X f 1Yf 1Z f 1 and
O f 2X f 2Yf 2Z f 2 were established for the left and right undulating fins, respectively.
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Suppose η = (X, Y, Z, ϕ, θ, ψ)T is the position and attitude vector of the robot in
the global coordinate system. η1 = (X, Y, Z)T is the three-dimensional coordinate, and
η2 = (ϕ, θ, ψ)T is the three-axis attitude angle, corresponding to roll, pitch, and yaw angle.
V = (u, v, w)T and ω = (p, q, r)T are the three-axis linear and angular velocities of the robot
in the local coordinate system, respectively. The relationship between the local coordinate
system and the robot system can be expressed as follows:{ .

η1 = J1(η) · V,
.
η2 = J2(η) · ω,

(1)

where J1(η) and J2(η) are the rotation matrices, which are solved as follows:

J1(η) =

cos ψ cos θ cos ψ sin θ sin ϕ − sin ψ cos ϕ cos ψ sin θ cos ϕ + sin ψ sin ϕ
sin ψ cos θ sin ψ sin θ sin ϕ + cos ψ cos ϕ sin ψ sin θ cos ϕ − cos ψ sin ϕ
− sin θ cos θ sin ϕ cos θ cos ϕ

, (2)

J2(η) =

1 tan θ sin ϕ tan θ cos ϕ
0 cos ϕ − sin ϕ
0 sec θ sin ϕ sec θ cos ϕ

, (3)

The motion law of the undulating fin is described in the fin coordinate system. Let
the coordinates of any point on the fin surface in the O f X f Yf Z f system be P

(
x f , y f , z f

)
.

When the initial phase of the left and right undulating fins is zero and the waveform is
completely symmetrical, the undulation equations are as follows:

Left :


x f = s,
y f = r · cos

[
θm sin

(
δ1 · 2π f1 +

2π
λ s

)]
,

z f = r · sin
[
θm sin

(
δ1 · 2π f1 +

2π
λ s

)]
,

(4)

Right :


x f = s,
y f = r · cos

[
θm sin

(
δ2 · 2π f2 +

2π
λ s

)]
,

z f = r · sin
[
θm sin

(
δ2 · 2π f2 +

2π
λ s

)]
,

(5)

where s is the natural coordinate in the baseline direction of the undulating fin, r is the
natural coordinate in the fin direction, f 1 and f 2 are the left and right undulating frequencies,
respectively, λ is the wavelength, θm is the wave amplitude, and δ1 and δ2 represent the
wave transmission direction. When δi = −1, the wave is propagated in the −x direction;
when δi = 1, the wave is propagated in the +x direction.

Let the origin of the left and right undulating fins in the local coordinate system be
O f1(a,−b, 0) and O f2(a, b, 0), respectively. a and b are determined by the robot geometric shape.
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The angles between the undulating fin and the body are φ1 and φ2. According to the rotation
relationship, the expression of the fin surface in the body coordinate system is as follows:

Left :

xb
yb
zb

 =

1 0 0
0 cos φ1 − sin φ1
0 sin φ1 cos φ1

x f
y f
z f

+

 a
−b
0

, (6)

Right :

xb
yb
zb

 =

1 0 0
0 cos φ2 − sin φ2
0 sin φ2 cos φ2

x f
y f
z f

+

a
b
0

. (7)

Furthermore, the coordinates of point P(xb, yb, zb) within the geographical system
P(xe, ye, ze) are determined as follows:xe

ye
ze

 = J1(η)

xb
yb
zb

+

X
Y
Z

. (8)

In CFD simulation, the deformation motion of the undulating fins is defined by
Equations (4) and (5). Through Equations (6)–(8), the coordinate of any points on the fin
surface can be transformed between the global coordinate system, OeXeYeZe, and the fin
coordinate system, O f X f Yf Z f . This kinematic relationship facilitates the definition and
updating of dynamic mesh in fluid simulation analysis.

3.2.2. Underwater Dynamic Model

The mass of the robot is defined as m, and the inertia tensor is J ∈ R3×3. The moment
of inertia of the spindle is Jx, Jy and Jz. The three-dimensional force and moment of the

robot underwater in the local robot coordinate system are expressed as F =
(

Fx, Fy, Fz
)T

and M =
(

Mx, My, Mz
)T. The centroid dynamic equation of the robot is as follows:{

F = mdV
dt = mV′ + ω × mV,

M = dω
dt = Jω′ + ω × Jω.

(9)

Substitute the velocity and angular velocity components; we can obtain the accelera-
tion of each direction. 

.
u = vr − wq + Fx

m.
v = −ur + wp +

Fy
m.

w = uq − vp + Fz
m

, (10)


.
p =

qr(Jy−Jz)
Jx

+ 1
Jx

Mx
.
q = pr(Jz−Jx)

Jy
+ 1

Jy
My

.
r =

pq(Jx−Jy)
Jz

+ 1
Jz

Mz

. (11)

When the force and the moment of the robot are solved, the acceleration of the robot
can be obtained using Equations (10) and (11), and the linear and angular velocity can be
obtained via the integral. Through rotation matrix transformation, the velocity, angular
velocity, and displacement of the robot in the global coordinate system can be solved.
Therefore, the hydrodynamic and motion performance of the robot in different swimming
modes can be simulated.

3.3. Simulation Result
3.3.1. Surge Motion

When f1 = f2 and δ1 = δ2, the undulating fins on both sides propagate in the same
direction with equal frequency. At this time, the two undulating fins produce forward or
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backward thrust at the same time, and the robot moves forward or backward linearly. Firstly,
we simulated the in situ undulating motion of the robot under the condition of a fixed
carrier. The change in the thrust force of the undulating fins under different frequencies
is shown in Figure 8a, and the mean force is presented in Figure 8b. The propulsion force
changed periodically with time, and the frequency of change was twice the frequency of
the undulating fin. The higher the wave frequency, the greater the fluctuation amplitude
and mean value of the propulsion force. The thrust generated by the undulating fin was
proportional to the square of the wave frequency, and the direction of the thrust was
opposite to the direction of the wave. Therefore, when the undulating fin transmitted the
wave forward or backward, the generated force and motion were symmetrical.
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Figure 8. Simulated thrust force of undulating fins in fixed-body mode: (a) thrust force changing
with time; (b) mean force at different frequencies.

Given f1 = f2 = 2 Hz, the linear motion of the robot in the fluid was simulated.
The animation video can be found in the Supplementary Materials, and the pressure
cloud image sequence of the robot is shown in Figure 9. The different colors represented
the velocity in the fluid field. The result showed that the joint force of the robot was
forward, and the robot moved linearly without lateral and steering motion. The speed and
displacement curves of the robot are shown in Figure 10a. The robot passed through a stage
of acceleration, then reached the maximum speed and maintained a constant speed, and
the steady-state average speed was about 0.31 m/s.
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The thrust and fluid resistance suffered by the robot during movement are shown in
Figure 10b. The results show that the thrust of the undulating fin was the largest in the
initial stage, and then the thrust decreased gradually with the increase in the robot’s speed.
At a stable stage, the thrust of the undulating fin also fluctuated around the average value.
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According to the simulation result, the mean thrust force of the undulating fin can be
simplified as follows:

FT = sign( f )CT(λ f − Vx)
2, (12)

where CT is the thrust coefficient, Vx is the linear velocity, and sign( f ) is the symbolic function.
The resistance of the robot can be expressed as follows:

FD = −sign(Vx)
1
2

ρSCDV2
x , (13)

where ρ is the fluid density, S is the cross-sectional area of the carrier, and CD is the resistance
coefficient. In the steady stage, the resultant force is zero, which means FT + FD = 0.
Therefore, the steady-stage velocity is solved as follows:

Vx =
λ f

1 +
√

ρSCD
2CT

, (14)

The propulsion speed of the robot at different frequencies was simulated, and the
results are shown in Figure 11. The steady-state average speed of the robot increased linearly
with the wave frequency. The higher the frequency, the greater the starting acceleration,
and the shorter the time required to reach the maximum speed. The simulation result was
consistent with the law of Equation (14).
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3.3.2. Steering Motion

The motion performance of the robot in steering mode was simulated. Given the left
and right frequencies of f 1 = 2.5 Hz and f 2 = 2 Hz, the robot was supposed to deflect to
the right side while moving forward. The trajectory of the robot obtained via simulation
is shown in Figure 12a. The robot maintained steering during the movement, and passed
through an arc trajectory in the xz plane. The tangential of any point on the trajectory
corresponds to the combined speed directions of the robot.
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other out and form a rotating torque around the center of the robot. The frequencies are 
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Figure 12. Velocity and displacement of the amphibious robot in steering motion simulation:
(a) displacement in x and z direction; (b) velocity in x and z direction.

The sub-velocity in the x and z directions and the combined velocity of the robot are
shown in Figure 12b. The x-velocity increased first and then decreased until it became negative.
The velocity in the z-axis increased first and then decreased, corresponding to the two stages
of the robot’s positive and negative motion in the x direction. When t = 14 s, the x-velocity
was zero, and the corresponding z-velocity was the largest. The total velocity of the robot
reached the maximum value at about 6 s, and then remained stable at about 0.35 m/s.

The motion posture and spatial position of the robot are shown in Figure 13 (the
animation video can be found in the Supplementary Materials). The result showed that
the velocity of the flow field was small at the beginning. With the drive of the undulating
fins, the velocity obtained by the robot from the fluid gradually increased and tended to
be stable. Under the asymmetric waveform, the robot successfully realized the steering
maneuver movement. The simulation results were consistent with the theoretical analysis.
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3.3.3. Rotation Motion

The in situ rotation mode is a special case of steering motion, in which case the wave
of the left and right fins transmit in the opposite direction. The thrust forces cancel each
other out and form a rotating torque around the center of the robot. The frequencies are
given as f1 = f2 = 2 Hz and δ1 = −δ2 = 1, and the motion of the robot’s right turn in situ
is simulated. The yaw angle and speed are shown in Figure 14a. The results show that the
yaw angular velocity experienced two stages: starting acceleration and stable maintenance.
The yaw angle gradually increased with time, and the oblique rate increased first and
then remained unchanged, which corresponded to the regulation of angular velocity. The
steady-state average yaw rate was about −0.58 rad/s.
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During the rotation motion, the relationship between the driving moment provided
by the undulating fins and the fluid resistance moment on the carrier over time is shown
in Figure 14b. The results showed that the driving moment was largest in the initial
stage, then gradually decreased and eventually fluctuated around the stable value. The
change regulation of the resistance moment was opposite. The resistance increased with
the rotation speed. During the stable stage, the driving moment and the resistance were
balanced, and the robot conducted uniform steering motion. We can find that the rotation
motion presented similar regulations with the linear motion, which corresponded to the
results of the dynamic analysis of the undulating fins and the theoretical analysis of the
fluid resistance.

The velocity cloud image sequence of the rotation motion process is shown in Figure 15,
which showed that the robot realized continuous rotation motion around the center of mass, and
the position of the robot did not change, indicating that the robot only rotated in situ without
translational motion. The animation video can be found in the Supplementary Materials.

Further, the angular velocity of the robot at different undulating frequencies was sim-
ulated, and the results are shown in Figure 16. The stable angular velocity of the robot
increased linearly with the wave frequency. The higher the frequency, the greater the starting
acceleration, and the shorter the time required to reach the maximum angular velocity. When
the frequency was 6 Hz, the maximum rotation angular velocity reached −1.75 rad/s.
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4. Experiment Validation
4.1. Robot Prototype

To verify the robot’s hydrodynamic performance in the CFD simulation, a robot
prototype was developed for physical experiments. We integrated hardware circuits and
control software for the robot. The hardware scheme is shown in Figure 17a. The master
control board was based on an STM32F407 microchip (ST, Geneva, Switzerland), featuring
an abundant peripheral interface. The control software was programmed on the Keil
MDK5.14 platform. The control tasks included motor control, sensor data acquisition,
wireless communication, and human–computer interaction. The drive motors adopted
M3508 (DJI, Shenzhen, China) and the motor MCU communicated with the control board
through the CAN bus. The two steering engines were controlled by a PWM signal, which
could change the deviation angle between the undulating fin and the robot body. The robot
was equipped with various sensors, including water depth sensors, inertial measurement
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units (IMUs), power meters, and leakage detection sensors. The sensor data were read
through IIC, UART and other interfaces. The robot adopted wireless communication. We
assigned two serial ports to connect the receiver and the data telemetry, respectively. The
robot could be controlled either by handheld remote control (RadioLink, Shenzhen, China)
or by input commands from a portable computer. The former method was ideal for field
operation, while the latter was suitable for data monitoring and program debugging. The
robot was powered by a lithium battery (24 V, 6000 mAh).
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Figure 17. Hardware and control algorithms: (a) hardware scheme; (b) PID controller.

At the present stage, we primarily focused on the speed control of the robot, with
the control principle illustrated in Figure 17b. The control board received the frequency
command for the undulating fins and translated them into the desired angular velocity for
each motor. Subsequently, a PID control algorithm was applied to regulate the motor speed.
The actual speeds were transmitted by the motor driver via the CAN bus at a frequency
of 1000 Hz. The master MCU then compared the target speed with the measured speed,
executing separate PID controls for each motor and calculating the control current to be
sent to the motor driver through the CAN bus. By managing the speeds of motors on either
side, the robot could effectively conduct multimodal motion both on land and underwater.

4.2. Underwater Maneuverability
4.2.1. Underwater Linear Motion

To verify the robot’s hydrodynamic and motion performance in the CFD simulation,
experiments were conducted in outdoor aquatic environments based on the robot prototype.
The underwater experiments video can be found in the Supplementary Materials. The linear
motion experiment image sequence of the robot when the undulating frequency was 3 Hz
is presented in Figure 18. The results prove that by controlling the wave direction of the
undulating fins, the robot can generate vector thrust, thereby flexibly achieving forward and
backward movements. In addition, the robot can maintain a relatively fixed heading angle.

The maximum velocity that the robot could achieve at different undulating frequencies
was tested, and the result is shown in Figure 19. The squares were the measured velocity
and the dotted line was the regression model. The curve illustrates that the maximum
velocity was improved with the increase of in wave frequency, and is approximately linear
to the frequency, which is consistent with the simulation results. When the frequency was
6 Hz, the speed of the robot was 0.54 m/s. As the length of the robot was 0.81 m, the
maximum speed was 0.67 BL/s.
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4.2.2. Underwater Steering and Rotation Motion

Given the undulating frequencies of f 1 = 3 Hz and f 2 = 2 Hz, the motion image of
the robot is shown in Figure 20a, and the change in the yaw angle is shown in Figure 20b.
The experimental phenomenon was consistent with the simulation analysis. The robot
continuously deflected to the right side while moving forward. After about 4 s, the angular
speed remained constant at about 13.5◦/s. When the stop command was issued at 15 s, the
robot continued to deflect at a certain angle due to inertia.

When the undulating frequencies were set as f 1 = f 2 = 3 Hz and the directions were
opposite, the robot conducted in situ rotation locomotion. The motion image of the robot
is shown in Figure 21a, and the yaw angle is shown in Figure 21b. The results indicated
that the robot performed a continuous left turn movement and the position of the center of
gravity remained unchanged. The robot initially accelerated until the driving moment was
balanced with the resistance moment, at which time the robot attained the maximum speed.
In the steady stage, the robot subsequently rotated at a constant speed of about 45◦/s.

Further, the maximum rotation speed that the robot could achieve under different
undulating frequencies was measured, and the result is shown in Figure 22. The average
rotation speed of the robot was approximately linear to the increase in frequency, which is
consistent with the theoretical analysis and fluid simulation result. When the undulating
frequency was 6 Hz, the rotation speed of the robot could reach 84◦/s.



Biomimetics 2024, 9, 580 17 of 23

Biomimetics 2024, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 18 of 24 
 

 

  

(a) (b) 

Figure 20. Experiment results of underwater steering motion: (a) motion images; (b) yaw angle. 

When the undulating frequencies were set as f1 = f2 = 3 Hz and the directions were 
opposite, the robot conducted in situ rotation locomotion. The motion image of the robot 
is shown in Figure 21a, and the yaw angle is shown in Figure 21b. The results indicated 
that the robot performed a continuous left turn movement and the position of the center 
of gravity remained unchanged. The robot initially accelerated until the driving moment 
was balanced with the resistance moment, at which time the robot attained the maximum 
speed. In the steady stage, the robot subsequently rotated at a constant speed of about 
45°/s. 

  

(a) (b) 

Figure 21. Experiment results of underwater rotation motion. (a) motion images; (b) yaw angle. 

Further, the maximum rotation speed that the robot could achieve under different 
undulating frequencies was measured, and the result is shown in Figure 22. The average 
rotation speed of the robot was approximately linear to the increase in frequency, which 
is consistent with the theoretical analysis and fluid simulation result. When the undulat-
ing frequency was 6 Hz, the rotation speed of the robot could reach 84°/s. 

Figure 20. Experiment results of underwater steering motion: (a) motion images; (b) yaw angle.

Biomimetics 2024, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 18 of 24 
 

 

  

(a) (b) 

Figure 20. Experiment results of underwater steering motion: (a) motion images; (b) yaw angle. 

When the undulating frequencies were set as f1 = f2 = 3 Hz and the directions were 
opposite, the robot conducted in situ rotation locomotion. The motion image of the robot 
is shown in Figure 21a, and the yaw angle is shown in Figure 21b. The results indicated 
that the robot performed a continuous left turn movement and the position of the center 
of gravity remained unchanged. The robot initially accelerated until the driving moment 
was balanced with the resistance moment, at which time the robot attained the maximum 
speed. In the steady stage, the robot subsequently rotated at a constant speed of about 
45°/s. 

  

(a) (b) 

Figure 21. Experiment results of underwater rotation motion. (a) motion images; (b) yaw angle. 

Further, the maximum rotation speed that the robot could achieve under different 
undulating frequencies was measured, and the result is shown in Figure 22. The average 
rotation speed of the robot was approximately linear to the increase in frequency, which 
is consistent with the theoretical analysis and fluid simulation result. When the undulat-
ing frequency was 6 Hz, the rotation speed of the robot could reach 84°/s. 

Figure 21. Experiment results of underwater rotation motion. (a) motion images; (b) yaw angle.

Biomimetics 2024, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 19 of 24 
 

 

 
Figure 22. Experiment result of underwater rotation speed at different frequencies. 

According to the experiment results, both the linear and rotation speed were rela-
tively slower than those in the simulation results. This may be because the resistance force 
and moment of the real prototype were larger than those in the simulation model. The 
shape of the robot prototype was not continuous, while the simulation model was simpli-
fied for the convenience of grid division and calculation accuracy. Furthermore, the wave-
form of the mechanical undulating fin was fitted by the finite fin rays, and this fit was not 
perfect compared with that of the theoretical model in the simulation environment, thus 
leading to smaller driving force. 

4.3. Terrestrial Maneuverability 
4.3.1. Terrestrial Linear Motion 

Through the previous analysis, the robot has the same control strategy on land and 
underwater, and we tested the robot’s motion performance on land. The terrestrial loco-
motion video can be found in the supplementary materials. Setting the tracks’ speed as f1 
= f2 = 3 Hz (𝜔ଵ = 𝜔ଶ =180 r/min), and given that the directions were the same, the forward 
motion images of the robot are shown in Figure 23a. 

We utilize track speed and yaw angle as odometric parameters and calculate the ro-
bot’s velocity and planar displacement. The centroid velocity of the robot is computed as 
follows: 𝑉 = (𝜔ଵ + 𝜔ଶ)𝑅/2, (15)

where R is the radius of the driven wheel. 
By decomposing the displacement in each time step, the total displacement of the 

robot at time T in the x-axis and y-axis directions can be obtained: 

⎩⎪⎨
⎪⎧ d𝑠 = 𝑉d𝑡,

d𝑥 = d𝑠cos𝜓 ⇒ 𝑆௫ = න d𝑥,்
଴

d𝑦 = d𝑠sin𝜓 ⇒ 𝑆௬ = න d𝑦,்
଴

 (16) 

The velocity and displacement curves in linear motion are shown in Figure 23b. The 
initial phase of the robot experienced a period of acceleration until the motor reached the 
preset speed. Subsequently, the robot maintained a constant speed in a straight line. When 
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Figure 22. Experiment result of underwater rotation speed at different frequencies.

According to the experiment results, both the linear and rotation speed were relatively
slower than those in the simulation results. This may be because the resistance force and
moment of the real prototype were larger than those in the simulation model. The shape
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of the robot prototype was not continuous, while the simulation model was simplified for
the convenience of grid division and calculation accuracy. Furthermore, the waveform of
the mechanical undulating fin was fitted by the finite fin rays, and this fit was not perfect
compared with that of the theoretical model in the simulation environment, thus leading to
smaller driving force.

4.3. Terrestrial Maneuverability
4.3.1. Terrestrial Linear Motion

Through the previous analysis, the robot has the same control strategy on land and
underwater, and we tested the robot’s motion performance on land. The terrestrial loco-
motion video can be found in the Supplementary Materials. Setting the tracks’ speed as
f 1 = f 2 = 3 Hz (ω1 = ω2 =180 r/min), and given that the directions were the same, the
forward motion images of the robot are shown in Figure 23a.
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We utilize track speed and yaw angle as odometric parameters and calculate the robot’s
velocity and planar displacement. The centroid velocity of the robot is computed as follows:

V = (ω1 + ω2)R/2, (15)

where R is the radius of the driven wheel.
By decomposing the displacement in each time step, the total displacement of the

robot at time T in the x-axis and y-axis directions can be obtained:
ds = Vdt,

dx = ds cos ψ ⇒ Sx =
∫ T

0 dx,
dy = ds sin ψ ⇒ Sy =

∫ T
0 dy,

(16)

The velocity and displacement curves in linear motion are shown in Figure 23b. The
initial phase of the robot experienced a period of acceleration until the motor reached the
preset speed. Subsequently, the robot maintained a constant speed in a straight line. When
commanded to stop, the robot braked promptly. After that, upon receiving the backward
command, the robot moved backward to the starting position in a straight line at the
same frequency.

Given different speeds of the track, the average speed of the robot walking on land
was tested, and the results are shown in Figure 24. The black line is the speed measured by
the external laser distance meter, and the red line is the theoretical speed calculated by the
wheel odometer. The results showed that the speed of the robot was proportional to the
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motor speed, and the test speed was almost consistent with the theoretical speed, indicating
that the robot had no slip with the ground and the motor control accuracy was excellent.
Using the speed of motor feedback as a vehicle odometer would have had satisfactory
accuracy. When the driving frequency was 7 Hz (the track speed was 420 r/min), the
propulsion speed of the robot reached 2.26 m/s, corresponding to 2.8 BL/s.

Biomimetics 2024, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 20 of 24 
 

 

command, the robot moved backward to the starting position in a straight line at the same 
frequency. 

  
(a) (b) 

Figure 23. Experiment results of land linear motion: (a) motion images; (b) velocity and displace-
ment. 

Given different speeds of the track, the average speed of the robot walking on land 
was tested, and the results are shown in Figure 24. The black line is the speed measured 
by the external laser distance meter, and the red line is the theoretical speed calculated by 
the wheel odometer. The results showed that the speed of the robot was proportional to 
the motor speed, and the test speed was almost consistent with the theoretical speed, in-
dicating that the robot had no slip with the ground and the motor control accuracy was 
excellent. Using the speed of motor feedback as a vehicle odometer would have had sat-
isfactory accuracy. When the driving frequency was 7 Hz (the track speed was 420 r/min), 
the propulsion speed of the robot reached 2.26 m/s, corresponding to 2.8 BL/s. 

 
Figure 24. Experimental propulsion velocity on land at different wheel speeds. 

4.3.2. Terrestrial Steering and Rotation Motion 
The yaw motion on land was identical to the underwater case. When the left and right 

tracks rotated at different speeds, the robot would deviate to the lower-velocity side due 
to kinematic constraints. The steering locomotion experiment result is shown in Figure 
25a, in which case we set f1 = 3 Hz, f2 = 2 Hz. The planar displacement of the robot is pre-
sented in Figure 25b, where the black curve represented the continuous position and the 

Figure 24. Experimental propulsion velocity on land at different wheel speeds.

4.3.2. Terrestrial Steering and Rotation Motion

The yaw motion on land was identical to the underwater case. When the left and right
tracks rotated at different speeds, the robot would deviate to the lower-velocity side due to
kinematic constraints. The steering locomotion experiment result is shown in Figure 25a, in
which case we set f 1 = 3 Hz, f 2 = 2 Hz. The planar displacement of the robot is presented
in Figure 25b, where the black curve represented the continuous position and the arrows
indicated the velocity direction. The experimental result was consistent with the theoretical
analysis. The robot conducted continuous right steering. The trajectory of the robot in the
steady-state process was approximately a circle, which meant that there existed a fixed
instantaneous center of rotation. Similarly, when the speed on the right side was larger, the
robot carried out a left turn movement. By regulating the speeds of the left and right tracks,
the robot could be controlled to rotate around any point.
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Figure 25. Experiment results of land steering motion. (a) motion images; (b) displacement.

When the left and right tracks rotate in the opposite direction with the same frequency,
the instantaneous rotation center falls on the geometric center of the robot, so the robot
will rotate around itself. Given the left and right tracks frequencies of f 1 = f 2 = 3 Hz in
opposite directions, the image sequence of the robot is shown in Figure 26a. The results
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showed that the position of the robot center was almost unchanged during the movement.
As the motor started to accelerate, the yaw angular velocity gradually increased and finally
stabilized at the maximum angular velocity. The rotation speed of the robot was 212◦/s in
the steady state.
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Figure 26. Experiment results of land rotation motion: (a) motion images at f = 2 Hz; (b) angular
speed at different frequencies.

We tested the angular velocity of the robot at various differential frequencies, and the
result is presented in Figure 26b. The square dots were the measured angular speed and the
line was the regression model. As the track speed escalated, the robot’s angular speed was
significantly enhanced. When the track frequency was 7 Hz, the maximum speed reached
442◦/s. The result also indicated that the angular speed was not linearly correlated to the
track speed. However, within the range of 1–4 Hz, it could be approximately assumed that
the steering speed was proportional to the frequency, facilitating robot motion analysis and
trajectory control at medium and low speeds.

5. Conclusions

Conventional robots face challenges such as substantial size, excessive noise, limited
adaptability to environments, and poor cross-media motion ability. To enhance their
capability in executing tasks within complex and unstructured environments, it is essential
to draw inspiration from the wide array of species that inhabit oceans, lakes, and river
banks. Deriving inspiration from nature leads to a bioinspired system, which holds the
potential to solve the technical challenges faced by traditional structures and actuators
in existing robots. In this paper, we present a novel bionic amphibious robot that takes
inspiration from stingrays. The robot was equipped with a pair of bionic undulating
fins that propelled it in the water as efficiently as a fish. Furthermore, it also exhibited
exceptional maneuverability and speed on land via the compound drive of tracks. We
employed fluid simulation technology to accurately replicate the multi-modal motion of the
robot underwater, thereby establishing a theoretical foundation and providing feasibility
validation for subsequent prototype development. Through the prototype experiment,
the performance of the robot’s amphibious locomotion was demonstrated, which verified
the robot’s advancements in self-adaptive drive and self-organization control. The main
conclusions are as follows.

(1) A biologically inspired amphibious robot was designed. Through a compound drive
mechanism, a pair of bionic undulating fins and a pair of tracks were parallelly
equipped on the robot, which were responsible for efficient locomotion underwa-
ter and on land, respectively. Sharing a same driving source enabled autonomous
switching of the track and the fin, along with a unified motion control strategy both
on land and underwater. Therefore, the robot did not need to judge in which kind of
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environment it was, as the robot’s locomotion and control principles such as forward,
backward, and turning were the same in various environments.

(2) Based on the kinematics and dynamics model of the robot as well as the motion
equation of the undulating fins, the hydrodynamic and motion performance of the
robot under linear motion, steering motion, and in situ rotation motion were simulated
using dynamic mesh method. The simulation results showed that the robot could
generate vector thrust through the wave-like motion of the undulating fins. Both the
linear swimming speed and the turning speed achieved by the robot were proportional
to the wave frequency.

(3) The prototype experiment validated the amphibious motion performance of the robot.
Using the same motion control strategy, the robot was capable of achieving unified
forward and backward, steering, and in-place rotation locomotion both on land and
underwater. The maximum linear speed and steering speed on land were 2.26 m/s
(2.79 BL/s) and 442◦/s, respectively. The maximum linear speed and steering speed
underwater were 0.54 m/s (0.67 BL/s) and 84◦/s, respectively.

Due to its remarkable mobility and high speed in both aquatic and terrestrial envi-
ronments, the proposed amphibious robot will have broad application prospects, such as
search and rescue, field reconnaissance, resource exploration, and environmental monitor-
ing. In the future, we will focus on developing the robot’s accurate position control and
path planning functions.
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Video S2: experiment_video.mp4.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, M.X. and Z.L. (Zirong Luo); methodology, M.X.; software,
M.X. and Q.Y.; validation, Q.Z., Z.L. (Zhongyeu Lu) and Y.Z.; formal analysis, M.X.; investigation,
Q.Z.; resources, Z.L. (Zhongyeu Lu); data curation, Y.Z.; writing—original draft preparation, M.X.;
writing—review and editing, Z.L. (Zirong Luo) and Y.Z.; visualization, M.X.; supervision, Z.L. (Zirong
Luo); project administration, Z.L. (Zirong Luo); funding acquisition, Z.L. (Zirong Luo) and Q.Y. All
authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by National Natural Science Foundation of China, grant num-
ber 52105289 and 52475240, and Natural Science Foundation of Hunan Province of China, grant
number 2023JJ40048.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author upon reasonable request.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Hammond, M.; Cichella, V.; Lamuta, C. Bioinspired Soft Robotics: State of the Art, Challenges, and Future Directions. Curr. Robot.

Rep. 2023, 4, 65–80. [CrossRef]
2. Arena, P.; Bucolo, M.; Buscarino, A.; Fortuna, L.; Frasca, M. Reviewing Bioinspired Technologies for Future Trends: A Complex

Systems Point of View. Front. Phys. 2021, 9, 750090. [CrossRef]
3. Wu, J.; Wu, M.; Chen, W.; Wang, C.; Xie, G. Multi-Modal Soft Amphibious Robots Using Simple Plastic Sheet-Reinforced Thin

Pneumatic Actuators. IEEE Trans. Robot. 2024, 40, 1874–1889. [CrossRef]
4. Guetta, O.; Shachaf, D.; Katz, R.; Zarrouk, D. A Novel Wave-like Crawling Robot Has Excellent Swimming Capabilities. Bioinspir.

Biomim. 2023, 18, 026006. [CrossRef]
5. Yin, Q.; Xia, M.; Luo, Z.; Shang, J. Adaptive Obstacle Climbing and Hydrodynamic Performance Analyses of the Amphibious

Robot with Wheels and Flexible Undulating Fins. Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. Part C J. Mech. Eng. Sci. 2022, 236, 5300–5317. [CrossRef]
6. Ren, K.; Yu, J. Research Status of Bionic Amphibious Robots: A Review. Ocean Eng. 2021, 227, 108862. [CrossRef]
7. Bai, X.J.; Shang, J.Z.; Luo, Z.R.; Jiang, T.; Yin, Q. Development of Amphibious Biomimetic Robots. J. Zhejiang Univ.-Sci. A 2022,

23, 157–187. [CrossRef]
8. Ge, Y.; Gao, F.; Chen, W. A Transformable Wheel-Spoke-Paddle Hybrid Amphibious Robot. Robotica 2024, 42, 701–727. [CrossRef]

https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/biomimetics9100580/s1
https://www.mdpi.com/article/10.3390/biomimetics9100580/s1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s43154-023-00102-2
https://doi.org/10.3389/fphy.2021.750090
https://doi.org/10.1109/TRO.2024.3360961
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-3190/acb1e8
https://doi.org/10.1177/09544062211059093
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2021.108862
https://doi.org/10.1631/jzus.A2100137
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0263574723001716


Biomimetics 2024, 9, 580 22 of 23

9. Graf, N.M.; Behr, A.M.; Daltorio, K.A. Crab-like Hexapod Feet for Amphibious Walking in Sand and Waves. In Biomimetic and
Biohybrid Systems; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2019; Volume 11556, pp. 158–170; ISBN 9783030247409.

10. Marquardt, J.G.; Alvarez, J.; von Ellenrieder, K.D. Characterization and System Identification of an Unmanned Amphibious
Tracked Vehicle. IEEE J. Ocean. Eng. 2014, 39, 641–661. [CrossRef]

11. Yan, Z.; Li, M.; Du, Z.; Yang, X.; Luo, Y.; Chen, X.; Han, B. Study on a Tracked Amphibious Robot Bionic Fairing for Drag
Reduction. Ocean Eng. 2023, 267, 113223. [CrossRef]

12. Shim, H.; Yoo, S.; Kang, H.; Jun, B. Development of Arm and Leg for Seabed Walking Robot CRABSTER200. Ocean Eng. 2016,
116, 55–67. [CrossRef]

13. Baines, R.; Freeman, S.; Fish, F.; Kramer-Bottiglio, R. Variable Stiffness Morphing Limb for Amphibious Legged Robots Inspired
by Chelonian Environmental Adaptations. Bioinspir. Biomim. 2020, 15, 025002. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

14. Ayers, J. Underwater Walking. Arthropod Locomot. Syst. Biol. Mater. Syst. Robot. 2004, 33, 347–360. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
15. Chen, G.; Xu, Y.; Wang, Z.; Tu, J.; Hu, H.; Chen, C.; Xu, Y.; Chai, X.; Zhang, J.; Shi, J. Dynamic Tail Modeling and Motion Analysis

of a Beaver-like Robot. Nonlinear Dyn. 2024, 112, 6859–6875. [CrossRef]
16. Yang, Y.; Geng, Z.; Zhang, J.; Cheng, S.; Fu, M. Design, Modeling and Control of a Novel Amphibious Robot with Dual-Swing-Legs

Propulsion Mechanism. In Proceedings of the 2015 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems (IROS),
Hamburg, Germany, 28 September–3 October 2015; pp. 559–566.

17. Hirose, S.; Yamada, H. Snake-like Robots [Tutorial]. IEEE Robot. Autom. Mag. 2009, 16, 88–98. [CrossRef]
18. Thandiackal, R.; Melo, K.; Paez, L.; Herault, J.; Kano, T.; Akiyama, K.; Boyer, F.; Ryczko, D.; Ishiguro, A.; Ijspeert, A.J. Emergence

of Robust Self-Organized Undulatory Swimming Based on Local Hydrodynamic Force Sensing. Sci. Robot. 2021, 6, eabf6354.
[CrossRef]

19. Crespi, A.; Ijspeert, A.J. AmphiBot II: An Amphibious Snake Robot That Crawls and Swims Using a Central Pattern Generator. In
Proceedings of the 9th International Conference on Climbing and Walking Robots (CLAWAR 2006), Brussels, Belgium, 12–14
September 2006; pp. 19–27.

20. Yu, S.; Ma, S.; Li, B.; Wang, Y. An Amphibious Snake-like Robot with Terrestrial and Aquatic Gaits. In Proceedings of the 2011
IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, Shanghai, China, 9–13 May 2011; pp. 2960–2961.

21. Zhang, S.; Zhou, Y.; Xu, M.; Liang, X.; Liu, J.; Yang, J. AmphiHex-I: Locomotory Performance in Amphibious Environments with
Specially Designed Transformable Flipper Legs. IEEE/ASME Trans. Mechatron. 2016, 21, 1720–1731. [CrossRef]

22. Zhong, B.; Zhang, S.; Xu, M.; Zhou, Y.; Fang, T.; Li, W. On a CPG-Based Hexapod Robot: AmphiHex-II with Variable Stiffness
Legs. IEEE/ASME Trans. Mechatron. 2018, 23, 542–551. [CrossRef]

23. Zou, X. Machine Learning-Based Robotic Design: A Case Study on Fin-Based Amphibious Robots. Ph.D. Thesis, The State
University of New Jersey, New Brunswick, NJ, USA, 2021.

24. Baines, R.; Patiballa, S.K.; Booth, J.; Ramirez, L.; Sipple, T.; Garcia, A.; Fish, F.; Kramer-Bottiglio, R. Multi-Environment Robotic
Transitions through Adaptive Morphogenesis. Nature 2022, 610, 283–289. [CrossRef]

25. Wu, M.; Xu, X.; Zhao, Q.; Afridi, W.H.; Hou, N.; Afridi, R.H.; Zheng, X.; Wang, C.; Xie, G. A Fully 3D-Printed Tortoise-Inspired
Soft Robot with Terrains-Adaptive and Amphibious Landing Capabilities. Adv. Mater. Technol. 2022, 7, 2200536. [CrossRef]

26. Xia, M.; Wang, H.; Yin, Q.; Shang, J.; Luo, Z.; Zhu, Q. Design and Mechanics of a Composite Wave-Driven Soft Robotic Fin for
Biomimetic Amphibious Robot. J. Bionic Eng. 2023, 20, 934–952. [CrossRef]

27. Yu, D.; Che, T.; Zhang, H.; Li, Y.; Sun, D.; Wang, Z. Terrestrial Locomotion Stability of Undulating Fin Amphibious Robots:
Separated Elastic Fin Rays and Asynchronous Control. Ocean Eng. 2024, 311, 118853. [CrossRef]

28. Wang, G.; Liu, K.; Ma, X.; Chen, X.; Hu, S.; Tang, Q.; Liu, Z.; Ding, M.; Han, S. Optimal Design and Implementation of
an Amphibious Bionic Legged Robot. Ocean Eng. 2023, 272, 113823. [CrossRef]

29. Dudek, G.; Giguere, P.; Prahacs, C.; Saunderson, S.; Sattar, J.; Torres-Mendez, L.A.; Jenkin, M.; German, A.; Hogue, A.; Ripsman,
A.; et al. AQUA: An Amphibious Autonomous Robot. Computer 2007, 40, 46–53. [CrossRef]

30. Dey, B.B.; Manjanna, S.; Dudek, G. Ninja Legs: Amphibious One Degree of Freedom Robotic Legs. In Proceedings of the 2013
IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems, Tokyo, Japan, 3–7 November 2013; pp. 5622–5628.

31. Ma, X.; Wang, G.; Liu, K. Design and Optimization of a Multimode Amphibious Robot with PropellerLeg. IEEE Trans. Robot.
2022, 38, 3807–3820. [CrossRef]

32. Yu, J.; Ding, R.; Yang, Q.; Tan, M.; Zhang, J. Amphibious Pattern Design of a Robotic Fish with Wheel-Propeller-Fin Mechanisms.
J. Field Robot. 2013, 30, 702–716. [CrossRef]

33. Uddin, M.; Garcia, G.; Curet, O. Underwater Collision Avoidance Using Undulating Elongated Fin Propulsion. Ocean Eng. 2023,
285, 115335. [CrossRef]

34. Shi, X.; Chen, Z.; Zhang, T.; Li, S.; Zeng, Y.; Chen, L.; Hu, Q. Hydrodynamic Performance of a Biomimetic Undulating Fin Robot
under Different Water Conditions. Ocean Eng. 2023, 288, 116068. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1109/JOE.2013.2280074
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2022.113223
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2016.02.028
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-3190/ab68e8
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31914424
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.asd.2004.06.001
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18089043
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11071-024-09446-6
https://doi.org/10.1109/MRA.2009.932130
https://doi.org/10.1126/scirobotics.abf6354
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMECH.2015.2490074
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMECH.2018.2800776
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-022-05188-w
https://doi.org/10.1002/admt.202200536
https://doi.org/10.1007/s42235-022-00328-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2024.118853
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2023.113823
https://doi.org/10.1109/MC.2007.6
https://doi.org/10.1109/TRO.2022.3182880
https://doi.org/10.1002/rob.21470
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2023.115335
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oceaneng.2023.116068


Biomimetics 2024, 9, 580 23 of 23

35. Li, Y.; Chen, L.; Wang, Y.; Ren, C. Design and Experimental Evaluation of the Novel Undulatory Propulsors for Biomimetic
Underwater Robots. Bioinspir. Biomim. 2021, 16, 056005. [CrossRef]

36. Wang, S.; Wang, Y.; Wei, Q.; Tan, M.; Yu, J. A BioInspired Robot with Undulatory Fins and Its Control Methods. IEEE/ASME Trans.
Mechatron. 2022, 22, 206–216. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-3190/ac10b0
https://doi.org/10.1109/TMECH.2016.2622761

	Introduction 
	Locomotion Principle 
	Robot Structure 
	United Operation Mechanism 

	Hydrodynamic Simulation 
	Simulation Model 
	Mathematical Model 
	Kinematic Model 
	Underwater Dynamic Model 

	Simulation Result 
	Surge Motion 
	Steering Motion 
	Rotation Motion 


	Experiment Validation 
	Robot Prototype 
	Underwater Maneuverability 
	Underwater Linear Motion 
	Underwater Steering and Rotation Motion 

	Terrestrial Maneuverability 
	Terrestrial Linear Motion 
	Terrestrial Steering and Rotation Motion 


	Conclusions 
	References

