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Abstract: In this paper, we describe a sheet-shaped throwable transforming robot. Sheet-type robots
can change their shape to perform tasks according to the situation. Therefore, they are expected to be
useful in places with many restrictions, such as disaster sites. However, most of them can only move
slowly on the ground. Therefore, in order to actually deliver the robot to the disaster site, it must be
carried manually. To solve this problem, we are developing a sheet-shaped robot that can be thrown
from the sky. Previously developed prototypes could only move in the forward direction, and the
transition from falling to walking was complicated and uncertain. In this paper, we report on a new
prototype that improves on these shortcomings.

Keywords: transforming robot; sheet-shaped robot; throwable robot; system development

1. Introduction

Various studies on transforming robots have been reported so far. Several studies
have reported transformable robots that can change the way they move depending on the
situation. As an example, Kosett et al. proposed a transforming robot with a wheel mode
and a helicopter mode [1]. Boria et al. also proposed a robot that can fly and walk [2].
Modular self-reconfiguring robots (MSRs) are an alternative approach to transforming
robots to achieve robots that adapt to changes in their surrounding environment. According
to a study on MSRs by Yim et al. [3], the first research on MSRs was reported in the 1980s [4].
Many researchers are conducting research on MSRs since then. Examples include the
Pollybot proposed by Yim et al. [5], the Crystalline system proposed by Gilpin et al. [6],
and M-TRAN proposed by Murata et al. [7–9].

Many MSR transformations are achieved by mechanically changing the module-to-
module connections. To achieve this connection, the module structures in MSRs tend to be
relatively complex and large in size. When connecting modules, it is necessary to identify
each other’s positions.

Sheet-type robots are being researched as another approach to deformable robots. A
sheet-type robot is a robot that can create various three-dimensional shapes by bending its
two-dimensional body. Sheet-type robots have the advantage of being able to form a three-
dimensional shape from a two-dimensional shape, and can occupy a very small volume.
Several studies on robots that create three-dimensional structures from two-dimensional
structures have been reported so far. For example, programmable matter is a deformable
device proposed by Hawkes et al. [10,11]. They used magnets and shape memory alloys to
achieve the transformation from a flat surface to various shapes. Related work can also be
found in the field of self-organization. For example, Boncheva et al. used magnetic force to
create a three-dimensional closed circuit from a sheet [12].

Additionally, many studies on disaster response robots have been reported in re-
cent years. These robots are being developed to rescue victims in the event of a flood or
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earthquake [13–17]. In the event of a disaster, it is extremely important to carry out explo-
ration activities quickly. Disaster exploration using such robots includes aerial exploration
approaches and land exploration approaches.

Unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs) are a technology that is expected to be used
for aerial searches during disasters. Many UAVs have been proposed due to their
potential [18–25]. However, many UAVs operate on batteries, which has the disadvan-
tage of short flight times. UAVs may be difficult to use depending on weather conditions.
Ground-based exploration robots offer more stable exploration than aerial exploration.
However, in order to realize ground-based exploration, it is necessary to transport the
robot to the disaster site.

In order to solve the problems above, we are working on developing a disaster relief
robot that can be thrown from the air. The envisioned system would first use unmanned
aerial vehicles to disperse large numbers of robots over the disaster area. The distributed
robots next move on the ground and carry out exploration activities.

We look to sheet-type robots to achieve this goal. Sheet-type robots have a thin
sheet-like structure that can be deformed into various shapes. Therefore, it may be pos-
sible to achieve both adaptability to disaster-stricken areas and miniaturization and cost
reduction [26,27].

Most disaster robots are heavy and must be carried manually to the disaster site
because they emphasize work efficiency at the disaster site. In contrast, sheet-type robots
are lightweight and flexible. If such robots can be thrown from the sky safely, they can be
installed at disaster sites quickly. To this end, previous research reported on a sheet-shaped
robot that mimics plant seeds and can be thrown from the air [28]. However, the developed
robot could only move forward, and the transition from falling to walking was complicated
and uncertain. Therefore, in this paper, we introduce a new robot that simplifies the
transformation from a falling mode to a walking mode and achieves forward, backward,
left, and right movements.

In Section 2, we perform a theoretical analysis of the robot design and identify param-
eters that reduce the falling speed in the next section. In this research, we aim to reduce the
falling speed of robots by considering the design of robots that imitate plant fruits. In order
to clarify what kind of plant should be imitated, we briefly describe our past research [28].
We also formulate the most promising physical model for a dipterocarp based on our past
results [28]. Section 3 reports on the results of falling and walking experiments on the
developed robot. In the falling experiment, we experimentally investigated the parameters
that would best reduce the robot’s falling speed. In the walking experiment, we confirmed
that the robot could move in four directions, i.e., forward, backward, left, and right, and
quantitatively confirmed its walking speed. Conclusion and future prospects are given in
Section 4.

2. Theoretical Analysis
2.1. Fall Prevention Effect of Plant Fruit Wings

Bio-inspired technologies range from software to hardware [29]. Many biomimetic
robots have also been proposed for robot movement from the air to land [30]. For a
robot that imitates animals, some studies have mimicked the pitch control mechanisms
of reptiles [31]. Other authors have created a robot that mimics the aerial stability of
squirrels [32].

Alternatively, there are also robots that imitate plants. Unlike many animals, flight in
plants is passive [33,34]. The envisioned robot would be difficult to control in a complex
manner, and it would be desirable to have a simple structure that would reduce the impact
when it falls from the air. Therefore, in this study, we investigated the structure of a robot
that imitates the structure of plants.

In this research, we use the wing fruits of plants as a reference for the method of
throwing robots from the air. Some plants use the power of the wind to disperse their
seeds. Seeds that are dispersed by the wind have a shape that enables them to easily fly
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in the air. Seeds that leave the tree slow down in the air and travel with the wind. The
structure of these seeds can be imitated using origami, making it possible to apply them to
sheet-type robots.

Plant seeds do not use strings, unlike the parachute method, and their structure slows
down their fall. Hence, it is expected that they will be able to fall without becoming
entangled with each other even if there are a large number of robots. Additionally, the
robot will reduce its speed when falling, even if users do not control the robot in the air.

Three candidates were selected as robot models: a maple tree, a dipterocarp tree, and
an alsomitra tree [28]. Figure 1 shows the model plant and its origami imitation. Figures 2–4
show the drop test of the maple tree model, the dipterocarp tree model, and the alsomitra
model, respectively. To improve visibility, falling models are circled in red. The maple
model has a simple structure, but depending on how it is dropped, it may fall without
rotating. The alsomitra model resembles a paper airplane and glides down, making it
difficult to land at a target location from above. In contrast, the dipterocarp model easily
rotates and remains stable when dropped. Based on these experiments, we selected the
dipterocarp model as the robot’s falling model.
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2.2. Four-Blade Origami Robot Spinning and Falling

In this section, we consider the physical model of the robot and investigate the factors
that determine its rotation and its speed during a fall. Figure 5 shows the overview of
the developed sheet-type robot. The sheet-type robot consists of four wings. Considering
future developments, the shape was designed to be close to a rectangle, allowing for more
diverse folding methods.
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2.3. Energy Conservation Law

We can express the law of conservation of energy when the robot falls from the height
H to the height h while it is rotating as follows:

MgH =
1
2

MV2 +
1
2

Iω2 + Mgh, (1)
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where M represents the model mass. V represents the falling velocity. I represents the
moment of inertia of the wing. ω represents the angular velocity of the rotating wing. By
transforming Equation (1), V can be written as follows.

V =

√
2g(H − h)− Iω2

M
(2)

From Equation (2), V increases as the moment of inertia I and angular velocity ω

decrease. As mass M decreases, V decreases.
The general explanation of the moment of inertia is as follows. Let us consider N

objects. mi represents the mass of the ith object. The moment of inertia I can be written as
follows using mass mi at distance ri from the rotation axis.

I = ∑
i

miri (3)

Therefore, as the mass of the part of the blade that is farther from the axis of rotation
increases, the moment of inertia increases.

2.4. Rotation Mechanism

The angle of attack in the proposed robot is shown in Figure 6. Three angles of attack
α1, α2, and β can be defined for a wing of mass m as shown in Figure 6. When the robot
falls, air pushes up its wings. Therefore, a drag force d and lift forces lα and lβ (0 < α1,
α2 < π/2 < β < π) are generated.
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Figure 7 depicts the force that acts on a robot when it falls from the air. In Figure 7, we
defined three forces: d—the drag force, la—the lift force due to a, lb—the lift force due to b.
Here, the drag force is defined as a force that acts on an object moving in a fluid, and has
the same direction parallel to the velocity of the flow in fluid dynamics. In this case, the
robot is in free fall, and the fluid flows vertically upwards towards the robot. Hence, the
direction of d is vertically upward. On the other hand, the lift force is defined as the force
exerted on an object moving in a fluid perpendicular to the direction of movement of the
object fluid dynamics. The lift generated here consists of a force derived from a and a force
derived from b, but both are horizontal to the ground.
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When the air pushes against the robot’s wings, it creates a lift force lα tangential to the
circular motion, causing the model to rotate. The lift force lβ acts as a centripetal force for
the rotation of the robot.

2.5. Drag and Lift Forces Acting on the Robot

In fluid dynamics, the drag force can be described using the drag equation. The
equation is attributed to Lord Rayleigh [35]. We can express the drag force d is as follows:

d =
CdSρV2

2
(4)

where Cd represents the drag coefficient. S is the wing area as the reference area. ρ represents
the density of the atmosphere. V is the relative velocity of the object and fluid. When we
assume that the atmosphere is stationary, the falling velocity V is the corresponding velocity.

We can express the lift forces lα and lβ due to α and β as follows:

lα =
Clα SρV2

2
(5)

lβ =
Clβ

SρV2

2
(6)

where Clα and Clβ
indicate the coefficients of the lift forces lα and lβ, respectively. As shown

in Figure 10, the representative area S can be expressed as follows:

S = (W1 + W2)L (7)

where L represents the length of the wing. W1 and W2 are the widths defined in Figure 10.
Hence, we can describe d as:

d =
Cd(W1 + W2)LρV2

2
(8)

We also describe lα and lβ as follows:

lα =
Clα(W1 + W2)LρV2

2
(9)
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lβ =
Clβ

(W1 + W2)LρV2

2
(10)

In fluid dynamics, the angles of attack are defined as the angle between a reference
line on a body and the air flow vector. A typical aircraft travels horizontally, so the velocity
of the fluid is parallel to the ground. In contrast, the robot we created falls vertically, so the
velocity of the fluid is perpendicular to the ground. Therefore, it is considered that lift force
acts horizontally to the ground and drag force acts perpendicularly to the ground.
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Because the direction of lift and drag is different from that of a normal aircraft, the
effect of lift and drag on falling is also different from that of a normal aircraft. In a normal
aircraft, the force that acts vertically upward is lift force, and lift force maintains the
aircraft’s attitude in the air. In contrast, in the developed robot, the force that acts vertically
upward is a drag force. Additionally, the force directly reduces the speed at which it falls
to the ground. Lift force acts as a force that rotates the robot. This rotation also attenuates
the robot’s falling speed. The drag force on an object is determined by the density of the
fluid, its relative velocity with the fluid, and the reference area as described in Equation (4).
Among these parameters, the reference area changes depending on the angles of attack.

It is known that the lift of an aircraft wing increases until the angle of attack increases
to a certain extent, but once the angle exceeds a certain point, the aircraft stalls. In the
developed robot, the lift force acts as a force that rotates the robot. Hence, it is thought that
the rotation force becomes large up to a certain angle.

Alternatively, drag force is a force that acts vertically upwards on the robot and directly
impedes the robot’s falling speed. When the angles α and β change, the projected area of
the blade as seen from the flow direction changes. As α becomes larger, the projected area
becomes larger. As a result, the surface area of the wing that receives the fluid increases,
increasing drag force. On the other hand, as β becomes larger, the projected area becomes
smaller. As a result, the surface area of the wing that receives fluid is reduced, reducing the
drag force.

In our formula, we include the influence of α and β in the drag coefficient.
The drag coefficient Cd is a dimensionless coefficient. Cd increases as the angles of

attack α1 and α2 increase, and decreases as the angle of attack β increases (0 < α1, α2 < π/2
< β < π). Dynamic pressure is defined by the kinetic energy of a fluid per unit volume.

The lift coefficient Clα is also defined as a dimensionless coefficient. As long as α1 and
α2 are small, it increases as α1 and α2 increase. However, when α1 and α2 exceed a certain
angle, it decreases (0 < α1, α2 < π/2). It also decreases as the angle of attack β increases
(π/2 < β < π).

The lift coefficient Clβ
has similar properties to Clα . However, the properties for α1,

α2, and β are reversed. As long as β is small, it increases as β increases. However, when β
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exceeds a certain angle, it decreases (π/2 < β < π). It also decreases as the angles of attack
α1 and α2 increase (π/2 < α1, α2 < π).

2.6. Equation of Motion

Figure 11 shows the relationship between the force acting on one of the robot wings
and the rotation caused by that force. When the robot rotates and falls, β is stable. We can
obtain the following equation of balance:

d = mg + Tcos(π − β) (11)

We can obtain the following equation from the equation of motion regarding rotation:

m
L
2

sin(π − β)
dω

dt
= lα (12)

m
L
2

sin(π − β)ω2 = lβ + Tsin(π − β) (13)

Here, Equation (12) represents an equation of motion for the tangential direction of
rotational motion. Equation (13) represents an equation of motion with respect to the center
direction of rotational motion. If we integrate both sides of Equation (12) by t and rearrange
it, we can transform it into the following equation:

ω =
Clα (W1 + W2) ρV2t

msinβ
(14)

When the rotational motion is uniform circular motion, ω can be expressed as follows
using Equation (13) and using Equations (8), (10), and (11):

ω =

√√√√2
(

Clβ
cosβ − Cd sinβ

)
(W1 + W2)ρV2

msin2β
+

2g
Lcosβ

(15)

Furthermore, when the rotational motion is a uniform circular motion, the values of
Equations (14) and (15) are equal.

We fixed β to π since the friction surface during walking becomes unstable when the
angle of attack β is changed. α2 was also fixed since α2 is a movable part during walking
and it is desirable not to move it. Using α1 as a variable, we experimentally investigated
how much the falling speed is reduced depending on the value of α1.
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3. Experiments
3.1. Configuration of Sheet-Type Robot

In this section, we describe the concrete configuration of the developed sheet-type
robot. The main components are listed as follows: polypropylene (PP) board, biometal
(BMX), natural rubber, steel, and copper foil round terminals (oxygen-free copper)

PP sheets are used for the body of the sheet-type robot, which is the same as for
the previous prototype. PP sheets were used because they are easy to deform and have
the lowest density of all plastics at 0.9 to 0.91, making them suitable for being thrown
from the air. The melting point of PP is 100 ◦C to 140 ◦C, which is relatively high among
general-purpose plastics. However, when BMX is heated, it may exceed the melting point
of PP. Hence, there is a concern that it may melt depending on the conditions. To prevent
the PP from melting due to the heat generated when driving the BMX, the contact area
between the PP board and the BMX was reduced using round terminals.

The use of copper foil as a circuit minimizes the effect of conductors on walking. The
wings are reinforced with steel wires to prevent distortion of the wings during walking.
The ground surface is covered with natural rubber to increase friction. Figure 12 shows the
actual configuration of the sheet-shaped robot.
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Figure 13 shows the walking mechanism of the proposed robot. The robot movement
is realized according to the procedure shown in Figure 13. In Steps 1 and 2, the robot drags
the body with its forward foot in the direction of travel. If the front foot is returned to its
original position, the body also returns to its original position. Therefore, in Step 3, the
other feet are grounded to fix the position of the fuselage. In Step 4, the forward leg returns
to its original position. In Step 5, the grounded leg is lifted off the ground.

These five steps are repeated to move the robot forward, backward, left, or right.
Figure 14 shows the overview of the developed robot. The robot is made of PP board

with one fold and slit. The body is a rectangular body with a length of 3 cm, a width of
3 cm, and a height of 1 cm. The wings are 8 cm long and 11 cm wide. The mass of the
body alone is approximately 11.5 g. Power during operation was supplied externally. The
movement of the BMX was controlled manually.
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3.2. Walking and Falling Experiments

The falling speed and moving speed of the sheet-shaped robot were measured using
video analysis, and the robot’s walking ability and fall prevention performance were evalu-
ated. Figure 15 shows the procedure of the robot walking. Figure 16 shows the walking
speed depending on the walking direction. The experiment was conducted five times. The
movement speed was 0.0439 ± 0.00377 [cm/s] to the front, 0.0425 ± 0.00567 [cm/s] to the
back, 0.0417 ± 0.00941 [cm/s] to the left, and 0.0438 ± 0.01202 [cm/s] to the right. The
average speed was 0.0442 ± 0.00774 [cm/s].



Biomimetics 2024, 9, 287 12 of 16

Biomimetics 2024, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 12 of 16 
 

 

We varied α1 from 30 degrees to 60 degrees in 15-degree increments and measured 
the falling speed and angular velocity when dropped from 2 m. Figure 17 shows the pro-
cedure of the robot falling. Table 1 shows the results of the falling experiments. It contains 
the mean and standard deviation of speed. The lowest falling speed was when α1 was 30 
degrees. Figure 18 shows the relation between the angles of attack and the falling velocity 
to show the results in details.  

Table 1. Falling velocity for angle of attack α1. 

Angle of Attack 𝜶𝟏 (Rad)  Falling Velocity (m/s) 
2π/12 1.69 ± 0.04 
3π/12 1.77 ± 0.03 
4π/12 2.08 ± 0.16 

 
Figure 15. Walking process of the developed robot. 

 
Figure 16. Results of the walking experiment. 

 
Figure 17. Falling process of the developed robot. 

Figure 15. Walking process of the developed robot.

Biomimetics 2024, 9, x FOR PEER REVIEW 12 of 16 
 

 

We varied α1 from 30 degrees to 60 degrees in 15-degree increments and measured 
the falling speed and angular velocity when dropped from 2 m. Figure 17 shows the pro-
cedure of the robot falling. Table 1 shows the results of the falling experiments. It contains 
the mean and standard deviation of speed. The lowest falling speed was when α1 was 30 
degrees. Figure 18 shows the relation between the angles of attack and the falling velocity 
to show the results in details.  

Table 1. Falling velocity for angle of attack α1. 

Angle of Attack 𝜶𝟏 (Rad)  Falling Velocity (m/s) 
2π/12 1.69 ± 0.04 
3π/12 1.77 ± 0.03 
4π/12 2.08 ± 0.16 

 
Figure 15. Walking process of the developed robot. 

 
Figure 16. Results of the walking experiment. 

 
Figure 17. Falling process of the developed robot. 

Figure 16. Results of the walking experiment.

We also conducted a falling experiment and measured its falling speed depending
on α1.

We varied α1 from 30 degrees to 60 degrees in 15-degree increments and measured the
falling speed and angular velocity when dropped from 2 m. Figure 17 shows the procedure
of the robot falling. Table 1 shows the results of the falling experiments. It contains the mean
and standard deviation of speed. The lowest falling speed was when α1 was 30 degrees.
Figure 18 shows the relation between the angles of attack and the falling velocity to show
the results in details.
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Table 1. Falling velocity for angle of attack α1.

Angle of Attack α1 (Rad) Falling Velocity (m/s)

2π/12 1.69 ± 0.04

3π/12 1.77 ± 0.03

4π/12 2.08 ± 0.16
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3.3. Discussion

Motion experiments confirmed that the sheet-shaped robot is capable of rotating and
falling, and moving back and forth, and left and right, on the ground, all in one form.
Based on the results of the walking experiments, we discuss the drop, deformation, and
movement of the robot.

During falling, the robot succeeded in slowing down its speed by rotating and falling,
as in the prototype that imitated a dipterocarp. However, the prototype has more movable
parts than the prototype, which may interfere with each other during a mass drop, making
it difficult for the prototype to maintain its posture and form during the drop. Furthermore,
it still needs to be tested to ensure that it will work properly when subjected to wind
pressure from aircraft propellers and strong winds in the sky. In addition, a control system
must be mounted on the fuselage to create a self-supporting sheet-shaped robot. To protect
the precision machine from the impact of a fall, it must be equipped with a mechanism to
further decelerate or soften the impact of a fall.

The robot can move forward, backward, left, and right with its four joints. We used
lightweight PP to facilitate the robot’s bending motion using BMX. However, due to the
characteristics of the ground crawling method, the robot cannot climb over steps, and
its movement speed is not stable depending on the condition of the ground surface. The
experiment was conducted on a flat table. Hence it may not work properly if the ground
condition is poor. Furthermore, although the average speeds in each direction were close
to each other, the speeds had a large standard deviation of 0.0120 [cm/s]. The standard
deviation itself also varied in each direction. This may be due to the unstable bending and
stretching speeds of each joint due to the elasticity of PP, in addition to the unstable friction
surface and the condition of the ground surface as described above. The instability of the
movement speed can be improved by adjusting the angle and timing of bending each joint
strictly, or by using a structure with anisotropic friction on the friction surface.
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Regarding the scalability of deformation, the assembled shape is close to a square, and
it may be possible to perform various deformations using a traditional origami folding
diagram. This research was limited to ensuring the scalability of the deformation, and
further study is needed to determine how to utilize the ineffective sheet-shaped robot in
disaster-stricken areas.

4. Conclusions and Future Prospects

In this study, we developed a sheet-shaped robot that slows down the fall by rotating
after being thrown from the air. The robot can move forward, backward, left, and right
after landing.

Conventional disaster response robots require additional parts to expand their func-
tions to adapt to the environment, which increases the volume, weight, and cost of the
device, and complicates the control mechanism. We expect that sheet-shaped robots have
the potential to solve the problem of size bloat by enabling the robot to adapt to its environ-
ment by transforming from a flat surface to various shapes and extending its functionality.
However, most of them use deformation only to improve storability, and even those that
retain the freedom of deformation have problems in terms of transportation to disaster sites
for the purpose of disaster response, due to their slow movement speed.

To solve these issues, we created a sheet-like robot with a simpler structure and
greater freedom of movement than past prototypes. We believe that this will solve the
problem of the slow movement speed inherent to origami robots in mobilizing them to
the disaster site. Since it is desirable for the developed robot to reduce the speed of falling
from the sky with a simple structure, we incorporated biomimetic robot technology. By
referring to the structure of plants, the speed from the air can be effectively reduced without
complicated controls.

The contributions of the developed sheet-shaped robot are summarized as follows:
The shape of the designed robot allows it to reduce its falling speed after being thrown
into the air. It can move back and forth, and left and right, on the ground after landing,
unlike the previous prototype [28]. Since the robot shape is close to a square, we expect to
make use of the characteristics of general origami. As the robot is lightweight, thin, and
compact, it could be easily stored and transported by the airplane. This study suggests the
possibility of aerial dispersal of robots as a new method for deploying disaster response
robots and origami robots.

Future challenges include the improvement of the robot control and its movement. As
the robot is currently controlled manually, it is necessary to implement a control mechanism
using a microcontroller such as an Arduino in order for it to move autonomously. As
the developed robot moves slowly and cannot climb hills, it is necessary to improve its
movement method. It is also necessary to perform a simulation analysis to examine the
relation between the theoretical analysis and the experimental results.

We would like to solve these problems and eventually realize a sheet-shaped robot
that can be useful in searching for victims and saving lives, and in evacuation centers.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, N.I. and M.M.; methodology, N.I.; validation, N.I.; investi-
gation, N.I. and M.M.; writing—original draft preparation, N.I.; writing—review and editing, M.M.;
supervision, M.M.; project administration, M.M.; funding acquisition, M.M. All authors have read
and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP20H02412 and JP24K01129.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Data are contained within the article.

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



Biomimetics 2024, 9, 287 15 of 16

References
1. Kossett, A.; Papanikolopoulos, N. A robust miniature robot design for land/air hybrid locomotion. In Proceedings of the 2011

IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, Shanghai, China, 9–13 May 2011; pp. 4595–4600.
2. Boria, F.; Bachmann, R.; Ifju, P.; Quinn, R.; Vaidyanathan, R.; Perry, C. A sensor platform capable of aerial and terrestrial. In

Proceedings of the 2005 IEEE/RSJ International Conference, Edmonton, AB, Canada, 2–6 September 2005; pp. 3959–3964.
3. Yim, M.; Shen, W.M.; Salemi, B.; Rus, D.; Moll, M.; Lipson, H.; Klavins, E.; Chirikjian, G.S. Modular Self-Reconfigurable Robot

Systems. IEEE Robot. Autom. Mag. 2007, 14, 19–32. [CrossRef]
4. Fukuda, T.; Nakagawa, S. Dynamically reconfigurable robotic system. In Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on

Robotics and Automation, Philadelphia, PA, USA, 24–29 April 1988; pp. 1581–1586.
5. Yim, M. New locomotion gaits. In Proceedings of the IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, San Diego, CA,

USA, 8–13 May 1994; pp. 2508–2514.
6. Gilpin, K.; Kotay, K.; Rus, D. Miche Modular shape formation by self-disassembly. In Proceedings of the 2007 IEEE International

Conference on Robotics and Automation, Rome, Italy, 10–14 May 2007.
7. Kurokawa, H.; Tomita, K.; Kamimura, A.; Kokaji, S.; Hasuo, T.; Murata, S. Distributed Self-Reconfiguration of M-TRAN III

Modular Robotic System. Int. J. Robot. Res. 2008, 27, 373–386. [CrossRef]
8. Kamimura, A.; Kurokawa, H.; Yoshida, E.; Murata, S.; Tomita, K.; Kokaji, S. Automatic Locomotion Design and Experiments for a

Modular Robotic System. IEEE/ASME Trans. Mechatron. 2005, 10, 314–325. [CrossRef]
9. Kurokawa, H.; Yoshida, E.; Tomita, K.; Kamimura, A.; Murata, S.; Kokaji, S. Self-reconfigurable M-TRAN structures and walker

generation. Robot. Auton. Syst. 2006, 54, 142–149. [CrossRef]
10. Paik, J.; An, B.; Rus, D.; Wood, R.J. Robotic origamis: Self-morphing modular robots. In Proceedings of the 2nd International

Conference on Morphological Computation, Venice, Italy, 12–14 September 2011.
11. Hawkes, E.; An, B.; Benbernou, N.M.; Tanaka, H.; Kim, S.; Demaine, E.D.; Rus, D.; Wood, R.J. Programmable matter by folding.

Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2010, 107, 12441–12445. [CrossRef]
12. Boncheva, M.; Andreev, S.A.; Mahadevan, L.; Winkleman, A.; Reichman, D.R.; Prentiss, M.G.; Whitesides, S.; Whitesides, G.M.

Magnetic self-assembly of three-dimensional surfaces from planar sheets. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 2005, 102, 3924–3929.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

13. Gregory, J.; Fink, J.; Stump, E.; Twigg, J.; Rogers, J.; Baran, D.; Fung, N.; Young, S. Application of Multi-Robot Systems to
Disaster-Relief Scenarios with Limited Communication. In Field and Service Robotics; Springer: Berlin/Heidelberg, Germany, 2016;
pp. 639–653. [CrossRef]

14. Kamegawa, T.; Akiyama, T.; Sakai, S.; Fujii, K.; Une, K.; Ou, E.; Matsumura, Y.; Kishutani, T.; Nose, E.; Yoshizaki, Y.; et al.
Development of a separable search-and-rescue robot composed of a mobile robot and a snake robot. Adv. Robot. 2020, 34, 132–139.
[CrossRef]

15. Deng, W.; Huang, K.; Chen, X.; Zhou, Z.; Shi, C.; Guo, R.; Zhang, H. Semantic RGB-D SLAM for Rescue Robot Navigation. IEEE
Access 2020, 8, 221320–221329. [CrossRef]

16. Hebert, P.; Bajracharya, M.; Ma, J.; Hudson, N.; Aydemir, A.; Reid, J.; Bergh, C.; Borders, J.; Frost, M.; Hagman, M.; et al. Mobile
Manipulation and Mobility as Manipulation—Design and Algorithms of RoboSimian. J. Field Robot. 2015, 32, 255–274. [CrossRef]

17. Kawauchi, N.; Shiotani, S.; Kanazawa, H.; Sasaki, T.; Tsuji, H. A plant maintenance humanoid robot system. In Proceedings of the
IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, Taipei, Taiwan, 14–19 September 2003; pp. 2973–2978.

18. Win, L.S.T.; Win, S.K.H.; Sufiyan, D.; Soh, G.S.; Foong, S. Achieving Efficient Controlled Flight with a Single Actuator. In
Proceedings of the 2020 IEEE/ASME International Conference on Advanced Intelligent Mechatronics, Boston, MA, USA, 6–9 July
2020; pp. 1625–1631.

19. Evan, D.J.P.; Ulrich, R.; Humbert, J.S. From falling to flying: The path to powered flight of a robotic samara nano air vehicle.
Bioinspiration Biomim. 2010, 5, 045009.

20. Win, S.K.H.; Win, L.S.T.; Sufiyan, D.; Soh, G.S.; Foong, S. Dynamics and control of a collaborative and separating descent of
samara autorotating wings. IEEE Robot. Autom. Lett. 2019, 4, 3067–3074. [CrossRef]

21. Varshney, K.; Chang, S.; Wang, Z.J. The kinematics of falling maple seeds and the initial transition to a helical motion. Nonlinearity
2011, 25, C1–C8. [CrossRef]

22. Bouabdallah, S.; Siegwart, R. Full control of a quadrotor. In Proceedings of the 2007 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on
Intelligent Robots and Systems, San Diego, CA, USA, 29 October–2 November 2007; pp. 153–158.

23. Kawasaki, K.; Motegi, Y.; Zhao, M.; Okada, K.; Inaba, M. Dual connected Bi-Copter with new wall trace locomotion feasibility that
can fly at arbitrary tilt angle. In Proceedings of the 2015 IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelligent Robots and Systems,
Hamburg, Germany, 28 September–October 2015; pp. 524–531.

24. Zhang, J.; Fei, F.; Tu, Z.; Deng, X. Design optimization and system integration of robotic hummingbird. In Proceedings of the 2017
IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, Singapore, 29 May–3 June 2017; pp. 5422–5428.

25. Felton, S.; Tolley, M.; Demaine, E.; Rus, D.; Wood, R. A method for building self-folding machines. Science 2014, 345, 644–646.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

26. Amir, F.; Paik, J. Robogami: A fully integrated low-profile robotic origami. J. Mech. Robot. 2015, 7, 021009.
27. Ishida, Y.; Matsumoto, M. Sheet Type Transformable Plate Ware. IEEE Access 2019, 7, 91593–91601. [CrossRef]
28. Iida, N.; Matsumoto, M. A Transformable Sheet Type Robot That Can Be Thrown from the Air. Biomimetics 2022, 7, 114. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1109/MRA.2007.339623
https://doi.org/10.1177/0278364907085560
https://doi.org/10.1109/tmech.2005.848299
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.robot.2005.09.023
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0914069107
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.0500807102
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15753295
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-27702-8_42
https://doi.org/10.1080/01691864.2019.1691941
https://doi.org/10.1109/access.2020.3031867
https://doi.org/10.1002/rob.21566
https://doi.org/10.1109/lra.2019.2924837
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/25/1/c1
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1252610
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25104380
https://doi.org/10.1109/access.2019.2927164
https://doi.org/10.3390/biomimetics7030114


Biomimetics 2024, 9, 287 16 of 16

29. 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]

30. Ortega-Jimenez, V.M.; Jusufi, A.; Brown, C.E.; Zeng, Y.; Kumar, S.; Siddall, R.; Kim, B.; Challita, E.J.; Pavlik, Z.; Priess, M.; et al.
Air-to-land transitions: From wingless animals and plant seeds to shuttlecocks and bio-inspired robots. Bioinspir. Biomim. 2023,
18, 051001. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Siddall, R.; Ibanez, V.; Byrnes, G.; Full, R.J.; Jusufi, A. Mechanisms for mid-air reorientation using tail rotation in gliding geckos.
Integr. Comp. Biol. 2021, 61, 478–490. [CrossRef]

32. Fukushima, T.; Siddall, R.; Schwab, F.; Toussaint, S.L.; Byrnes, G.; Nyakatura, J.A.; Jusufi, A. Inertial tail effects during righting of
squirrels in unexpected falls: From behavior to robotics. Integr. Comp. Biol. 2021, 61, 589–602. [CrossRef]

33. Cummins, C.; Seale, M.; Macente, A.; Certini, D.; Mastropaolo, E.; Viola, I.M.; Nakayama, N. A separated vortex ring underlies
the flight of the dandelion. Nature 2018, 562, 414–418. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

34. Ortega-Jimenez, V.M.; Kim, S.-W.N.; Dudley, R. Superb autorotator: Rapid decelerations in impulsively launched samaras. J. R.
Soc. Interface 2019, 16, 20181456. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

35. Maxemow, S. That’s a Drag: The Effects of Drag Forces. Undergrad. J. Math. Model. 2009, 2, 4. [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/10.3389/fphy.2021.750090
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-3190/acdb1c
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37552773
https://doi.org/10.1093/icb/icab132
https://doi.org/10.1093/icb/icab023
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-018-0604-2
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30333579
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2018.0456
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30958155
https://doi.org/10.5038/2326-3652.2.1.4

	Introduction 
	Theoretical Analysis 
	Fall Prevention Effect of Plant Fruit Wings 
	Four-Blade Origami Robot Spinning and Falling 
	Energy Conservation Law 
	Rotation Mechanism 
	Drag and Lift Forces Acting on the Robot 
	Equation of Motion 

	Experiments 
	Configuration of Sheet-Type Robot 
	Walking and Falling Experiments 
	Discussion 

	Conclusions and Future Prospects 
	References

