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Abstract

We propose an elementary proof based on a penalization technique to show the existence and unique-
ness of the solution to a system of variational inequalities modelling the friction-based motion of a
two-body crawling system. Here for each body, the static and dynamic friction coefficients are equal.

1 Introduction

The ability of a living organism to move from one place to another is essential to its survival. Indeed, it
makes it possible to meet many needs such as finding food, a habitat and a mate, or escaping predators
and danger. Living organisms use a broad class of locomotion strategies such as swimming in the water,
flying through the air or running, crawling, and slithering using friction between their body and the ground
on land [I]. The understanding and simulation of the mechanisms underlying these locomotion strategies
have promising applications in robotics [Bl [I0, ?] by biomimetics. In the present work, we propose a system
of variational inequalities to model friction-based locomotion for multibody systems using friction forces
between their bodies and a surface.

1.1 Physical formulation of a two-body crawling system using dry friction

We consider a setting similar to that of [I7]: a system composed of two bodies with masses m; and mq
lying on a flat surface. We assume all motion of the system is uni-dimensional along a single axis, thus we
can represent the positions of masses m; and msy by two real numbers ;1 and x2. The velocity and the
acceleration of mass m;, i € {1,2}, are respectively denoted by &; = ddfj and Z;. A mechanism (linkage)
connects the two bodies and imposes the temporal variation of their distance £(t) = x2(t) — z1(¢). For
instance, if £ is a given oscillating function, it corresponds to an alternation between extension phases in
which the bodies are pushed apart and contraction phases in which they are pulled closer. In this way, an
overall motion of the system can be generated by the dry friction forces. The motion of the two-body system
is described by Newton’s second law: for each ¢ = 1,2, we have m;z; + F; = G;, where G; is a contact force

push or pull) applied to the body of mass m; which is induced by ¢ and the body with mass m,,j # ¢ and
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F; is a dry friction force described by Coulomb’s model. The two forces IF; and G; are coupled and described
as follows:

. Gi, whenz; =0 and |G;| < f;,
’ oifi, whena; # 0 or (i; = 0 and |Gy > fi)

a 2

where o; = sign(z;) when #; # 0 or o; = sign(G;) when &; = 0. Here f; is the dry friction coefficient
associated with the mass m;. See Figure [ for illustration. Newton’s third law implies that G; = —G32, and
then using x9 = 21 + ¢ to reduce the aforementioned equations of motion we obtain

mim . F F
ngﬁ(u_z__l)

where M = mj + ms. As a consequence, the equations of motion can be formulated as
(1) Mz, +F = 77’)12@7}1?2, Mzy +Fy = mlg—Fl.

Note that the equation of z9 is redundant since z9 is entirely determined by xo = x1 + ¢, where £ is a known
input. Thus, we are concerned with clarifying the dynamics of z; in order to represent the whole system.
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Figure 1: Bodies of masses m; and mso at respective positions x; and x3. The linkage ¢ = o — 1 imposes
contact forces G; = —G2 on the bodies. The directions of friction forces F; and Fe oppose the body
movements. Left: contraction phase. Right: extension phase.

1.2 Review of methods for friction-based locomotion

The dry friction forces in our paper describing solid-solid friction are rather standard, see chapter 10 of [14].
In a simple setting, the response of a single mass subjected to dry friction and external forces with appropriate
regularity (possibly random) is well understood in terms of standard variational inequalities or differential
inclusions [4} [12] [13]. Here, our setting with two masses is inspired by the work [17], where the authors prove
that locomotion can occur in the framework introduced above provided the dry friction coefficients f; and
fo are distinct. The time-variation of the body—body separation varies periodically, but asymmetrically in
time. The authors study stick and slip phases separately and provide numerical simulations and asymptotic
interpretations of their results. Models related to ours have recurrently been used in robotics inspired by
biology, particularly for modular snake robots able to navigate complex environments. This ability spurred
a theoretical and practical interest in modeling, building and potentially using such robots in impractical
terrain. Starting in the 70s, Hirose and coauthors designed models for the biomechanics of snake locomotion,
focusing on the coordination of contraction/extension of a chain of modular segments and the management
of dry friction forces necessary for effective locomotion on rough surfaces [10, [15]. A survey on snake robot
models can be found in [?]. More recently, several research groups have built experimental prototypes to
study settings very closely related to ours. In [2], the authors model the 1-dimensional motion of a system
of three connected masses on the dry frictional plane, enabled by periodic changes in inter-mass distances.
Those distances are explicitly defined as continuous piece-wise parabolic periodic functions. The motion
equations are solved for those analytic expressions and implemented in a prototype. In [3], the authors
model a two-body crawler on an inclined plane under dry friction. Again, the system is actuated by periodic
changes in distance masses. They analyze numerically and empirically the range of inclination angles and
excitation laws that enable the system to crawl upwards. Beyond the case of unidimensional motion, several



works have been focused on modeling 2- or 3-dimensional motion. In [5], the quasi-static motion of a two-
link system on a frictional 2d plane is investigated. In [I1], the development of a snake-inspired robot
with active control of friction showcases practical applications of such models, enabling efficient movement
across diverse terrains. On the theoretical analysis side, Gidoni and coauthors have studied abstract rate-
independent systems motivated by applications to soft and elastic crawlers [6, [7, 9]. Their work in [§] is more
general than ours, but their setup is more complex. In our work, we remain in the setup of [I7], allowing for
an elementary approach based on a penalization technique to obtain the existence uniqueness of a solution
to Equation ().

1.3 Our contribution: a system of variational inequalities modelling a two-body
crawling system

For i = 1,2, we define the functions @;(y) = fily|, for y € R. Given £(.) twice continuously differentiable on

[0,00) and yo € R, we consider the mathematical problem of finding three functions y, k1, ke : [0,00) — R
such that

(S2) (1) yeC([0,20);R),y(0) = yo,
(ZZ) kl, kz € C([O, OO),R) N BV[OC([O, OO);R), with kl (O) = 0,
(iii) YVt =0, My(t) + ki (t) + ka2(t) = —mal(t),

) Vi=0,V0<s<t V3eC(s,t];R),

(iv

f [5(0) — y()]dks () + f o1 (y(r)dr < f o1 (3()dr,

S S

(v)  Vt=0,V0<s<t Y3eC([s t]iR),

Jt [3(r) — y(r) — £(r)]dka(r) + J '

S S

t

©2 (y(r) + 5(7”)) dr < J w2(3(r))dr.

Due to the presence of a variational parameter 3, the fourth and fifth conditions are also called variational
inequalities (VI). Using the notation of [I3], the first VI above corresponds to the differential inclusion
dky (t) € dp1(y(t))(dt) whereas the second one correspond to dky(t) € dps(y(t) + £(t))(dt). Here we have
Opi(y) = {fisign(y)} if y # 0 or [—f;, fi] if y = 0. As a consequence, the problem above clarifies the sense
of the following nonstandard multivalued equation Mdy + dp1 (y)(dt) + dpa(y + £)(dt) 5 —mgldt. Then the
definition of z; becomes straightforward

t

VE=0, x1(t) =210 + J y(r)dr.
0

Theorem 1. The problem (S3) has a unique solution.

Remark 1. Our first theorem above resolves a nonstandard problem of Skorokhod. If we remove 01 (y +
£)(dt) in the multivalued equation above then it corresponds to a standard Skorokhod problem as shown on
page 231 of [13] for instance. In terms of friction forces, roughly speaking, 0p1(y) and dps (y+€) corresponds
to F1 and Fy respectively. It is worth mentioning that the same physical problem with p = 2 aligned masses
can be treated in our mathematical framework with a straightforward generalization of the case p = 2.

2 Proof of Theorem (I

The proof is composed of four steps. The first step consists in studying a regularised version of (Ss)) using
the Moreau-Yosida regularization with two parameters n; and no. The regularized equation whose state
variable is y™ with n = (n1,n2) can be analyzed using standard method of ODEs. In the second step, we
show the sequence y" has the Cauchy property with respect to the supremum norm [y| := supseg, [y(?)|-
As a consequence, a limit exists. Then, in the third step, we identify the limit as a solution to a system of
variational inequalities. Finally, in the last step, we prove the uniqueness of the limit.



2.1 Moreau-Yosida regularisation

The Moreau-Yosida regularisation of ¢;, which is a standard tool in non-smooth convex analysis in [4]
Chap.2], is defined as follows: for each n; € N*, for each y € R,

flg.y27 1fnl|y| <f17

fi(lyl = 5), i nilyl > 1

wi,ni(y)%inf{%(y ¥)? + eily )} {

Thus, lvimOO @in;(Y) = @i(y). For each n; € N*, ;. (y) is differentiable and ¢} , (y) = proji_y, ;.1(niy).

In this context, a regularisation of the problem (S3)) consists in replacing ¢; by ¢;,,. Here given £(.)
twice continuously differentiable on [0, 00) and yo € R, we want to find a function y™ € C(]0,0);R) where
n = (ny,nz) such that

¢ ¢ . '
2) ¥ 0, My (1) + [ 6, ("D + [ 0,07 (6) + i())ds = ~ma(e).
0

0

In turn, y™ is continuously differentiable and satisfies

(3) V> 0, My™(t) + @, (5" (1)) + @y (" (1) + £(2)) = —mal(t).

Thus, the regularised problem boils down to an ordinary differential equation with Lipschitz nonlinear terms
depending on n; and nsy. For each n = (n1,n2), applying Picard’s theorem yields a unique solution 3.
2.2 Cauchy convergence of the regularised solutions

For all t € R, for all n € N** we denote k7'(t) := So Oy (Y™ (8))ds and k5 (t) := So @by (Y7 (8) +£(s))ds +c2,

with co = —Myy — mgf( ) for compatlblhty with (i44) in (S3)). Hereafter, we simply refer to two-indexed
sequences as sequences. We say the multi-index n tends to infinity when min(n) tends to infinity, and that
a sequence indexed by n converges if it tends to a limit when minn — co.

Proposition 1. For allt > 0,
(1) The sequence (y™), converges uniformly over [0,t] to a continuous function y.
(73) Up to extraction, kT and kY converge pointwise over [0,t] to continuous functions ki, ks.
1i1) y, k1, ko satis e first three lines of system over [0,t].
1i1) vy, k1, ko satisfy th t three li yst 0,t

Proof of (i). Fix t = 0. Let us start by proving that the set of solutions {y™*"2 | ny,n2 € N} satisfies the
Cauchy condition: for all € > 0 there exists N > 0 such that for all ny,ng,ry,re € N* if min(ny, no,r1,72) >
N, then [y — 41" | Lo ([o,) < €. First note that for any function f differentiable over an interval [0, ],
we have

702 = 107+ [ 270 4

by the fundamental theorem of calculus. Take arbitrary positive naturals r1, 2, 11, n2, and set n = (nq,ng), r =
(r1,72). Since y™(0) = y"(0), injecting equation (@) into the above gives us

(y"(t) —y" (1) = 2 " () =" (5) [£10, " (5)) = @10 (47 (5))] ds

7 | 076 =) [ 7 )+ £) = 17 (5) + 5D ] s



which we can recast into

W0 = 0 = —37 | 070 =570 [0, 07 (6)) = 21, (7 (5]
2 (676 + )~ () + 6D [ 07 (5) + () — @0 () + (5] .

S
This allows us to apply the following inequality, a consequence of Equation (6.28.b) page 552 in [13].

Lemma 1. Yyi,y2 € R, forie {1,2} and for all n;,r; € N*, we have

(1 — y2) (@i, (1) — i (2)) < (f:)? (i + l) .

Hence, for all ¢ > 0,

sup 1)~y @) < 2 (- L) er g (4 D)

se[0,] 1

2 2
This means that for all € > 0 there exists N, > W such that for all 71,72, n1,n2 = Ng,

2
sup |y"(s) —y"(s)|” < €2,
s€[0,t]

meaning that {y"|ni,ne € N*} satisfies the Cauchy property. It follows that y™ converges uniformly over
compact sets to y € C° as n tends to oo, concluding the proof of (7). O

Proof of (ii). Fix t > 0. For all n € N** by definition of ©1n, and @5, the absolute values of the
integrands of kf" and k3 are bounded by f; and f; respectively. Hence (¢} ,,, (¥™))n and (&5, (y" + (), are
two sequences bounded in L*([0,t]) by fft and f3t respectively, uniformly in n. It follows that (¢} ,,, (¥™))n
and (¢4 ,,, (y" +7)),, converge weakly up to extraction to 01,8, € L2([0,]). We may take the same extraction

for both sequences bgf extracting first for one, then for the other. Since 6; and J, are in L2, the functions
defined by ki (t) := |, 01(s) ds and ka(t) := 352(5) ds are continuous. O

Proof of (iii). For all n, equation (@) is satisfied. For any test function ¢ € L2, up to extraction,

t

f%mW%W@®+L

0

Py (47 (5) + £(5))d(s)ds —— | 61(s)(s) ds + L d2(s)¢(s) ds.

n—o0 0

So ¢ = 1 yields, up to extraction, Sé O1n, (" (5))ds + Sé O ny (Y (8) + ((s))ds — ky(t) + ko(t). Since y"
converges uniformly in C°, it follows that the equal.ity (@) passes to the limit in n up to extraction, and we
recover, for all ¢t = 0, My(t) + k1(t) + k2(t) = —mol(t), concluding the proof of Proposition Il

O

2.3 Identification of the limit as a system of variational inequalities

Proposition 2. Lett > 0. The functions y, k1, ks from Proposition[ satisfy the last two lines of system (Sa)
over [0,t].

Proof. Let n € (N*)2. We first prove that the fourth line of system (S3)) is satisfied by working on ;. It is
known, see 4. page 550 in [I3], that for all £ € R, for Jy ,, (&) = & — %90/1,111 &).

(4) P n, (€) € 0p1(J1my (§))-



Writing out the inclusion ) at & = y™(r) for some r € [0, ], we recover, for any v € R,

P10 (" (M) [0 = J1n, (" (1)) + 1 (S, (47"(r)) < p1(0).
Furthermore, if v is a continuous function on [s,t], we can integrate the equation above over [s,t]:

t t

o1 (T (4"())) dr < (& — 5) f o1 (0(r)dr.

S

6 | em @O0~ T D+ |

S S
To pass to the limit as n — o0, we rewrite the first term on the left-hand side

t t

1., (Y™ (1) [v —y(r)] dr + f 10, (Y () [Y(r) = J1,0, (y" (r))] dr.

S

Jt O1n, " () [V = J1 0, (y" ()] dr = f

S S

Since y" converges uniformly to y € C° 1,, is bounded over compact sets, and Ji,, (y") converges
uniformly over compact sets to y, it follows that the second right-hand side term tends to 0, and the first
converges to
¢
| 1) = s1 dmac),
S

by definition of ky. Since ¢; is continuous and Jy ,, (y™) converges uniformly over compact sets to y, we
have, for all r € [s, t],

e1(y(r)) < lim inf @1 (J1,0, (y"(7)))-

n—o0
Integrating over [s,t] and applying Fatou’s lemma — since ¢ = 0 — yields

t

[ et dr < [ i inf o1y (5701) dr <t inf [ 1, (070

S S

Taking the limit inferior of equation (Bl) and considering the bounds above gives us the fourth line of

system (S3]), and an analogous reasoning on 9 allows us to recover the fifth line.
O

2.4 Uniqueness of the solution

Assume two triples of functions (y, k1, k2) and (g, ka1, 152) satisfy (S2)). Then all six functions are continuous,
and also BV, thanks to the third line of the system, hence differentiable almost everywhere. Let 0 = s <
t € R. We can take the variational test function 3 equal to § in (S3)).(iv) for y and get

t t

[ ) = sk ) + [ ertuenar < [ atatrar

0

Conversely, injecting 3 = y in in (S3)).(iv) for 7,

t
f [y(r) — G(r)]dE () + f

0 0
By addition,

t
N ~

(6) j (5 — 9)(r) (K, — &')(r) dr <0,

0

where the derivatives of k; and k; are defined weakly. Taking 3 equal to § + ¢ or Y+ ¢ in the fifth lines
of (S) applied to y and § respectively then summing like above, we get

(7) j (§ — 9)(r) (K — B2 )(r) dr < 0.



Expressing § — y from (S3).(iii) gives us § —y = 45 [(kl + ko) — (k1 + /52)], which we inject into the sum
of @) and ([@). Since M > 0, we get

Lt (ks + k) = () | ) [+ ) = B+ 152)]/ (r) dr <0,

- _ 92
hence [k:l(t) + ko (t) — k1 (t) — k2 (t)] < 0, since the expression above vanishes at ¢ = 0 thanks to (S]).(ii7).

It follows that k; + ko = ki + ko at every time, so § = y thanks to (S).(iii). Hence, subtracting line 4
of (S3) for § from the same row for y gives us, for any 0 < s < ¢ and any continuous function 3 = y + v,

f o(r) (K, (r) — (1)) dr < 0,

S

equality resulting from taking —v instead of v. And since k1 (0) = k~1(0), we have k| = k~1, hence ko = ko.

Acknowledgement

L.M. is thankful for support through NSFC Grant No. 12271364 and GRF Grant No. 11302823.

References

[1] R McNeill Alexander. Principles of animal locomotion. Princeton University Press, 2003.

[2] C Behn, F Schale, T Zeidis, K Zimmermann, and N Bolotnik. Dynamics and motion control of a chain
of particles on a rough surface. Mechanical Systems and Signal Processing, 89:3-13, 2017.

[3] N Bolotnik, P Schorr, I Zeidis, and K Zimmermann. Periodic locomotion of a two-body crawling
system along a straight line on a rough inclined plane. ZAMM-Journal of Applied Mathematics and
Mechanics/Zeitschrift fiir Angewandte Mathematik und Mechanik, 98(11):1930-1946, 2018.

[4] H. Brézis. Opérateurs maximaux monotones et semi-groupes de contractions dans les espaces de Hilbert.
North-Holland Mathematics Studies, No. 5. North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam-London; Amer-
ican Elsevier Publishing Co., Inc., New York, 1973.

[5] Tatiana Figurina. Quasi-static motion of a two-link system along a horizontal plane. Multibody System
Dynamics, 11:251-272, 2004.

[6] Paolo Gidoni. Rate-independent soft crawlers. The Quarterly Journal of Mechanics and Applied
Mathematics, 71(4):369-409, 2018.

[7] Paolo Gidoni and Antonio DeSimone. Stasis domains and slip surfaces in the locomotion of a bio-inspired
two-segment crawler. Meccanica, 52(3):587-601, 2017.

[8] Paolo Gidoni, Alessandro Margheri, and Carlota Rebelo. Limit cycles for dynamic crawling locomotors
with periodic prescribed shape. Zeitschrift fiir angewandte Mathematik und Physik, 74(2), February
2023.

[9] Paolo Gidoni and Filippo Riva. A vanishing-inertia analysis for finite-dimensional rate-independent sys-
tems with nonautonomous dissipation and an application to soft crawlers. Calc. Var. Partial Differential
Equations, 60(5):Paper No. 191, 54, 2021.

[10] Shigeo Hirose. Biologically Inspired Robots: Snake-like Locomotors and Manipulators. Oxford science
publications. Oxford University Press, 1993.




[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

Hamidreza Marvi, Gregory Meyers, Geoffrey Russell, and David L. Hu. Scalybot: a snake-inspired
robot with active control of friction. In Dynamic Systems and Control Conference, volume 54761, pages
443-450, 2011.

Jean Jacques Moreau. Application of convex analysis to some problems of dry friction. In Trends in
applications of pure mathematics to mechanics, pages 263-280. Pitman, 1977.

Etienne Pardoux and Aurel Réscanu. Stochastic differential equations, Backward SDEs, Partial
differential equations, volume 69. Springer, 2014.

Valentin L. Popov. Contact Mechanics and Friction. Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2010.

Paolo Serafini, Elisabeth Guazzelli, Bernhard Schrefler, Friedrich Pfeiffer, Franz G Rammerstorfer, Yoji
Umetani, and Sigeo Hirose. Biomechanical study of serpentine locomotion. On Theory and Practice of
Robots and Manipulators: Volume I, pages 171-184, 1974.

Aksel Andreas Transeth, Kristin Ytterstad Pettersen, and Pal Liljeback. A survey on snake robot
modeling and locomotion. Robotica, 27(7):999-1015, 2009.

Gregory L. Wagner and Eric Lauga. Crawling scallop: Friction-based locomotion with one degree of
freedom. Journal of Theoretical Biology, 324:42-51, 2013.




	Introduction
	Physical formulation of a two-body crawling system using dry friction
	Review of methods for friction-based locomotion
	Our contribution: a system of variational inequalities modelling a two-body crawling system

	Proof of Theorem 1
	Moreau-Yosida regularisation
	Cauchy convergence of the regularised solutions
	Identification of the limit as a system of variational inequalities
	Uniqueness of the solution


