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Reconfiguration and Omnidirectional Mobility of
Wheeled Robots
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Abstract—Wheeled robots are highly efficient in human living
environments. However, conventional wheeled designs, limited by
degrees of freedom, struggle to meet varying footprint needs and
achieve omnidirectional mobility. This paper proposes a novel
robot drive model inspired by human movements, termed as the
Omni Differential Drive (ODD). The ODD model innovatively
utilizes a lateral differential drive to adjust wheel spacing without
adding additional actuators to the existing omnidirectional drive.
This approach enables wheeled robots to achieve both simultane-
ous reconfiguration and omnidirectional mobility. Additionally,
a prototype was developed to validate the ODD, followed by
kinematic analysis. Control systems for self-balancing and motion
were designed and implemented. Experimental validations con-
firmed the feasibility of the ODD mechanism and the effectiveness
of the control strategies. The results underline the potential of this
innovative drive system to enhance the mobility and adaptability
of robotic platforms.

Index Terms—Omni Differential Drive, reconfigurable and om-
nidirectional mobile robot, collinear Mecanum wheels, kinematic.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE rapid advancement of robotics technology has led to

its widespread application in many areas of human life.
Wheeled robots have distinct advantages and disadvantages
compared to legged robots. Wheeled robots are generally more
efficient and faster on smooth surfaces, while legged robots
excel on complex terrains. [1]-[3]. However, most environ-
ments where mobile robots are used in human life involve
smooth surfaces. For instance, guidance robots, disinfection
robots, cleaning robots, and delivery robots primarily operate
in hotels, restaurants, airports, office buildings, and residential
settings. These applications underscore the importance of
optimizing wheeled robot designs for such environments.
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Enhancing wheeled robot performance requires balancing
three critical properties: passability, agility, and stability. Pass-
ability is the ability to navigate narrow spaces, requiring a
small footprint. agility refers to omnidirectional movement,
allowing the robot to maneuver freely in any direction. Stabil-
ity requires a larger footprint to maintain balance and prevent
tipping. However, these three properties often conflict. Design-
ing a wheeled robot with passability, agility, and stability is a
significant challenge.

Static stability is typically achieved through the support
polygon, defined by the wheels’ contact points with the
ground. The size and shape of the support polygon determine
static stability [4]. However, increasing the footprint to enlarge
the support polygon can negatively affect the robot’s passabil-
ity in narrow spaces. This issue is often addressed through
reconfiguration, allowing dynamic footprint adjustment. A
support polygon requires at least three non-collinear points.

Wheel-legged robots adjust the support polygon using leg
joints [S-[8]. Yun et al. proposed a wheel-legged robot that
alters the support polygon using leg joints while maintaining
the orientation of the four Mecanum wheels via a parallel link
mechanism in the legs [5]]. Li et al. introduced a multi-mode
robot that adjusts the support polygon size via leg joints and
switches to collinear Mecanum wheels configurations to re-
duce the footprint [6]. Some studies add actuators specifically
to adjust the wheel spacing and change the support polygon
size [9]-[11]. Karamipour et al. proposed a mobile robot with
four omni-wheels, adding a linear actuator between the wheels
on each side to adjust the spacing [9]].

Another reconfiguration method uses only wheels drive,
with the body having passive degrees of freedom [12]]-[14].
Karamipour et al. proposed a mobile robot with four Mecanum
wheels and transverse prismatic joints between the wheels
on each side to adjust the form through forces generated by
the Mecanum wheels’ rotation [[12f]. Inspired by the concept
that reconfiguration uses only wheel drive, the ODD model
for omnidirectional wheeled mobility was proposed, which
achieves reconfiguration without the need for additional drives.

Reducing support points or using collinear arrangements
results in a smaller footprint and better passability, while
requiring self-balancing to maintain dynamic stability. Ball-
wheel robots achieve omnidirectional movement with single-
point support [15]-[18]. Single omnidirectional wheels add
driven rollers to conventional wheels, enabling lateral move-
ment [19]. Systems with single-point support tend to oscillate
under external disturbances and cannot remain stationary,



Fig. 1. Proposed Prototype which can simultaneous reconfigure and omnidi-
rectional mobile using the Omni Differential Drive (ODD).

requiring high driving torque and energy consumption. In
contrast, two-point or multiple collinear support configura-
tions achieve dynamic stability in one direction through self-
balancing and static stability in another. Examples include the
dual-ball mechanism [20]] and the collinear Mecanum wheel
approach [21]]-[23]]. In this form, the strength of static stability
depends on the distance between the support points. Therefore,
the objective of our work is to reconfigure that distance.

In this letter, we propose the ODD, inspired by human and
biped robot locomotion, to achieve passability, agility, and
stability in wheeled robots. This mobility method enables om-
nidirectional movement and reconfiguration of wheeled mobile
platforms. To validate this mobility method, we designed a
prototype, as shown in Fig. |I} The main contributions of this
study are summarized as follows:

1) An ODD wheeled mobile model was proposed, allow-
ing the robot to achieve simultaneous omnidirectional
movement and reconfiguration using only its wheels.

2) A prototype based on a collinear Mecanum wheel mech-
anism was developed to implement the ODD model,
with its kinematics modeled.

3) Controllers were designed and implemented to operate
the prototype, validating the models of both the ODD
and the prototype.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows: Section
I introduces the concept. Section III presents the Omni
Differential Drive. Section IV describes the prototype design.
Section V discusses the modeling and control of the prototype.
Section VI details the experimentation and validation. Finally,
Section VII concludes the paper and suggests directions for
future research.

II. CONCEPT
A. Inspired by Human Movements

Humans, with the extensive freedom of their legs, can
achieve omnidirectional movement and flexibly change di-
rection and orientation. They can turn sideways to navigate
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Fig. 2. Analogy between human movements and wheeled mobility. (a) Side-

view standing or lateral walking. (b) Front-view Standing or longitudinal
walking. (c) Boxing. (d) Kung Fu. (e) Obstacle crossing.

narrow passages in kitchens, restaurants, or crowded areas. By
widening their stance, humans can enlarge the support polygon
and lower the center of gravity, enhancing stability especially
when dealing with external forces during activities like boxing
and Kung Fu, or when experiencing tilting and shaking in
transportation modes like airplanes, trains and ships. They can
step over small obstacles, like scattered items or puddles. Thus,
humans possess excellent passability, stability, and agility.
Analogously, the distance between a human’s feet is similar
to the wheel spacing of a wheeled platform, as shown in
Fig. 2] For passability, a smaller wheel spacing results in a
smaller footprint, while a larger spacing helps overcome obsta-
cles. Omnidirectional movement allows sideways navigation
through narrow passages. For stability, a larger wheel spacing
provides greater anti-overturning torque, maintaining static
stability. Omnidirectional movement also enables dynamic sta-
bility in all directions. For agility, omnidirectional movement
allows rapid direction and position changes. Thus, to meet all
three properties, the mobile platform must be reconfigurable
in wheel spacing and capable of omnidirectional movement.

B. Robotics Applications

The ODD method enables both omnidirectional movement
and reconfiguration, making it suitable for various mobile
platforms. For example, replacing the driven wheels in a two-
wheel drive platform with two caster wheels and removing
the wheel spacing constraint transforms it into a four-wheel
mobile platform capable of changing its body width. Simi-
larly, replacing drive wheels on a two-wheeled self-balancing
vehicle with omnidirectional wheels and removing the wheel
spacing constraint enables omnidirectional movement and re-
configuration. This drive method can also be applied to wheel-
legged robots, scooters, and roller skates.

III. OMNI DIFFERENTIAL DRIVE
A. Kinematics Model

Traditional differential drive consists of two single-degree-
of-freedom wheels, as shown in Fig. By controlling the
linear velocities of the left and right wheels, ©; and g, the
linear velocity 2 p and angular velocity ¢ p of the center of the
mobile platform can be controlled. The forward and inverse
kinematics of the traditional differential drive are:
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Fig. 3. Models of drive methods. (a) Differential Drive (DD). (b) Omnidi-
rectional Drive (OD). (c¢) Proposed Omni Differential Drive (ODD).
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The traditional differential drive model is limited in lateral
movement because conventional wheels have a single rolling
degree of freedom. Replacing the differential drive wheels
with omnidirectional wheels, which allow both longitudinal
and lateral movement, as shown in Fig. enables control
of the linear velocities £ and ¢, and the angular velocity
pp of the center of the mobile platform through zr, yr,
TR, and yr. This allows the robot to achieve omnidirectional
mobility. The mechanisms developed by some researchers fit
this model [20], [23]]. The forward and inverse Kinematics of
the omnidirectional drive model are:

(D

2

ip 12 0 1/2 0] |%F
gp|=| 0 12 0 12/ ¥ @
B -1/d 0 1/d o0 | |.F
YR
.I.‘L 1 0 —d/2 i‘B
yrL | _ 0 1 0 . (4)
in| ~ |1 0 d/2||YB
IR 01 0 |L¥B

As shown in (B) and (@), this system is over-actuated,
requiring ¥z, and yr to be equal. With a fixed wheel spacing
d, any difference between yr and yr causes slipping or loss
of control. Therefore, this paper proposes ODD based on OD,
allowing the wheel spacing d to vary. By using the difference
between y;, and yg, the change in d can be controlled, as
shown in Fig. This drive model allows for the control of
g, yp, and pp of the platform’s center, as well as the rate
of change d of d through 21, ¢z, g, and yr. The forward
and inverse kinematics are:
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Fig. 4. Force diagram of ODD.

The ODD is fully actuated and, compared to the OD, re-
quires no additional actuators to achieve both omnidirectional
movement and reconfiguration.

B. Dynamics Model

A dynamic model is established to investigate the perfor-
mance of the ODD, and the force diagram is shown in Fig.
E} The left and right wheel masses are my and mpg, with
positions y;, and yr on the By axis. The center of mass
is at point C, and its position yo is calculated as in (7).
Subsequently, the moment of inertia I can be determined as
shown in (]g[), where m = mp + mpg. The moment of inertia
I is proportional to the square of d.
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The ODD model provides driving forces F, and Fy in the
xp and yp directions, respectively, as well as the generated
Coriolis force F¢, and centrifugal force F.;. The forces on
the left and right wheels are denoted by the superscripts L and
R, respectively, as shown in @) By calculating the resultant
forces in different directions, the forward dynamics equation
(TI0) is obtained. Solving it leads to the inverse dynamics

equation (TT).

FE=mpop(2p —d), Fl=mpoh(ip/¢s —d/2),

F& =mpop(2yp +d), FY =mph(is/én + d/2)(-9)

mip =F} — F§ + FF + FE,
mijp = FF — F4 + FF — F&

d=(Ff—F%)/mr— (FF - F5)/mc.

(10)

Fl=mpip —I¢p/d+mp(29p — d)¢s,

FF =mpiip — mpmpd/m+mpph(ip/¢p — d/f2),
FE —mpip+I¢p/d—mp(2y5 + d)¢s,

Ff = mpjjs — mpmpd/m +mr@h(in/én + ¥,

IV. PROTOTYPE DESIGN

A prototype was designed to validate the effectiveness and
accuracy of the proposed ODD, as shown in Fig. 5} The main
components include:
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Fig. 5. Components of proposed prototype. (a) Overall structure and dimen-
sions. (b) Self-centering platform.

Linear slide

1) Active Omnidirectional Wheel: The active omnidirec-
tional wheel is essential for the ODD. Several solutions
exist, including collinear Mecanum wheels [23]], single-layer
omnidirectional wheels [19]], and ball wheels [16], [20]. This
prototype uses collinear Mecanum wheels for simplicity and
strong driving force. Each Mecanum wheel is powered by a
DJI M3508 DC motor.

2) Suspension System: Each wheel has an independent sus-
pension system to ensure ground contact on uneven surfaces.

3) Linear Slides: The four Mecanum wheels are divided
into left and right groups, connected by two passive linear
slides to maintain collinear while allowing variable wheel
spacing.

4) Self-Centering Platform: Sensors, batteries, computers,
and other loads can be placed on the mounting platforms
above the left and right wheel groups, as shown in Fig.
Additionally, a self-centering platform can be installed,
which remains centered using a rack-and-pinion mechanism,
as shown in Fig. j(b)]

5) Sensors: A draw-wire sensor measures wheel spacing
with +0.1% accuracy. An Inertial Measurement Unit (IMU)
integrated into the STM32 microcontroller measures angles,
angular velocities, and accelerations. Moreover, The motor
encoders detect the motor’s rotation angle and speed, while
the motor current can also be monitored. Additional sensors
like Light Detection and Ranging (LiDAR) and cameras, can

Fig. 6. Coordinates and parameters for the proposed prototype.

be added to the reserved mounting platform as needed.

6) Other Components: The proposed prototype uses an
Intel NUC computer as the upper-level controller and an
STM32 as the lower-level controller, along with the motor
driver boards. Additionally, a 5700mAh battery is included to
ensure the robot has sufficient endurance.

V. MODELING AND CONTROL
A. Kinematics Model

First, we model the proposed prototype using its coordinates
and parameters, as shown in Fig. [f| The global coordinate
system is denoted as FE, and the moving platform’s body
coordinate system is denoted as B. The origin of coordinate
system B is located on the wheel axis, and B is rotated by
an angle pp around the z-axis relative to E, i.e., the angle
between E, and B,. The projection of point B onto the F,,
plane is point O. The four wheels are numbered ¢ from left
to right as 1, 2, 3, and 4. The contact points of the wheels
with the E,, plane, i.e., the ground, are denoted as W;. The
midpoint of W; and W5 is L, and the midpoint of W3 and
W, is R. The distance between L and R is d. The distance
between W; and W5, as well as between W3 and Wy, is w.
The radius of all four wheels is r, and their angular positions
are 0;. The angle between the roller axis of each Mecanum
wheel and the B, direction is «;.

Typically, modeling Mecanum wheel structures involves
directly establishing the kinematic relationships between the
four Mecanum wheels and the central point [5]], [23], [24].
However, since omnidirectional movement can be achieved
through various means, many studies have realized it using
different approaches [20]. In this paper, to demonstrate the
universality of the proposed ODD model, we model the
prototype using the ODD model. Based on the aforementioned
typical modeling approach for Mecanum wheel vehicles, es-
tablishing the motion relationships between points L and R
and the four wheels, while considering d. yielding equations
(I2), and then computing their inverses to obtain the inverse
kinematics equation (I3). Substituting equation (I3) into the
ODD motion equation (3)) yields the kinematic equation (I4).In
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| Remote Control Command | responses to tilting and minimizing oscillations. The PI con-
v v troller controls the robot’s velocity by adjusting motor output
Velocity Set Configuration Set based on velocity error. The positive feedback velocity loop
o d] [os 4] enhances the system by quickly responding to any velocity
Kineiatics changes caused by tilting. It amplifies the corrective action
Eq. (14) when the vehicle starts to tilt, helping to counteract the tilt-
v v v induced acceleration and maintain balance. Together, these
Balancing Steering Distance components ensure the robot can rapidly adjust its angle
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+ + 2) Steering Control: The PD controller adjusts the steering
’_-38% angle based on the yaw angle and its angular velocity from
Motor - the IMU. The proportional term generates a corrective action
Motors Controller Draw Wire . . . . .
IMU T (Encoder) [¥ (PHFOO) Sensor proportional to the steering error, allowing quick adjustments

Fig. 7. Control architecture of the proposed prototype.

these equations, S;, C;, and T; represent sin ay;, cosay, and
tan o, respectively.

B. Control Architecture

Mecanum wheels combine driving forces in the desired
direction while canceling out those in undesired directions.
Fig. [/] illustrates the control architecture of the prototype.
The robot’s velocity and configuration can be adjusted with
the remote control. However, the collinear arrangement of
the Mecanum wheels generates additional angular velocity
in certain situations, leading to significant deviations in mo-
tion control [6]. Four Proportional-Integral-Derivative (PID)
controllers are implemented to maintain balance and motion
control.

1) Balancing Control: The PD controller adjusts the robot’s
tilt by providing corrective actions based on the pitch angle
and its angular velocity from the IMU, allowing for quick

to steer the vehicle toward the desired direction. The derivative
term, on the other hand, responds to the rate of change of the
steering error, helping to dampen oscillations and smooth out
the steering response. This prevents the vehicle from overcor-
recting and ensures that steering adjustments are accurate and
stable. By balancing the contributions of the proportional and
derivative terms, the PD controller enables the vehicle to steer
smoothly and effectively, maintaining stability while making
sharp or gradual turns.

3) Distance Control: The PD controller adjusts the
Mecanum wheels’ distance based on the draw-wire sensor’s
length. The PI controller controls the time derivative of the
draw-wire sensor values. This loop ensures that the robot’s
speed is moderated to avoid overshoot, with the integral
term eliminating any steady-state errors. These loops enable
the robot to maintain a consistent and precise distance from
the target, adapting smoothly to environmental changes or
disturbances while ensuring stable and accurate motion.

4) Motor Control: The motors’ velocities are controlled
by the PI controller, which receives feedback from the motor
encoder. Meanwhile the DJI C620 Electronic Speed Controller
(ESC) implements the current loop internally using Field-
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Oriented Control (FOC) to control the motor.

The speed output signals from the balancing control, steer-
ing control, and distance control, along with speed commands
from the host computer or remote controller, are input into
the motor control speed loop. The speed loop processes the
combined speed commands and generates current commands
through the PID controller. These current commands are then
fed into the current loop, which controls the motor current to
achieve the desired speed control.

VI. EXPERIMENTS

A series of experiments were conducted to validate the om-
nidirectional mobility, reconfigurability, and passability. These
tests confirmed the effectiveness of the proposed prototype and
the accuracy of its kinematic model, thereby validating the
proposed ODD model. A demonstration video is included in
the supplementary material and can be downloaded from the
paper’s webpage.

A. Verification of Omnidirectional Mobility

Omnidirectional movement involves three degrees of free-
dom: translation along the B, and B, axes, and rotation
around the B, axis. Four experiments were conducted to
verify the accuracy of the prototype’s movement according
to commands without position compensation. Fig. [§] shows
the motion trajectories of the prototype’s center, with data
collected by the OptiTrack motion capture system.

In Fig. velocities #p and yp along the B, and B,
axes were applied for a given duration ¢. Theoretically, this
should produce a square trajectory. The curvature is mainly
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Fig. 9. Paths of center of the prototype with support ball casters. (a) Square:
Either £ or yp. (b) Rhombus: Both 5 and yp. (C) Circle: Both 5 and
¢p. (d) Circle: Both yp and ¢ . The starting coordinates are (0,0).

due to slight tilting caused by self-balancing along the B,
axis during B, movement.

Fig. shows the result when velocities and durations are
applied simultaneously to the B, and B, axes, theoretically
producing a rhombus trajectory. The curvature is mainly due
to slight tilting caused by self-balancing along the B, axis
during B, movement.

Fig. and Fig. shows the result when velocities
along the B, axis or B, axis, and angular velocities around
the B, axis are applied, theoretically producing a circular
trajectory. The deviation between the starting and ending
coordinates in Fig. is larger than that observed in Fig.

Due to the significant errors introduced by self-balancing,
eliminating these errors helps in analyzing other error factors.
Thus, two support ball casters were added to the prototype to
maintain stability in the B, direction without self-balancing.
The same trajectory experiment was conducted as shown in
Fig. [8] with results presented in Fig. [0}

As shown in Fig. after eliminating the influence
of self-balancing, the motion in the B, direction remains
more stable than in the B, direction. A preliminary analysis
suggests that when moving along the B, direction, frictional
forces generated by the four Mecanum wheels in the B,
direction are coaxial and can cancel each other out. Even
if dynamic disturbances cause a non-zero resultant force in
the B, direction, it does not lead to deviations in the angle
¢ p. However, when moving along the B, direction, the forces
generated by the four Mecanum wheels in the B, direction are
parallel but not coaxial, resulting in torque that disturbs the
angle ¢ p, making the trajectory deviation more noticeable.Fig.



[@Ib) shows that errors in the B, direction at transitions of
the straight-line trajectory, caused by inertia, are eliminated.
However, as in Fig. motion inconsistency between the
B, and B, directions persists for the same reasons.

Compared to Fig. and Fig. trajectory deviations in
Fig. and Fig. [9{d)] are significantly smaller, with end-point
deviations of 2.42 cm and 2.67 cm, and one-loop deviations
of 0.99 cm and 0.74 cm, respectively. The difference in
displacement between the two is minimal, suggesting that the
regular deviations may be caused by gravitational components
due to ground inclination. The larger deviation in Fig.
compared to Fig. is due to the same reason as in the
Square and Rhombus trajectory experiments: motion along the
B, direction is affected by additional torque.

In Fig. 8] the prototype with self-balancing control is
dynamically stable but shows larger deviations under distur-
bances like additional torque and ground inclination, compared

to Fig. 0]

B. Verification of Reconfigurability in Motion

To validate the impact of varying wheel spacing d on move-
ment, three experiments were designed. These experiments
involved changing the wheel spacing d while moving straight
along the B, and B, axes and rotating around the B, axis.
An OptiTrack motion capture system recorded the positions
of the left wheel group center L, the right wheel group center
R, and the prototype center B. Using the positional data, the
wheel spacing d and the movement speed of the prototype
center were calculated, as shown in Fig. @

When moving along the B, axis and changing the wheel
spacing d, the trajectories of the prototype center and the left
and right wheel groups are shown in Fig. The trajectory
of the prototype center essentially follows a straight line along
the X-axis. However, when the wheel spacing increases, the
trajectory deviates. The primary reasons for this deviation
are the difference in mass between the left and right sides,
which leads to variations in friction and inertia, as well as the
additional torque generated by changes in d. Fig. shows
that £p is minimally affected by changes in d, The primary
error source is self-balancing in the B, direction.

When moving along the B, axis and changing the wheel
spacing d, the trajectory of the prototype center is shown
in Fig. The trajectory of the prototype center exhibits
significant errors along the Y-axis. The main reason is that
dynamic balancing in the B, direction induces speed and
displacement in the B, direction, particularly when d changes,
affecting the dynamic balance. In Fig. [I0{d)] it is evident that
the speed yp is significantly influenced by changes in d. It
is because the preset d/ 2 is greater than the preset yp. As d
increases, the left wheel group needs to change its direction of
motion. When the speed of the left wheel group decreases to
zero, significant static friction occurs, which is greater than the
dynamic friction of the right wheel group. This results in yp
equaling the preset d/ 2, which is greater than the preset yp.
Conversely, when d decreases, the right wheel group needs to
change its direction of motion, encountering a similar situation
as the left wheel group.
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When movement along the B, axis and rotation around
the B, axis occur simultaneously, changing the wheel spacing
d, the trajectory of the prototype center is shown in Fig.
Initially, only #p is present, then ¢p is added, and
finally, ¢p is removed, leaving only & 5. The trajectory of the
prototype center is minimally affected by changes in d. Fig.
[TO(T)] demonstrates the predetermined changes in ¢ g, which
are largely unaffected by changes in d. However, the dynamics
analysis shows that the simultaneous presence of ¢p and d
induces Coriolis acceleration, disturbing the system’s motion.
Additionally, changes in d affect the moment of inertia I,
which in turn influences the torque required for rotation.

C. Demonstration of the Passability

To demonstrate the prototype’s traversability, the following
experiments were conducted. Fig. [TT] shows images extracted
from the demonstration video. Fig. [[I[a) illustrates the pro-
totype navigating through a complex obstacle environment
with an appropriate wheel distance, maintaining a constant



Fig. 11. Demonstration of the passability. (a) Fixed orientation. (b) Lateral
movement. (c) Narrow passage. (d) Changing d in the path.

orientation. Fig. [[I(b) shows the prototype navigating the
same obstacles as in Fig. [IT(a) by combining omnidirectional
movement and varying wheel distance. Due to self-balancing
control in the B, direction, the prototype oscillates to maintain
balance, making control more challenging.Fig.[TT|c) shows the
prototype using omnidirectional movement to pass through
a narrow passage. Fig. [[I(d) shows the prototype adjusting
wheel distance during obstacle traversal to adapt to different
channels.

VII. CONCLUSION

In this study, we developed a novel Omni Differential Drive
(ODD) wheeled mobility inspired by human movements and
designed a prototype based on collinear Mecanum wheels
to implement and verify the ODD. The ODD enables si-
multaneous reconfiguration and omnidirectional mobility for
wheeled robots, meeting requirements for passability, agility,
and stability in human living environments. Moreover, The
kinematics of the ODD were modeled and used to establish the
prototype’s kinematic model. A Parallel Cascade PID control
system was designed for the prototype, and the models of both
the ODD and prototype were experimentally validated.

Future work will apply the ODD to more chassis configu-
rations, given its unique characteristics. For instance, adding
castors can transform it into a reconfigurable, omnidirectional
multi-wheeled vehicle without requiring dynamic balancing. It
can also be applied to wheel-legged robots, where omnidirec-
tional movement and adjustable wheel spacing work with leg
joints to perform more complex actions. Additional, we will
design lighter, more compact active omnidirectional wheels
driven by the ODD model. Path planning for mobile robots us-
ing the ODD model will be another focus of future research. A
more detailed dynamic analysis of the reconfigurable collinear
Mecanum wheels will be conducted to identify the sources of
errors. Based on this analysis, more advanced dynamic control
strategies will be developed to address these issues.

[1]

[2]

[3]
[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

(1]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

(17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

REFERENCES

R. Raj and A. Kos, “A Comprehensive Study of Mobile Robot: History,
Developments, Applications, and Future Research Perspectives,” Applied
Sciences, vol. 12, no. 14, p. 6951, Jan. 2022.

F. Rubio, F. Valero, and C. Llopis-Albert, “A review of mobile robots:
Concepts, methods, theoretical framework, and applications,” Interna-
tional Journal of Advanced Robotic Systems, Apr. 2019.

S. Tripathy and S. Gaur, “Rough terrain quadruped robot- BigDog,”
Materials Today: Proceedings, vol. 81, pp. 481-485, Jan. 2023.

M. Vukobratovi¢ and B. Borovac, “Zero-moment point — thirty five
years of its life,” International Journal of Humanoid Robotics, vol. 01,
no. 01, pp. 157-173, Mar. 2004.

S.-H. Yun, J. Park, J. Seo, and Y.-J. Kim, “Development of an Agile
Omnidirectional Mobile Robot With GRF Compensated Wheel-leg
Mechanisms for Human Environments,” IEEE Robotics and Automation
Letters, vol. 6, no. 4, pp. 8301-8308, Oct. 2021.

H. Li, Y. Bu, Y. Bu, S. Mao, Y. Guan, and H. Zhu, “Design and Control
of a Transformable Multi-Mode Mobile Robot,” IEEE Robotics and
Automation Letters, vol. 9, no. 2, pp. 1302-1309, Feb. 2024.

F. Hou, J. Yuan, K. Li, and Z. Wang, “Design and analysis of a multi-
configuration wheel-leg hybrid drive robot machine,” International Jour-
nal of Advanced Robotic Systems, vol. 20, no. 2, p. 17298806231163828,
2023.

M. Fuchs, C. Borst, P. Robuffo Giordano, A. Baumann, E. Kraemer,
J. Langwald, R. Gruber, N. Seitz, G. Plank, K. Kunze, R. Burger,
F. Schmidt, T. Wimboeck, and G. Hirzinger, “Rollin’ Justin - Design
considerations and realization of a mobile platform for a humanoid
upper body,” in 2009 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and
Automation, May 2009, pp. 4131-4137.

E. Karamipour, S. F. Dehkordi, and M. H. Korayem, “Reconfigurable
Mobile Robot with Adjustable Width and Length: Conceptual Design,
Motion Equations and Simulation,” Journal of Intelligent & Robotic
Systems, vol. 99, no. 3, pp. 797-814, Sep. 2020.

A. A. Hayat, R. Parween, M. R. Elara, K. Parsuraman, and P. S.
Kandasamy, “Panthera: Design of a Reconfigurable Pavement Sweeping
Robot,” in 2019 International Conference on Robotics and Automation
(ICRA), May 2019, pp. 7346-7352.

M. M. Rayguru, S. Roy, L. Yi, M. R. Elara, and S. Baldi, “Introducing
Switched Adaptive Control for Self-Reconfigurable Mobile Cleaning
Robots,” IEEE Transactions on Automation Science and Engineering,
vol. 21, no. 2, pp. 2051-2062, Apr. 2024.

E. Karamipour and S. F. Dehkordi, “Omnidirectional mobile robot
design with height and width adaptation,” in 2019 7th International
Conference on Robotics and Mechatronics (ICRoM), Nov. 2019, pp.
144-149.

J. Pankert, G. Valsecchi, D. Baret, J. Zehnder, L. L. Pietrasik,
M. Bjelonic, and M. Hutter, “Design and Motion Planning for a
Reconfigurable Robotic Base,” IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters,
vol. 7, no. 4, pp. 9012-9019, Oct. 2022.

L. Labazanova, S. Peng, L. Qiu, H.-Y. Lee, T. Nanayakkara, and
D. Navarro-Alarcon, “Self-Reconfigurable Soft-Rigid Mobile Agent
With Variable Stiffness and Adaptive Morphology,” IEEE Robotics and
Automation Letters, vol. 8, no. 3, pp. 1643-1650, Mar. 2023.

T. Lauwers, G. Kantor, and R. Hollis, “A dynamically stable single-
wheeled mobile robot with inverse mouse-ball drive,” in Proceedings
2006 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, 2006.
ICRA 2006., May 2006, pp. 2884-2889.

W.-H. Chen, C.-P. Chen, J.-S. Tsai, J. Yang, and P-C. Lin, “Design
and implementation of a ball-driven omnidirectional spherical robot,”
Mechanism and Machine Theory, vol. 68, pp. 35-48, Oct. 2013.

M. V. Minniti, F. Farshidian, R. Grandia, and M. Hutter, “Whole-Body
MPC for a Dynamically Stable Mobile Manipulator,” IEEE Robotics
and Automation Letters, vol. 4, no. 4, pp. 3687-3694, Oct. 2019.

M. Kumagai and T. Ochiai, “Development of a robot balancing on a
ball,” in 2008 International Conference on Control, Automation and
Systems, Oct. 2008, pp. 433—438.

J. Shen and D. Hong, “OmBURo: A Novel Unicycle Robot with Active
Omnidirectional Wheel,” in 2020 IEEE International Conference on
Robotics and Automation (ICRA), May 2020, pp. 8237-8243.

X. Gao, L. Yan, Z. He, G. Wang, and I.-M. Chen, “Design and Modeling
of a Dual-Ball Self-Balancing Robot,” IEEE Robotics and Automation
Letters, vol. 7, no. 4, pp. 12491-12498, Oct. 2022.

S. Reynolds-Haertle and M. Stilman, “Design and development of a
dynamically-balancing holonomic robot,” Georgia Institute of Technol-
ogy, Tech. Rep. GT-GOLEM-2011-003, 2011.



[22]

[23]

[24]

S. Miyakoshi, “Omnidirectional two-parallel-wheel-type inverted pen-
dulum mobile platform using mecanum wheels,” in 2017 IEEE Inter-
national Conference on Advanced Intelligent Mechatronics (AIM), Jul.
2017, pp. 1291-1297.

M. T. Watson, D. T. Gladwin, and T. J. Prescott, “Collinear Mecanum
Drive: Modeling, Analysis, Partial Feedback Linearization, and Nonlin-
ear Control,” IEEE Transactions on Robotics, vol. 37, no. 2, pp. 642—
658, Apr. 2021.

K. Zimmermann, I. Zeidis, and M. Abdelrahman, “Dynamics of Me-
chanical Systems with Mecanum Wheels,” in Applied Non-Linear Dy-
namical Systems, 2014, pp. 269-279.



	Introduction
	Concept
	Inspired by Human Movements
	Robotics Applications

	Omni Differential Drive
	Kinematics Model
	Dynamics Model

	Prototype Design
	Active Omnidirectional Wheel
	Suspension System
	Linear Slides
	Self-Centering Platform
	Sensors
	Other Components


	Modeling and Control
	Kinematics Model
	Control Architecture
	Balancing Control
	Steering Control
	Distance Control
	Motor Control


	Experiments
	Verification of Omnidirectional Mobility
	Verification of Reconfigurability in Motion
	Demonstration of the Passability

	Conclusion
	References

