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Abstract. Turning ability is a factor that determines success in hunting prey and escaping from 
predators. However, little is understood about the biomechanics of turning at high speeds. We investi-
gated gait characteristics of the cheetah and greyhound while running in a straight line and on curves. 
Four cheetahs and four greyhounds were filmed running around a 400-m track consisting of two 80-m 
straights and two bends with a radius of 38 m in a counterclockwise direction. The animals were 
motivated to run using a lure with speeds of 15–18 m s−1. We found that the footfall order was fixed 
during curve running, although it was variable while running straight. Both the cheetahs and grey-
hounds used the rotatory gallop with the footfall order of right fore, left fore, left hind, and right hind 
during curve running. The duty factor increased on curves compared with straight running for three out 
of the four limbs in the greyhounds, but only for the inside hindlimb in the cheetahs. Interlimb coordi-
nation varied across running conditions in the cheetahs, but was unchanged in the greyhounds. The 
results suggest that animals do not use exactly the same strategies to deal with curve running.
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Success in hunting prey and escaping from predators, 
which greatly affects fitness, depends on many factors. 
One factor is maximum speed. The faster animals run, the 
greater the possibility of successful hunting and escape 
is. Another factor is the ability to make a turn at high 
speeds. Prey species of cursorial carnivores often attempt 
to escape by abruptly changing directions just before they 
are caught up with by the predator (Alexander 2003). An 
experimental study using a tablet-based game that simu-
lated predator-prey chases found that both speed and 
 turning ability affected escape success (Clemente and 
Wilson 2016). Most studies on legged locomotion have 
focused on walking and running in a straight line at a 
steady speed. As turning ability is important for surviv-
al success, knowledge of the biomechanics of turning at 
high speeds helps us to further our understanding of 
form-function relationships in animals. To this end, we 
investigated gait characteristics of the cheetah (Acinonyx 
jubatus) and greyhound (Canis lupus familiaris) while 

running in a straight line and on curves.
Interspecific comparisons present an opportunity to 

clarify whether strategies to deal with curve running 
 differ between the cheetah and greyhound, both of 
which are characterized by superior sprinting ability. 
The cheetah is well known as the fastest land animal in 
the world and has morphological adaptations for high-
speed locomotion (Russell and Bryant 2001; Hudson et 
al. 2011a, 2011b; Goto et al. 2013; West et al. 2013). In 
experimental conditions where food reward was used 
to encourage a cheetah to run in a straight line, the top 
speed was 29 m s−1 (Sharp 1997). During hunting in the 
wild, the top speed of 25.9 m s−1 was recorded (Wilson 
et al. 2013a). However, cheetah hunts are composed not 
only of maximum speed chases, but also of decelerating 
and turning with appropriate timing (Wilson et al. 
2013b). The greyhound is one of the fastest dog breeds, 
and its hindlimbs are adapted for sprinting (Williams et 
al. 2008a, 2008b). The published running speed during 
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a race was 16.45 m s−1 (Zebas et al. 1991). Straight run-
ning by the cheetah and greyhound has been examined 
in detail by Hudson et al. (2012) using high-speed video 
and force plate analysis.

At high speeds, the cheetah and greyhound use a form 
of gallop referred to as the rotatory gallop (Hildebrand 
1959, 1977; Biancardi and Minetti 2012). In the rotatory 
gallop, landing and take-off are from ipsilateral limbs of 
each left-right pair. Specifically, the limbs make contact 
with the ground in the order of left fore, right fore, right 
hind, and left hind (clockwise) or right fore, left fore, left 
hind, and right hind (counterclockwise). The limb of a 
left-right pair that is the first to contact the ground is 
referred to as the non-lead limb or trailing limb. 
The contralateral limb is referred to as the lead limb. 
When animals gallop, they allocate biomechanical tasks 
unevenly among the limbs. In the rotatory gallop in 
the cheetah and greyhound at the speed of 18 m s−1, the 
hindlimbs support a greater proportion of body weight 
than the forelimbs, with the non-lead and lead limbs con-
tributing unequally to this task (Hudson et al. 2012).

The biomechanical demands of curve running differ 
from those of straight running. Animals running on curves 
must produce centripetal forces to change velocity head-
ing in the new direction (Daley 2016). Several insights 
into the mechanics of curve running have been derived 
from experiments on humans. The maximum running 
speed on curves of differing radii (1–37.72 m) is slower 
compared with straight running (Chang and Kram 2007; 
Churchill et al. 2016; Taboga et al. 2016). In addition, 
the limb on the inside of the curve has a longer contact 
time and generates lower peak resultant ground reaction 
forces (GRFs) compared with the outside limb and the 
limbs during straight running (Chang and Kram 2007; 
Churchill et al. 2016). The factor that limits maximum 
curve-running  speed is still controversial (Usherwood 
and  Wilson 2006; Chang and Kram 2007; Churchill et al. 
2016). However, lower peak resultant forces exerted by 
the inside limb indicate that the additional requirement to 
produce centripetal forces is not the sole limiting factor. 
Two studies have compared curve and straight running in 
the greyhound. Usherwood and Wilson (2005) reported 
that greyhounds did not slow down on curves compared 
with straight running. In contrast, Hayati et al. (2017) 
found that stride length was shorter during curve running 
with similar stride frequency between the two running 
conditions. As speed is the product of stride length and 
stride frequency, their results indicated slower speeds on 
curves. Further studies are needed to account for this 

 discrepancy.
In this study, we determined footfall patterns during 

straight and curve running in the cheetah and the grey-
hound. We then determined the duty factor, or relative 
limb contact time, for each limb. The duty factor is an 
important variable in studies of legged locomotion. This 
variable serves as a measure of the relative time allotted 
for reaccelerating and redirecting the center of mass of 
the body (Biknevicius and Reilly 2006). It was also 
used to predict the peak vertical GRF during equine 
 locomotion (Witte et al. 2004). Finally, we evaluated 
interlimb coordination using the framework proposed 
by Abourachid (2003), which is explained in the follow-
ing section, to discuss how much capacity animals have 
to change interlimb coordination to meet the changing 
demands of running.

Materials and methods

Four adult male cheetahs and four adult male grey-
hounds were the subjects in this study. These animals 
were housed at a zoo (Shanghai Wild Animal Park, 
China). The cheetahs were raised from infancy at the zoo. 
All experimental protocols were approved by the Institu-
tional Animal Care and Use Committee at Yamaguchi 
University.

Experiments were conducted at the zoo. The cheetahs 
and greyhounds were encouraged to run around a 400-m 
track using a lure that travels ahead of them on the inside 
rail (Fig. 1A and B). The track was oval-shaped and com-
posed of two 80-m straights that never cross connected by 
two bends with a radius of 38 m. The animals started from 
one corner between the bend and the straight, and ran the 
straight first and then the bend. The animals ran the track 
in a counterclockwise direction. The speed of the lure 
was controllable and set to 15–18 m s−1. According to the 
study by Hudson et al. (2012), the cheetah and greyhound 
use a gallop at these high speeds. Video recordings were 
made using eight high-speed cameras: two MEMRECAM 
HX-7 cameras (nac Image Technology, Tokyo, Japan) 
and six EX-F1 cameras (CASIO, Tokyo, Japan). The 
 cameras filmed the animals from a lateral or diagonal 
view with a frame-rate of 1000 or 1200 frames s−1.

We analyzed gait characteristics in 47 straight-running 
strides and 37 curve-running strides of the cheetahs, and 
in 19 straight-running strides and 22 curve-running strides 
of the greyhounds. The stride period was defined as the 
time elapsed between two consecutive touchdowns of the 
non-lead forelimb. The time of touchdown and liftoff of 
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each limb during a stride were determined. The duty fac-
tor was calculated as the stance period relative to the 
stride period. In addition, the fore lag and hind lag were 
measured (Fig. 1C). These temporal parameters were 
 proposed by Abourachid to quantify interlimb coordina-
tion and identify quadrupedal gaits (Abourachid 2003; 
Abourachid et al. 2007). The fore lag was defined as the 

time between the touchdowns of the non-lead and lead 
forelimbs, and the hind lag was defined as the time be tween 
the touchdowns of the non-lead and lead hindlimbs.

All statistical tests were performed using OriginPro 
2017 (LightStone, Tokyo, Japan). We could not identify 
the animals recorded in video clips individually because 
they were similar in appearance. Thus, the Student’s 
unpaired t test was used to evaluate differences between 
straight and curve running for each limb within a species. 
The level of significance was set at a = 0.05. Data are 
 presented as the mean ± SD.

Results

In all strides analyzed, the cheetahs and the greyhounds 
used the rotatory gallop (Figs. 2A and 3), and the order 
of footfalls was variable during straight running and was 
constant during curve running. During straight running 
in the cheetahs, the footfall order of the rotatory gallop 
was clockwise in 21 strides and counterclockwise in 26 
strides. During curve running in a counterclockwise 
direction, the footfall order was always counterclockwise 
(Fig. 2B). In this order, the non-lead forelimb was the 
right forelimb, and the non-lead hindlimb was the left 
hindlimb. During the curve-running task used in this 
study, the right limbs were on the outside and the left 
limbs were on the inside of the curve. Similarly, during 
curve running in the greyhounds, the footfall order of the 
rotatory gallop was invariably counterclockwise.

The effects of curves on the duty factor of an individual 
limb differed between the two species (Table 1). In the 
cheetahs, the duty factor of the non-lead and lead fore-
limbs, and the lead hindlimb did not significantly change 
during curve running compared with straight running. 
However, the duty factor of the non-lead hindlimb was 
significantly greater during curve running. In the grey-
hounds, the duty factor of the non-lead hindlimb did not 
significantly differ between the two running conditions. 
The duty factor of both forelimbs was significantly greater 
during curve running. The duty factor of the lead hindlimb 
was greater during curve running, although the difference 
was not significant (P = 0.055).

The effects of curves on interlimb coordination also 
varied between the cheetah and greyhound (Table 2). 
In the cheetahs, the fore lag did not significantly differ 
between straight and curve running. However, the hind 
lag was significantly longer during curve running. In the 
greyhounds, the fore and hind lags did not significantly 
differ between the two running conditions.

Fig. 1. A: A diagram of the track at Shanghai Wild Animal Park and 
the placement of eight high-speed cameras. The length of the track was 
400 m. The two straight parts were each 80 m long, and the radius of 
the semicircular parts was 38 m. B: Photograph of a cheetah running on 
a curve. C: An exemplary gait diagram of the rotatory gallop. The stride 
period was defined as the time elapsed between two consecutive touch-
downs of the non-lead forelimb and normalized to 100%. Horizontal 
grey bars represent the stance period. The fore lag was defined as the 
time between the touchdowns of the non-lead and lead forelimbs, and 
the hind lag was defined as the time between the touchdowns of the 
non-lead and lead hindlimbs. FL, forelimb; HL, hindlimb.
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Discussion

We report three major findings. Firstly, the footfall 
order was fixed during curve running, although it was 
variable while running straight. Both the cheetah and 
greyhound used a rotatory gallop with a counterclockwise 
footfall pattern in all curve-running strides analyzed, 

while running the track counterclockwise. Secondly, the 
duty factor increased on curves compared with straight 
running only for the non-lead hindlimb in the cheetah, but 
for three out of the four limbs in the greyhound (Table 1). 
As the animals ran the track in a counterclockwise direc-
tion, the non-lead hindlimb was the left limb on the inside 
of the curve. Lastly, the coordination between the non-

Fig. 2. A: The key points of the rotatory gallop in the cheetah and greyhound. B: The footfall pattern while running on curves in a counterclock-
wise direction. FL, forelimb; HL, hindlimb.

Fig. 3. Gait diagrams of straight and curve running in the cheetah (A) and greyhound (B). The stride period was normalized to 100%. Horizontal 
grey bars represent the mean ± SD stance period for each limb. FL, forelimb; HL, hindlimb.
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lead and lead hindlimbs changed with different running 
conditions in the cheetah, whereas interlimb coordination 
did not change significantly in the greyhound (Table 2). 
Furthermore, it is important to note two limitations of this 
study. Firstly, our study did not measure the running 
speed of the animals for each stride. This limitation does 
not allow us to discuss interspecific differences in curve-
running performance as defined by maximum curve-
running  speed relative to maximum straight-running 
speed. Secondly, we could not identify the animals 
recorded in video clips individually. As a result, we 
pooled data from different individuals of the same spe-
cies, used the Student’s unpaired t test to evaluate differ-

ences between running conditions, and do not discuss 
the inter-individual variation in the duty factor and inter-
limb coordinatio.

This study demonstrates that both the cheetah and grey-
hound fix the rotatory gallop footfall order during curve 
running using a counterclockwise sequence of footfalls, 
in the order of right fore, left fore, left hind, right hind, 
when running the track in a counterclockwise direction. 
This finding is in agreement with Hildebrand’s (1977) 
findings, which showed that the inside forelimb was used 
as the lead limb when turning. A preference for one foot-
fall order during curve running is also observed in horses, 
which use a transverse gallop rather than the rotatory gal-
lop. Horses show a preference for the inside limb as the 
lead limb despite the direction of the curve (Hildebrand 
1980; Williams and Norris 2007; Barrey 2013). Thus, the 
use of the inside forelimb as the lead forelimb is common 
in both rotatory and transverse galloping. It is believed 
that horses maintain balance more easily on the inside 
lead than the outside lead (Hildebrand 1980; Barrey 
2013). Similar factors may affect the choice of footfall 
order in the cheetah and greyhound. It is of interest to 
investigate whether the cheetah and greyhound use the 
clockwise footfall sequence on curves when  running a 
track in a clockwise direction. However, to the best of 
our knowledge, no one has provided a mechanical expla-
nation for why the inside lead of the forelimb improves 
balance on curves. In both forms of gallop, the lead fore-
limb is the last limb to leave the ground before the 
crossed flight phase when animals cannot generate GRF 
(Fig. 2A; Bertram and Gutmann 2009; Biancardi and 

Table 1. The duty factor for each limb, expressed as a percentage of the stride period

Animal Running condition No. of strides 
analyzed

Limb

Non-lead fore Lead fore Non-lead hind Lead hind

Cheetah Straight a 47 18.8 ± 2.0 20.2 ± 2.1 22.2 ± 2.4 21.0 ± 2.1

Curve a 37 19.1 ± 1.5 20.7 ± 1.4 23.5 ± 1.9 21.1 ± 1.7

Percentage-point difference 
(curve minus straight)

0.3 0.5 1.3 0.1

P value b 0.432 0.151 0.014 0.848

Greyhound Straight a 19 19.0 ± 1.7 19.9 ± 2.0 20.4 ± 4.0 19.5 ± 2.0

Curve a 22 20.9 ± 2.3 22.4 ± 2.1 21.7 ± 3.4 20.9 ± 2.5

Percentage-point difference 
(curve minus straight)

1.9 2.5 1.3 1.4

P value b 0.004 < 0.001 0.274 0.055
a Values are means ± SD.
b Differences between straight and curve running were evaluated using the Student’s unpaired t test. Bold P-values indicate significance.

Table 2. Temporal parameters that quantify interlimb coordination, 
expressed as a percentage of the stride period

Animal Running condition Fore lag Hind lag

Cheetah Straight a 13.3 ± 1.7 12.8 ± 1.7

Curve a 13.0 ± 1.4 14.8 ± 2.0

Percentage-point difference 
(curve minus straight)

−0.3 2.0

P value b 0.433 < 0.001

Greyhound Straight a 15.2 ± 1.6 12.6 ± 1.8

Curve a 15.3 ± 1.6 13.1 ± 1.7

Percentage-point difference 
(curve minus straight)

0.1 0.5

P value b 0.876 0.361
a Values are means ± SD.
b Differences between straight and curve running were evaluated using 
the Student’s unpaired t test. Bold P-values indicate significance.
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Minetti 2012). Therefore, the inside lead of the forelimb 
may be related to fine adjustments of speed and direction 
during the crossed flight phase.

Two studies reported the duty factor during high-speed 
running in the cheetah and/or greyhound. Hudson et al. 
(2012) presented a graph showing the duty factor for the 
non-lead forelimb during straight running in the cheetah 
and the greyhound. Within the range of speeds covered 
in this study (15–18 m s−1), the results of Hudson et al. 
(2012) and our results show similar values. This concor-
dance supports the validity of our measurements. On the 
other hand, the duty factor in the greyhound reported by 
Usherwood and Wilson (2005) is generally smaller than 
that in our study despite the similar speeds. Some differ-
ences in methodology exist across studies. The camera 
frame rate was 250 frames s−1 in the study by Usherwood 
and Wilson (2005). We used high-speed cameras that en-
abled a finer time resolution, at 1000 or 1200 frames s−1. 
The radius of the track used by Usherwood and  Wilson 
(2005) was 22.4 m, but was 38 m in this study.

The percentage-point differences (up to 2.5 percentage 
points) in the duty factor and hind lag between running 
conditions may seem trivial (Tables 1 and 2). However, 
only a short time is available during high-speed locomo-
tion to change speed and direction. For greyhounds run-
ning straight at speeds of 15.19–16.33 m s−1, the stride 
period is 283.7–292.4 ms, and the contact time of indi-
vidual limbs in a stride is 40.2–50.8 ms (Usherwood and 
Wilson 2005). Stuart et al. (1973) showed that a large 
change in the galloping speed (from 4.63 to 5.82 m s−1) 
of a cat on a treadmill was related to a relatively small 
change in absolute and relative limb contact time. There-
fore, the observed differences between running conditions 
in this study are worth considering.

The interspecific differences in the effects of curves on 
the duty factor and interlimb coordination suggest that the 
cheetah and greyhound use different strategies to deal 
with curve running. Animals running on curves continu-
ously change velocity heading in the intended direction of 
travel. The results from previous experiments on humans 
suggested functional differences in the role of the limbs 
during curve running. Churchill et al. (2016) demon-
strated that the inside limb, which had a longer contact 
time, generated greater peak inward GRF and net inward 
impulse than the outside limb during human curve-
running . They argued that the inside limb was used pri-
marily for generating centripetal forces, and the outside 
limb was used primarily for propulsion and weight sup-
port. Our study showed that the cheetah increased the 

duty factor only for the inside, non-lead hindlimb during 
curve running (Table 1). Although we did not perform 
GRF measurements to assess functional differences in 
the role of the limbs, we consider the inside, non-lead 
hindlimb of the cheetah to play a greater role in producing 
centripetal forces, and thus changing velocity heading. 
The other three limbs may play a role mainly in maintain-
ing speed. The greyhound increased the duty factor for 
the non-lead and lead forelimbs and the lead hindlimb, 
suggesting that more limbs place more emphasis on 
changing direction rather than maintaining speed com-
pared with cheetahs. The significant change in the hind 
lag between running conditions suggests that the cheetah 
has a greater ability to move each hindlimb individually 
than the greyhound. In contrast, the fore lag did not 
change in either species, suggesting a similar ability to 
move each forelimb individually.

The strategies used to deal with curve running by the 
cheetah may be advantageous for two reasons. Firstly, 
increasing the hindlimb duty factor may be more efficient 
than increasing forelimb duty factor because the hind-
limbs support a greater proportion of body weight than 
the forelimbs during high-speed running (Hudson et al. 
2012). Supporting more body weight on the hindlimbs 
enhances grip and reduces the risk of slipping (Hudson et 
al. 2012). Secondly, the inside limbs may be more tilted 
than the outside limbs during curve running, and thereby 
efficient at producing centripetal forces. During curve 
running, animals lean their body towards the center of 
the curve (Usherwood and Wilson 2005; Brocklehurst et 
al. 2014). As a result, the proximal joint, shoulder or hip 
of the inside limb is located lower than that of the outside 
limb. This asymmetry in the limb position may cause the 
diff erences in the coronal plane angle between the limb 
and the ground during stance, and thus in the effective-
ness of producing centripetal and propulsive forces. The 
cheetah’s ability to move each hindlimb individually may 
contribute to differing use of the inside and outside 
hindlimbs. Future studies are required to perform kinetic 
and kinematic measurements that clarify the functional 
roles of each limb.

In summary, our results suggest that animals do not use 
exactly the same strategies to deal with curve running, 
although the effects of inter-individual variability on 
results need to be assessed in the future. The cheetah may 
assign the roles of changing velocity and heading in the 
intended direction of travel to the inside, non-lead 
hindlimb to a greater degree than to other limbs, while the 
greyhound may assign these roles to multiple limbs. We 
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expect future studies to clarify whether strategies to deal 
with curve running are associated with curve-running 
performance. This study extends our knowledge of non-
steady locomotor behavior (Biewener and Daley 2007; 
Daley 2016). Although most studies have restricted mea-
surements of locomotion on a level surface in a straight 
line at a steady speed, animals exhibit more complex 
behavior in their natural environment. Turning capacity 
and the ability to accelerate and decelerate rapidly are as 
important as maximum straight-running speed for hunt-
ing success in the cheetah (Wilson et al. 2013a, 2013b). 
Advances in inertial measurement and data-logging tech-
nology have enabled the collection of detailed locomo-
tion data on free-ranging animals. Experimental studies 
based on such free-ranging locomotion data will give us a 
better understanding of different ecologically important 
aspects of locomotor performance in animals.

Acknowledgments: We thank the staff at Shanghai Wild 
Animal Park for their support and help during data 
 collection. We appreciate the anonymous reviewers for 
their helpful comments on this manuscript. This work 
was funded by Honda R&D Co., Ltd.

References
Abourachid, A. 2003. A new way of analysing symmetrical and 

 asymmetrical gaits in quadrupeds. Comptes Rendus Biologies 
326: 625–630.

Abourachid, A., Herbin, M., Hackert, R., Maes, L. and Martin, V. 2007. 
Experimental study of coordination patterns during unsteady 
locomotion in mammals. Journal of Experimental Biology 210: 
366–372.

Alexander, M. R. 2003. Principles of Animal Locomotion. Princeton 
University Press, Princeton, 371 pp.

Barrey, E. 2013. Biomechanics of locomotion in the athletic horse. 
In (Hinchcliff, K. W., Kaneps, A. J. and Geor, R. J., eds.) Equine 
Sports Medicine and Surgery: Basic and Clinical Sciences of the 
Equine Athlete, Second edition, pp. 189–211. Saunders Elsevier, 
Edinburgh.

Bertram, J. E. and Gutmann, A. 2009. Motions of the running horse and 
cheetah revisited: fundamental mechanics of the transverse and 
rotary gallop. Journal of the Royal Society Interface 6: 549–559.

Biancardi, C. M. and Minetti, A. E. 2012. Biomechanical determinants 
of transverse and rotary gallop in cursorial mammals. Journal of 
Experimental Biology 215: 4144–4156.

Biewener, A. A. and Daley, M. A. 2007. Unsteady locomotion: inte-
grating muscle function with whole body dynamics and neuro-
muscular control. Journal of Experimental Biology 210: 2949–
2960.

Biknevicius, A. R. and Reilly, S. M. 2006. Correlation of symmetrical 
gaits and whole body mechanics: debunking myths in locomotor 
biodynamics. Journal of Experimental Zoology Part A: Compara-
tive Experimental Biology 305: 923–934.

Brocklehurst, C., Weller, R. and Pfau, T. 2014. Effect of turn direction 
on body lean angle in the horse in trot and canter. The Veterinary 

Journal 199: 258–262.
Chang, Y. H. and Kram, R. 2007. Limitations to maximum running 

speed on flat curves. Journal of Experimental Biology 210: 971–
982.

Churchill, S. M., Trewartha, G., Bezodis, I. N. and Salo, A. I. 2016. 
Force production during maximal effort bend sprinting: theory vs 
reality. Scandinavian Journal of Medicine & Science in Sports 26: 
1171–1179.

Clemente, C. J. and Wilson, R. S. 2016. Speed and maneuverability 
jointly determine escape success: exploring the functional bases of 
escape performance using simulated games. Behavioral Ecology 
27: 45–54.

Daley, M. A. 2016. Non-steady locomotion. In (Bertram, J. E. A., ed.) 
Understanding Mammalian Locomotion: Concepts and Applica-
tions, pp. 277–306. Wiley-Blackwell, Hoboken.

Goto, M., Kawai, M., Nakata, M., Itamoto, K., Miyake, H., Ikebe, Y., 
Tajima, T. and Wada, N. 2013. Distribution of muscle fibers in 
skeletal muscles of the cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus). Mammalian 
Biology 78: 127–133.

Hayati, H., Eager, D., Jusufi, A. and Brown, T. 2017. A study of rapid 
tetrapod running and turning dynamics utilizing inertial mea-
surement units in greyhound sprinting. Proceedings of the ASME 
2017 International Design Engineering Technical Conferences 
and Computers and Information in Engineering Conference, 
August 6–9, Cleveland, Ohio, USA. DOI: 10.1115/DETC2017-
67691.

Hildebrand, M. 1959. Motions of the running cheetah and horse. 
 Journal of Mammalogy 40: 481–495.

Hildebrand, M. 1977. Analysis of asymmetrical gaits. Journal of 
 Mammalogy 58: 131–156.

Hildebrand, M. 1980. The adaptive significance of tetrapod gait selec-
tion. American Zoologist 20: 255–267.

Hudson, P. E., Corr, S. A. and Wilson, A. M. 2012. High speed gallop-
ing in the cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus) and the racing greyhound 
(Canis familiaris): spatio-temporal and kinetic characteristics. 
Journal of Experimental Biology 215: 2425–2434.

Hudson, P. E., Corr, S. A., Payne-Davis, R. C., Clancy, S. N., Lane, E. 
and Wilson, A. M. 2011a. Functional anatomy of the cheetah 
( Acinonyx jubatus) hindlimb. Journal of Anatomy 218: 363–374.

Hudson, P. E., Corr, S. A., Payne-Davis, R. C., Clancy, S. N., Lane, E. 
and Wilson, A. M. 2011b. Functional anatomy of the cheetah 
( Acinonyx jubatus) forelimb. Journal of Anatomy 218: 375–385.

Russell, A. P. and Bryant, H. N. 2001. Claw retraction and protraction 
in the Carnivora: the cheetah (Acinonyx jubatus) as an atypical 
felid. Journal of Zoology 254: 67–76.

Sharp, N. C. C. 1997. Timed running speed of a cheetah (Acinonyx 
jubatus). Journal of Zoology 241: 493–494.

Stuart, D. G., Withey, T. P., Wetzel, M. C. and Goslow, G. E., Jr. 1973. 
Time constraints for inter-limb co-ordination in the cat during 
unrestrained locomotion. In (Stein, R. B., Pearson, K. G., Smith, 
R. S. and Redford, J. B., eds.) Control of Posture and Locomotion, 
pp. 537–560. Plenum Press, Kyoto.

Taboga, P., Kram, R. and Grabowski, A. M. 2016. Maximum-speed 
curve-running biomechanics of sprinters with and without uni-
lateral leg amputations. Journal of Experimental Biology 219: 
851–858.

Usherwood, J. R. and Wilson, A. M. 2005. No force limit on greyhound 
sprint speed. Nature 438: 753–754.

Usherwood, J. R. and Wilson, A. M. 2006. Accounting for elite indoor 
200 m sprint results. Biology Letters 2: 47–50.

West, T. G., Toepfer, C. N., Woledge, R. C., Curtin, N. A., Rowlerson, 
A., Kalakoutis, M., Hudson, P. and Wilson, A. M. 2013. Power 
output of skinned skeletal muscle fibres from the cheetah 



206 Mammal Study 43 (2018)

( Acinonyx jubatus). Journal of Experimental Biology 216: 2974–
2982.

Williams, D. E. and Norris, B. J. 2007. Laterality in stride pattern 
 preferences in racehorses. Animal Behaviour 74: 941–950.

Williams, S. B., Wilson, A. M., Daynes, J., Peckham, K. and Payne, R. 
C. 2008a. Functional anatomy and muscle moment arms of the 
thoracic limb of an elite sprinting athlete: the racing greyhound 
(Canis familiaris). Journal of Anatomy 213: 373–382.

Williams, S. B., Wilson, A. M., Rhodes, L., Andrews, J. and Payne, R. 
C. 2008b. Functional anatomy and muscle moment arms of the 
pelvic limb of an elite sprinting athlete: the racing greyhound 
(Canis familiaris). Journal of Anatomy 213: 361–372.

Wilson, A. M., Lowe, J. C., Roskilly, K., Hudson, P. E., Golabek, K. A. 
and McNutt, J. W. 2013a. Locomotion dynamics of hunting in 
wild cheetahs. Nature 498: 185–189.

Wilson, J. W., Mills, M. G. L., Wilson, R. P., Peters, G., Mills, M. E. J., 
Speakman, J. R., Durant, S. M., Bennett, N. C., Marks, N. J. and 

Scantlebury, M. 2013b. Cheetahs, Acinonyx jubatus, balance 
turn capacity with pace when chasing prey. Biology Letters 9: 
20130620.

Witte, T. H., Knill, K. and Wilson, A. M. 2004. Determination of 
peak vertical ground reaction force from duty factor in the horse 
(Equus caballus). Journal of Experimental Biology 207: 3639–
3648.

Zebas, C., Gillette, R., Hailey, R., Joseph, Y. and Schoebel, T. 1991. 
Selected kinematic differences in the running gait of the grey-
hound athlete during the beginning and end of the race. In (Tant, 
C. L., Patterson, P. E. and York, S. L., eds.) Biomechanics in 
Sports IX, pp. 81–84. Iowa State University, Ames.

Received 19 December 2017. Accepted 29 June 2018.
Published online 28 August 2018.
Editor was Masaharu Motokawa.


