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Abstract: The purpose of this paper was assessing the reliability of the electronic walkway via the walking kinemat-
ics parameters. Thirty seven male volunteers between the ages of 21 and 32 years were recruited for this study. All
participants in this study were able-bodied individuals. The step length, cadence, and velocity were obtained while
walking speed at the self-selected slow, normal, and fast. The results showed that the reliability of the temporospa-
tial gait parameters in the electronic walkway was excellent. It also showed the number of walking trials needed to
achieve the reliability coefficient at 0. 75 and 0.9 respectively. To achieve the reliability coefficient at 0.9, at least
3 measurement trials should be made while the gait research used the electronic walkway.
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