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Fig S 1: Average ERSP output for the Cz channel. This Figure shows in rows the groups - healthy-controls (HC), and Stroke Patients (ST) Left Stroke side and Right Stroke
side, and in columns the gait-evaluation modalities OG and Ekso. Each plot has in y-axis frequency between 0-50Hz, and in x-axis all the gait-phases of the gait-cycle. Red spots
represent synchronization and darker blue spots represent desynchronization. The level of sync-desync is defined in the colorbar between [-0.5,0.5] dB and plotted based on the jet
colormap as Knaepen et al. [1] suggested.
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Fig S 2: Average ERSP output for the C4 channel. This Figure shows in rows the groups - healthy-controls (HC), and Stroke Patients (ST) Left Stroke side and Right Stroke
side, and in columns the gait-evaluation modalities OG and Ekso. Each plot has in y-axis frequency between 0-50Hz, and in x-axis all the gait-phases of the gait-cycle. Red spots
represent synchronization and darker blue spots represent desynchronization. The level of sync-desync is defined in the colorbar between [-0.5,0.5] dB and plotted based on the jet
colormap as Knaepen et al. [1] suggested.
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Fig S 3: Average ERSP output for the C3 channel. This Figure shows in rows the groups - healthy-controls (HC), and Stroke Patients (ST) Left Stroke side and Right Stroke
side, and in columns the gait-evaluation modalities OG and Ekso. Each plot has in y-axis frequency between 0-50Hz, and in x-axis all the gait-phases of the gait-cycle. Red spots
represent synchronization and darker blue spots represent desynchronization. The level of sync-desync is defined in the colorbar between [-0.5,0.5] dB and plotted based on the jet
colormap as Knaepen et al. [1] suggested.
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Fig S 4: Average ERSP output for the Pz channel. This Figure shows in rows the groups - healthy-controls (HC), and Stroke Patients (ST) Left Stroke side and Right Stroke
side, and in columns the gait-evaluation modalities OG and Ekso. Each plot has in y-axis frequency between 0-50Hz, and in x-axis all the gait-phases of the gait-cycle. Red spots
represent synchronization and darker blue spots represent desynchronization. The level of sync-desync is defined in the colorbar between [-0.5,0.5] dB and plotted based on the jet
colormap as Knaepen et al. [1] suggested.
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(a) Overground-Gait (OG) CMC measures - movement of the right-limb - TA left

  

(b) Ekso CMC measures - movement of the right-limb - TA left

Fig S 5: TA left - Average CMC measures for Right Stroke Side, reporting the CMC output for healthy-controls (HC), and Stroke patients (ST) for Affected and Unaffected limb.
This output is only associated withthe movement of left lower-limb. All the CMC values are plotted between [0.12,0.15] using the jet colormap and respecting the 95% of confidence
interval described in we followed the methdology in [2], [3]. Figures S5a and S5b show the CMC outputs for the OG and Ekso modalities. In left plots we reported the CMC
setting y-axis as frequency in Hz and x-axis as the gait-phases associated with the movement of the left limb.
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OG - RF

(a) Overground-Gait (OG) CMC measures - movement of the right-limb - RF right

  

EKSO - RF

(b) Ekso CMC measures - movement of the right-limb - RF right

Fig S 6: RF right - Average CMC measures for Left Stroke Side, reporting the CMC output for healthy-controls (HC), and Stroke patients (ST) for Affected and Unaffected limb.
This output is only associated with the movement of right lower-limb. All the CMC values are plotted between [0.12,0.15] using the jet colormap and respecting the 95% of
confidence interval described in we followed the methdology in [2], [3]. Figures S6a and S6b show the CMC outputs for the OG and Ekso modalities. In left plots we reported the
CMC setting y-axis as frequency in Hz and x-axis as the gait-phases associated with the movement of the right limb.
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OG - RF

(a) Overground-Gait (OG) CMC measures - movement of the left-limb - RF left

  

EKSO - RF

(b) Ekso CMC measures - movement of the left-limb - RF left

Fig S 7: RF left - Average CMC measures for Right Stroke Side, reporting the CMC output for healthy-controls (HC), and Stroke patients (ST) for Affected and Unaffected limb.
This output is only associated with the movement of left lower-limb. All the CMC values are plotted between [0.12,0.15] using the jet colormap and respecting the 95% of confidence
interval described in we followed the methdology in [2], [3]. Figures S7a and S7b show the CMC outputs for the OG and Ekso modalities. In left plots we reported the CMC
setting y-axis as frequency in Hz and x-axis as the gait-phases associated with the movement of the left limb.
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OG - SO

(a) Overground-Gait (OG) CMC measures - movement of the right-limb - SO right

  

EKSO- SO

(b) Ekso CMC measures - movement of the right-limb - SO right

Fig S 8: SO right - Average CMC measures for Left Stroke Side, reporting the CMC output for healthy-controls (HC), and Stroke patients (ST) for Affected and Unaffected
limb. This output is only associated with the movement of right lower-limb. All the CMC values are plotted between [0.12,0.15] using the jet colormap and respecting the 95% of
confidence interval described in we followed the methdology in [2], [3]. Figures S8a and S8b show the CMC outputs for the OG and Ekso modalities. In left plots we reported the
CMC setting y-axis as frequency in Hz and x-axis as the gait-phases associated with the movement of the right limb.



9

  

OG - SO

(a) Overground-Gait (OG) CMC measures - movement of the left-limb - SO left

  

EKSO- SO

(b) Ekso CMC measures - movement of the left-limb - SO left

Fig S 9: SO left - Average CMC measures for Right Stroke Side, reporting the CMC output for healthy-controls (HC), and Stroke patients (ST) for Affected and Unaffected
limb. This output is only associated with the movement of left lower-limb. All the CMC values are plotted between [0.12,0.15] using the jet colormap and respecting the 95% of
confidence interval described in we followed the methdology in [2], [3]. Figures S9a and S9b show the CMC outputs for the OG and Ekso modalities. In left plots we reported the
CMC setting y-axis as frequency in Hz and x-axis as the gait-phases associated with the movement of the left limb.
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Fig S 10: Total-Harmonic Distortion (THD) analysis reporting the values in y-axis as the THD trial-values in dBc and in the x-axis we described the measures of the THD after
filtering (1) without using Artifact Subspace Reconstruction (ASR) and ADJUST, and (2) using the Blind-Source Separation (BSS) method ASR and ADJUST for artifact-removal.
THD difference between modalities is significant - F(1,445)=13.35, p=0.0278. The points in grey show the outlier values on each modality. For calculating the THD values in dBs
we used the method described in [4].
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