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Wearable sensor system for estimating lumbar load’

Yoshio Tsuchiya

Abstract

There are many people who suffered from low back pain, but it is difficult to identify
factors of back pain. As a factor of low back pain, increased intervertebral pressure,
which is the lumbar load. It is understood from the previous research that by bending
the waist forward, the lumbar load increases. Also, we know that the lumbar load will
change depending on the position and posture of each lumbar spine and sacrum, that is
the change in the lumbosacral alignment. However, it is difficult to quantitatively judge
what kind of actions and how much lumbar load is increasing.Low back pain occurs
not only from the workplace but also from the behavior of everyday life, so we need to
expect to investigate factors of low back pain by measuring movement in various spaces
and knowing the burden of the lumbar load. In order to measure the lumbar load of the
human body, it is necessary to put electrodes in the body. However, it is not easy to
enter the body and electrodes. To solve this problem, lumbar load measurement method
considering lumbosacral vertebral alignment and the external load in a non-invasive is
required. In this research, we will develop a wearable sensor system for an estimation of
lumbar load.

Focusing on the change in lumbar load due to lumbosacral alignment change, lum-
bosacral alignment is estimated by using lumbar epidermal shape is performed. In
addition, since the lumbar load increases due to an increase in the external load such as
the hand load, the lumbar load is estimated in consideration of the muscle activity of
the waist. We aim to develop wearable sensor system which can estimate lumbar load
and demonstration experiment.

The three - dimensional geometric model is constructed using detailed three - di-
mensional data of lumbosacral alignment. Detailed three-dimensional data is obtained
by analyzing the relationship between posture and skeleton from 84 X-ray images and
motion capture data measured for lumbar posture during bending, side bending and
twisting. Furthermore, in order to consider individual differences in gender difference
and height and weight, based on the acquired data, parameters of lumbosacral alignment
affected by gender difference and body difference are analyzed and a regression model is
constructed. We experimentally analyze the relationship between the hand load and the
lumbar load from motion measurement data. We focused on the muscle activity of the

tDoctoral Thesis, Division of Systems Science and Informatics, Graduate School of Informa-
tion Science and Technology, Hokkaido University, SSI-DT79155019, March 31, 2018.
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waist and measured the change of muscular hardening due to muscle activity by load
cell to estimate the lumbar load considering the external load. We evaluated the devel-
oped lumbar load estimation method by conducting a comparative experiment with the
musculoskeletal dynamics model which modeled the human musculoskeleton in detail.
As described above, in this study, we have developed a wearable sensor that estimates
the lumbar load in consideration of the lumbosacral alignment and the external load.
A demonstration experiment was carried out using the developed equipment and its

usefulness for work analysis was evaluated.

Keywords: Low back pain, lumbar load, lumbosacral alignment, wearable sensor
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AT B Z e BHISNT WA (18], MHEMRADEIHENNIE, RHEAPDS DT & U THNB
A ORENH D Z EDBH SN TS [16].

INODEEAT, AFEIIEWTIE AT RTEMIKkE IZEZT, BEREZHAKRI LD
WA, KA BB Z MR 2 & Z RN EBEZT LWL, 20k, BRAE{IZ
K BIEAMET 54 A2 S DEALE EHIZH S 72002, XY 2175 BERH 5. FERkC,
AR D % Z TR U IR~ D EHH & fiftht LT <.

1.2 fERMARE

MMEDKEIR A TR U T ARG IZ DO WTHIHT 5. FIE— i, g
NEHHTHY, UL SEHETERKLTWS, SR [19) 12 &2 LB B2 S, Sl
(C1~C7), Mt (T1~T12), MEHE (L1~L5) OAFE 24 EHOHEK L AlE (S1) THERE 1
TW5. HHIE, W OROERLRA— T2V TWnS (K1.2.1 £K).

HHORS FIAET 2MEIZE L E 5 DFHELBAT L —DDEL RN, 5
[FiE B82S S1~S5 LR 5. 7z, RFwXTIES1L,S2 2 X IZHATS. 5 0H 5
MEVXSEAS A SIS A AN B S EIZ R 7z & 142, L1, L2, L3, L4, L5 LRI TH D
AL THELUBI DL S ITIFHT 5. 2, HAROY 1 XIZB U TSR [20] & © —f%H
BRHEDPRDENT WD, HERFITIE, HERIK & FEIEXN 2 AR DS FAE L, MERIE L&D
B ERIFHIMEZ DI ES 27y va vk B&EEHEH-TWS (M12146) . %
7z, MERIZIER I WAA L B2 5N TWB D, HERIRIZEKS 2K BB T 5728, HEM
AT BHROEMETH 2MIE, JErH, FERIZREDVTD Zenitiks.

MERTAR I3 ARAE i & BERZE 2 W 5 2 DM S I T VD, X 1.2.1 OEKIIRT &
SRR I HERIAR D AMA Z BRI B DG L > TV D, T OdICBE AT N 5 TR
Lo TWA, X5IT, MHIRIMTED ORI NTWS -, HEREEIX—kT
W72 <, MERIAR DO BRI IZ R AGMED D 5. RERRICH W TIE, MHERIR 2 BREE T«
UBED 0,6, RERDZOVWTHDIY VIR EE SR TH 2 L IRRT WS [21].
AR BENTIE, BAEFIEZRET, MERBRIIHROT E 2151725 Z 2 < BHICH <
CET B.

MEMERREFE DN T & U CHERIIREMED B 1T 5 s, HEAREROBHIEIZ X > TZDER
NERIBEEDNTWVWDS. ZD7H, MBI DEENZEHIT 5HBENDH D
[22].
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Fig. 1.2.1: Arrangement and structure of the human spine[19]
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E7z, BHET I AV N EEREOMBEEITHONT VS, O OIS TIE, ALZEEADR
AL EEOAMOREREZ TN, AIEERAICREDR D 2 Z EDHL TR > TV [23].
Dolphens & Dfff5Eh* &, SEEE - (K - HEEN—ER LI E T 2 ZEBPRVWERATH D
ZEDVHOENTNWS [24]. ZD72, RELIROBEMENH L Z LI TWnw 5.

JEERE D 1 DTH 2 HEMMRTEE OWFZEIL, HEFINR I BB Z HOAL Z & TEHIlX
NTE. ZD7D, EFWIZEEMEMNEZEHAIIL 728558 & LT, Alf Nachemson (2 &
% EER [16] VA< KI5 TWS. Alf Nachemson (2 & 2 EBRIZ & 0, BEIT X o CTHEMHEEH
NEATEZEDRDD>TWS,. H12210RT K, BEANREATEZ LI2&>THE

1 Eﬂp 275
220
¢ A

140

Fig. 1.2.2: Result acquisition of lumbar interbody internal pressure by Nachemson[16]

IR ZALT B Z ¥ hn 5. BUEOMERAIC T 2583, Z ORIERRZE I
TOoNTWVWBEDHL . F72, Nachemson DEER% 5612 NIOSH HIEAD 1 % KL%
WELTWS, NIOSH &, HEADOFFAAH MEZE 3400N L2 L TWAE DY, Farag 5 D
2T, 23kg DEH D 2L EIF2 e ED L5/S1 ~OEHIZ Y 3685N TH - 72 [25].
NIOSH DEH#EIZ 6 U T DOFHA L Jaeger & [26] IZE > THITbNT VS, KNICEMEZ
AND Z 2T & > THERIBUE A 23T 2 Z L ZBIETH TN T WS, Lo L, Ffld
DEX27], RONEEOADIEL > T WD, [28]. ZD7=, D& S EfEFIHER
WEEDRE X2 DOPDREXTIZEE > TWARY. X7z, BfEhOEIaHE 2T 57
DIZ, AT e e OMARMIZOT AT =V & AN SIThb T\ 29, Z DAt
26, MR E LA O AW D BEHEIZ N U T B % 2 I HER DT AMESEDSTIR S T v B
30]. FEARDIEMEZ FI\WCTENEIZR S 2 BEREHE 2 5HId 2 EBRE 7T\ 5 [31, 32].
BIETI, MRS NMEZBIERT 22012k ->T, Bchhr b2 iE T 5 THELS
b Tnwg. HESOM5E (18] 12 & b, HIEEIEZT S BIZTIXEHIZB W TEHARD
MUZAEAE T BHEEIIR D IR DAL L, ZIUZ & > THEREEKROBIRDE T 5 Z & 23 X
BEENSRODONT WS, MM oL, b2 RBHREEAD & O BEYEEEE % fighr, HE
B/NE TNV EAWTEREEEOMZ 2175 [33, 34] & & B, Valsalva FIHRIT & 2 RN
DEFRUIETEHOMITE T VEREL TV [35]. HES I, EEBAHRRO7-o
DIEEHHFLEY 7 b (X1.2.3)[36, 37) OWIZEIZED ST WS, BIGTOMEEE M
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%% BlessPro ver.2.52.2 - BlessPro.pdt E@g BREROAVED
IJ7AIUF) JSx—4(P) HB(C) E&(D) ZE(0) ~LIH) (11 BROEF
i - IEEPIEREARE 8 0Fc =1.024kN
B ?ff"““"f_l [ p—— sia-sme, 2| iEmiEE | bR | WER FHETEHB) 400 B2 TLIEHA,.
4 4 2| ¥ 1 iS5—4PmiEgh T =] « RESPARREMREIERIFS =0.268kN
i - FHEREITER R IFn =0.852K
L L [ R R AT e
=l | = . h B « REERRRRIFnab =0, 000kN
o Hm2ABE |aL) ESRERMEEIEh IR
NOEIE LalfE) Fo=1024kN  [38kN  ~ - F (A
« 3Ifi { Dcml?EHﬂm if +I;i‘-1‘ﬁo | 33
C B - i ? ;ﬁmmﬁ o o i 0 34N HURIIC(E. 3.9~ 308
cac 0 Fm e
o ' .- B LB - 2L OME =
(R TO) =l k WAERRIT 5] SO 296. D AN TR E T
AR T T Lnke) Fm =0852kN

27 j 3 &%«é‘f:‘?«iﬁl“l gz!?r;n AMVC & (RH9aTizR M

D LERATLRIBEY |°—[°'5—|—'

ﬂy_’ifﬁzﬁm TN E 1 Em;ﬁ% _%‘L D\%E\:'ﬁﬁfa‘&ﬂéﬂ.ﬂlglﬂl i
= SERiLaem) I LU Cf = ﬂz%xaﬁ - e =0,

s 05kN 100% ~ EBSERBERCT /T1 38 ek =115, 1N
REEEPIK(E) CEERC (- -ﬂiﬂsaaiﬂcwzm Fosf 2.0 (M)
= Lh i = R =
=l K { P 1_1 ""E:Effcﬁ.{’.;gu?ﬁmnk S e
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Fig. 1.2.3: A simple supporting software for redesigning working conditions to reduce
low back load [BlessPro] [37]

JTOY AT LDRETHE L 72D ) TV XA LERFEHEEIZ OV TIZFZERI N TVR.
ZH S (38, 39] 1&, 3 IRGTENEMENTEE 2 W 72 HEAR R S 2 HEE 3 2 TIR DA ED
SNTVWA. ZNi, HEFIPMEARENENZ &2 5 3RTEIEMITEEE 2 H\, HEARRID
ZAb A RAMERANOEAHEHE T 2 HETHS. L, ZOHETIEFHUIEPE DB
NP 0 HICFHII UG 5 2 LB G TIER . FilZstilly A5 L& fbisnwhike LT,
EZEEfE%Z 2 — F{E L OWAS (Ovako Working Posture Analysing — System)[40] T &4
THIET, RIZPDPLEEZRLMELL ATONTWVWD [41, 42]. ZNS5DTFRIE, )
ECEGERHT 2720, BEZ L OFHIiZITS 2 EBHKS. L, ThE/EEHED
BEZGFHHCHGTHI 8T, FHliTA7200 T XA LERBEI N TIE VAR,

Jaeger 5 DHFZEIL 3 IRFCEIFUE T )L The Dortmunder % A\ CIEEBIE DRI % He R
LTW5 [43]. ZOW5eE T, 1EXICE T 2EHEHTEE Y 7  “DOLLY " OR¥ [44]
RirbnTWwa. Gilad 5 OFFEE HERIZ, 3TET ML 5L EITEIEICE ) 5 1E
HEHDOE T [45] BHEEINT WS, {5 BRI S T 2 IBIHED B O 44K 1% €
TGS D% [46) £ % KAFEL TV 5.

FIRRIZ, BHEARD 3IRITCET VAL, MHERIZ 205 EH)) %2 FREZRIE (Finite
Element Method, FEM) % i\ T4 2556 % <fZ(E (X 1.2.4) L TW5. Dreischarf
SIZ& - T, BHRIZEIF 2 EH%E FEM I X 2 FIECRHIiA T b TW5 [47). Ly
U, Bz 2 IRE L AR 2 UT FEM I X 2 #71%, B—DBMZBIRA
o, WERMOET VO EZ>TWS., 207, FEMIXMEAANZ L DE FIL % #E
TEMEDDD.

T, BT IAAVNERHRET S22 2FEL LM E2iTbh T3, NEROT &
[48] 1F, 2 AMD X KRG ZHNT, 3D DEHT IA AV MEHET L5 FEEERLELT
W5, MRI & CT {2 SMEAMET Z 1 A > ME2HHL, HEEESHHFEYIaL—Ta
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YH kim, WN Park CM Puttliz, KM Labus CS Chen, YH Wang JP Little, CJ Adam

H Schmida, HJ Wilke A Shirazi-A dl A Rohlman, T Zander

Fig. 1.2.4: Finite element analysis model in the lumbar [47]

YOBETIVELTHWAHIZETONTWS [49]. BE EOXFEY—I N OEMT T4
AV NEMET BMEBTLNT VS [50]. FRKIZEKE Lo, A1 Sy 2L
W5, BN — T EMEHEICEFHIT 2 EEHFET S 51]. £z, BHOEMZE X 72FH
i&, BT Cobb i% [52] EIFIEN S FIETITHONT WS D, XIREGLPBE L5,
Goodvin 512k >TC, IMU Vv H2EEL, 3V V27 OMSETIVIC &L 2EMHOEE) %5
WS 27BN T WA [53]. (LHS [54] IFMESOY 7 b e FEEORICMZ, Fh%
ZER U ABREDNLS L0 EIfEIC S 1T A HERIREE D 2 KD TWD. £/, EZITTIE
<, AR—=bT7FRET Ly MROMAIZ L SEADEH [55] 12OV THHE S 1
TWd. ZD&510Z, KIZhH»2EBZEHICHEE T 5 5TEIE, Z<AEINATVS.
Tk R 7z, NIOSH DIE~DFFAAMER T, BIEmE (25, 26] 1%, HEYFR EITEIE
WWEHLUME L o Tna., HEEEDON T TRIMEINTELZFEETHY, LHYP
YIHBISG COEEE~DIEHEHEZZEBL TW2720THD. 207, b EIFEHR
PYMRTH D, (EEEMPTY R EORFRRBRETH L. Lo T, BEBAO LK
IZPIA DRI RIS, MR REAE L 50 L D ITEEBREOUGES I & > TRI#E % i
WA[RETH o 77

BT, HAENTIRERILSEATED, 2020 121 3 HIFAEEE & 725 HIAAT
H5[56]. DD, NMEREHEOEIITHEMT 2EEZ NS, FRIZBWTE,
S5 DR THELD 0% VBAEEIZ R > THE D, T0%EROMEND 2 & 00> T
% [57. ZD7, N#EBRGIZET RN KL BERDHD. LrL, NZLoTE
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EDVEL O BRERNA RS Z 2D, EHOMELIVHISTWDS [58]. THRETiITo7z
WHETH D, MEANRPFEERTEOWHEZEZ TS TENTERV. FFLIFTEHARNA
THh 5720, MEHIEIITS 2N TER. EERBEIZOWTIX, —BRINZRETE (R
RPN LE)THBD, flHICRET LI ENH LW, T, TR Y ORI ERE
CHEIRY, NEECWNEENRRL LT, NEHEOAHENET S, BEOHREE L
T, fE2E 28 IR AHOF A BEL 720, BRERMTTH 2D DFIN L 5 E
K BBENDS.

1.3 FEBE-_—-XIIHTHET)VT

L1fichR77Z &5, BEOMEIXIEANZDITMEL R->TWD. HEPNHED
BGTIHBREICRO T, TAYATEERIINTEHA NI/ VHREINT VS,
KO TERRZ LS 12, NEHRGTOEEMENEH I, RO, KIRIFNOD 3 Hr
DA% CEERBIIET AMEEZT>TWVWS [59]. AFEICBEWTSH, BERHZL VT
OB T T ) VI ERITW, ZOMRPS, YT T Tk AT LOHM LD
MR %135,

SR 27 4R 3 HIT R MR ZAD S . (FREHE KT 2B\ T, N#ERE
3% (BME24, ZWHE14) CEBONEFELZ 1 RHEERTIT>TH 6 o7, 1IRHO
RS TRICERB L EREBE I LT, 7o r—bhe A v R a—%17o7. ZEOWH
BB OEEFE D o, EEPICE T 28F - ZBORME G 2T Uz, FEOMTZM
1.3.11ZRT.

TYTr—heA VR Ea—DFERE LT, NMERFEL LTI, BB zoABMENA
VIA VTHRRABRDTHIE, NEEELBOBEIEHEDOEAEZWZZW. #
B LUTIE, iR OENEDEHIE ZDfEMROELEDEENH L. HHE L UTIFEIT,
BWAEHDEPRWE ZATO MHHIED | Z3Hiid 5 Z & ~NOEHAEREHBHBERDNT VX
feAD—iEL LCTEHTHZ L, T—&Y ) a—ya v llaabEFEEHADIG
FADRBHZERVWEDOREREZ W02, IS DRERNS, 3IRGTEMEICHIG U 7 &
T 2T O BENRDH D Z Wb,

F 1.1, 1.21TR9@ED, EIERRE» S EROL S FHIBEIENR HOTWS., LA2LAR
N5, BHUZMEEEIEBRICEEZ NI RVWE S TE2ORSRWEIE] 281510 T
W5 7D RTREIEDNZ VDS, FEEEROIEEDBIL Tl h & 3 E R FEEIES FEL T
Wz, B 1.3.1(a) DR, F¥ Ry MAREEIZAR o G E e SIZEEEfE 2T o T\ A,

128 TR UZE DT, 3MITEMEICRS LB AaHOmMETIE, E—varvsy S
F Y ZHMALZHD [38], FEM @l [47) 2L 2032 < b 5. TN 5D FHiE%E W7z Hiffi
T, EHaHEZHET 220D FEE L TEMNTH SH, FEEEEMTOFENTIXFH A
W, E—varFy IFy 2T SHETE, FHUZE?RE S NS, BT, FEM
ik, V) 7IVRA LATOMICIZA» T HERICFHIT 2 Z BN TER V. 7V v
FRELT, AVERALTOT—REBRDHZZ & THENDFHR, FEEHOADE
HAOFEENRD 1. TD7, EFEEMTOMEMAHZFHT 5 720121%, BEMNE
MThdreEZOLND.
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(a) Twist posture

(b) Transferring care

Fig. 1.3.1: Motion and posture during experiment

Table. 1.1: Percentage of motion in 60 minutes of work
Standing Walk Squat down | Other

23% 70% 4% 3%

Table. 1.2: Percentage of body posture during 60 minutes of work
Standing Front bending Side bending Twist

24% 65% 6% 5%
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Table. 1.3: Percentage of operation time including hand load
Transferring care | Posture change | Transportation work | etc.

Timels] 268 289 264 378
%] 22.4 24.1 22.0 31.5

HHEDOIARZEAIZ & 0 BHEARFEEIIZT 2EPM SN T WS [18]. TD7d, 1.2
HICTRUZEDICHERT 74 AV M 2T B2 [48, 49] HiTbhTWnwb. LaL, itk
HZEIC B 1 2 BRI, EARZHIAE ZEZ TV SO BFHOREMIZEL TlEE
BINTWRW. D7), FHOBIREZREU EEREHMEE N B EL 05, RIS
EUT, REEDHMF—IPOBTRET 74 A2 M aH#E [50] ®, IMU 2> ¥ %2HNT
BT 740 AY N&HEE 53] T2 HiENd 5. HEMTIBMMET 1 AV N2HET 57
DIz, BNEDE VYDA GOE R, HEYLt YV EREZITORITIER S0,
ZDDITIE, REECEBMET 714 XY N OBGREMBITT 20ERH 5.

Alf Nachemson (2 & 2 FEER [16] 75 &, IBEAMIZ K > THRFED AN 5 Z &8
MonTwad., Z0ksd), EEHE»S, FEAFIHENGENDMHEEIIONT, 1.3
EEDD. NEIETH LD, TEERRICH U T3 7% FRMEL2EOEEE LT
W5, FIHHE OB, BERMND), HEREEPEREELLRoTWS. ZD78, SN
B2 Z R U 7 EER A E 21T B ELDH D b D, M1.3.1(b) DFRIZ, BERNEIH
THE R 1T K B R EAHE DN % FHI 5 720121, AMNBAMDOKRE X, fEOIE,
B DB Rk 2 B AR A THE LRI SR\, FAMEZ ZRE L - E
HHEE R ENE, BEETE T IV 2o 72I5EA %\ [44, 45, 46]. AR O EHEHOFHHIT
&, g S, ROEEEICEM VY ARET S I ICE 5T, MN#EEICLLNE
BHENDINBEAMZFHHIL TWS [60]. Z OWIFEDRRIZ, ANREALTZZ RS 5B~ D £
HZFtR T 27201213, 2FITe I ERETSIETRENDH L. Kofficoey ) v
TEERE LT, Aty b A XThhiE, HEDOY 1 XFKUTR 6T, BERIZEED
BRI WO EAEZETWS., 20720, AR TIIIERICERT 2 Z L2 TH
a2 8 L B A2 SR RE e Y AT AR 5.
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ARWFETI, HBNEZOEDOEEET 20 TR, SHAKCr»2EE S, Ly
ZHERE LTRSS I A 2 HEE T 2R 27 LORFEZ HIN L T 5.

BB MEARIEE 13 Alf Nachemson 12 & % %8R [16]) Db ONTWS. T, K
WS 5ERIT 2 kL 725728, (EZEh OMEMNTIEN CTh 2 A O 2175 Z &
IR T 20, ZTNEHE 2T, AMRINBOEIRZ I U 72 B EdHE Y 7 b E RSk
TIREINTWD (36, 37, 44]. EFEEOFEZEHEFHIL, BWIFIZEETLL540bDT
F <, BRFEDOAARIAE LTOMEDITER>TWS., 22T, V77
ATLETHIEITED, FEEZEMTOMBENREL LD, /FEPIZEIT 2 EHAHED
A MBI N TES. £/, HEMICHHRERY AT AL T 57201l REE HE
T D7D, ERRED S EIAHEZHEE T 5. KRKE L2 S WEHHEE %217 5 HEkitse
Tk, ANMEROKME LOEHRD» SEMHEDO LA ZHE ST S Z L iFfThN TR [38]). £/, K
IS IX, REP S IEERAE 2 I Z T\, AR L EfAEOZERADRINT WD
61]. TNH6D &SI, RFITBEVWTHEEL Lo WHHE 2 HESTIHENDHS.
D7z, FAZELPBERAHMEENARER Y =T T TNV AT LEWHET 5.

AR T, SHEARIZ»DDEES, MV 2ZIREONEE 225 L CEHT 5 [36, 54].
TS DRERIISIZE ) 2 R AL, EAZEIAEZ X TWS7ZoEREDRIRE
L TRFEEIN TV, FHOIRZEIZ X 0 SHEIRFFED 32T 2 HIA S
NTW5 (18], &7z, Wilke 512 &> T, JEHE & Mokt & HPRTE & Al o w5 R 2
FAWTEEBAZSFEL TV [62]. ZOIFZED S ENREIIEWTH LR IEMET 7 1 A
YIRARINT WS, ZD7D, AT Z 1 A D& L% E 2 CHRERAHE % FHll$
BT ENBELIND.

Boxl, INE THEHOR KO SHEARD BEREER & A 2 #E 3 5 F1E 63, 64] %
L TE 72, LAL, ZHEERE2EELZREBOMEESECK->7220THY, HE
AERZEZRINT W o7z, £z, BIEITRANZ X S1Z, 3RGCENEIZ ST 2 IEALHE
TIAAY N ERAEEENREL L TV VI E/TWS. ZD7D, 3IRGTEIfEIC
S U 72 B B R A 2 R T A BB H 5. IR R L 51T, EiEEROL T v
TRERD S, EEHHPELD 5 2R EFHMT I2HENDHD. D7D, 3IRTEELGHIIA
RECTHD, TORBIBIT2EHAHMELHEIELZHEEST 5.

HATO e TV 7T, FERICTFAEFCHMENGENITENL R o720, 4
MEAMZFB R BT AHEEHC T 2 BER DD Z Dotz 7z, Ni&H - HiniE
ENERR D LT, INPARORENET 57280, BN ANTER % 558 U 72 15 £
HerE 2 T 2 BN DD, UL, INBEMEZGHIIT 2720121F, MEXAEL Sk
IRNTA=ZDRELTRD, LY OBBENT 5. AgETlE, FRERY T I T
Y UPVATFLEL, HEWERDITTEOIRUAMIEET S Z 2 idfrbawn. 20
728, MEEEEENC X 2 RO ZICE R U, ST & 2 e it e
RS 5.
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Wearable sensor system

Sensors arrangement position Siy, b spine line The uj
. . i pper body
(side view) i g b Sj'; 42
] = - P, ‘l Ps
Upper body 3 | i - : P, Ps:Pe Lns 1
IMU sensor \ ) i . .- Ps 1= = o g —
N | - =_e oo
each coordinate | §s . ¢J 1]
ul\ - %
Curvature \ I &) 3 /
sensor Ps Pa —— - a \ c >
L - a1 ks E”_, g
b PoPuP: v~ LUz T A = ® S
Muscle b \\T JE" ~e ¢ = 2
1 A -y i I
Stiffhess by L L1-LS Ve 1 } Iy Bs 5
sensor b lumbar \ S5 P @
(2]
1. lS E
Sacrum 7 ¥ Ss -
IMU senosr
% Usenm .
(Partially edited BodyParts3D)
N 7 _ ya
Calibration I / Lumbosacral /
Method Lumbosacral alignment y
Posture 7 for ] ahgm m.mt Musculoskeletal model
lumbosacral estimation
dimension
Lumbar load estimation )
. Lumbar load
(Intervertebral compressive force)
Eﬁe;ldlal Muscle activity estimation
Muscle activity

 Backmuse b

Skin K

Fs
Load cell

Fig. 1.4.1: Outline drawing of the proposed system(Partially edited BodyParts3D[65]).

INSDOHEEF AT, AR TIIHHPOERD7-HIZ, PANIZRT 3 DD % ¥
T 5.

1. B EHEO O DIMRELR Y 2T T TNV VY VAT L

2. JEAUMET 54 A > b2 Z[B L /- B HEE

3. KRNI Z2ZRE U - E T
INSEHAGHET, HRNTHAEHEAHY 27 I 7NV VY Y AT L% X 1.4.112RT.
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1.5 SR
R OHHITIA T DD TH 5.
o BT, PROHREOFRIEOMA£IT\, AWZED BB A7

DH
o 2T T, BEHAHDEERKRY, Y7537ty P ATFLDOEKE ¥ Y
Mz DOWTIHRR B

o WIETIX, BIMEY T 1 X > MHEE R & BB ER DG & FHli 217 - 72
o HATTIX, RN ZZE L IR HEE ORGSR & 3Hli 217 > 72

o BHBHETETIX, BHRLEZYZT I TN VY VAT LR CEIFEREZIT- I-HEE
IZDWTHR 5

o HOETIE, AMEDHK L SBROBEIZONWTHRRS,

1.6 MEMESEE

AWFRIZE T 2RI, TTEEE R T# R 2R e T 2MEMHEBRERE R DK
AEH/ETVWAS.

e 2014-393 [EEMtETOHESINKED - DOEYE T X188 AT LA OWSEHF &
P S AT L DREE-L v N7 VR & B HERIIR DRI E- |

e 2014-394 [EEMtEETOHESINKED - DOEE T ZE Y AT LA OWSEH% &
PG S A T L DREEE-EENRE S E & EEIRF D 3 IRGCREAEHHI- |

e 2015-130 [EEMtEETOHESSINKED - DOEE T Z8E Y AT LA DOWSERT &
PG S A T I DREEE-TEE T8 S AT Ll ERED 7 1+ — )b NikER- |

e 2016-211 TI)ty MZ & 2RI O T ITHE S 5 - BEHEPIR & REIPARDBEFR ]
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2.1 [EEHER

AIFZENT B W CIEE A 2 ISHEIA T D 2 it e LT Wd. Tk, HEMAREE S
12 & B MBI O BE D BB D BN L 22570 TH B, /2, TNE TORITHIE
(16, 22, 37| IZHB W THHREAHE L U THERIIEIEZ WS Z 22 H D7D TH 5.

fEIZ 2 h % EHIE, BEWE2ES EIF 572 CONNERIZ & > TEHEBEET 56
&, HEZXZ 2R EONNERIZE > THETILED 2 DITKREL 3T D I LK
5. ZD7H, 2 OOFERIKEKNT 3 EHMAHEZFT 2 0ELD 5.

KIFZEZ BT D EH AL, b2 X232 212X 0 RETLIHAMADAEZ 1 &
LTS, HMEk2HEZ2X X228 RHAEE, BEHEESHO2O00HIFons. Il
T ERERZZLIEL, AR ZFA—OHATEATWR EIRET S, 207D, ¥
211IRT DT, MROEIIZEZEET L, ffEE2ZZ 5RO X EEEIID2D0%
BB & ISR,

Center
of

Mauscle
torque

Fig. 2.1.1: Compressive force applied to the vertebral body
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2.1.1 [EEREEEREDFHR

PSR D BN & 75 A B I, SEIT R 72 & D IR AT & > T2 T 5.
LU, NMZE-oTHERAHZKU XA I VT3R8 x5, /-, BEaicsL e
NV R E LD D &I X0 ZEEDYGE UNEAEI S Z LA —RNICionhTns., Z
D7, FEBAHII U TEE AL SOOI hZEFHIIL, R BHOBEGREFHRS.
X 2.1210RT&57%, BLTHMOMNIENGSNLMN 2 EREATE2E2HNTSE

Fig. 2.1.2: Experimental scenery of the lumvar load and sensation

1.9
1.8

e

1.5

® Male
B Female

Height [m]
N

1.3
1.2
1.1

40 60 80 100
Weight [kg]

Fig. 2.1.3: Distribution of body height and weight of subject

ERZ1TS. WEREIL, BRELBELEH 24 THY, N2 2131257, ERNAIZL,
ENLREAD S HTH R (Bl B8, « 388 2175, KRR, FRMHEEZ2EZH)
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Table. 2.1: Correlation R of male subjects
Subject | M001 | M002 | M003 | M004 | M005 | M006 | MOO7 | M0O0O8 | M009 | M010
R 049 | 036 | 032 | 044 | 022 | 049 | 0.65 | -0.02 | -0.2 0.83
Subject | M011 | M012 | M013 | M014 | M015 | M016 | M017 | M0O18 | M019 | M020
R -0.27 | 0.41 | -0.33 | 0.24 | 0.09 | 0.06 0.8 -0.08 0.1 0.59

(0~10kg kg #A) TEHZ L2 & D, BHAHOZ(LLBE LTS, KLE - A
IR UT, #EBREVPLLT DRONMNIT X CTHEBANL 2D S, FiFliTE 5 OTS.
EER2HD SEN, WERER S BV b 2B U THESE L2170, oMoz R2
MoTH oS, £z, BEEAN b 2R 5 BENDH 5 %8 - BRI HEREIZSR5.
WBLISHEAT1T J7 E ERR A ORR A K 2.1.4 (TR, £72, KHERE O BB &

Tightening force that
subjects can feel at ease[N]
=
(=]

0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
Lumbar load [N]

Fig. 2.1.4: Relationship between of tightening force that subjects can feel at ease and
lumbar load.

A OMBRE R 2 RITRS. PEEL LOBERE T, HEPR SN, 207k, B

Table. 2.2: Correlation R of female subjects

Subject | FO01 | F002 | FOO3 | FOO4 | FOO5 | F006 | FOO7 | FOO8 | FOO9 | FO10 | FO11

R 0.74 | 0.67 | 0.67 | 044 | 031 | 0.31 | 0.39 | 042 | -047 | 0.35 | -0.3

Subject | F012 | FO13 | F014 | FO15 | FO16 | FO17 | FO18 | FO19 | FO20 | F021 | F022

R 047 | 0.13 | 06 |-0.09 | 0.29 | 0.33 | 0.74 | 0.22 | -0.42 | 0.19 | 0.37

EREFHIZN T B LN T AR ho#e R 2 HET L. £ 2.2 R THEBEE R 0d T,
03U F 2R\ 238207 =225, #HEX211F, ZOTFT—X» oM _BIETHK
D 5.

y=arl'+CF (2.1)

BNXTA—=RIF ap =0.016, Cp =52.281 &5,
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Table. 2.3: Number of subjects who felt that tightening by the difference in load was

necessary
Hand load[kg] | Stand posture | bend angle 45° | bend angle 60°
10 23 20 19
) 11 16 13
0 4 4
No 9 3 7

Table. 2.4: Average and standard deviation of lumbar load that felt that tightening was

necessary
Average | Standard deviation
Female 810.3 352.8
Male 1033.5 523.8
All 921.9 452

Table. 2.5: Relationship between body feature and lumbar load requiring tightening
Height | Body weight | Back muscles power | Sex | Age All

0.312 0.456 0.243 0.246 | 0.069 | 0.474

I, BNV ZRHOIBEDR DD LB UMEZEATH OV, MEILDOREL
T MRE R 2 K 2.3 1R 7. BIEAEPELS 221220 T, FRMEIDBEVERED S F#
NV S DRENZ D AV Z DD D 5. F7z, RO EOWERE X FHAL B E
ERBEDFERPONNSE. ZIT0, BHERENREDN T NIBHIDO TRHREND L LKL
TR & SRR OBIMRE NS, fEREK 241255, SRERTICHLEDH
fRIZHLT, FITHEZITS & p <=007 &745. BHRREEE LB 1D 02 L &
U 2 JEH AR & OEBIBfRZ K 2.5 1R, ZORRN S, KED SH 1T 0B 22
MAafEoENZMEST L. HEN 22 2HR/NRIKTRD 3.

y =ar,w+ Cr, (22)

HZNT A=K ap, =21.01, Cr, = —345.65 72 5.

o OFFAE R D S BRBEIICN T 2 NORREZERT 5. HEX221TRTXLD1Z,
NEDEREIZH U TR L R B ERAEZ A5 Z N TES. 72, Cn, H, BIKOME
AT 2RETHS. ZDZ e, Cp, = —345.65 925, BEHEHITN LT 350N
BREDAZRLZMBENRH DI LV 5. BEBEAIEEZ HEE T 5 BRI 350N PAF DA
TEOREND D Lo s. DBEORETRY, BEHEHMEE IS WTO IOz 1 DD
T 5.

72, BLOHERE M001 55 MO11,FO01 %> & FO11 OBk 1B L T, SR L
LS ST, VAS(Visual Analog Scale) DB %X 2.1.5 1TR3. T ZTHWS VAS
(&, kA D EL R BIEE (66, 67) IR I N T WS, AFEEITE VT, VAS O i
DIEIZBAL T, Mo TWad e AR AN U, Az EH2EHIL 72Boa
FHREE L U7z, RIZE it & MRk, [NCHBEEEZ R 5. AHRE L 20T 2R 0
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FEME X, 224 4 ZI2BWCTHEM 0.4 L ETH S, AIE L 20T 2k O R
fEl%, 22413 2B WTHEEM04 LA ETHE. 2 2h o, EHERE & EHEIXM
Bhd 0, BVWAHEEZKUZIFIZZLT M IREE - TwWaZ ebnrsd. Z
D=, EHAEIEWE 2TV TIE, AHRLEES. EaHEzRsZI2&-
T, R ER R 2 2 RN H 5.

300
250
200
150

subjects can feel at ease[N]
-
o
o

Tightening force that

Fig. 2.1.5: Relationship between of tightening force that subjects can feel at ease and
lumbar load, VAS.

22 TITFIZT7INEVHIRATLA

L7y IRERE T, EERICEE T AT, BAMEY 54 A Vb - SRR & B R
Uz e 2475 Y AT L DBF 2 HIET.

BEmZEE LT, ZNE TICAMPMERY S NI EBIERZHEET 2 FEE LT, X
G% BAE & U BB UL E % FERERIICHEE 3 2 T4 [68] X°, MRIHi§%2 A WTFED
EFIVEMET 569 £ Y, EREGEZEHLZFENHREINTNS. £/, U
TIINe D=2 L TTF—X7u0—=7%2HWNWT, FROKEOIMKREDSEES
FHAIS 2 FEE BRI N T VS [70]. AIFZETIE, 0o Z2EEBICGHL, EREBE LR
POIMET 74 A Y S &2GHIT 5. ANFAMAIZ & B RO S fiEE) % 5Hlld 5 2
CIZ& T, LSRN Z OREEZGIT 5. AWFZETIE, BHOBZER & EmR
Bk ORNIZHVEE L REIZ E 0L DD R H 25 DD, FRELDOZE(IZRE Lo
ZBZENARETHDEFEAD. £z, HIEZEEAD X KREGD & RE EHARDREFRZ W
T ENTE, KK (Skin line & PRI & JEALME D% # © £ 58 2 #i#% (Spine line &
IE3) DICIRAEAM T D L IKET 5.

X SRER DR S, T2 T TN VT VAT LDEDDL VYK EZRET 5.

221 YUIT7STIEVHIRTFLDEKR

JBALMET Z A A > MEE L IERAHHEE 2TV 2T 7 7V v Y AT AR E %2 X
221 IR T. UV EEZRET 572012, AiREELECEIT 5 X MREG O %
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N
-
=

Sensors arrangement position
(back view)

Sensors arrangement position
(side view)

Define optimal sensor
combination by using X-ray

P | e / = N
e 7 v B A & < | - q images
L o™ - "

i i &Y . Include in ware Upper body ﬂ ; : W
s v - accelerometer Wl |
Upper body . ~—
L
accelerometer 5S ar

Curvature
sensor

Curvature |
sensor

~ A SS1 Lss -
N K bl
I Lss Sacrum ;. /
Sacrum ! accelerometer Pﬁ\ .
- 1 / acrum
accelerometer ) € 2
Z N,

(Partially edited BodyParts3D) (Partially edited BodyParts3D)

Fig. 2.2.1: Sensor arrangement position in wearable sensor system.

To7z. MRWHAEERD S, BIROZEM L Skin line IR & D IEAHET 54 A > MEEZ(TD
ZEMTEBRLEZ. TWEEEHTI RO VY ERE LT, 1 DON#EE R

CEBOMERL VY RRET S, BiEEIEIZE T B Spine line & Skin line (IZBARBH D,
JER R BICEBOM®R L Y20 ), BREEUGT 5. FREAMEZGHIT 720
2, g EORBITINEE 2 >3 (g IEEL V3 X)) 20iiET 5. 612, Bdd
23D, REEORAMMPENT DI LI K DO ENZEILT 2 Z Moz, IR
R R ET 572017, EAR (B B BEE) IChEE V3 (RIS E 2 5 &
) ZFEiES 5. 2k, AiREIMERO BRZEMZ 5T 5720 TH 5.

RIZ, ANEBEST %2 B R U 7= S A HEHEE 217 S 7= OITEE 2 519 5. IEHRAHE 23
N5 ET, HiGEhEFIH UMD H 5 [71). Fujimura 5%, FHefE & HEA o BG&NE
AR T WS [72]. FEIMEIMNT 2 Z L I2 &> THHGEEI O A H 0, HEHEIKE LR
5ZENRBINZ. ZDOXDIT, HEEEEHIT 2 5ike LT, RufHEMEHUIA—#%
BHIZHWSeNT WS, 7z, MEIC KD MTEE 2500 Uk e R B bV o 2 #e 3 5 i
H"HITONTWS [73]. LA L, MEAMGHINIZEELEICEMZD () 508 E2H 0 IE
{REEVE T D 205, HIFLZIR D AT 27200 HERIZHD (115 Z L iTid@ LT vy, #
BN CRTEE) 2 519 5 HikIE, MELIMC B IREIFE I K HEH [74] %, B &
W BS54 [15] v b. £IZ T, RETIERD ErSTHIO gk o— Nl %
AW X 2 Y [76] Z VT, MiiEEizEHd 5.

2.2.2 HRE VY ORE

Kk ziED 5 LT, HlROMEL VY Z2FHLTCE~. L2, BEEHORiR%ZEH5
EOIERI N VY TidRWw. F2T, MRKORIREIWEIZ BT A ERi R 5 il
Ry Y BE AT, BHEXZEZ 52012, EEEMREMETRIED AMET — &
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R—=2Z [77] OFHE RS 4 D% FHIL, L1 25 L5 FEHED 22 0 B3 REAR O IE
E2EFHIYT 5. EHAMERTIEN 2.2.2 12RT, &, #Y A bE, BV bE, B
Thd. WREZ20REMEs L L.

FHEFE R 2 R 2.6 1R, 206 OFHHFERD S, KT 5 MO EI G % K
b, R2TITRT. TNThOEEGOVEEE KD, BEifteEE2#EEL, FEHHEE OR~E%
BT 5., BHUZSEREERKR28ITRT. 2206, BYTANELE - & & EHES
REEMET DIV TWVWENRNTA—=R oz, £ZT, AMEF—ZR—=2DH%Y T
A N EOFED S B2 RO RN R I 2Kk 5. BT T A MEOFYIHEIX 95.06[cm]
Thod7), —RNLEHERRIT11.2/cm] TH 5.

e
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Fig. 2.2.2: Measurement points of the body information(Parially edited [77])
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Table. 2.8: Average error of estimated lumbar total length and the measured lumbar
total length of the lumbar spine from the full-length ratio of the physical information

[mm]
height Waist belt height, posterior
Average 0.78 0.66
Buttock height | Waist belt height, anterior
Average 0.78 0.69
(a) Standing posture (b) middle of stooped posi- (c) Stooped posture (posture3)
(posturel) tion (posture2)

Fig. 2.2.3: Each posture of the X-ray imaging

Iz, HOREMERFIZZ D 5 B RE L LT, 3 D0KE (X2.2.3) 2 X RIRE L7z, g
U= BB DORLIGIRD? S, FLRBOMRE, HEARMEMERZ BN U2 11 XT£<
D ANEDEER R 2 RS X5 12T 572012, SHARE#HE2ZEBL o>, AfMAte
DS smAliEEBHT 5.

FHIERES & X ARHER O XN %2 3 5 72012 X SR =12, 3oty A7 4 (MAC3D
E—VavFYr IF XY=V AT L) IRLAD. EGTE, X ER %X 2.2.4 125R
T BT, BRI —AE2EOMITEZ 212k, BEERBOREIRE T
5. #h~—771% bmm fHFET, g E2 5 250mm OEXDOEDTHS. F£7z, 3kTaHll
Ho~—71% 120D 1) 5. Mgz~ —2% 32, BFHEZAMEE? S 100mm Z & 12
20O TS, he—Hh DR EEICH 3 DBV MNIT S, BIZELA1 DT D, EADOE
BRI 1 DT OIS, $h~—h, 3GCEHIA~ — 27 2D (1) 7248805 % 4 2.2.5
WRT. iR VY EREIO-ODOWME DGR, KEEZK2.9ITRT. T AEE LT, i
v—hhoREMEERDS., TDEOIZ, FIEEE pixel DS mm ITEHET S, &
HL7=DbIz, REMHEIL, Hiid 2 3RO~ — A0SR EREEZ KD S (2.2.6). |
REAMER~Y—ADRNRETS. ITEHEHE LT, BIFD 2 DIZDOWTHD M.
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Motion
capture

(a) The dimensions of the X-ray imaging room, arrangement (b) Appearance of the X-ray
of the three-dimensional measurement device imaging

Fig. 2.2.4: X-ray imaging

o 1 ARH 7D DOFHHIHIF
o JEALER 42K T D EHHIH: P

Table. 2.9: Subjects of height and weight for the curvature sensor design

height[mm)] | weight[kg]
MoO1 1799 70.1
Mo02 1712 62.4
Mo03 1929 92.7
W02 1654 62.6
Wo2 1567 47.8
W03 1636 67.6

FLoIz, REdhEzROLHMHORI 2LHEL, iRt ¥ 1257 OFHUHZ Ik
T 5. REMEBROLZAE, ZILE Ak, TEET 5.

AHSi = HK/Si - H$i+1H (2‘3)

ZDEEPRE S LBMEBEIZLMEPELET 2 FE X5, 2BV —ELTHY, KK
HRON BRI Z > TS %, 2 bR @&/ UAMMETHEIT 5. 4 E O Tk,
BfE% Akg, > 0.01 &3 5. KR %ZX 2.2.7 I2RT.
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Fig. 2.2.5: Each marker mounting position in the X-ray experiments

Supraclavicular marker

Ks,

. . Thoracic spine
Axial direction P

Lumbar spine

Fig. 2.2.6: Method of calculating the skin curvature of the X-ray
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Fig. 2.2.8: Appearance interval of change point

Table. 2.10: The ratio of the height and the distance between T12-S1

(%] | posturel | posture2 | postured | average
M1 11.3 11.2 114 11.3
M2 11.3 10.7 11.0 11.0
W1 10.9 10.5 11.5 10.9
W2 12.1 12.1 11.9 12.0

BIREIEZ1TS 22122 T, ZIUROREIREDL-oTWb I edbnd. £z, BX
2137, BRI X > TEMRDOMNBENEZILLTWDS., ZDZehs, BEIZL->TEYL
HOHBHTAMENEDLD W05, TDdH, 1 A7 0 OFHEMH 2D 5 7-d
2, ZBAERE ZITHEELTWEDO0TIERL, B0 HEEE2 L2 0ERH 5.
ZZT, ZAAEBEOEEPNEWHIZE VPRI 2RETEI LT, 1 AH7ZD
DFHAEFH % RET 5.

ZALRFBROE A N T L% K228 I1Z/RT. 6 AT, HEILZZ/LAIX80 /T
Holz. ZOKENS, 2055 60mm MEOHENENZ L hbnrb,. £IZT, 5HO
R Y OEGFE LT, 1 AH720 O Z 50mm &3 5.

WIZ, FEAIRR AT OFHIEEFH 2 RET 5. X 2.2.912mR7 & 52 T12-S1 OHELMD
P& skd 2. —MRANIZ ARNE, B2 5 22 IC k> TRV S, T3 EFOME
MEXP, MM OHEFIRAMH T S, FD7-HIZ, RKHIHESARKFEO G E & T12-S1 MFEH O
BfREEZ 5. X221012, {FRBIBIT2HEE T12-S1 ME#MOBEGRZ KT, £2.10
I, BERE T ORRBIIBIT R L T12-S1 MM Ot %2 /R 7.
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TS-ZTL pue ySiay ays
ugoMmla( aduejsig

Fig. 2.2.9: Distance between T12-S1 and height

ZDFERDNS, BEOELIZ X 5T T12-S1 M ZLT 2 Z e Wb h 5. BKATHE
RKEZBWTHE L T12-S1 MEEED R? 7°0.6977 £/ ->T\W\Wb 728, HEX T12-S1 [
FHEE XS OHBEA DB E2 5. TDD, HE180[cm] £ TREHIT 5 &%, 2k
TOFHUHEIFE X 200mm & HRD 5.

IS DFERN S, FHIlEE 200mm & 5. 1A% 72 0 OFHHIEPH 50mm & 357280,
401 mbRBhRYE VY s, FrICBRT 2 ERIREIH L 3%, X2.2.11
BREDERET 5.

2.2.3 Bt o

B B L TiE, RBE2FNT 572012680 IMU 23 28BHT 5. £NE
&+ > ik, Sparkfun #:D IMU 6 Degrees of Freedom ZFIfH$ 5. ik, 3 flifnmE
¥ (ADXL345) & 3l ¥ 1 1 (ITG-3200) 2 #E#H L 72 #/NNIET 2 — )L TH 5. 61l
U Ok ER 211 1TRT.
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Fig. 2.2.10: Relationship of the distance between the height and T12-S1 in each posture

,

Fig. 2.2.11: skin curvature measurement sensor to propose

50 50 50 50

Table. 2.11: Specification of 6-axis sensor

ITG-3200
AD conversion 16bit
Scale range + 2000° /sec
Operating voltage 2.1~3.6V

Temperature range | -40 C to +85C

ADXL345
AD conversion 13bit
Scale range + 16 8

Operating voltage 2.0~36V
Temperature range | -40 C to +85C
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2.2.4 FHEItEVHOEM

X 2V ELD A E O REEREZ T > 72, L3EMED S L EH ORI TH 5, il
22, KM DO EE 5 D T AL L ZEHIT 5. BRZEE A S AEA1Z 30mm 2L
BL, ETABEOERD I EZEET S, fiREEE2ITY, BfER0X 3Bl T
filiz475. FHAKERZX 2.2.1212R 7. SEHEOMERLZLFE -Gy 2EET S Z

[N]

ml5
ml4-5
ml4
m13-4
13

Right Left

(a) Average values

ml5
ml4-5
ml4
m13-4
13

Right Left

(b) Max values.

Fig. 2.2.12: Muscle stiffness sensor values

IR TN RS, WEREADL T VR E LT, FEBMCELY )%
FER Y2 EHRT 2 LR E. L34 HROZEERMIZ, vV I 2EET LI LI
o TEALBREL TRV HEEZIET A I ENRAETH L. TD7D, AFEZIZEN
T, M X Y% L3-4 HEAROBZEERM ICHiE T 5.

28



o A EH Y 2T I I Y AT A
22 LTI N VHV AT A

X 2 VY OREEIBTEEFERIC L > THEEIE 5. WKL AZZETZ2E50 80— Rt
VONERZF 221317, K2.2.1410mR7, ELEES, SRR ZES, AiRE#% 10
RIS 2. TORBIZBWT, PRMELZZ(LIE, HFES U HEOHE L% KT
5. FRMEIZ0, 5, 10kg &9 5. #ERHIX BHE142T5.

BRB MEOY VY HIEOFEMEE X 2.2.15 (ZRT. ZOFEENS, B, MEIC
Fo TRV HMENREMT B A oNE. BEYE2 O3 -a—ReLEHWsZ Lk
IZE T, AMREMNIT 2EEI 25T A2 Z e TE R L TE S, KELS, &
EHOERPNSLTEILIZES>T, U TOEHHAEIMET TS, 2D, i
W VY AT LIZAND ZEDAHERY A ADHRKIZT S Z e E.

7, HBEOL TV UIRERE LT, BIEAENELSRDIZONTHANE . B
o4 DEREIZEA L TIX, FmAZBKL . $ITHIT XIS RfEA. 207D, HEI 3
DEERIPITELE 912 T 5.

METHW X 2 o ORMEZMRGEET 5. AL ZHEI i, a—RFeLz
Awsd., Zou—RFelz2AWTEOMBE X £ 325114 5. BEHOmA L LT
B2y, ZoOmEEZGE e UCEHIT 5. K2.2.16 12587 & 512, HRAORELE KL
JEB U IZEHIS S, MTEE 2T BT DWW TIX 912 T SR7.5 D ERA & 5. AL
ZMEELTRY, HIT2MEZ PN &9 5.

H— R DY A XL TETHOH D EHMEIL20 NTH S, B— R LOFREAKHEZ
MREET 5 7212, 33{HDOFR —M CMEIZN T HEFMEOMEH N, FREZX 2.2.17 (2
R MTEIZN Y 2 EEMOEAIXERRMED E .
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Fig. 2.2.13: Muscle stiffness sensor values
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Fig. 2.2.14: Experimental postures
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Fig. 2.2.15: Average sensor values

31



B ED DD T 2T T TNy AT A

N
-
=

Skin '
Load cell

Fig. 2.2.16: Outline drawing of muscle hardness sensor
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Fig. 2.2.17: Relationship between voltage and load in the load cell. Line approximate
expression and determination coefficient are shown on the graph.
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311297 77Nty AT LEAWTIBIMET 71 X > MEE RO Z DFEDE
HEAHEEETCORNERT. V27 57NV VAT AL LTEET L2017, 38 a
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KPLEZRO2HEDE TS, ZOZLIZEHL, BHMRZHCTEIMET 71 X > b 2H
ET 5. AHEERIE, M22181F 5L T 4Mr SIET HH1E kg, (j =0~ 3)
&, AlFEIEE 2 YD SEHIIL 72 IEE ag ZRIH UZHEEETH D, 22Tl ik, i
B YOHE T2 R, BAMET Z 14 A > M EEEIC X DHEEFRERDOA A -V % 3.1.2
IZ/R”9. Spine line (ZH#EE T B HEAE L by 925 bg 21 O PIZFEIHIARTH 5. RF A
so &, fIFENEE L VYR T onfEL T 5. REM s1 15 sg 1T L7 M
RELDS xBIIER UERR & K0S TH S, Skin line 1, FES 2 S I Hifg CF
ATEHDTH 5. ZHFRIZE T 2R ITEGICZELT 508, SHERETIXE—& AT
pi 1%, b;, by FITB VTR e L2 GaoMiRPLOEBIEE 2 5. &5
AT-MRESE &L, WETHIREAMENRY ML s; EHERLENRZ ML b; & T 5.

£9, B3.1.20 &S ITAENGEE ¥ >3 O EREER s \CEBREBER >, 281 5.
FEHERERER Y, 12 2WTIE, Y, bR—DFE/RE U, HERERO y#li2E N hme 5.
PhiE B E 2 yil, AEAMZ xflie 35, il S1ORRAENRSZ ML sy &T5. L
U, BMIZE 5T sg & so lZHEBE L, BWELU B, TDT-D, [, 2BRUT-so 2IREE T 5.
BHROME TH 2 BBREHBME g, (FMEINEEL > Y ag = [as, ag,]T EHIRAT
Kb .

g = tan ™t (222 (3.1)

aSy

ZITl, RE-MEAREOMBER d 2 LT, Yo, 205 g BIERTD by 23X (3.2) 253K
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Fig. 3.1.1: Estimation algorithm of lumbosacral alignment and lumbar load.

5.

[ docos(vs, + Avpsy)
bo = (do Sin(hs + Awso>> (3:2)

BAFMFRIZ &> T, BN BELTIEEBOMEEIZIRLRS I EBMSNT WS (AR,
2013). F7z, (EMEE R VY26 OERME L EREOFRMENRLRL. Z0DE
BEDOMEE A ZMIET 572012 Arhy, ZHEMBUT by ZKD B, IZ, M313ITRT LI
e > Il kg, 2 SMEARITER £, 25k 5. HhiF 0% Spine line, Skin line (2% L T
ROFIEES SITFHET D000, HERHICRIHT 2HEARIROKSTHEIL, #BEAMZ
A, iR AMZEEETS. 22T, RV YDEX Ly, = 50mm (—ETH 57D, Spine
line DIARIFZEEAIC X > TELT 5720, 1 DOMIHEL VY SS;(j =0~ 3) THHTE S
Spine line DR & Ly, IZAFORTRD 5.

. o L (1/kss; + d) Lis

Lss; = (1/"%53' + d) sin ( 1/fissj ) ~ 1//'%5]- (3.3)
ERBIB dIF, ZORIRY VYD S HEARD R -HERE ORI d; OVl % v 5.
i BH X COMMKAMEZHEET 254, by 225 i HH X COMMKELMEHMORI L, &
NEMH2E S jBEHETOMRE VY ROBNODED ¢, 72720 (5, >0) £ LT, AFDORX
FOkDB.

i J
ei=» lk— Y L, (3.4)
k=0 k=0

AT L2 RRHMEZEHIL 2R O YDERSZE j LR, ¢ 2RUNETRD j 21 EIRT 5.

IR 0 5 BHEREHRIZE T 272D IR E AV 5.
|’€53j’ |”53j+1}

(1—ay,) | s | + A, s, |

BHEARHI R Z KD DT DIZfHT 5 o1&, FHAHIPHZE > TV AR v Y OERd L

2 BEHEBEORE X &, HAELTEERICN L COEEEZRT. 6 Z&HEHED FEA

DYEZEL, MTFORLDRDZ. INoDRREHEEATay, 25HT 5.

li—eg; )
o { w520 (36)

Rp;, = (SZ (3'5)

1 (otherwise)
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Enlarged view ofthe sacral

Fig. 3.1.2: Lumbosacral coordinates and each parameters. This model is based on the
lumbosacral alignment estimation. Axis and angle of each coordinate are defined by this
figure(Partially edited BodyParts3D[65]).

)
)

ARFZETIE, dhL T OFHIEHEBAN O Y HEDQEAZ © L IZHAET RO EAE %2
W LRI 5. & (3.8) KA L CHMO&ME 0 % k5. Z DR KA % i
CUTHEERZE S, MK ZRALT, BEERZAGOEENPSIHIZ T2 6KD 5.
N dl — 1/I6Li

5 — { Sign(mssj) (O‘lsi < (3.7)

Sign(HSSj+1) (alsi >

NI N

i (3.8)

Skin line, Spine line LD pEFEZ & iR FOR p; 2 (3.9) oKD B,

Siz + = cos 1y,
pf=<” ¥ ) (3.9)

. 1
Siy + . sin vy,

SHARRI B DG o, B EC, BREABOEIM b, 1E, Gy & by, EEMTHY, F
REDRE 2.

Yopr = O i+ sy + Aty (3.10)

k=0
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Fig. 3.1.3: Relationship between the measurement area of each curvature sensor and
each lumbar estimation coordinate.

HR L2 B & T B BERD S o), MRS L 2 8ITL 5T, IROEXLA, HARAEZ
RAD FER L WA TE] 0Ty VT RD B, Z ORIREEEERITH] T, 4 1%, 320D
Ziako. £7, b BER» SHETL p, ~OBEI TS, Iz, #hEdLD p 25
DEERZEATS. REIZ, p; o0 b FTOBHZRT.

1 Pi, \ [ cosiu, — sin 4y, 0y (1 0 —ps,
1'1-1,;4.1 =10 1 DPiy sin dei COs ¢bi 0 0 1 —Pi, (3.11)
0 O 1 0 0 1 0 0 1

i+ 1 B E TR T B MR by 1 FIVERAT S Ty 23S S8, &K% (3.12) T

KD B,
b; i b;

R PERE 5,1 1%, HEAKHERE by 2253 (3.13) ZHWVWTRD 3.
bi—l—lx - di+1 COS Iﬂb,Jrl
Si+1 = . ' 3.13
i (bi+1y — diy1sinty, (3.13)

MEXY, BAMET T4 AV N2 HEETEHIENTE S,

AFFEIZBIT D, RE-HERE MR & SHEARBER B Z VWS, FEHE&K3.1
WZRT. BT A—=RIIZDOWTIE, HEREDOFIHEEFAL TV, SFHMEOREHIZI,
SCHik [64] O X KRR SEUF U722 W 5.
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Table. 3.1: Constant of the distance between the centers of gravity of vertebral body

and skin line, and the distance between each vertebral body
d[mm| | 70

[;[mm]

lo l1 lo l3 l4 l5
L5-S1 | L5-L4 | L4-L3 | L3-L.2 | L2-L1 | L1-T12
23.62 | 3547 | 36.81 | 36.42 | 34.26 22.4

3.1.2 FRAAAFIEE

ORI E L R TR O ADOHEE TIFEARE LS. 22T, XM3.1.2105R7, b
RN dr 206 FAREE ), ZRD D, KDz EARZEEA o, ST 74 A
MEEEEHCTRD R, sy DL o, RHET S, HEREUTORTRL, %
fi%k NG LT 5.

A0 = g — e, (A > 0) (3.14)

COBEMEIEET 57010, HAAMMELDOFIERT,

L B A0 EFHITT S

2. B RAGHE Cin, 1o, 73) THIT S

3. HECKTHBEAR 1 & HERF U, s 2HIIET 2

4. HRIE U3 w2 PN T, FIEE 2 VORIBAINE T 51 2 > MIEE R

ZOMAEMEGHEE v VO T 5. iR U UEHM &L 0 HREFHIL, [FH
EDORNHE L HICHIEME 2% EHRD, FRLRWESICHIELEEAZNZS. 5
WEE2ERT 572012, RV TOEFEZFHIT 2.

BEHENETILELT

V = ack; (3.15)
ac \ZFERETH D, 131 THD. ZOROE[T—X %K 3.1.4127R83. FHlEV LD
BREETNVET 5.

AV = V-V
= Vack;

VY = VA4AV (3.16)

INsOREy, FHIMETHZ V O/ A4 XAV ORREAV)V 2FIHT 5. £/, FV X
LE AR #H5EZTAV/V 2V Iab—varvd s, #EE2M3.1.510RT. EBRIIZ
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Fig. 3.1.5: Simulation of error rate in flex sensor
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max(Ar; ) 1205 &L, 777 ECHEAME KL LVPORESES. 7T 7 &b EHHHE
CHEETUNETEZOT, MEEKNIE K ITEKEFELRWEEZOND., 20D, F

WEEET NV E A NOR LAREHKRS.

AV

V

R, RAROBRRAMFEZE X 5.

V-V
\%
ac(Ki + AR;) — ek
Qckj
1
ki
A/%

mazx( . )
max(Ak;) 0.5

i = FT@')

(3.17)

(3.18)

RN OFHE 2 ERT 5. FERIIAHEA 50[%] DA LOXENE, FRERHIBWT

HHALZW. (0 < K < Aki/E,DRETS.)

MARMPFHEOM KT 1 - B, %55

JEE LTS, TnaEIEM (K3.1.6) LTHEZRET 5. FHEEr X, AFORIC

—
—_ &}
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~
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Fig. 3.1.6: Design of error angle distribution rate by the expected value and the reliability

of the error rate
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:l:/\ g::y%
AR
0.53 (0 < [|&il|)
i = < 0.086]| ki + 053 (0 < ||s:]| < 5.50) (3.19)
1.00 (5.50 < ||ri)

BEREIX, ThThofiEe I U TEET S, TD7kd, FHENTRTELWYG
Bl HWEHEAZOIT 5.

Iy, EHEICLSMEMDODIRIUTORIZE T 5.

Ci(v1,72,73) = 53;;3;;7i (3.20)
X321 TR, BC; =112, fleLT, i 5200 2735,
INSDEEEC, #HWT, #MEMAZDEITS. T0ODRNEFITRT.
0;' = 0; + Ci(k1, ke, k3) AV (3.21)
AT, MEORRTEERE 1 1S58 U2\, HiRAE 5 OMIERZRT.
= l21 sin 021/ (3.22)

INoDAZEMNT, RAEMZMIEL, 2KITEMMEY T 1 A > MEEERZBETS. 2
DERIZ, ETONEE Y > DED S, 2RTBIIMEY T 1 A > MMEETEZMIES 5720,
FRAABMIETE & IPX.
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Fig. 3.1.7: Calibration method for interbody distance in lumbosacral alignment estima-
tion. P is always the origin in coordinate transformations. @ is the next lumbar point
in the calibration method.

3.1.3 HAEIRBMAERILT ZEWMET 14 A > MEEE

INFETOREMMET 71 A > MEEEIZ, &M%#&%%Ebmm%®?%ot.%n,
HEAKFEIBERE MR S N2 F F TRV E WS IENRH 5. Tk, FEHEY T 1 A > M
EVETI ,Eﬁﬁ%ft?ét@f%é.b#b,k%@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@?%étb,ﬁ%
MIRAEE % (RAE T 2 IEAIMET 51 A > N ERTEZIRET 5.

3.1.712, REFEOMEL/RT. REFETIE, BAILRIMAREMIEEZ P 2L
T, ROZWHEAEMIELZ Q LEL. TIT, MPEENEUZEBERZERL, M
Q ERATRD 3.

_(=q) _ lcos (m—1p — Av) 393
(yQ> <l$n( — - Aﬁﬁ) (32
N3.212HB ¢ & Ay ZRODZBENHD. §#7 PR %Z, HFIZRT AABP 63k 5.
6 1 t/2
3 = =R (3.24)
t = 2r sing
= 7 (3.25)

ZDWE, IBUNTH B EIREL, sinf ~ 0 DERLZEITS. IRIZ, AAQP OREEH P S
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j:/\ 3'29%
0 %KDB.
P =r24(r+d.)?—2r(r+d.)cosb
2 2 _ 72
B a(rtH(r+de)” -1
6 = cos ( 2r(r + do) . (3.26)
AABP 6 ) KD 5.
T 60
v=3 -3 (3.27)
APRQ DRILEHMP S Ay #3KD 5.
de? =2+ 1% — 2tl cos A
£ +12—d,’
_ -1 e
Atp = cos ( 57] ) (3.28)
Kbz & Ay &, R323IZRAL, Q ZRDS.
KD Q %7 — ) NEBIERIZAKT 5,
Oz¢ cos, —sinf, Oz, xQ
Q= Oyg | = | sinb, cosd, Oy, Yo (3.29)
1 0 0 1 1

ZZTmY O, 1%, BAUKET T 1 A > MEEET RO 7 SHERLE A Z R L, R3.29 D Yy,
ERICTHD. £72, TZOWEILETKRE o7z A IIBMARZBAM[IZENE G Z B2, IR

NCTEEMEHERET 5.
wbi = ¢bi - A¢
BMARPERE %, T o EIZEZ kDT VL.
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3.2, MEAIFB IR IETR DS

3.2 RBAUETERIEEDRESE
3.2.1 FEER X ARERICH (T DBILMED T EHE

BIEEEICB T 58N A -2 DB RET 57012, EH X MGz Y L.
[4.3.2. 1 IZHEREERE & % /R 9. bR % IR ARRE D NIZ B DO EIA L 72 D ITIRME 72 2 Z R L 7L
MET 74 AV NEEIEEMERET 572012, 54 40 XKRERD S SARNTEDOHIER % kD
5. WEREOWNRIE, X3.2.2, 3.231TRT LI, 200805 60RDBLTHS. B
324, KR 24 THSL. ¥ Uz XBREGRO —Flz M 3.24 1277, XifR©E, E
fiDHRDE L AR N — T TIHHVEHEBEEAROAREZF TN S (H EHAKABRE S
1103-0016). #EF IXEFEETH D, WIS V74 —L Na vy M E2TVREEIZ
BHED OO TS, ELES (posturel), HIEZESS (posture2), HAHIH LS (posture3)
D3EBEY U, WREODMXEX 5 I1TRT. KEEE2ERT L2012, 6D X
IR U 72 162 D X MG E D S AR RO B 2 flit U 72, e U 72 X FRiEiR
S MERIERE R 2 T 5 Fik %2 AR ITR T

1L XHEHED a3y b I A DL, BHARDENE 4 DROCREAR L UTELS %
2. RATEOHAMROR N & SHARDEMIE b; L EHT

. SMEARD R, $hiE B E 2 Yl AKEAME X T 5

4. Xz RE EETREL, RELXDLDHESERE NS £ T5

w

INoDBRZEEE AT, XTREEDPSKNT A -2 2l 5. MAE O, &
Be-MEAREEONEIERRE & IZPATORK bk 5.

l; = |biy1 — byl (3.31)

di = ‘Si — bz‘ (3.32)

Al A E S Adpg, 1IZDWTIE, AlFE IR £ > Y ELD AT ALE DR S s5 D y il & by
Dyl DS GRS S. BAMEY 51 A > bR IR [ 12O W TR RO
FOkDB.

ls =|sg — sg (3.33)
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Fig. 3.2.1: Extraction vertebral coordinates from the X-ray image
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Fig. 3.2.2: The distribution by separate male and female of height and weight
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Fig. 3.2.3: Men and women by age distribution
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(a) Posture 1.

(b) Posture 2.

(c) posture 3.

Fig. 3.2.4: The captured X-ray images
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N
=
=

3.2.2 X RERE BAREHEIC L BT EDORIE

AW TIE, T—FORECEINC L STHHATESZ YT I 7V vV AT LD
FEHBI LTS, HARADOBEE A EQEROMENIZ L > TRREZ LD, BN
DIFFE 78] KD Lo T W5, EKIBIZL > TEKDOREI PR EDOREANLELT S Z LITH
HThH O, HHIIZL > TEBPIRIZERDL DD Z L VHIONTVWS (19, I biE, B
BALIZ LT T R EZ6NE. DEVX3121TRT, BAMETY 510 A v M #E
EEIZH WD RHEE 1 - d; - Ay, - 1 1, RI& - MR - BB Ko TZ&ALL, MY
A AV MEROREICHNEL2 RFTEZOND. TIT, K&, MHORLS 54 40
R DOREALEE X ARG 2 e U, RK&, MR, BEEENT A=K, di), Ay, s &
DORREEBRINIZRD S, 2 & 0 BEEEOERERMRNIC X S, EEE 2B 7
TARAY MEEEZFEBT 5. HH U 72 BB & SRR E OB ZREL, [Eilo
FEAIES SHRICHIE T 2 FiEA2RET 5.

AREE

HEMHM L IE, KEORKRAMTHL. BRLAKEEZHVDIHER (80, 81, 82, 83 1&, #
Btz snTwad, HRECEL b Twa AT OFHERIE, DuBis X [83] TH 5.
L L, AR THWAAREEOEHRIL, MBS 0] ICE > THEINEZLEDTH S,
fERRZRHARND 18~26 i TD 45 % (B 244, 221 %4) ORKRER Sy, Sp[mm?]
ZEUL, AHUEZATHS. AR TIE, FICHAANIH U TOEREZIT>72HDTH
D, BRILIZAHREZBELZHLDOTH L7720, HES 80| OXEFHT 5. AT
&, S OHEEREHWT, BE hlem], KE wke] 7 SERMER S [m?) L 0kD 2.
BPEIFA (3.34), LMIFA (3.35) ZHWTHE T 5 [80].

Syr = 0.0053189u0-36470-833 (3.34)

Sp = 0.0110529w %445 p0-627 (3.35)

InzEDR3.34, 3.35 #HWT, [EAOKEHBELZHETS.

ZORDEFD, HEHEAEIZODWTERT L. BLTNTNLE DA IR ER
5728, TNEFNOHEMEAEEZRD, M325IRT. BLEFNTFThOMEARZFE 3212
AT RERMBEZRFHEE UT, BARSSTERERZEEL 258128\ T, KK mFET

Table. 3.2: The average error rate of men and women of the body surface area|%]

Sex | Average error rate [%)]
men 2.43

women 2.38

ERPFRFDOBALT LT 5 Z LIdHkRA .
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Fig. 3.2.5: Estimation equation error rate of the body surface area
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Fig. 3.2.6: Lumbosacral parameters extracted from X-ray image.

3.2.3 BT EDFBERFIE

i U 72 ENL 85 (posturel), BiIJEZES (posture2), BHKHIEZESS (posture3) IZE51) %
54 £93 DIEAER IS T A =X 1y, di, Ay, 1o LARKRMERES, FARZEAMA op & OBIG
BEENFNH3.2.7ITRT. BRBITBWT BKREEM r O HIEM[EE 0, 45, 90 fE & &
U Tz, MEOREEDAIPERE, RE-MEREOMIEEREIIAER T — & & U2 5 HERIZBE 9 2 ik
THD 1, d ZHIRT. EBE5DNRT A —XE FRZEEAM p, IRERHE S 126 LTE
fELTWB Z e DFARNS. £, 2O0D/8F A — X DMEBATIZ B 1T 25 RIXE RO E
2R U7, AlEEAEA Ay, OZPEPERF ORRZ R 3.7(c) IR, S & p iZEL
T, LTV I EDBRDSHAMND. BEEEREIZDOWTHFERIC, B8 ARRHE
FIZE > TEMBLTWS. [ IZBULT, MEBEBRFEORREZM 3.7(d) IZRT. S & ¢p i
M UTOEARASND., BUHEERE IZOVWTERKIC, ARG ARERBIZL-T
ZARREND., MBEMIEZTI /8T A=K LT, BRREM o IRERTES 2 H
Wb, INHDNRTRA—REMIET ZH8%E 2 OOEBD SHUFT 2 HENH 5. shHK
WENRT A= RZDBEERAERET 57201, S DEEHITS 5. Zhik, MT7THr56%K157
A — RN EARZEBG op LRKEME S ILXBEAP D 2720 THS. £oT, NTA—X
fHEE LT Sy, SE&r D3I DDHENMAT S, £IT, BARZEEM p 1 BARINHE
B ar = [an, ap)t EORATKRD 3.
Y = tan™! <“T) — Pag, (3.36)

aTy
Vag, FELZEBRED o, THZ. HHRIZ & 1T, —BANICHELTIIBROME PR 2 Z
ERHIONTWE Zens, (IEHHIEA Ay, EHEMET T 1 A > b BRI ST AR 2
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Iy
[mm] Measured value dy Measured value
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. <
140~ 120-. = 22 14555 120- \‘:'-"
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o s , c[deg o s ™ "
de W o 14 S[m ] B 14 S[m]
l\"JT[ g] \0’"1.2 1.3 ‘0/1,2 1.3
(a) Interbody distance I;. (b) Distance d; between skin and vertebrae.
Alpgg Measured value ls
de s mm Measured value
[ g] Estimaion value [ ] Estimaion value
40 100 -
35 e 80 '
0 - * g |
L a0 |
s [ . 10|
15 : o[
10 - e . : -40 -
s | L . 20 = \__\\
o o = 80 | - -
~ < ~
% . < .
< ~ < .
140 >~ 140~ .
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0 14 15 " Wr[deg] A~ 1 s 2
Pr[deg] EU\U,'13 E S[m] T[deg, W g S[m]
12 0742
(c) Correction angle Awg, of sacral. (d) Distance ls correction of coordinates.

Fig. 3.2.7: The captured X-ray images

I\, BLANHERE T B, RIEEE2ZBTEOICHWAMIERE FTITRT. &85 X —
ZAZDWTIE, EHFIFEN 21TV kD 7.

Li Sy o, Bi; Vi a, Sipr
d; S , . . , S
N - d; Ba Vs cd; (3.37)
Ay, Yr SN Bawys, Yaps, CAp,, Yr
ls 1 Qj, B, Vs Cl, 1

BEDINT A —RERI3I NS 3.6 ITRT. SREITIE, B 54 4D X KRG % FH W
TR R AR T 5. £z, K 7ICR(3.37) TROLMEEREZRL, SHEEROEMHE
R%ER3INS 36T, [ LBF 208D plEl, 245x 1077 T b, dy Dpil
%, 511 x 1077 TH5. D ,d IR LUTHEZED plEEm>TWS, LD Ay, D
S D p X, 0.0587 TH Y, LMD I, DD p i, 0.0014 THS. B
DBVWCTEHHED pEER->TWVWA.

INETHAMET 71 A > MEEIZHWS, MK, RE-HEARE MR d;
DAEIE, X AEEED S DOFMEZ T E 72, FD70, 54445 TIERL U 7= M % F
U735 & DHEERSE (Constant) & AFik%E W58 DREE (Proposed) % Hikd 5. &
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Table. 3.3: Calibration parameters for interbody distance ;.
1] o B, Y a R

0.006 | 4.288 | -0.006 | 27.236 | 0.240

-0.022 | 7.216 | 0.028 | 21.969 | 0.437

-0.011 | 6.969 | 0.007 | 22.931 | 0.476

-0.024 | 6.477 | 0.032 | 23.303 | 0.411

-0.015 | 5.722 | 0.016 | 23.067 | 0.418

-0.004 | 5.677 | 0.002 | 20.805 | 0.453

T = W NN = O

Table. 3.4: Calibration parameters for distance d; between skin and vertebrae.
1| ag Ba, Vd; cd; R

-0.357 | 44.247 | 0.467 | 2.024 | 0.617

-0.246 | 34.376 | 0.286 | 28.163 | 0.626

-0.209 | 31.556 | 0.258 | 31.187 | 0.564

-0.196 | 30.649 | 0.258 | 29.212 | 0.523

-0.190 | 29.564 | 0.262 | 26.844 | 0.512

-0.186 | 28.714 | 0.258 | 25.476 | 0.500

-0.169 | 27.760 | 0.226 | 26.092 | 0.518

SO W NN = O

(3.38) 7 5 KR T & DRBERAE Z M U B EYIFREE Egy, [mm] %K, HERE
OEIERREE 1, RB-HEIRELOEIEERE d; Z23Hid 5. B, X XBREEROEEZRL, B, 13
EMEZRY. MIZEBREREZRL, NIZ&NNTRA—X 2 e 2 RT.

M N

1
Esum, = M Z(Z |Et, — Ee,|) (3.38)
j=1 i=0
B A Ay, ETEIUMET 54 A 2 bR SUTRIEE [ 128 WTH, 54 /0T
PERR U 72 FIaME 2 R U 72356 OHEERE (Constant) &, AFIETHE L 725G DiRAE
(Proposed) 29 5. FTAZHWT, & E, 2K 5.

1 M
E. =+ ;th — E,|) (3.39)

328 IZZNTFNDRERERT. i, d; &1, 12O0WTI, BKEAERMEZHWSZ &I
X0, EENFDLLTHWEZ NN E. ZDH, TD3 D205 A—XIZHL TARM
EEOHREDHMEDRI NIz, UL, Ay, TOWTEHAEDOAENTH-72. Zh
i, £351TRULZED1C, BUHEOEME RHMENZDTH S, RIEERFIED KK 2/
ERAWAZ EIZLD, BMEZHIBT I ERHEEKTWSE., ZD7d, Zs % HWTHED
M7 T4 AV N2METEILIZE>THERZA ELXEDZENAEETH 5.
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Table. 3.5: Calibration parameters for correction angle Atg, of sacral.

a QApyy | Bavs, | YAvs, | Cays, R
Male | -0.065 | -4.455 | 0.075 | 32.708 | 0.265
Female | -0.018 | -12.081 | -0.010 | 42.580 | 0.335

Table. 3.6: Calibration parameters for distance [; correction of coordinates.

ay, B, Vi, c, R
Male -0.355 | 32.987 | 0.366 | -7.4945 | 0.530
Female | -0.550 | 68.808 | 0.557 | -59.972 | 0.470
* - p<0.01, **:p<0.05
E*; EIS [lmn] l}< . ] 1}< Eﬂ‘bsu [deg]
12 . B Constant = Proposed 24
1
10 8.62 = 20 o
=
Li¥] —_—
s s 70 1238 16 °
: I 4
& 6 = 12 5
o d =
S —— 1 347 390 5 65 391 5
2 2.27 2.18 49 o
= 1.93 -
g, _ I [ B
I
0 - 0
E; | Eg Male | Female Male l Female
Eig Enyso

Fig. 3.2.8: Estimation error by using lumbosacral dimension calibration method.
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3.24 MEEXICLDORMERRADHE

INETD, BAHET T4 A > MEEIREZHIIRT 5 72D12, BEARER B IEIE % /5
L7z, 2O DIEETTS BT, TNTNDOMIE, WIEIZLBBAHMET Z 14 A > b ADRY
BERFARDL, FHIIRHEEITH U THERD L L BONSHEH I U CHIT 2175, Z0D7-
b, BAKMET 4 A > U HEBEDRELA, AERAENG X 2 AT ORE %
R5.

AWM S 4 X > MEEICE T 5 [OERA

FENRRSEM EIRIC BT 5, HEREORIPERE, RR-HEARELERORIEIEDREX, X
3.812FkND. WKk 2 —EMME UT, HEARTOFEEHE L, RE-MHEREOERJdIZZN
TNFEE R 5. HEREOMIERE, KRB ONEBOREDRE LTINS, [[ixf
;DY Ial—rarD-Hil, {FEUEEZFK3TITRT.

Table. 3.7: Simulation of rotation angle 6;

k[1/mm] | l;[mm] | d; [mm]

0.00400 | 35.47 70.00

=

©
I

o
o

©
P

Error angle [deg]

©
)

o

Eerror of i [mm]

Fig. 3.2.9: Influence of the error angle in /;[mm)]

9, MEKREOHM, OFEEHARS, vIal—vavEREXN3.291RT. 20D
FERIZ U T, ERNDOZT D, EARTOOFEE D O HEARE DR [, 12 Imm OFRZENE
Ud&, 0.179deg B335, [FRRIZ, HBMEZZLEEL TTS. HBMEIIKRE 2 DI1THEN
T, RAEOMENEZ 2HNN 3.2.10 D300 5.

ZO &SI, MRMEICEEEZITEH, ANHPEY 2 2 HhROHFETH 5 0.01mm™! T,
Imm DT 0.373deg 2EU 5. 7z, HIRMEIEINT T LIZHZ—EIZPRTZHZ &
NRTEND., D7, FEAENPHI S T ICEAERE L TOEADEZ 5.
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0.4
0.35 ®
0.3 —2
0.25 *

0.15 PY
0.1 *
0.05 ¢
0 &
0 0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012
Curvature [1/mm]

Error angle [deg]
o
N
g

Fig. 3.2.10: Influence of the error angle in /; due to changes in the curvature value

0.12

o
=

0.08
0.06
0.04
0.02

Error angle [deg]

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Eerror of d [mm]

Fig. 3.2.11: Influence of the error angle in d;[mm]

I, RZ-HEARE DN d DFEELZHFARS., YIalb—va VEERE2X3.2.11 1TRT.
C DFEERAER S, FE-HAREOIEE d 12 Imm OFEAENEL B &, 0.0196deg B3 H 5.
FRRIZ, HRMEZZFELTTD. HIREPIRESRDITENT, HEMHORENZ 5
HMPX 3.2.12 83905, AFDELD Z ZHROFFETH 5 0.0lmm ! T, Imm OFAET
0.0688deg £ U B. HHERENIEZ 5 T 212, AERAENORENHE 5. LrLl, MK
DM [ ITHART, MEEEANOREIIDLRN. D720, SHEAIHED FERER O E R
EEA EIEL720100F, HERELNERL ORBEZA LT EVNEETHLEEFRS.

MBI ELR D DIGEIBWVWTIE, X 3.2.13105RT. HBEIVNIZETH D5EI
BWT, AERENPRKRELIREZILVONS. 207D, MRIKE D - T5ERKAR]
JRZEBIZ B W T OREROFHUGEZ I & 28T\, 7208, MERE O RIEEEE 1, RE-HE
REEOEERE d DREGEIZHART, BEAIMED R DM ERE 2 EXE57-01ICiFE oL
LHEQIHEHTH 5.
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0.08
0.07
0.06
0.05
0.04
0.03
0.02
0.01

Error angle [deg]

\ 4
. 2
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0 ._‘ T T T T T 1

0

0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012
Curvature [1/mm]

Fig. 3.2.12: Influence of the error angle in d; due to changes in the curvature value

N
’_

=
(&)

* o

o
w1

4
L 2
0”’

Error angle [deg]
[N
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0.002 0.004 0.006 0.008 0.01 0.012
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Fig. 3.2.13: Influence of the error angle in the curvature value due to changes in the

curvature value
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Table. 3.8: Subject’s parameter of estimation experiment.

height[cm] | weight[kg]
Malel 168.3 66.6
Male2 177.4 75.7
Male3 171.0 72.4
Male4 179.1 67.0
Femalel 148.5 43.4
Female2 154.8 50.0
Female3 151.8 40.7
Female4 160.4 51.5

3.3 2RTEMNHET 4 XV MNHEEEER

60 B Constant Proposed * p<0.01

|

2463
(14.0%)

Average error value [mm]

posturel posture2 posture3

Fig. 3.3.1: Estimation of the lumbosacral alignment results, and the ratio of the error
value to the lumbosacral length.

IRREFEAHIE & JEAUMEY 5 1 X > MHEETRDOMEMGED 720, EEEOREMMEYT Z 1 A >~ b
CHET 27201 XMEHEEZAWT, #EEEOKIEZITS. V27 770k T TR
TLADHSFRETH 2K EBABE LY, FFXLIELZ XHEE» oML, ZThob
2 FHCCTHEAHET 514 A b 2#EET 5. FHITL 72 280%, X ffef & Rk B4
2 (posturel), HIJEZEZ (posture2), HAHIEZES (postured) TH 5. HIEAMHIEDLIHE
EHERT 272002, WEHEX, /8T A —ZIEBMEZ 7 HEMET Z 1 A > MMfEE
(Constant) &, FEZR~IIE DRI ZHGE 2 1A 7 HEAUMET Z 1 A > M HERE (Proposed) 21T
S, WEREIZBLE AL T ZT 5. SRS DS ARREEE £ 38ITRT. TITI,
ARFIEDHIHE AT B 5 FHHIFIFH D 2 B2 th R & HEAR =R D iR UL RF5 0358 L WHERE %
WREUTHENTZTD.

Al Gk E LT, XMBEEPSHG LU Z&BIIHOEOMIE R, &, &FIETHEL R
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FMENUMED BHOMLIE b; &2 HLE T 5. FHEidT 25k & UT, MR D E D & 2 MEALHMEFEAR
DALE % LS 5. IR U 7285 DA DGR 2 TV TR 5. MR 1 DdH 72D
DIFYRRAAE 2 3.3.1 12", B OfEIIAN ORI, BAIMHEER X123 53814 T
H5. HERRZE—ZBO X MEGICERAEREZX 3.3.2 (TR, AROPUMAH X HHE
BIZH T DMK, ROMMDHE LMk 2R,

3.3.1 ABEEZERBLIBIET 514 XY NEEDEE

hMAEEZZBL, NMIEDEZLI2L D RTORBIIN L THEADHIKZ R L. &
BT U Tt REZ T o KR, REBIZBEWT p< 0.0l TH Y, KEEMEEDEE
PEDSRE D, REBITEIT D 1 HiAD 720 OFRATIE, 25.9Tmm & 725, ZTDZ &I,
MR 1 D DXV % RS, BEAIMER IZH 3 232 3 A1 10.32% L > TW\Wb. %
i, BAHEY S A4 A Y PHEED T LT AW TED S ORA LIFTH B0, LETOD
MAENKEL RS, 202D, SHBRITEHORREEZRBLUIZT 714 AY MEENPLER L
EZ5.

FlZIR AT X D1Z, HiREAETd 2 FHUHIPH DR dh=R & HEAR IR O fh K dRF 5 A5
U D2 o 7 R 1345 [l D X KRB DRSO 15% TdH - 7z, HHRFULRF S DY 5 1
BE D% 1%, Foig B2 B SR RE ECOMRPEZZGETHL. £
Z DT 2 BR < {h3R FULRF S I BIEZR OB (X 2R D 50% T d 5 72Ol & BRIz 51T
5, LR EHEARMBORBRREZZRUHEVPBEL D, £, KA I3z
PIFAET 5. Tkeil 13RI < Skin line IZHLTWA EEX65N5. ZDd, X it
R D 5 S PENLME D ffZE S & KRB O DRIRZ KD S Z 12K D, Skin line & ffzE DR
BOSIEAMET 54 A bOREEITA D EEZ D, ZDI &%, [EHEL ALEERO IR
MR 2 R FIRICHLD AN BENH L Z & 2RT.

F7z, 404D 2 FHHO X KREERZ T 28 FiEH» &S FFED 3D HEic &2 17 5 Wik di%
INTVWD [48]. ZOMFERRIZENT, BEHEIZH 1T 2 BOMIEDOHEE LD 15mm H
5. KWETIX, @RBIIBIT5 1K D 20 OFRA VX, 25.9Tmm &7 5. FHEED
PIRNHERIZE DN D ST 25O EITND D Z N TETS.
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[ : X-ray
[ : Estimation

Error value
23.52 mm
(12.5%)

(a) posture 1.

[ : X-ray
[ : Estimation

[ : X-ray
[ : Estimation

Error value
9.84 mm
(5.2%)

(b) posture 2.

Error value
13.77 mm
(7.3%)

(c) posture 3.

Fig. 3.3.2: Estimation of the lumbosacral alignment in each posture (Femalel).
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N
-
=

Wearable sensor system
(back view)

Include in ware

EEI Lss

Upper body
accelerometer

Curvature
sensor

SS0O Lgs

Sacrum
accelerometer

Fig. 3.3.3: Wearable sensor system prototype.

=}
7Y

3.3.2 RELEYTT7STIEVH Y RATALICBITDEWHT S 4 XY NiEE
EZDFA

aul

BADPRELZV T TNV Y VAT LADA A=V %K33.3I1IRT. InEFTH~
DB W22 VB RED S, BIIHET 514 A Y MMEEANDHEEZE 2 5. iR VY
I Flex Sensor(Spectra symbol £) ZRH U7z, ZOXFOEIITH LT, Ay A7
JABE A Hz DO —NA T 4 )V R[AIFE L GHEET V7% F\W 17 5O IIEEIE 2@ U T, #h
Bx2EET 5. iR Y2 2R 1ME L, Bl EZREMZEHITE 2 X5 IClAagb
7z 72, AiRMlOMELFEE L, BEMOMELA LTS, £ HRIEIZN 3.3.4(a)
RS LD, MVELD S, thROFHAEP L, +£6.00m~! 7220, fEEEIX 0.01m ™!
Thb. MiFEL IO 0.46m 1 THD. NEE X L ADXL345(ANALOG
DEVICE tt) Z FH\ 5. & HIEE OFHUHEIFAA +£29 TH 0. 72fREEIX 0.007g &85, &
fREED DFAEDFEET DL, 04EDHENEZ SND.

N0 YRR S, BAMET 214 XV MERIZHER2Z X 5. Faemalel D JEAL
M7 I 4 XY MEEDBRIZ, &RV HIEE 525, 4 RORY v ITERERAES O
RAEND BIGE, BUHET T4 A ¥ S HEE O RBGEREIL Y 0.66mm TH 5. [ 3.3.4(b)
2, BLHET 4 A ¥ MEETHOWZHEREOHE 2R, FHEDENEEZOSND
+2m =t OFFIE, PRNI EA3.3.4(D0) pSHARNS. L, X399 DkSicd
LIRBEND 7280, FHUEEDBENIED THEIRE V. Z07kd, it Joilk
RBEO, fRHZFEEIED S gz FIE U WY Z 1 A > MEEHIZ8EET 2 0
LD 5. MK X >0 5 KD B ML o, DFRFED 0.4 BTN LT, AL
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_1]

N2
=

2

D= P W UG

%

i

b

N O s P

R2=0.97
S5-4-3-2-101 23 4 51[V]

(a) Measurement value of curvature sensor.

-1

>
3

hhbLLUEiEo—~pDwREWL

0 10 20 30
(b) Frequency of curvature sensor valu.

Fig. 3.3.4: Curvature sensor value

7T A A MEE DRI 1.35mm TH B, fhiRe VI L BEEAICEART,
WY VY DFBEDVENMET 714 A Y MEEIEICEZ2ENPREVETFHITNG. 7272
U, £V UPMRIZEEL TVWERBENRD .

F7, BREERMTIZ X DHEAMET 714 A Y MERIZ X o T, KM ERITE R UIZEEARYEY
51.87mm DFEAHIEIITA T WS, Uy Ick bk 0E, KEAERMEIC X 2HEH
BHEDRKE WD, D277 TNV AT LE2HWCTIEMMET 514 A NEEETT-
2358, REAEMIEIZ X D REER EOSIERH 5.
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3.4 BANEHBRETIICEDKESAEKTEE

FEALMET 2 1 A > P HEE DR R Z T a it 2175, D00, FRELMIE
WeEIE RO, EHPERE TICED R ek 28R T 5. FREOMIEHEE
HEIZBWTIE, BHEY 51 A > M HEEETRO 72 S1 AR &k T12 R TH
% so, b6 EREREZFEE UTHKS. EIAHEMEER, BT 71 A Y M@ L LK
FOMLEBEREE R TRD 72, HAREER & BAREOMIZ W CE a2 e T 5.

3.4.1 LEAHREOEHEE

Boalx, BAMET 54 A2 FOFERZFH VT EMAEMIEZ KD 5. MZ8ER5 % Mk e
EZ, b6 EERIZEMIBLREHETHD T 5. £z, EAEEIIHHE TR
FERIF I oTWB & L, BEOMIEZEFFO b6 BIER i EIZRET 5. Tz
HG LT 5.

0
o) »

HEMSUTOEE?S FAEOMIE X CHEEOHEZ D <. GHENAEXAERM
RlZ by L —ETHDEINET S, TDd, BEREBITIKEZELRW. VG X, b D25 G
FTIEHUATFTDLDITKRES.

Cwbe _wag 0
e = Sy, Cthpy 0 | - (Go — be) (3.41)
0 0 1

HOMIEZUTORZHWTRD S, T XD b MEEREE TH 5 EONE % S
FRIZBIF DG OABERZ MLE, UTORZHWTKD 3.

G = Per, . %@ (3.42)

10 Lhg Cwba _wae 0

bep, = 0 1 Sy, Cthy, 0
0 0 1 0 0 1
Cwbs - wao xb(j
= waG Cwbg ybﬁ (343)
0 0 1

AT HBNT, RIS [36) Z BT 5. Sk [36] 12 & 2 LAKEHIZB T2 LPEGHEED
#B1E54.8(%) TH Y, HRIZHT S LPEEHOEGIX 4.7(%) TH D, R [35] 12k B &,
BRICHT 2D S EIMIEE TORIDEEGIX53.4[%] LI TW5E. LMEOfENTT
&, ZOMEEMHATS. DIZOWTIE, XHR([35],[36] DIEA SFHRLERET 2.
D = (0.447(1 —0.534))
= 0.208 (3.44)
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3.4.2 MEBEBETINICEDKESGREEE

spine line LMD E.OLH S DERR, B|RRANZ ML e, BEROELEZHWT, BHA
HEHES L. BEHEH F, 13, 2 00FEE8H00ENTHS (KM3.4.1). Thoid, BED
BIIZKBEHENF,, &, MilE2 XA 2HADLLHE0 F, TH5. £7, LKOEIIC

Thoracic vertebrae

/’\ ) = (Pbsl

%M !

Fig. 3.4.1: Coordinates of lumbar load. This model is based on the method for estimating
lumbar load introduced above. Each formula for calculating the lumbar load

FBEENEUTORLDEAET S
Fg, =|w-R-g-Ciy,|| (3.45)

wlid, KEH. RIF, BERIINT S LEDESDRIGZET. F,, &, ENHEDOAD]
THhd. KT, Mz XA SMALLEENZEHET S, 71, MiHEZZXSHAICE -
THRETDIMmIV I EEHET S, UFORXEHNT, 7 25HHT 5.

=gy w R-g-Cih, (3.46)
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ZZIET, 1 20BAPHARELZZTWEEEZDL. ZTD1®D, lg, & LEKEL» SIIE
DELETDE—AVINT—LEEETS.

FHRINTH NV RS EENEE RS, T TOREKREIFEREC S U TR~ OB A
BT WB EAE L, SHEAROEIMIED SN E TOHRBIXIE oy, LEHETS. Z0
R 2 5NTVBHRADPEHEENHD MV 2 R8T 52 HLTWBHEFE R 5. X3.4.2
RS & DI, BSHKIZAE T 2EEHDE—A Y b7 — L3R [84] 1281 B HEAKRD
YA X% sHAER 2 VT, BELOPSHEEER L CONMENEEME—A Y M7 —A
loy EUTUFOXRK DFET 5.

St + Sp
4

ZORIZEIT D, /8T A—RIIHR 8] OMZRMT D, E—A Y T —LFFEIZHW
- IS 25 DfE%E, X3.4.3 & 3.4.413RT. FREICE > TRDZ gy, 13739
IR

lay = + Sp + S, cosfc (3.47)

Table. 3.9: Length from center of gravity to the spinous process endpoint

lam, | lomn | lam, | lams | lam,
54.12 | 60.36 | 62.78 | 62.46 | 60.67

faMt %2 X 2 A& 2 EE0E, R348 12K ->TEHEINS.

T

F, = (3.48)
lam,
BBIZ, 2EROEEN F, 234912k > TEHHET 5.
F,=F, +F; (3.49)

e & R EHOBRIE, ST FMEINTWS. I T, ATETHH X 7
EHHHEEMEA 3400N 2 X 7258 12BWVWT, GMREBRLRTI VAT LAEZMEL-. X3.4.5
RS &, BMEROBEAMEY 514 A MeHE L, BEHaEEE2EHE 5. FELE
EHARMEEZ B 7ZGEICESEEZITO VAT LTHS.
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1 4

Fig. 3.4.2: Relationship of the vertebral body and erector spinae[65]

Fig. 3.4.3: Size measurement method of each vertebral body(reproduced from [84])
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N
T Ek
Means of verichrae
Hnner seepiens (mole, n = 26)
Venebral body* Verteheal canal Spine
Vertehrae - A
No. Vheightimm)  Dheight{mm) Sr Sg S.Tr.dmedmm) - 1Tr.dot. mm} Sp Tr.dmi (mm}) 0, S,
M+o M+o Mo Mo Mxa Mto Mo Mzo Mxo Mo

C3 1293+ |45 1239£140 15232093 l6dl=14] 20442138 2060247 13262143 2074137 1472707 164K=278
Ci 1224 =121 1215=124 15632147 1659=1.40 2195184 2191225 1262=141 22432152 35022804 16372282

(8} 1142= 119 1L.3%=1I18 1562129 16893x145 2335x 98 2334+274 122=120 2331=155 [4100=1076 1744 2382
Ch 168137 1205=127 16432156 1721158 24952166 2530248 128T=126 2357=120 14692+ 1190 2519 +4738
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Tl 1502112 1525114 1681 £ 1463 170720138 26752250 3230265 1348150 1982=140 14558:7K3 36751342
T2 loddx 111 15822137 1695158 818147 27522 |68 32042204 1392141 17392135 141722731 3863 +3.26
T3 1690+ 10 1635131 1850+ 1.64 1983+ 160 2681160 3060£216 1396130 16052109 136852860 3873+445
T4 17322123 17.15=150 2020173 2145165 2669=x 148 2996+225 1413154 1559108 129621972 4182510
TS 1764105 1792=146 2179163 2259172 2701x153 2992+197 467095 1538=096 121082694 444722474
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T 1936 130 1931=143 25B6x201]1 2662x246 3053=210 3292:x255 1431110 1520011 12088 =668 425523404

TS 00T 109 1965124 26792245 27.02+238 31722231 ME8:23 1396£095 15352 10T 125652662 30762318
Tid 049132 W82+ 112 27252262 2780+223 33262252 3T27+2463 13732099 15442 003 1M I52TEY 36022387
Tt 090 =149 2291162 2TBE+205 2796196 36022260 40283+273 13932117 1667=133 140961035 324023124
TI2 2233z 191 24442170 28582204 2878+2.014 39322286 42664303 (472149 19362 )57 157582 1189 3046340
L1 2339+ |80 25501838 29342241 304T+£2.05 41572319 454423405 (495= 144 20562146 166582 (035 31632304
L2 4382209 25542208 J0B62253 ITF0£226 44422315 474523409 1399+ 147 201221073 ITOTI= BS54 33264 269
L3 MEl=182 2461=233 3236233 I266+247 4660x315 SNO08:3ISD 1345=181 2155= 174  1TO6S =692 3352407
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Fig. 3.4.4: Size of each vertebral body site(reproduced from [84])

AN ]

Fig. 3.4.5: Lumbar load warning system
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ZHEBRE DGR, (K&, AiEAZ AL, KOZETRAMEZH WS, AFEIBWT,
HEAMIE T12 206 SUITFAES 2HEARMDEB I TH B. £D7-8, BlessPro 235K
% S1-L5 [E DR AT 2 Lt T 5.

Table. 3.10: Subject’s body information of lumbar load estimation experiment

height[cm] | weight[kg] | body surface area[m?]
men 173.4 65.8 1.86

women 163.2 61.6 1.69
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§ 1200 ///'/ =$=—Constant
© 1000 . .
g 800 // Calibration
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T 400

200

0
posturel posture2 posture3

Fig. 3.4.6: Lumbar load between the S1-L5 in each posture of male subjects

BERE OIEH A EZ B 3.4.6 & 3.4.7 1R, &HIZ, 7HBEOMETEAMEZ R
5. M OESFEMAEEEDORELIIATDO X IR T, EBUEZ A WIEIMET Z 1 X >
N HERE D> & DR A fiHE BB % Constant. KA IERIEIE Z W72 BIUMET 5 1 A
v MEED S DIEE B fHHEEE, Calibration. BlessPro % F\ 7z [ €145 fE % BlessPro.

B DR A M HE RS R 1E, BEAGA A IE LIS Tl BlessPro & [AIBRDZAL%E & 65 X T
W5, BlessPro # Bffi & U725 &128WT, Calibration DEHFRERIL, 10[%]) TH 5.

VDR AR EFERIZBWTH, BlessPro & [ABRD A LE & 65X TWD. Z DHER
ZHOWNMMET T 14 A > M EEDOFMTIX, RIEZBUMIBNTRB ALV RE L L DHH
RThot.

S DG & U THW BlessPro %, F—OHIEMATH 72 LT, BEHORK
AR, BAUMET 5 A A > b D2 L B ERRAMA L E & 6 2 5 Z ek, L
U, AT 2R AMHEE L, RER? SEAMET 5 1 A > b D2 % §E 2 ik
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Fig. 3.4.7: Lumbar load between the S1-L5 in each posture of female subjects

T BHFEDZD, BlessPro L [A—DEZRI DWW EFEZNND. BEHEAMAAEDFHIGIZ B W
T, SRIFAEREREZ AW EHRAMOMEMERE DB ZiT-o T, £72, MK
WIEBIZ B Z AN d Z &1 &k - THIE T N7 A %2 oic, 28O EA R 2 i
THHEBEZMIT S LI KD EMAMHEEOR R Z KL T\,

3.44 AEBRENSZZIERAGEOFE

EHEAEDE L BG5E0, EHaEoY Ial—Yara2i3d. ¥YIalb—vary Tl
WENFTA—REFKIILIZEEDS, ¥Ial—2arTiE, SI-Ls DEHREaHEE 2,
EHHMEIE, 2430N &5, ZOAMIED S HERENGFET 2 L TOAMEREEZ KD 5.
REM T L \CAEIZAZET 208, REARMEIEL R BEME UTHIEMA 0 EL L
7z,

Table. 3.11: Simulation of lumbar load

height h | weight w | Anteflexion angle | Error angle interval
170.0 60.0 90.0 1.0

M L2 EHEEDOZENE, K348 1R T, BEROEMZIT - 72881, HE 6.997
Elotz. ZDD, 1EDET, INDEENEL L. AKOY Ialb—Y a3 v EiiH
HEE O ETITS. ZOHAIE, 1 EDOHMAET 42N O#AENEL 5.

2D, IEHHIEADEIC X Z80RIE, HEN1ERS Z iz, A2 LT
KA2N OBEVRAD D, 2D &SI, BEZHIHL TWZ T, BHEIZSI 5% H]
WD enHkD, MEOEEZBSTI L, #EAAZRBSTIEAE—~DOHKE L
TEZDIENHKD. 20720, BN EREREIC X 2E R X, EHRafHfEo
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Fig. 3.4.8: Influence of by the angle error to load value
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BT R ENE DA - BIEEMEZ/TS Z W TE 5. EBEOFEEDOBIZIZEWT,
HRENEIZ AR WA, [lfE - [FIfEB{ED R ET S, 2078, RiEEEMMIBNT
HEIEMMET 214 AV b 2HETEIHELRD S,

3.5.1 PUTEIBHE T 1 LYK B 3 RTEBEHR

Fig. 3.5.1: Quaternion representation of accelerometer

Acceleration

FISR a Quaternion posture expression
aQ —p] > 1

Ula| qa:E[\/1+a,,ay\/1—az,—ax\/1—aZ,D] ’q

a
Gyro Quaternion rotation expression q T
g : _
w > ”427 At At At > Com}ilememaly Filter N FISR E.=alqatls 6, 9)
g = 1—7.11&7.&5;7.&’17 q=AG,q+(1—A)q, 1/]q|

Fig. 3.5.2: Fast 3D posture measurement by quaternion complementary filter
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RDHEARAKNFIKAD L 51272 5.

O(t) = A(O(t — 1) + wAt) + (1 — A)b, (3.50)

ZIZT, wiyvy1avrYoitilE, 6, 13IEE R Y9558 -E DS O E
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Y

q= {cos%,nsin 5} (3.51)

ERHINS.
IheEELr I OitlEZ a = {az,ay,a.} EUTHEPT S L, K351&457%
b, WHBIZ KB ZBRJ L UTEI g =1{0,0,—1} & DXL,

4o = {V1—a.,ayV1+ a., —a;v/1+a,0} (3.52)

b, mpRITERE L 72A, ¢ % acos TRIMAT 5728, cos,sin &R U CTHEAKIZ I
FEFICfER LA TRHEINS.

WIZT ¥ O RRZITS. Yy 0y FORBUTIE2:EDH D, [l
BOMEDIUTLE % KD B D & [alfiz H A% KRBT 5 PUILE (rotor) ZKDDEDHH 5
D, M7 4 VZIZHWS DIl gE e HVS. VyvrakryF Ol w= {w,, wy, w,}
D& E, roter I&

y _{ wldt w, . Jwldt wy . |wldt w, |w|dt}

) ) ) 3.53
2 ol sin — |w|sm 2 ol sin — (3.53)

20, At DTN T NIE, Small angle approximation & 9,

dt\? wedt wydt w.dt
qu = { 1 _W2 <2> 5 9 ) y2 ) 2 } (354)

EUT, Yv b UnBERRICE D IEEITHD BNIES 20 S. Zah s, [HEREO
L % KD 2 1T IZ U TC D AR DEE D S,

Qg(t) = Qng(t - 1)‘jw (3.55)
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TruaY—X oMl T 1 VR ERKT B.

q(t) = Agrq(t —1) + (1 — A)qa (3.56)

qt) \FBBEW TV — L LD T, 3IRLEBORBE L L->TWD. Ll THERAL X
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6nsform the local vertebral body coordi@
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N

Fig. 3.5.3: Reconstruction of 3D lumbosacral alignment
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1
(3.58)

Y5, 22T, NEOHHKIZ X5 MEOHENXEN A FEL TG, R EIEA I,
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2175, VUo7 EIEHRp, BEMEERSs, BEEERL,m 2HVWS L, HEARGEE
WHEEREIZENE N,

[ 4
2 = wz = fforward(Ri7 zi7pi) (362)
W;
F, = fl = foackward (Rit+1, Fitimzit1, Pit1, 8i, Li, m;) (3.63)

Ti

ERDDBIEMTES. TIT, MAREOHNEENGH (MHAT5)R; BREL DD, T
FARAY NDIWIALT 75 & 741 ZFTWBDOT, Ll n, & FEEA ) 2 HNT, 2
DEFLIIPU T E AW T RO LS ITRBTES.
/ /
q = {cosﬂ,n; sinﬂ} (3.64)
2 2
nj = UL (3.65)
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1 Ti Tl
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VUL DRIFE ¢ & FIERTTH Ry 1d— RN —DE#EZFEFDODT, —a—hr-FA4 7 —HKITE-
TRz AHEEFEEZTI e NTES. ZOHEERIZN3.5.4 OHBRBEOEX & L
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Fig. 3.5.4: 3D reconstruction result of lumbosacral alignment
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; = cos (3.67)

¢; = sin

3.6.2 {AIJE - OleRBAHOHEE
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Table. 3.12: Parameters for 6; and correlating value.
a b R

61 | 0.051 | 1.850 || 0.100
0 | 0.185 | -2.543 || 0.437
03 | 0.306 | -5.595 || 0.641
04 | 0.437 | -8.180 || 0.731
05 | 0.508 | -8.565 || 0.765
06 | 0.557 | -8.382 || 0.789

Table. 3.13: Parameters for ¢; and correlating value.
a b R

¢o | 0.027 | -0.271 || 0.441
¢1 | 0.025 | -0.177 || 0.493
@2 | 0.029 | -0.283 || 0.537
¢3 | 0.030 | -0.244 || 0.543
@4 | 0.035 | -0.354 || 0.586
@5 | 0.037 | -0.366 || 0.548
¢6 | 0.045 | -0.561 || 0.560

FARICIEE o HEEIIL TWD Z 2300 5. L5 HARDMIRA 6, 1%, HEEIMEL, EE
BEADPZL LGB IZE VT HRBADBBALONILN LD n 5.

I, EARZEM ¢p & SHEREEA ¢; OBIFR%ZEK 3.6.4 1ZRT. SRIZERILIL 72
FERERT. EAOEMLU7ZAD N T A — X ROCMHBEMZ 2 3.13 12539, BRIZH?» S IF
E, MHBMELSINS AL H B E 7, HE o HBMLTVWEZ b5, HEARD T
IZ72251220T, RAMWMEW. LU, EEEMENNI W), KRR TORA L TIERHE
72\,

INoDFERN S, BARZEEM XD JIE - BIEROMRLE M 2 HE T2 Z L AEET
Hbd. ZDH, HEEEREIMIHEREREL, HEXZLFORIZERT S, &7
A—=&I\%, EFLLRDOEDEHANS.

Or
Oi) _ (o O )|y, (3.70)
¢i 0 Qg;  Co; 1
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(a) Right side bending.

(c) Right side bending posture. (d) Left side bending posture.
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(e) Right twist posture. (f) Left twist posture.

Fig. 3.6.1: Estimation result F of the lumbosacral load by using conventional and pro-
posed method.
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(a) Back-side X-ray image. (b) Side X-ray image.

Fig. 3.6.2: X-ray image.Pink point is vertebra body pointb;. Yellow point is skin points;.
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Fig. 3.6.3: Relationship between 67 and 6;
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Fig. 3.6.4: Relationship between 67 and ¢;.
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Side flexion angle 6;

Fig. 3.6.5: Estimation results of average error Ej,.
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BIIBHEITTOER DS, UL, SUIMEIZOWT p=0.057 &40, AxEZRT
ZeMWTERPo7z. ZIh6, S g 2E650EBIXEERCIZIEH VW RNnZ &%
IRTAGEHRE o 72,

E72, EARZEAITH U T ORBEAMED LB M OHEERAEE G %X 3.6.7, 3.6.8ITmRT.
FHEICIEA RO R ZHW5

100 0;.
Ep, Z s~ % | (3.73)
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Fig. 3.6.6: Estimation results of average error Ey,.
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Fig. 3.6.7: Estimation results of average error Ep,.
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OGRS, VAR EZ IBRUATIZTEIENTE L bhd. HELL#ER%2H

WBZ2IZ& D 3GCEEIZ BT BIEMEY T 1 A > MEERE [ T 5. MO

NIA=RIZBEUTIHMERERMHEEZ T HIENTETWVS.

M - BEZRAMIZBVWTHAREZEETI2LERHLEZONDS. ZDd, KK
HEGED/T XA =R e OHBEZEHTI2HERH 0, f#kEZ L ODRBAMIEEZIT> TV
. ¥/, FBROEEE2 LYY AT L THMIU 2SR & X ik e iz 175 Z & T,
JEAUMEY 5 1 A > MEE DM 24T > BB D D, ZOHEFGZ I F 2T, (EEAHHE
DRBEIREZDAZFIEZITD L DITT 5.

(3.74)
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Fig. 3.6.8: Estimation results of average error Ey,.
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BA4E AN EFEZZRELIENREERE
E ik

- Unknown -
External force Fj
Position of external force
Arm posture
and more ...

F;: Lumbosacral load
by posture
Fp: External load

Fig. 4.0.1: Lumbosacral load due to the posture change and the external force.

Wearable sensor system
+ Lumbosacral alignment

(IMU sensor and curvature sensor
+ Back muscles activity

(Muscle stiffness sensor)

F=F +Fp
Estimation of
Lumbosacral load

Fig. 4.0.2: Measurement of Lumbosacral load due to the posture change and the external
force by using wearable sensor system.

4.0.11IZR T &S IIMBAMIC X 2 8 F)y 2 5B U BT AHEMER, MREMoX
S, MEHEOME, MORBR M BERERE A CGIRL 2T XRS5, 14.0.1
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DEEE, FRAFEERHNICZEITTOEH, MPAMPFRMELIXES V. LrL, K
WP CIIBERRIC S T 5 2 & 7210 THMNI AR 2 B e U 72 R Sl 2 Gl i gk & o A7 A
AT 3. X4.02DRIZ, BEHICHE LI S oELET— &2 &I,
R OBb 2T T 5. AR OREL MBI OLRELIKE L, HFEID
BALIZ K > T EAREENEAT S Z & TH AN ZE B U EREaHEE 2175,
INET, FITHIBREEIZDOWT OB AEHEE ORI ZIT>TE 2. ZD7=dH, KM
MR % B L - A A e IR R EE 2 S B W THEE 21T .

4.1 RIBEMEICBIT 2B NEHBR2HET IV

The upper body

a|osnwi yoeg

a|osnw jeulwopqy

Fig. 4.1.1: Musculature model for lumbosacral load estimation has back muscle and

abdominal muscle.

X 4.1.112mR9, B8, BE, MM, w55 @ SIS N2 2Ieiigk e T
NEFZDL., MPIZBIF 5 b 1E, SHAEOEMIEZRT. WEIZ EEEOREIES L
TWbeEZ, TOHERZ M 2T5. BHBLCEMOHRIMENE Fg, Fp235. B
filiMEIX B EZ X—2 2 LTl O EL, B, BHONEES L THE, NP
HIZKDEHTL2EDE LT, Mgk 0 BAME Ll Z i 6EHENE2 FedhE, IRD3
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B 4 B RFINIBELAT % 5 58 U 72 00 £ FH 2 0k
4.1. HIEBIEICE T B FHEM 2 HE TV

ARDOHEE—RA Y FDODHEWVHEK D LD,

FBleG—i-FAXlnG—I-MgXlg:T
Fpxl,0o+Fyqxl,y=0 (42)
Fg+Fy+ Mg=F (4.3)

AELNZ BT, Ly I WDWTIE, SR [84] 22 FIZ URTET 5.

411 AMEFICH T ZEMEEEE LAEEXRLICE T ZERRIBE

MES A DFHRIC I, RITERR7Z 2 e BB ET VEHAWS. Y Ial—Y 3
YT, 5K 1600mm, {AH 50kg DFHMETITS. FEMEMEIIX4.1.21TRTX51Z,
fDEX % 800mm & LT, Miz BRI U CTKERS-45 L UTEHERITS. ELEE
ZOEELT, R8MA% 15 EHAMIEESES. ¥YIa2aLb—Ya v TE2DODEM4T
75. 121, EAEEIZ Okg 75 100kg £ T, 1lkg ZIATEILZITV, FRMAEHEIK Okg
L35, 5 120F, FRMEE 0kg 25 30kg £ T, lkg AATEILZT, LIKER
DEALIX Okg 2T 5.

Upper body
posture angle

Arm
posture angle

Fig. 4.1.2: Posture at simulation. Definition of arm posture angle and body posture
angle.

FAEEOEINC & 5B AMEDZ(LZ B 4.1.3 (23R, FHAMEORNNC & 2 [EE
BHEMOZ A Z M 4.1.41TR7. FRITEDHINILEART, EREEDOEINC L 5 EHA
HAEDORINR IR, AEEE, EETh 58, EEEVPEMU THERAME
DEALRIFE N, FHRAMEDENCIZ & 2 EHRAMED R IZEBZDHFE DL,
UL, E55D5RIZEWTHMERNT S Z &I12 &> THEEEHEMEIENT 5.

B4.1.512, BAEEZICE T SEEREHEE, FRMELMIZET 5 EHaHED
AL R B ATEZ RS, EARBEM T LITRT. fle UT, ERZEMH 90 EHTE L
7256, THEATEH 20kg DIMFAMTIZ & 2 BEREHEIEIE, EAREED 51kg HINIC X 5 BT
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BB EMTH 5. MRS, FRAEDEIIZE W TS ERICEAM & 72 2 B E fr
EAFAET S, ZD&DIZ, FEMEOEIIZ X B EHRaEOZL(E, EAEEDZL(L
Lo THEHEMMA DI ENARTH L. ZDRD, FEMENAHTH > TH LKEED
BT, RSOEMEEE2HBR TN TES. £72, HERBANELEBIRS
FY, PRAMEOZALIZ X 2 IEHEHME e FMic k2 MAERIIAES RS, ZhiE, §/l
JRZEENZ IR DI DONTH MV IZ X2 EHENE E 5720 TH L. TD7d, B
FIDFEE RN OEAN ELINE L, EREENPENT S L THBAREERL -
JE B HHEE 2 17D FIERIRET 5.
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Fig. 4.1.3: Lumbar load on upper body weight change due to body posture angle change.
Differences in color indicate differences in body posture angle.
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Fig. 4.1.4: Lumbar load on extranal load change due to body posture angle change.
Differences in color indicate differences in body posture angle.
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Fig. 4.1.5: Weight of the upper body and externation which will be the same lumbar
load.
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4 B RSN R 2 2 58 U 72 R G HEE TR
4.2. S & oY L ATREIEIC BT 5 S O BIfR

4.2 FES VY ERIESEICE T 2EHEEORRK

F ynid

Fig. 4.2.1: Measurement of bend forward in changing the hand load

S & VO DB EHOZL 2 A 5 2 & 2R T 572012, BIEIEIZBWTEE
HMEPHEZ7Z5E60MES 2 Y OMIMEORBREZHARS. 207, 3R AT
L(MACSD E—Ya vy 7F v —V AT L) EH S oY 2HWEERE2TS. GH
THHEEEZR 4.2.1 1R, BEREIL,, FEB%2 3IPRHMRL, SZB~NOBHRHE%Z 3
MeiamU, BfEx24rS. FRMERO0, 5, 10, 15kg 2T 5. #EL2BEMEIHLEL, &
IRIEHAE R 4.1 1RT. PoRAE, B8%E 3Tl A7 4 (MAC3D €E—Y 3 V¥ ¥
TF¥—VATL)PORRLT, FAMGED D OEFEHZEET L. ERAHOFE
ZOWTIE— BRIz fib T WS ERET IV [87, 88, 89] &, HEDRIHIT= L 72 ai)HE)
TEIZB I DN FHEE2HHET VEHWS. X oY1k, FEERIIZ L3-4 ERERTZ,
TR 2 A T 15em M CEGICHRETS 2. SEEHIT 28FIL, AGRNROBEIETH S
=&, EAOHIEES 2 S EOFEEE 5.

Table. 4.1: Subject parameter.

Height[cm] | Weight[kg] | Sex
subjectl 165 69 M
subject?2 167 60.4 M
subject3 157.3 58.8 M

B14.2.212, BiffE &2 9l & BERAHOBREZHERE Z 2 I1TRT. BfFIcEbET,
BEZ 2 U HEEML TWD Z e h 5. ERE Z L B AHE L i X 2 oY Eo
BRI RS, KT, EZBTH L REBAEEE £ o HEDOBRIZENALND.
ZD7®, RE2ZRT E2HENDHL. FRGENMEZ LI LI2ONT, £ HENE
MUTWBZ s, £z, WEREIZE->T, BEICRHLTO AT Y Y A2 HERT
L5ZEMTES. AIEIZBVWTI, AT Y YRRV EREL THERNZHBEL TV
<RI, X v E e EEREHOMBRE E R 4.2 \RT. MEICEBRZRSTARD
BEIZBWTHERELE V. 2070, X 2z HW 5 Z & THMNBAM Z &
U7 i E N gE T h 5.
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Table. 4.2: Correlation coefficient of muscle

ke

0

5

stiffness sensor and lumbar load.
10 15

Subject 1

0.940 | 0.928

0.955 | 0.960

Subject 2

0.947 | 0.935

0.937 | 0.937

Subject 3

0.909 | 0.937

0.897 | 0.922
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(c) Subject3

Fig. 4.2.2: Relationship between muscle stiffence senosr and lumbar load
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N
=
=

4.2.1 MHREHHEERDKET

AR B WTHIREMEICER U, ZADMIEENI SRR WEMREL, EADTVEE
W3,

Fon * P (4.4)

ZORDOMERHFIEN Fp 2 EKEINEY IaL—ya vy oG T 5. miEEIEE 3
POLEHIS A7 L (MAC3D E—Yavdy FF vy —Y A7 4) TEHIL, BIfF7T—% %
BB FY I ab—Ya i ANS. AR THAT 2HEREINFEYIalb—Ya
VNE, SRS OWFFURE [90] Z2FHT 5. HERE X, BRE1H4ET 5. WRERHRE &
43187, HERE LT, TiloXz2EHT 5.

Fs = (

Table. 4.3: Subject’s parameter

Height[cm] | Weight[kg] | Sex
Subject1 175.1 61.6 M
Subject2 147.9 54.5 F
Fg=aln(Ps)+f (4.5)

NHEWEDTH 57280, loglZ & BEMAZENT S, 207D, PsLTOAT7EY b
EHREGAL, FEREX4.2.3 1R, Mz EHHAHE I T5. A7y FOEWI LS
TV HIIRTREEERZERDIENTES., AMIEEWT, HBARLIENT S %
X P EOBNE L 5 X TWA DY VY EOMINIHED H 2 HER R L
W, D7z, FHMTE 10kg (2B B IEIRHFCH ) OHEE ME TIMi &2 17 5. RefZA ki
FAOMEREX 4.241TRT. X P 3EKEINFY Iab—Ya VORRTHS. 4t
WAMIZE > T, BEHAHMEIBENL TV Z ERHL S0 5. #HEREZH WS 2
& o THRE EHREAHENE T EBEOAIZE L TOHEN S L WoTWE Z & H%)
"o,

T2, A7y MTEBEVERETOICEK 4412, HEEADEEEZRT. EY
MAEFUTOXNTEET .

_ 1<

EPS == E Z

=0

MERZIZBWTH, Pg— Foppin DA 7y MZ L BHETHERIL, FHUEL 2 2B KE)
HFEYIab—ya v ORER (Ps) I U TAREL EBRLERE LTS, RITRET LD
A7y & Py — (Fs,,, +2F;, . ) T2 &oTREMEREENILTEHZ

EMTESL. ZDRD, KAFRIZEWTIFfEANDOA 7y % Ps— (F,,,. +2F;
b

~

F, — F,

K3

(4.6)
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Table. 4.4: Estimation average values of the lumbar m uscular strength in external load
10kg.

EPS PS B (Fsmaz + 2F3mzn) PS/(Fsmaz B Fsmzn) PS B Fsmin
Subjectl 307.0 310.1 385.2
Subject2 268.6 335.8 384.6
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Fig. 4.2.3: Estimation values and muscle stiffness sensor values.

94



B4 RSN AN Z B R L 7 IR e i e Ik
4.2. XY L FIREEICE T 2 EHMEAH OB R
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Fig. 4.2.4: Estimation values of the lumbar m uscular strength in external load 10kg.
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N
T ER
Height. V&leight, Sex
l /'
Wearable Lumbosacral Estimation of Estimation of &
Motion —# Sensor L . N + — F
alignment estimation muscle exerts force lumbar load
system >
Fm—————————— ——mmmm e m e — == M
! Muscle | Measurement of YT =
stiffness sensor muscle exerts force |
1

External force

Fig. 4.3.1: Estimation algorithm of lumbosacral alignment and lumbar load.

4.3 RN NZZRE L BEHEEN#E

4311207 7 TNy VAT LEZHWZEMMETY 714 A > MEE RO ZEDHD
JEMEHHE £ TORNERT. AHEICHWT, HET 5 oM E IS E R I E
2R, BIEBIEZ T 72 G OS2 HET 2 ET NV EMET S, 2O, H
MMUZZFMEREORMN O E L2 FAEROHEME UTHRS ETIVET 5. MR
T EFE X ITIEIERRIE 22036 B IR BARIZH 2 Z L WIS ETH D, FITHEALE
TIHEEDOENMENVHAEIIZB W TEERRWI Ao T WS, TD7d, Ml
S U YHEDP SRR 2 HET B

4.3.1 FHREIMEICKIEIEIBHTE

Fr VTl —vavEfEe LT, MEMEOMVIRIET, SALRED S EE 90 FEHiH
XD, TOMO KRR EBEMET T4 A Y NS BEH U 72 E0E OME & i S
VY AL, N (41)~43) ITRATE. YT I T N Y VAT LITHD (U 2
WX oIS EAOEHOMEZFHIT 5. HllEE Fs,, Fs, &3 5. AR
HHLU, EAOHTEIZEN R WEREL, EADOFEEEEZ WS,

Fs, + F.
Fg = (FE %) (4.7)

RDIEYIE Py 025, MRBTRIEN 2 HET 5. TOMREZHNWT, ROBILELE 1T
W, BNCRIEIZE o TR o, By KD B CIZDWTIX, BIREIET O Py O AME
CHR/MEZE FNTRD S, BHOEENZEOE TS ¥ Y HENET 5720, Fg %
Ps O H#EEL TE 7.

Fg=aln(Ps+C)+f (4.8)
C = FSmaz - 2Fsmzn (49
(4.10)
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4.3. RFNI 1% 8 U T R FeH ) HEE

WeE U7z Fg 2T, Fa, M 23835, 424343 D0X%2%HT 232 TUFD
Ak E 5.

By o= Bpme (4.11)
an
- Fp lmo
M = ———— |l —Ilns— 4.12
glg cos g (m6 n6 lno) ( )

ZIZT, HELEZR43IZHWS Z & T, HREBEIHED S OETEHMEENITTAS.

4.3.2 BHRENHEERER

REUHEEZFMT 27201, BIfEFEERZITS. B, FRMEZESFIE T
5. WEREEEMEISE L, BRERER 411K, PoEMEI, 0, 5, 10, 15kg & T
%. Okg DIRETORIEENMEAZEMEL UT, BUN_FEEIT, HENRNTA—REFHT
5. FHiiGiEE UT, BIREIEIC BT 28 1FHEE 2 BT 7 IVIC T EE & AL E B
M UTCEHRU-EZEME F, E UCTHRE LU /-ME L HIRT 5.

ET, FYV T —ya VOFiiEITS. REMBEUTRTOR»SRKD 5.

AFp = Fp—Fp (4.13)

AF = F—F (4.14)
SEARREDKERZ M 4.3.2 1R, ZOMRN S, HENHEEZIT - RO E 2R

— 5 - 80 68.8
2 - 54.4
& 4 5 60 :
< 3 -
g 1.8 E 40
o 2 ©
= 16.6
i P -
subjects 1 2 3 subjects 1 2 3
(a) Mean errorAF5. (b) Mean errorAF.

Fig. 4.3.2: Estimated error in calibration.

T. AF IZBILTIE, FHEL UTON RIlIZT 22N TET WS, TR
FplzdUT, 1 %A FO#MERTHS. ZD-D, Fv ) T L—a VIEOFFEEHE
DI IXE. 72, AF LTI, FH#EEL LTTION KRBT EATETNWS
$ﬁ%%ﬁﬁFLﬂbf’mﬂF® HERTH D, ZDRD, ¥y ) ITL— /a/ﬁw
B L HEE ORI,
WIZ, FHRAENEALL 725 E QMR e & IR DM A2 1T >, 3 B
DY FHE N EIEME 2 M 4.3.3 1R, BB R e UT, BAWEY 51 A > MEE
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+4 E

» 53R 7 ¥R )T (Conventional) & $25EFik (Proposed) & s 5. &K T, 52%, *F
Y 34% DA RZ YT B I LN TE L. ZORRENLS, S Y 2HWE I L TF
FMTEZAZ L B RS B OENMDHEREE DM EAXAS NS, [FRIZ, HEEHHE
FEDFERD 1% M 4.3.2 (2R, [ERFIEDOFIIFRAMEIL 352.4N, REFIEOFTHAE
1% 2379N & 7% o7z, Z D728, BEFAHMEEIZSWTH 100N PLEDOFRAEZHIKT 5
TENTE., 7z, BRRETEFD 7256 12FITEWTOWERAEZM 4.3.2 12K,
iMET 51 A > MHEED S DIEEEAHEME TR T, #HE%E 8% T 5 Z LA TE /.
ZNSDFERDS, X Y Z2HWAZ LIZL D WEZZRE L B A% HEE 0T 6E
L U7,

200
180 M Conventional ™ Proposed
160
140
—120
=100
S 8o

161.4

Bkg 10kg 15kg 5kg 10kg 15kg 5kg 10kg 15kg
Subject 1 Subject 2 Subject 3

(a) Average error valu

Z E Conventional ™ Proposed

9 140.4
50 100.6
56 .
£100

&

s 50

4
< 0

Skg 10kg 15kg

(b) Subject’s average error valu.

Fig. 4.3.3: Estimation result of average value AFp

UL, EEENHES R A0 22 MREEOZ/2HE T DB, DT cos
WIAEUFER T 2N DH 5. ZOHEADHE L 20, ENLZEBIIZE W T AR
WO LRBEGEITBEWTHAEDIIT SHEPE & /2. FEBIZ,  Subject3 (21 2 FJefi
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4.3. RFNI 1% 8 U T R FeH ) HEE

— F — Conventional —— Proposed

Lumbosacral load F[N]

0 5 10 15 20 [s]

(a) Estimation result in all time in subjectl with 15kg hand load.

AF[N] * 1< 0.01
800 * P

600
400

208 J.|

-200

Convetional Proposed

(b) Average error during stooped posture.

Fig. 4.3.4: Estimation result F of the lumbosacral load by using conventional and pro-
posed method.

HH 10kg RO IR EHMEEARE R 2 X 4.3.5 12T, BT 2L TCWBEFZRVWESICE
WT, HEERSE R RIORAR AR Y KB R VWEDTH o7, ZD7D, HERDHEIC
cos B, N WHERNIINETIHELD L.
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Fig. 4.3.5: Subject3 with 10kg hand load.
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4.4. ¥ 2 W B EEEHEIC X S S a R E R

4.4 HEEAZBV-BEBEEHTEICLEREIRHEEZE
441 GHREHEZAV-EAEESHTICK ZEDGEHETESE

KO TRR-BEEZWET 572012, WEBRZERETS. AN4.2~043D0FEHIZE
HIHIZBILCRIL, F, 7, ZRATEHT S.

{ F, =F—Fg—Fy = Mgsing (415)

Ty = Fplme — Falye = Mgly cos g
ZhooNlE, HEEE M OB THS. N4.12 TRIT L2, HEX & P T

BRSO ) Fg DB TH 5. ZDD, B 96 MEkHEOL(LE
HeET 5.

Fy, = apln(Ps+C)+ fBr (4.16)
7, = azln(Ps+C)+ B, ‘
C = Fsmam - 2F5mzn (417)

FeDFIE L FRRIZ, FREFEICT U COBIIMET 714 X v MMEEP SRkD Fy, 1, &
RS & Yl Py DAETHR/N_FIEZITS.  ZOFRPSR,, B, & CE2RDB.
FEHOXMNS M Z35RdD 5.

—=Tg (4.18)

AR TRE - HEEE M OMBIZHREL, W06 5 BRI 2 IRA 6K 5.

(4.19)

A~

Fy = Fplm
n0

{ Fp = 7A’g/(lmﬁ—ll’:%glmﬁ)

WeE U7z M, Fg, Fa VR Z 8125 5T, WK %2 Z M8 U - e ez X 4.3
Z&k-oTkd B,

Table. 4.5: Subject’s parameter

Height[cm] | Weight[kg] | Sex
Subjectl 161.0 58.0 M
Subject2 167.4 59.7 M
Subject3 165.2 71.8 M
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Fig. 4.4.1: Estimated value of lumbar muscular strength of subjectl
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Fig. 4.4.2: Estimated value of lumbar load of subjectl
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Fig. 4.4.3: Average error value E’FB.
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Fig. 4.4.4: Average error value Ep.
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Fig. 4.4.5: Average error value Eyy.
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Fig. 4.4.6: Changes in upper body load.
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Fig. 4.4.7: Changes in upper body load due to upper body posture angle.
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Fig. 4.4.8: Results by manual parameter C' adjustment.
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Fig. 4.4.9: Estimation result of upper body load with changing hand load.
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Fig. 5.1.1: The conditions of an experiment.
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Table. 5.1: Percentage of work classification on 1 day

Walk Transferring care Wheelchair assistance
24.4% 13.4% 7.8%

Bath assistance | Helping the toilet Othe
23.9% 12.4% 18.1%

Table. 5.2: Percentage of potsure classification on 1 day
Standing Front bending Squat down Twist

41.1% 53.5% 5.9% 0.5%

MAEMALTESS. 1 HEIXRMEAZ2E R U2 WIEMaEE, 2 HEIHREN %25
LA E 2T o 7. ERASEEX5.1.1 1R T.

ZHED 1 & OWERF OENEEIE A &, EXEFIZB T 2EF - REORE & ZHE U7z,
1 HEOEERNEDOE G 2R 51ITRT. HEKIZ, EEROZRBEEE2K52I1TRT. (%
WEDHE E, AR HER AR OZREBIZOWTIREDRVWED LTS, EBEHDK
KD THIRZE S Z L o TWB Z D 0h 5. SROEKETTIE, MEEIEZRL, [\
FEENMEIZBI L TH 1 % U n7zd, IEULWNEEENTHON T WA Z Ehbhb.

2 HHOEEEE D o, EERIIB T2 RBoRMEE&E2MHLEZ. V2777V Y
YV AT L0 ot U EERIZ BT 2 B8 ORMEI G & kx24T 5. 2RO/EZERH X
4367 TH o7, LU, 1 HE EFEBRIZEMEEE D S PRI O Z8 3Ry TE T
W, 2 D7z, {EEENE D S BBE N TE 52K 2812 TH-72. 7T
TITNE VY VAT LN T —REMHETA2Z N TE LRI 3133 TH-72. Zh
i, BHPIZE T =2 BREINTORWIEPEE 72720 TH 5. K53 IZHHED S
MUz, EX0EE%2RT. R54IZEEPSHME LU, BfEhoRBEEE2RT. &
552927 77NV VAT AP L 7z, BfEhORBESEERT. SN, V=
T I IN Y Y AT LATIKENL RN S 30 B ERTE L7258 2 iR 28 L €& T 5.
EERBZDOWTIE, 20 M EZEEREA L EHT S, 72720, V=T 77UV A
FLE, U DIAZEIZE L TIEEHITE 2.

FE S BBE R T BT, TIANY —DMEETITRTCOEEFER2ITAEI L
MTERW., L, V27 737NV H VAT LEZHWDSZIZE->T, EHTTHN
T RTCOEEFZEUTEZNTES. 22T, BEACYT I TV VTV AT
LEBLSLEHIAHETH - DT — XIZOWTHEHMi 247 5. 12U I, RiEEEIzD
WCHHi 2175, 77 7 7)Y T AT L O Al RERREIAY 3133 P TH 24, f##r
AIREEN L 2812 P & e . B O A REREIC, YT IOV VYV AT LD
IR Z Gt b 7012, AR ZERS. ZO5EORIHEHAEEIX11.6%L 72 5.
7z, SEEEIITATORWEGEAEP I RN CHIERB L EXZLZGAO, By St
THIERBADEEL32.0% L 5. DD, VT 77N BT AT L EEHED S
H U7l R B OE &, IRIF LTV,
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Table. 5.3: Percentage of work classification on 2 day

Walk Transferring care Wheelchair assistance
12.5% 0.0% 6.3%

Bath assistance | Helping the toilet Othe
0.0% 35.6% 45.4%

Table. 5.4: Percentage of potsure classification on 2 day
Standing Front bending Squat down Twist

82.6% 16.7% 0.6% 0.1%

Table. 5.5: Percentage of body posture extracted from wearable sensor system.
Standing Front bending Twist

70.7% 27.9% 1.4%

115



H

7
N

“JIom SULINP prROJ TRqUIN] JO SHNSAI UOIIRWIISH €'T1°C "SI

B ED DD T 2T T TNy AT A

00T

oor

009

008

[N]d

‘Surgsem puey SI 9 “Iom uoljejrodsuer) SI G "9oUR)SISSE ITBYD[OYAN ST
§ oIed uorIsINOX;] ST ¢ "dojs ST g "Y[BA\ ST [ "IoqUINU 90UOPUOdSolIod YIOA\ "YIom Surmp peo[ Iequuiny Jo S)NSoI UOIYewIsH g 1°G "S1

[s1 oooe 0057 0007 0081 0001 008 0

007
' Hed . L | 00
i | | k _
N 1 - [
n m ! | 009
]

B | 008

[NlpeoT requmy

]
1
4
)
1
i 0001
“
1
1

oozl

| qumu ssuspuodsariod yiox

H] 00vI

[

0091

116



955 5 R A HHEE v R A HOE R E & I\ e 7 0 — )L R EEER
5.1. 71 —)b NEER

Table. 5.6: Average values of Lumbar load

Average value[N]
Calibration 338.2
All work time 440.5
Wheelchair assistance 391.8

Table. 5.7: Average values of muscle stiffness sensor

Average value[N] Left | Right
Calibration 366.2 | 345.9

All work time 446.8 | 446.7
Wheelchair assistance | 438.7 | 375.4

WRIZ, BEEEAEE > TWA EEZSNDHIEREIIE W THEREHME L TW»
LOMEMRT S, D7 737NV AT ATHR L ZIEREHEEOREZ( e, 1
ENFORERZX 5.1.2 1287, EESBIIEFESTRLU, LIESM7, 21&#k, 3I13HErA
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U7z, BEZRENTCEET 2 L PRI N2 RIS B 1T 2 AMMEL Y, EARZEM % H
WTC, VI 7Ny AT LAOFHIMEZHET 5. 2HHO T — XTI, R 7Hiih
DOEfIZ 4B TH o7z, DT 77Nt YT AT LOFHIKERIX, FHlltho BAZREAA
DY 71.2 T, HEF BT OFEYIE 828 ETh 5. HAFMBITIX, EfEdic
HARTEEMPMENRNZ D5, R FAiH CIRIRESZ L 502 ki, )

25 HMERTE 2. B AEMEIZBELT, £5.612, EEPT2EKTOREEMIE, v
VTV — g VRO IE & R O O E R RS, BAREE A DM T
Wiz, FHIIH O SEYEER E4EAE 440.5N & 0 b, k-4 B b o SE Y IR S HE AR 1
&<, 391.8N TH5. ZD/s, 7T 77NtV RAT Lho DR & ELREEHE
EIWZBELTIX, ETALRAEDOHERELAS N,

EHIIEESNZHES 2 VOB MEOFHMEZ4TS. V7 77V AT LT
FHIIU 72 & & v HEDR AL 2 X 5.1.3 12587, X5.1.2 T, AHEMEIEINLTWS
METI, SV HEOHAIRENZ D05, 5712, EEFLEETOEEH
S, Fx¥ ) TV =3 VIO E & BRI OB iR RS, Fr VT
L= a VRO EL 0 b, EEPOHELRE V. TdEEPIL, Bz Mo
T AEED L P07 2 L 2R T HRFRiBITIEFL» SEHF T Z2MA 572D D N1 H3F4E
T5720, ¥V T —ya VOB ES U EOFEEEEL D b EVEEEE
mBFEEING. GHllT — & ETHEEHEITES W20, FEBRICHER D ZMA T
DS Y SEHIIATRES L HIrTE . NS DRERD S, AIZETREEL 72
JEEREMHEE D DD 27 5 TN YV AT LADY VHER K, KHETTEOR M
74— I)VNERETHERT LI LNTE.

COFREREH WS Z 12L& >T, EENRZ T TR EMREHOZL TIEESHE2FT
ST LM TES. M51.4105R9&52, SEOEZIZESEAHOE < 22 E/ED 3 HifE
THol-728, BEZREBADMEREHEHMEIZE 500N KD E & 23E . 500N L &
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Fig. 5.1.4: Histogram of estimation results of lumbar load during work.
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