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Elucidation of the Mechanism of Lumbar Burden Reduction by
Pelvic Tightening for the Development of Variable Tightening
Force Control of Active Corset’

Michihiro Yoshida

Abstract

Low back pain is a disease that affects a large number of people, with a lifetime incidence of ap-
proximately 80%. Pelvic belts have been widely used as a method of treatment and prevention of
low back pain. On the other hand, long-term use of pelvic belts has been associated with nega-
tive effects such as impaired blood circulation and atrophy of the muscles. Therefore, this study
developed the Active Corset, a pelvic belt-type power assist suit. Active Corset assists the lumbar
region by using a variable tightening force control that automatically adjusts the tightening force
according to the lumbar burden. In variable tightening force control, it is expected that there will
be individual differences in characteristics such as appropriate tightening strength and timing, as
well as assistance effects, and the control law should be personalized. To determine these factors, it
is necessary to identify the factors that cause individual differences in assistance effects. However,
the mechanism by which the pelvic tightening force reduces lumbar burden has not been elucidated,
and it is not clear what factors cause the individual differences in the assistance effect. Therefore,
the purpose of this study is to elucidate the mechanism of burden reduction by tightening force
and to identify the individual difference factors of the assistance effect for the development of a
variable tightening force control.

The effect of the tightening force assistance in the forward bending position was verified by a
motion measurement experiment with 93 subjects. The lumbar joint torque calculated based on
the mechanical model was evaluated as the lumbar burden, and it was confirmed that the lumbar
burden was reduced in approximately 80-90% of the volunteers. In volunteers with reduced burden,
lumbar joint flexion was decreased and hip flexion tended to increase. Motion correction is caused
by a change in joint stiffness, and it was found that the tightening force changes the lumbar joint
stiffness to a higher value relative to the hip joint stiffness.

Furthermore, the relationship between joint stiffness changes and lumbosacral vertebral align-
ment deformity was modeled using X-ray images. Also, a model was developed to estimate the

assistance effect by identifying features with high contribution to joint stiffness change based on

 Doctoral Dissertation, Course of Systems Science and Informatics, Graduate School of Information
Science and Technology, Hokkaido University, SSI-DT46205032, March 1, 2023.
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lumbosacral vertebral alignment and physique characteristics. The assistance effect was shown to
be influenced by the posture angle of the sacrum relative to the pelvis (PI angle) and body weight. A
method was developed to personalize tightening force control by using body size and lumbosacral
alignment as inputs. In addition, 64 volunteers were mobilized for evaluation experiments of the

control law, and it was confirmed that the assistance effect was improved in the majority of subjects.

Keywords: Active Corset, Variable tightening force control, Pelvic tightening, Joint stiffness, Lum-

bosacral alignment

— iV —



=

B1E
1.1
1.2
1.3

1.4
1.5

B2E
2.1
22
2.3

E3FE
3.1
32
33

34

R

Fr&@

JEERMBIDEE L B . .
WA RBIOERE .
TIT4T7anty VOREE ..
131 RTAMEE . ..
132 BEEBXOREIC . .. .
1.3.3  AIEEE @I .
134 77274 7anlty MZBUIBHE ...
L 1 1
BSCRERR . .
BRI NICEK 2 BERREF

FATHIZE . e
BHHEBEBEERE . . .
R —FYRANMZBIZT77TF 4 7arty hOMBIT ... ...
EEEHAICE D K B8 KU ESEE O

W EMREED 72D DGEBIFHHIFEER . . . . ..
NFEEFIMSESSEEFAE . . ...
WS X BEBIREIE . .. ..
33.1  FMEUTEE ...
332 RBERCBUZEENZN . ...
MEGRBEERMITEN DR
341 EEREECBESEECOBR ..
342  EEEAESREIEOHEE ...
343 WX BBEEREIMEENL ..
3.4.4  BEEIRITELE R o2 i 2 KBTS ...
345 BE e
3.4.6 HEMZHERCBAEREIME ... L

N N AR NN = =

10
10
11

13
13
14
16

35



BA4TE  WHNICEZBUMET S X2k

NDEE 51
4.1 FEIUMET S 4 X2 b o 51
411 PHEREIMEZC e BAMEY S 4 X h L 51
412 MWIRFXNBMBIMET 24X MElL L 52
4.2 74 Ry FOELEICHE S
MIMEZCHEE TV . o 54
421 =FMESE . 54
422 XMREGICHES SBEAMEY S 4 X REHE. L 58
423 FEICEBTIARYNEL L 59
424  JEMEREERRMIMZ(LOET UL ..o 62
425 B e 65
4.3 JENLME T 5 4 X > + B X OIEIgIC
HOHBIBIRMEEETTV . .. 66
431 EFMEAE . . 66
432 AJRHEEOMET ... .. 67
433 EFMBREBOIRE .. 69
434 FBE e 72
435 BEOFGHINCESSFEOES. . . ... ... . 74

BS5&F TUT«473NEYNILD

AIZEAE AFIEHR O EAES 81

5.1 FIERIOMEAES T . . . 81
50,0 EAEEHE . .. 81

512 FMaBIUCBOEFEIER . . ... ... 83

503 EIEBETIL . 84

514 EFADEBE . ..o 85

5.1.5 BB e 87

5.2 AR IR OMEREREM . . . . ... 88
5201 FMEOMEE ... 88

522 BHMESEER . ... 90

523 MBIRIEROLLES .. 91

524 BRI CE S WEER LoBEROER L. 93
E6E fEw 97
6.1 T e 97
6.2 SHBOEE 98

— Vi —



i
BE XK

TR A
Al
A2
A3
A4

MRER
MRS .. L L.
e & EPER

EAER ...

— vii —



1.1
1.2
1.3
1.4

1.5
1.6
1.7

2.1
2.2
23
24
2.5
2.6

3.1
3.2
33
34
3.5
3.6
3.7
3.8
39
3.10
3.11
3.12
3.13

SN

Lumbar burden reduction due to increasing the intra-abdominal pressure[1] . . .
Active Corset . . . . . . . e e
Constitution of Active Corset . . . . . . . . . .. ..
Musculature model for lumbar burden estimation including the back and abdom-
inal muscles[2] . . . . . . .. e
Active Corset-Human System . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ... . ... ...
Sensors loaded on Active Corset . . . . . . . . ... oo

Tightening force against the lumbar burden based on Eq.1.1 . . . . . . . . . ..

Hypothesis about reducing lumbar burden by tightening the pelvis . . . . . ..
Posture correction by pelvic tightening . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Erector spinae muscle compress the intervertebral disc [3] . . . . . . . .. . ..
Classification of PAS based on skeletal structure . . . . . . .. ... ... ...
Classification of PAS by avtive and passivetype . . . . .. ... .. ... ...

Classification of PAS based on skeletal structure . . . . . . . .. ... ... ..

Motion measurement experiment . . . . . . ... ...
Marker pasting position for motion capture . . . . . ... ...
Age distribution of subjects . . . . . . ... ...
Height and weight distribution of subjects . . . . . .. .. ... ... .....
Mechanical model to compute the lumbarload . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Gravity resistance torque on the lumbar joint of Subject A . . . . . . . . .. ..
Distribution of burden reductionrate . . . . . .. ... ... ... ... ...,
Contribution ratio of each joint (Subject A) . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Change of the contribution ratio of hip and lumbar joint . . . . . ... ... ..
Change of the posture due to the pelvic tightening . . . . . ... ... .. ...
Mechanical model to compute the joint elasticity . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Estimation of the joint elasticity basedon Eq.3.8 . . . . . ... ... ... ...

Joint elasticity estimated from motion analysis . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

— viii —

N

O 3 N W



3.14
3.15
3.16

3.17

3.18

3.19

3.20

4.1
4.2
4.3
4.4
4.5
4.6

4.7
4.8
4.9
4.10
4.11
4.12
4.13

4.14
4.15
4.16
4.17

5.1
5.2

53
54

Total number of volunteers for changes in joint stiffness (Burden reduced group)
Total number of volunteers for changes in joint stiffness (Burden increased group)
Relation between the change of the joint elasticity ratio and each joint elasticity
(Forward bending rate: 20~40%MFB) . . . . . ... ... ... ... ... .
Relation between the change of the joint elasticity ratio and each joint elasticity
(Forward bending rate: 40~60%MFB) . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...
Relation between the change of the joint elasticity ratio and each joint elasticity
(Forward bending rate: 60~80%MFB) . . . . . ... ... ... ........
Relation between the change of the joint elasticity ratio and each joint elasticity
(Forward bending rate: 80~100%MFB) . . . .. ... ... ... ... ....

Relation between the change of joint elasticity and posture correction . . . . . .

Change of the pelvic alignment by tighteing . . . . . . ... ... ... ....
Correlation between the change of the joint stiffness ratio R and Ai and Ak .
Measurement for sacrum tilt and curvature of the lumbar spine . . . . ... ..
Measurement for pelvic aperture angle . . . . . . ... ... ...
The histograms of change in lumbosacral alignment . . . . .. ... ... ...
Relationship between change in lumbosacral alignment and amount of change in
lumbar joint stiffness Aky, due to tightening . . . . . . ... .. .. ... ...
The representative volunteers of the slight group and robust group . . . . . . . .
Influence of sacral posture on assistance effect . . . . . .. ... ... .....
Correlation coefficient between each feature . . . . . . .. ... ... ... ..
The representative volunteers of the slight group and robust group . . . . . . . .
Volunteer 1 (Sacrum tilts forward relative to the pelvis) . . ... ... ... ..
Volunteer 2 (Sacrum tilts backward relative to the pelvis) . ... ... ... ..
The contribution of muscle contraction to the increase inlumbar joint stiffness
dependsontheposture . . . . . . .. ... L L
Estimation of the change in joint stiffness ratio based on gait motion . . . . . .
Measurement of the characteristics x; to xg from gait motion . . . . . ... ..
Feature angles of pelvis (objective variables) [4] . . . . . ... ... ... ...

Characteristics measured from gait motion in volunteer C . . . . . . . ... ..

Personalizing of tightening force controlrow . . . . . . ... .. ... ... ..
Relation ship between the subjectively proper tightening force and the lumbar
burden . . . . ...
The distribution of theevand 5 . . . . . . . . . . ... ...

Estimation error of each model fora . . . . . . . . . . . ... ... ... ...

— X —

42
43

45

45

46

46
49

53
57
59
60
61

63
68
69
70
71
73
74

75
75
77
77
79

82

83
84
87



5.5
5.6
5.7
5.8

59

5.10

Estimation error of eachmodel forg . . . . . .. ... ... .. ... ..... 87
The number of volunteers in each phase of evaluation of the controllers . . . . . 88
Distribution of age and weight and height of each group . . . . . . .. ... .. 89
Burden reduction rate in “Personalized” condition E,, and “Standard” condition

Eqg(N=064) . . . . o e 92
The number of subjects that increase, decrease or unchanged the burden reduction

2 93
Totalization of the change of the joint stiffness ratio R in each group . . . . . . 94



* B X

1.1
1.2

2.1
22
23

3.1
32
33

4.1

4.2

4.3

4.4
4.5
4.6
4.7

5.1
5.2
53
54
5.5
5.6
5.7

Motor drive characteristics . . . . . . . . . . . . .

Sensor characteristics . . . . . . . . . e e

Assistance methods and features for each power assist suit (1) . . . . . ... ..
Assistance methods and features for each power assist suit (2) . . . . . ... ..

Assistance methods and features for each power assist suit (3) . . . . . ... ..

Overview of motion measurement experiment . . . . . . . . .. ... .....
The ratio of volunteers in each group and the burden reductionrate . . . . . . .
Mass and CoGofeachlink . . .. ... ... ... ... ... ... ...,

Multiple regression analysis between the change of the joint stiffness ratio AR and
variance of the joint stiffness Ak, and Aé ....................
Partial regression analysis between the variation of the lumbar joint stiffness Ak,
and variation of the pelvic alignment . . . . . ... ... ... .........
Regression analysis between the change of the lumbar joint stiffness Ak; and
change of the sacral tiltangle A6y . . . . . . . . . ... ...
Coefficient of the model Eq.4.11 . . . . ... ... ... ... .........
Regression analysis for Eq.4.14 . . . . . . . . ... o oo L.
The characteristics value x; to xg measured from gait motion . . . . ... . ..

Estimation results of change in joint stiffness ratio AR based on gait motion

The coeflicients c(ln. and cllh. ofthemodel 1 . . . . ... ... ... .......
The coefficients ci ; and clzh. ofthemodel 2 . . . . .. ... ... ... .....
The coefficients ¢3; and czl. ofthemodel 3 . . . .. ... ............
Contribution rate of each variable in the model 1 [%] . . . . .. ... ... ..
Contribution rate of each variable in the model 2 [%] . . . . .. ... ... ..
Contribution rate of each variable in the model 3 [%] . . . .. . ... ... ..

Model parameters of personalized tightening force control for evaluation . . . .

— Xi —






[F &

1.1 BEiMBOFE L RE

WHW B EREEEMNICBWTAERRELN 8 B2 B 2/ TH 2 2 X3 [5]. 2019 4F
FEW SR BA DSFENE U - [ RATE AT IC L 2 &, BEREZAED 9.1% BHELTED
ROAFREPEL, ZETHEIDIRNTEZL 114% THo7 e bEZL DAL ZIHEE
TWVW3EWR 5 [6]. BIEOFERRIITEHHLEED 36% LHmZETHY [7], ¥MITkD%E
3H2HDDHEED 4~ EREDIEFEB-> TV 3N, FICNBIHETLETIZS
L EDAFEICEEEAE L TWS 2 &5 [8,9,10]. EAMIBWT S EREIXIFLZEETH
D, KETIE 1990 4 DFRE T HEES OB 72 H8 5 1R K 5 2 B 1 B 5 2 B2 8- E3%) 1500
Ttk otz Xh, ZHUKENOEZERH D 2.8% % G 7z [11]. IEREEIC X 2B FNE
RIFKEL, KRETIIIEREE DY SR 2 EERE DO AT 100 25 150 R RR e X
L, FREERED 16% % 57z [12]. EACBWTD, fERICEE T 2 EEED 820 (£
WRANETI2WMEDD B [5].

JERIEL, BADOREPRPHEMFICI D W OPICHET 2N TE S, EENIEL 3
KN BRI 72 B & 2 k185, DIEIVEIA [13], M [14] DD DT 5 2 e AT
Xprand. FRODENERS X OCHREORAIZRROREDH L <, FMoE I
BWT B ARSI ORIk CITRERK S 2@ A [15] &, FREEYEAZ BRE S 20067 & 135
ThHdZedEL, FRERINELDOLWIERENBRICOEINS. —HT, BAOFREEMN
DYREAE AT AE 72 IR |3 R AR & 3, UG RN F 2= I3 HERIBIET 04815 16, 17, 18] %
FEERHECR R D IR (HERTHR) DZMERHEE [19] 1ITER T 2 b O RE STV 5.

FESRE DI B RSP TR RN G U 72 ) 7 T IEANEIR S N A N ETH 5208, —RANCRIAI
RICHESEH VSN ZFiRE L TEEYR SR BHIEZ o f, EEHRE 20, 21, 22, 23, 24]
RIRBYEELZ LB HISNTWVS [25]. ZhSDHEIMHEERZE NI E2MELMoNTED
[25], AW OBIRE MRS 2 & CIREMNIER DR B T 2 MRS FTE 2. Zofth
2, B SIEROBEMP TR DDICHWOLNTEZFIRICERL FPalty bEHV
THRE B 2 EH T 2 HEND 5 [26,27,28]. BB~ Lty MIELHICHD» 3 E
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Fig.1.1. Lumbar burden reduction due to increasing the intra-abdominal pressure[1]

HZRBET 2R H B 2 NTHD [1,29], HARLAIGEIE O BEMEI 7285103 2 FHi%h
ROPFTE 5.

1.2 # I HmEBIDEME

BV bR aty MY, R & D IR 2 B oM R < 2 5 i
INTE. 20 MILHEICIIEHABEEDRBEICER L W 325085 D, —E
DREDFRD S 7z [30]. Z DI Bartelink 512k D, aity Mk 2B O EED HEEE
WER ERXBEHAHEZRBT 2 & LMD SN TLER, REEMRARILICE D < fifhsh 3
OBGEDHED 5N T E 72 [1]. BEIEIRBRNT TR Z BN T 27200/ TH D, UKL
KTz XT3 (Fig.1.1). BEEREIZEND S OFEENCHAIL T ER T2 Z e 235 o0
TEY [31], BEOREMZEET 2 2 THEN LR LUEND ETFAMICHRNS Z & TEED
HEYXX 2 I04EL, HERICH? 2 AR T 2 2 X b, morris & DREIC X % & EIRE
WIED B4 T 2 712 & D HERIHR IS 2 TEEIEARK L D 30% BERD 32 & x5 [32].

H#EAOL b bty M X DR EMIT 2 2 WO FICBWTHET 203, Ml
XD =ALFEZZ O BbNs. EATAMEICONT, Ity MIED NI S H
o L E ORISR EEET 20, B~V M ERGE B & KiEFAHE £ To g8
DAZEMEOMNITSD. FoTarty FTIIERER2KZEEST 2L TEL /T, HEL
b TR O RESHZEET 204 TH D, AR EHIIESB X CIUEI X D EEs
BN 27-DEMEE CHEENDEEZI NN, X &I EBREA ORI 13 NES B % 21k
SEZMENPDHZ L INTED, BN MBI EL KIZ LRI T E
72 [33,34]. fE-o THB~NL MTIE, alty MCXZBEBENTE LR 3B 2ESERL

1
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1.2 #EF B o B E

TSR BIE NS Z e B TFHEINSE. LE LAV SFBEAL MZOWTIEXZDOHEIX =X
LADBINETIKHLPIZEINTES S, FHINCE I RFHDBBR SN2 DAIZE ¥ % ZIRNT
H5.

—HT, arty FBIEEFEAL N OMBIIROMEE Z W E TITER 4 7RHEHERIC X D
REANTE. —OOFMiAEE U THERIAEOE S 5, VAS(Visual Analog Scale) %%
WTRADRREZM 2 iEAE 5N TE 7. Zomalheto H1X 67 BEFHEL, alty F&E
M3 28 A LARWETOIEREORIRE % VAS THHiE L 72 [35]. Sato 51 6 »HIZB &R
R X 2R ZHN, arty MDY BBEIBRENS 2 2R L7z [36]. £/, i
BEHHOBREME & WS Bl OEFETEFEENC X 25l AV 505 [37]. KOFILEHO
REFHEXZFAL, 2ty PEAROBHEIR N Z/R L7 [38]. MR SIXRIEEZ NS
L, TEMZIET 2EIEICBWTEBEUL M OBHIC X D KERB & OCRBRIER O EHH MK
TF2ZeEmRUE([39]. ZBLHEBOBEMNR L WIBR»BIE, THSHIBERNETEC
B 2 EBOREENRZ R LU IIE0 [40], w2 ERICarty FEEHT % Z & TEMHEERD
AIEPHEA LI T2MEDDH S [41,42]. £/, HOBWEarty rOBFHBEBENTEE L
AP 2@WME L [43], KESIEENTEO ERCHS T2 NEMNFHOEE» a1 v +
BHIFICIK R T 22 2ml, ity MBEBENED EREZMBIT 2 2 & 2L 7 [44].

N X 2R PED s e T2HEAIGMEINTED, BESICLS 204D
WEREEZBB L/ 1 2HCEZ Ity FOBRHERICBWT, ST O B IRREH HEIR X 1
BIEANZA SN2 DDIFIILE LRV Lz, MBI 2ME T, EEZRITIC
MR LR TR EZE L L &, oLty OB & DIEITIHIZE (41, 42] THE SN2
KO RBHEDRIBAEDZLLRRD bz o /2 &b [45]. —ICiZaltty FoER
AL N DRBIIRIIIA L FBHHEN TV DD [46], MEIBDLABWEISH D2 TOEE
WHAT 2 2R TERV. X512, s R0 EMMICH 2 HRIEHHT 1C X 2 R
DRHEF MBI RIFDOZEHE & Vo L IE DTG SN TB D [47,48,49], Fiff b2 e 32N
WKOAEY R A IV T eBEOMBNEG 22 Z e EE L. Z I TAMETIE, REIT
W2 &S ICEHAHOAE XIS THBIMNCRIT 2R T 2 iE2 o7 774 7an
vy PR LR (Fig.12). ZACkbD, BERDEFHN 252, BERNOAMRZINZ 7
MBI (TS Z e B TE 5.

Y IAT, BICHBRNEZXISIICINETIEBRAL MR aLty b OFHINIC IR 4 72 5 1EDE
LI, FLNMRETHHMDZELATRE V. ZHEEFEAHOERDOMEFICXZ 2 2AHMK
L, AMRICBNTH 777 4 7ty b OREES X OCHBIAIROFMIC Y 72 D E)
HAHEZERTIMLELDHS. ALty PEICERL MCHIRFIN 2 REEENC L3
JEESEHEOBIRTDH D, TRDBMEBIIICH D 2 EEH OB TH 5. MHERIHR D 38 7 13 HER
RANL =7 R BEHET R D AE & W o 7 EE O 72851 X 2 BIEOJRK & 2 2 & TH b,
ZNFTORATIHZETHERAHDIER L L THOW SN TE T [50,51,52]. X- THRIFIEICE
W HEIIREE ) 2 B AfH Y LTERT 5.
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Fig.1.2. Active Corset

Acceleration sensor Pelvic belt

Fig.1.3. Constitution of Active Corset

1.3 77«73ty bOBE
13.1 YT LEE

77T 4 7anty FARIKE Fig.1.312, EEIKER Fig. 1.210R3. 72774 7alty b
FEBLV N7 A MR=YTHD, BEFHAHEOKEZXIZIET TV DR Z HEIIZ
FAETT 2 AR I X D B AT 5. ~UL MEH O E— 2 2=y b (FOEE

MHEDC T3S LRE—X) kh7LFITAVaf v b 2N LTITOR, E—&ZDHilc
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Fig.1.4. Musculature model for lumbar burden estimation including the back and abdominal mus-

cles[2]

Bishedy 7 MICEKDEBL 2B ZWS 2 e THRIN D2 %3 5. ~L MRINIEE—
Ka=vy +OHIEEFICHKTE L, BT 333N, AT SON Otz RS 5.

77T 47 altky MCEEHAHEEHEST 21D LR ORHRB LYY A=Y
[53,54] L [ABEDE VY AT LADBNEE N, ZAUCK D EHRAHEZHES 5. IR
LT, EERBIUEBTICH2MMEICEZAZA 96 IMU BRI, oDt v +L35
DGO MERDREMAENGFLND. £z, BEXOMmEHELZH27-D00— KL bE
HEINTBY, AUk DZREZ(LDINC S FRMEIC X 2 ETAaHoZ (L MITE 5. +
BHOFETE, IIEBLXOEODIEME (L1~L5 HEE) & —o DRIHE (T12 HEMR), MEREED S
%5707 OMEWET L[] KD EEAEZHEE T 5 (Fig.1.4). BEHEEHICED 37 2
ODIMIMUICEDBIMET S 4 X ~, DFED TV Y7 ORERRD, u—Filhbs
LNBHADEX RSN ENHET 2. % Figld OFMBHREST VAL, %
HHICE2E— XY FOFIDEVDRD IO X 51T, AEBERZ HEOMBICHE L TEH%
HHEHET S, ZL T, —a— b AAF—FERIoTEY VI E— XY 2HETL,
ZAUC & D SHEPRRE OMERIIREE ) % B EHEfE Yy U THEE 3 5. #EE SN/ EEfEZ o
Y ha—=IAANEN, FHRNTRE X WHIERNHENFES B RE X L5 (Fig.1.5).
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Active Corset

_____________________________________

{ Lumbar Load !
1
-t Sensor Suit Controller—{Pelvic Belt—~{ Human > ,
I ! -Muscle exertion
teleleleleleleletetieieleleleleleleteteieiaieieieleleieininieieiaiaiuis -Pelvic Angle
-Upper Body Angle

Fig.1.5. Active Corset-Human System

1.3.2 MBHLUFET

BT D7 77 4 7alty b OFMER - FHICOWTRRT 5. RMAERIL 7652 T
HY, HEIKIIHERER D e R Ic s, AR, AR AKOBEICEE T % 720
Danrty b, BBEEEFHEOMNTZEBRAL NIHTENS. ity MIEERO LR D
5 NEHOEMICEHTE, AMAOEERM T~ vy 275 —FICXDEDBZ N TES. ai
oy MEMZHHEES DD, alty FDOAERIEE LGE IR TEEE S A OWEE T
FHL7z2 24, 12~17TmmHg REDETH - 72, FE~L MIIEMFEEO M THEx R,
HHEHETY 774 7arty MRRHEAEINATED, FROE®EBITNY 202X D RO
AR XN S, BEALFNOEIEANL 7YYy A2 D HHEOER D oI ED
BZZENTE?.

B 2iE Ny 7V, HIfER, E—Xa2=y b BEXEEY Y ENE L. Figl.6127 72
T4 7kt y M OMHIE D B LI O AOREE R, Ny 7 U HIEESIA
K EERICE D 1T B EREDAY O Y ZTRICERZRE AT WS, Ny T VIRV F 7 L4
AFBEMEFEALTEY, AMROREIREIIRATH 4 KHTH 2. T—RFEEHO L5
DEFRICE2H =YY P ERTED, AMEINHICEEINZE—Z> % 7 ML D FE~L F
FHREWMD I THNEET 5. HIHEERS ANy 7V WD AR BT, B8~L 55
THEIRARTEHIZEEZINEE—ZS ¥ 7 MCE DAL TWSA, Ly FafofEaakice
SAN=HPAY aA Y bEAVS Z 2T, AMEROEROEEH G BT 2 S L o TW
5. 7774 7aity bORKHINCE T 25 711E 80N TH b, H#ifd 1% 33.3~80N O
BT INZIATHEA T2 TES., T—X2=y MIWIBZHEBEINE I TED, &
M 111 THAECE I BEEEIN S, kD, 72T 1 7alty rOBRAHENITH S
80N DRI THBEAL +2HiDMT 2 L EOHEENZ, FH2EDE—Xa=y t2&GbE
TBXZ ISWEETHZ. BRLI-T—22 =y F OR#RH:% Table 1.1 IR,

¥z, 7774 7ty MIIEE - KL Y (Kionix 8 KMX62) BXUI ¥ 1 1
+ > (STMicroelectronics #,1.3GD20) Z Ak LEBe FEICiZ TH D, EHEOEREE
FOEROEBEHMT 2 e TES. T, AMRERCO - FEAEHNHEX £ Y



T R 13 72754 7arkty kOMEE

(a) Outer part of Active Corset

(b) Inner part of Active Corset

Fig.1.6. Sensors loaded on Active Corset

ZEWMLTOVS. IOty HidAy ZIZK D AREGHD arty METICE®D 2 Z e 23T
5. EEIEE Y I X 2 Y S B IR TN & o THEAE OB IS LA
IHNTED, ZHCEK DY IRRKICEET 27720, #ikE, [E, [Bit:&eSiking
BEHET 2N TES. 25Dt Y ORI Table 1.2 1[25#H T 5.

1.3.3 HAZEHHT HE

WHET7 77 4 7alty MZEEINTORAEEMNOHEEICOWTHERS., 2851 E3
HEP S, BERBENLLEES 25T (FBEER ) & S aEE e oI E-Rf o
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Tablel.1. Motor drive characteristics

EXENEE [V] 12

EAFENR [mA] 24
BAHEE R L2 [mNm] 6.83
ARHBEE T [A] 0.645
{S8) F L2 [mNm] 24.5
ECENE R [A] 2.24
F L2 EE [mNm/A] 10.9
FEAR R E 2L [ms) 4.32

IR SRR [°C) -30-+-+100

Tablel.2. Sensor characteristics

IR - HiE S L Y (KMX62) FHAlL > [g] *2
ST ARE [¢/LSB] 0.06
BEA+ 7€y MRE [+mg/°C] 0.25
SR [+%) 5
Tt FEE G P (R A [29%/°C] 0.01
i IR P [°C] -40---+85
Y v 4 mt ¥ (L3GD20) FHHlL > 2 [dps) +250
53 fRHE [dps/LSB] 7.63%1073
i IR P [°C] -40---+85

BREDH 5 Z e PRENT WS [55]. ZDEANTIHEDNT, RIS TITEEEHIN U TR
TS 2HIEBIZRERE L. 7277 4 7alty b TIEHEE L 7HERREE
DS H, HANEHE L H S OHERINIC #2238 ) % & LIN] & LT, flgahc A
1L, EBRINCEM U7z Eq.1.1 12 & b ARG UM FIN] ZIVES 5.

333 (L<L)
F={aL+p (Li<L<Ly (1.1)
80.0 (L > Ly)

FEr D RIERNCX, BEEREEICH S 2 A F OZLR 2 KT o, MO B, BE L,
B L, zZHCTRA L1k RIEENS. ZOHIBHNEEED 25, BHEMIKITHEN
TR CEME O PN BERICED ZFFE SN TE D, R HIfER] & 2.

FEHERA IR OBRFIC Y 7o o Td e 7V ¥ D S FERRAEM S N, FEIRE ER

88—
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100
Z,
. 380 A
3
é 60 -
2 40 -
=
L
ﬁjzo—
=
O_
500 1000 1500

Compressive force on intervertebral disc L [N]

Fig.1.7. Tightening force against the lumbar burden based on Eq.1.1

h e B aRE Y OBERPTEARON. BIEINWBHREIZ 234 (BRI A, kM 144) TH
D, FEENE 21~68 1%, FEIZ 1.46~1.74m, {KEIX 44.1~78.0kg OHEFIC 7 L7z, FAEZ
33D ORIEMA QINL, 45 FERiEAL, 60 FERiEA) & 3 b OFSME (0, 5, 10kg) ZHAE
bE b2 THERAHENEL S 9 REBICOVWTH 5 HEMI N, FERMITBVTHEEE I
A ON £723 X5 ICBBOL b RS LIk, EREDPTFE ORI % LR XE2. #iBk
BRI DE RS- RE R CTHE L, ZORROBIAIRHE L M2t s 2 2 & THE
—ANY720 45 HOFHIEE R 2. WEBREHICE SNz T — Z S L TEIRaH 2T, [
BRI GRS LR ) 2 YR SR B) BRD 7z, BEERA DHIEAITIE e BXTOB
WKIE 12 ZOWEBREDOFIETH 2 a BLU B EHAV, a=83x1072, B=-28.IN & L7.
2, Eq.l.1 HORBME L oW TBRR S, Ly i3 e 2L 2649 2 B & HET H
D, TROLEREPHMELEL T2 R/NOERAHEME CEmMBERaiiE tbhbs. ok
RET BT, MAERIERECERN 72 YRR ARMED N X KK DR E R WEBICBIY 5
BT 2T 2 HOREH 2. L OUEICHTZD, FISBRTHE DRI EMERE 1T L
T2 9 ZFDOF TN X 2HMBARETH 2 L EUELEEBV, BIEE2ERLE. 20
%, HELEEONTRNDETAHMERE S & D% EIRN L, Z O A HE 2 ZmMBIER
EEEY Uz, BEUEREN IR BV TlE 12 % OWERE o BRI IEL AR E D P 2 R,
Ly =T40N ¥ L7z, F7=, BIf L, oW TEKfTHh AC O LR TH % 80N & 22 v &
DEREAETH 253, IR NZELR o LR DY B, B & UM 1 EBR (F = 80ON)
WED—RICEZ D, EERDHIEEITIE L, = 1300N TH 5. Zhuc kb, Hifd i
BIRMED 844 < L < 1340 & 72 2 FEBCTIIB AL T 228, RSB 2 i B3 3R o 3l 555 o of
Ko UREIE T AHMEHIE 2 OFBICINE 2 720, AHFROMEETIZ 7 TH 5.
PULEDFTEIC & D E U 7= R D RIE AN oW T, e 2 H 2 RR L7



77T 4 7 anty b oaZEREN HIE o BRI AT 7

BRI 00 & 2 BB BRI o AR 2 H E
75 7% Fig LTI RT. BB, RT3 ETIT S AL HIENC X 2 BB EHR R
RO Z ORFHERET I %2 72

134 7OT7« 7ty MIEIT3ERE

RN & 2 IS A BRI ROBEICIEAEZSHRINTED [29], ZOERD—DL
L THENOEIERH) & W o T BRI OB ENEZ bh s, BEOBEh-E 2L TF
Z25Y, BEOKERETIZ EEROHBEIZ X Z2EAMPRKENDITA ERAOEHEDE L, HE
BRIOHETIABEINI RS, Ko TREDORERETIE, EER L B L TREfI ik 3
WD Y 72 2 R AHOBIEIF R E R D RS D 5. £z, FAROEKZTH -
T, LEEXZ 2700 EMECEBFOKGREOMH IEDZEIZX - T, EiaHOEIM
X3 AMPEICERIEL, FROEBIMET S RERM NP ERR S e Ebhs. Ko TAIEH
Thesntd, H5023 ANCFA—ORIERITHARERES2 Z e 3H L <, SEAORH
WG U7 RIS 72 5.

F7z, FIINCX2MRPBENLROFISHEREINTVWD Z 05 [29,56], € Z b
WX DB EH T 2RETERVED —EMFMET 5. EMEAREVWE TR L DB
NPEZEEINT, RETHENS L5 RBBEREGFOZRBEMPEL RN dEILND L,
TCA TR EHE DD WESATHEEN T 2 HAIICH 5 b D TRMIORMDB R NGEEBEZI SN
%. MATAHESEOMMNC L 28EEEZ 2 2, RPAF IR VEIZHEINHB Lo
RPN T ERETH 2. ZTDEDIE, HIMROBEAEN LD LS RERIEI DAL
200 EHEPICT BREND 5.

CheEBEEZLL, BIRO7 277 4 7ailty MBI 28 2 B RRHBIC S <
S HHIHB DA DTS & #MBRENEBERNORETH 5.

1.4 HRE®

KO HINE, 7277 4 72aity bk IHIERIOBEFIC A TRl 71z & b BESRE
PRI NDE XA D=L ZRHL, FMBEOMEAZDER L 22 SRR ERE S
B THD. FD=DHIT, AL TIEROBREICE D HTe.

1 AREICE:D 77T X 2 BB X 7 = X 2 ORGEE
2. FBIENROMENZEK ORFE
3. mIZER A R O 1ENE &

BB X A = X 2 ORGE TN OEB) 2 R L - 12T 7 A% v CERTIC 22
ZEMEZFELFMET 2. BBV MIEROEHHEZ LT Z e BHRFEINTED
[41,42], TNETITWME SN TE T X5 RMTITIC K 2 #EE) D Z(bAHFERRC IETRE H D #E R
RSO 2 e 2R Y. i & 2 E B ESBEHRIEOZEc X D AET sa I &



BIE F

-2

1.5 GOk

TICH B MEINTE /2D [33, 34], FAROBEHRIMEIESNT 2 00REETH D, HEHZ(
OB T HITHAEINT IR o7z, TOMAEZIE L TARIFFIIANA X h =7 258
BOWTRIHXNT 2420 o T B8k 11 & 2 NMED ZEIREDEL RIS 22T 5.

%72, ZHHOBEICBWTIZEESRKRE L Vo RIS, BBIHOFHOEARH
WRewo 2Bk 7 4 X > b DR e FifHT i & 2 WBzhR e o oGz T LT 3.
ZOETNHEOBIZICENT, MEMROMAEZZRNZRET . 2612, ZOETLVEMH
W52 THERNEED O HRNCHBIZNIR 22T 2 2 & T, HEYREESFICB 2 5E L
ML D7 DHIWAEL e LTIRLTHNS Z e ARG NS.

IO HAZEL TR ONLMEN, S, =M HOBETD 2 a] ZF I HIfER o fE A
HEZITS. BAKMEY 4 X > b B X CHSIRBICED HIERIZ 2 b2 &, FancERLY
WZRDTANEE LHIEENC 7 4 v 7 4 Y 27X BB FIECOVWTRRS, £, 7774
7 anty b OERCICANT THRISIRHE O A% OB GES il A, BT S A -HER o
PERERHE 217 5 .

1.5 ERXIER
AKX DOWRIILL D@D TH 5.

o 1 ETIEMROBERE XURITHZICOWTIHRN, AWFED HIYZ iR 7z

o B2 BETIIATIIRICH S &, BB IS X 2 BHEBRX & = X 21200 TR Z B
N3

o H{IETE, EIFHIEBICHKSE Y774 Talty FORBIRIREHRL, KD
MEEZAT S

o HAFETIE, XREEDPLBEOLNZEIMEY 54 X > MZED ZRFOMGEEZHED,
B ROBEAEBERERET 5

c HSETW, 72774 7ty b ORERMIIHIE L EAES S 2 FiEeEREL, #
TENRI O PERE AT 268 % 17 S

o 56 HTIX, AWZEOHH L SHROMEIIONWTIAHNS

— 11—
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EIC & 2 BIEERER

£
Bk

hu

2.1 FATHAE

BREHAOKM NI L D IEHAHI R EIN 2 X=X LFINETIRKEALPICIN TR
Do fz. AIARS I HIEERI O ENE SR HBIAIROBAEZER DR ED-DIZIE, TOXh=
ZLEWPASPITL, LD &S BRI EHBERICED 2 002N 085 5. 22
TH2ETIEARMATEZ 25BNV M X2 AHBEHA S =X 2OV TORF RS,

AL MZOWTIEIER X D TR A DRI R C RS ROMGESEH X, RERZ R
=R LDOBGFEEIA T THS. LrLEES, FIXERICEZ2HEL WS BN 5I0L
OPDOMENRINTE. Klima S FEAE2 SO HUEE, (IEB X OKESZHWk
FEEZED, S IPMMIEB XOEROLEZZEES Z e Z/R LT [57]. Sichting 513FH
BRERIEC X B2 HEBEOREZ LTE D, BBV M X2l OR%ER S 75 DB

HOAEZ R L2 [58]. £/Lee HbICk 2y, BBV INEEHALEHRELZL V MUk
LT 24, MAUBWTEME O SHEA D JE oA 42 2 L 23HEH L 72 [59].

R ORIMERZENICE T 2 MG 2 XN TED, Mens 5K 3 25 ZLOMHRE NG Y LT
EERTIX, Ny 77 —WRIC & 35D 5 BB oMl o gt 2T X8, Witz
mD D ZEDNHMESINTWVWS [60]. Damen H5dH 77— Fvy 77 —H{RIC X 2FHICE D X F
BV FMUIBREI O RENMICFH 5T 2 2 & 2R, B ORENMIIE OLRAZLICHER T
2 ATREME R R L /2.

NS DETHAED S, BB MTFRTOBREELIE 2 2 e CIEMEIcET 2
WEm%%%&ﬁL,it@ﬁﬂ@ﬁ%#%ﬁéﬂé:tﬁ%ﬁéhé.L#L&ﬁ%,:ﬂ
5O & DBIG e BE A, TRbBMEMKTEN  oBRIIRIhTHWRY. 2 2 TRMR
TIEIRENCANRBREFZE 2, THEMEET 5.
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H AR 10T & 2 JEER S H R e o A = H B
= : Tightening force
Thoracic joint —
IE%I Belt position

Lumbar joint |
(Sacroiliac jointa

(e
= hom
\

(a) Right lateral view (b) Front view

Hip joint

Fig.2.1. Hypothesis about reducing lumbar burden by tightening the pelvis

2.2 BEEEKFRSR

ARWFETIX, SEATHIFRCE DWW TRD & 5 BRI & 2 R B HHE R X 7 = X L DR
Mz fElE T 2. BEHIAERS N2 @BREOME L T (D)~@) IR,

() FEIINC X2 BE,T 74 X DAL

(2) iRz REEIT o 381 & 2 R HiRE o 5
(3) MEHEREER o Ji il 2 #10 2 7= 38 B ~\ D K& IE

(4) BEMEREES b L2 (EEREIE) oD

(D~® IR TEREOFEMERNS. Z ZTEEHEODIT, Fig2.1 1 L EHE, 5,
KEEFORKE L TOAHEERFA L 2L3 VY Z7ETMIEIDERS. ZOL THEN
VMK B OMERR, ERIGEMO N OKETO BT, IE e EE Z RO
MfIohzd L5195, FTEBRL b ORI TIDRK E5 o FRIBOEHRICE 2 288D
W, Fig.2.1(a) IZ3- T KO RAKDOFIZEA P SDEBNZZEZ 5. ZUT X W IIE TERNC
FEEM 5 EET 5 05Mmbb b, (UG (Sacroiliac joint) ZHD e L THAHICEBWTK
REEtE D DO — X > b2 5. (UGBTI E W ICE DN HBEETH 225, —EDAH)
MWD B Z e 5N TED [61,62], BEIIHNLTEET S ZeATREEINE. 20k &l
H O LT 2 FEERHEARIALE D BRI - TERBNE(T 2 Z & TEHEDFIE I — 7058
M5 [58]. £/, FiteD S < EENIET LIEZ I LNT 2 X5 IEHT 57
B, 2 0DFOEEHD 2GREESCIICHEE D, BEEREMS 5. mMA T, g8~
NV NEINKDEGE AN S BEREEHEL, AU D BB EELEHC 2 L5 CEETI L
bz, LERETE o) 2N ¥ 5 (Fig.2.1(b)).

FEZHRGIAENIN U 2L REET T, AT AR DR &\ o 72 R AKTH _E T OEENT 3 2

— 14—



B2E BB I X 5 A HBET 2.2 AHEE I

Tightening

Decrease of 0,

5

N Lunibar joint torque Increase of Oy

e
o
S
B
A4

Not tightened

Fig.2.2. Posture correction by pelvic tightening

' Erector spinae
.-, muscle
7’

Fig.2.3. Erector spinae muscle compress the intervertebral disc [3]

WD LRSS 2 e PRINE. 2Tk, FIERICBWTHITE? LE U LGREE L &
FEHE D RIS s X, RBEET 72 C o iR IC B D 2 BEETI CEBIARB I e E X S
N5, [BHERAEMIC B 27 L2k, BAEEYHR EOBEHBEOIE LD EL 2. B
BRIHEIRICIR > TRNB T 2720, Tho 0o EAZE S| &2 3% RET 2 BUCHER
WEEET 2 H%EEC 5. HEBEREEIE HAOHEIC X 286 XD b HFEIC X 2 HEHH
FERINCHFG T2 ERTW3 [51,63]. D7z, FEHERAHET b L2 DI X 2 BIRHDFE
g, MESEHE (HERIIREE ) OE BEKT 5.

DLUEDIARBZEC B 2 BT 0 & 2 EE BB A H = XL DRHTH 5. KED» S
X, REMGEST 272027 277 4 7alty b EHOIZHBIENIROBEEEITS .
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23 NIT—=TIRAMIEIF370T47 3ty bOEDIF

77T 47 alty b OFECHEIRMBI X =X L BB EZ 25 AT, THETICHS - B
KPR INTELNRT =TI RXA A=Y (PAS) TBI 27277 4 7alty FONESIFITD
WTiRR 2. PAS 21X, NHDO2EF/REZ0—HICERT 2 2T, EEZEDRIENZHB
FREMET 2V 27 I TV T AL RATHS. IEFETIEENDO AL ST, BHADORESLKFIC
BT PAS DIIFEA 72 X T %7z (Table 2.1~2.3). PAS ORI FICHLEESE¥E, NiEX
BIEE T 20@E ol rBET 2 BN, ELoEhzm EXE 279 0EHMH CHT
TBRENRER D S, FICHIE TIREAEOAHEZRKRL, HBHEROLEMPIEENRDMA
FERS 1B DTDDY —AHZL Boh 3 —/T, BECREERLEHIO7 7 F 2
I—RIZEDERENFRET 2 ORI OIEE ZAIREICT 2 -0 Dbz B
LEY—LVTHEIEENZ . 72754 7arty MIBEFLY—LTHhH, BKT20% %
JEDREFREHZ BN T 2 & & THEROMWMIN 2 EBG L T L, HBFEGOEMEH 572 DT
»H5.

PAS DT, IZH WL DODDHFEEFZERZ LN TES. KKOED L EE 2
Y, BRI NBENC T2 Z e TES. AEHREY I, EREOHESAMMEY
FHT 27200 EEE LTHIEOE W T L — A2 #5812 D PAS TH 5. AEBEITIEARD
ANMETRIXFTERVHEDOMET L MO S 2B TE 57D, HIMLOHRTHEI L
% PAS I3 2T T 2HE02 W, A=Y RIKOER S ERAEIAHT 2 BEN R VTD,
KCEMNID 7 7 F a2z —REHWT 2B TES. — /T, HBROMEIC X > TIxSH

Backpack—f
frame

Actuator,

Force —__
sensors (gu

(a) Exoskeletal type PAS (HAL-5 Type-B[64]) (b) Endoskeleton type PAS (exosuit[65])

Fig.2.4. Classification of PAS based on skeletal structure



H2E BB X2 ARBERE—- 7 A MBI R T T4 T arty FOMEDT

TR E HEECBIE ] B HIR2SE U 25605 5. BRI e L TR X7z PAS Ol ¢
LT, CYBERDYNE #R &+4td HAL-5(Type-B)[66, 64] % Shigian 5 ® MINDWALKER[67]
MBEF 5N 5. HAL-5(Type-B) & N, bR, MRS X MEABE 025 %43 % PAS TdH
b, T2 SHAE, LRI CEmED 7L —a%263 % (Fig.2.4a). SEEICHEEINT-
Ny —2=y ML DEIELRBIT 2/ETH 5. MINDWALKER 13 X OMBNIC & b 41T
TYAMEHoTEY, KB X CBRESICERINERE - X EMBNEE 55, Ak
HEZZhZN 23kg ¥ 28kg TH D, fid PAS L L CEHERETH 2. T2, NEHEET
F AR © AR OB EIERET 2 EAMEORERF D, AROXFE MO B ICKITET 3.
koT, AMAERIMENBRETERINZ 7 7F 2 —2 bR, FEROHAR
BEEHW T 2585802, il LTI Alan 5 O exosuit[65] 23ZF H41 5. exosuit 31T
KRz BT 2 IREET O MEER) 2 #8152 729D PAS TH % (Fig.2.4b). HHD7 7 F a1 —&
= b2 OKEEFICO I T P THRINTE D, L M EEEES Z & TR MR
RRCHIBI 1235 2 &4 5. exosuit TIEHITRIO AR ZH S S 7723, AMEOEMICT X D i
HEXZADDDTHS. 7774 7arty bbFERICER 2T 27200 &EMIMEDREM
FHE2T, NERAEID PAS IR,

T2, BEICEDLDB I —D0DEZXHE LT, PASR7 277 4 7Rl Ry O TRNZIIT 5 2
EMTES. 72774 7RO PAS 2iE, AMEOEIFNIH L T7 7/ F a2z —RIZ X DB EE
LXBBZEDWARER DD TH 5. — TRy ¥ RTINS 2HEHRE T, MEOHEENZ LD
BEMICE 24 T X8, IHENC XD MBIhE 52 22 2. 7277 4 7RICIENIC
AOTREBIMICHBIN 2 Z(L X B2 Z e AAHETH D, Ny ¥ TRITIEANROE 2 ITKIEL T
ZENCHIINDBEEL 2 L WO R H 5. Ry O TRITCIEHELE L B3, FHIHHIEM
LTtz LD OTREHFCRELINTVS., Av—F2—=Y - 74 b BRASHR

(a) Active type PAS (Cray x[68]) (b) Passive type PAS (Smart suit lite[69])

Fig.2.5. Classification of PAS by avtive and passive type
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~— b E— M)[70, 71] TEHEEICER N2 2B OIS X D, FiERIC EKkE X
Fid 272D EHERIET CHIET 2 b7 2RI T 2EELRFD. Av—F 2=V« T4 MIW
0.5kg TRETH D, Ny 7D PAS ICIEBETHL L WVWI XV y MDD, —HT, Ny
7RI ZREEIICHIEI T S iz, FRICHBI L - BfimER DI X 2 A
DEERIIIMNIETERN., 7774 7alty MIT727 74 78O PAS TH Y, FEEHOE
I & D HEE LB A E D S REEIICHB I 2 2L X 82 Z e N TE 5.

PAS OB A =X LIZEBT 2 &, EHEMB L HEMBIO 2 20 FRIcH T 22T
=%, BEEMEO PAS T, AMKICE X MBI 2B SR o BB D LU I3 h
LICERET25DTH 5. TicibR7z HAL-5(Type-B)[66, 64] <, BLEEX([74, 72, 75] i, 7
7 F 2 T— 2 X BN BEE OBREN ) ICERET ST M L 7R o T 2 B PAS
Ths. HEMHIE O PAS SN OBRENCEHN LTS5 E2E T ICAHEZRET 2 b
DEEL, MEOBHARREEZUHTF RV WS FELD 2. FE~L b ORI 1 & 268N
MHEERBICY 2D, BBAERBET 2 2 e TL O EHAHOD LR EINCHEET 2005 5.
)ty by, HENDPEREHEREENCHB I 2 EH 2 T ICEENEZ & D 5 2 & TEEA
HEZERT 570, BEMBAITDH 5. EEMY) & BB O N4 70 v FEI0D PAS BAFES
NTEH, Av—bRA=Y + 54} [70,71] TET2DOYHEIIC X b BEERCIERERBN ) 2 EH
SR 20 FERIC, BEZHHTT 2 2 & THRBRIMEZ & 2 MEMo MR b ifrxh s, 7
7T 4 7ty NIRRT BHER X B =X 270 6 BB D PAS TH %735, Table
21~23 ICHRT LI INE TN PAS ICBWTHEMBAIZEL AL Ronk
W, Fie, INFETOMBEMBIAD PAS XEBEAL Fealty PO XS ITHEIC—EDHEIN

b) Indirect type PAS (Pelvic belt(Daiya Industry Co., Ltd.)[73
(a) Direct type PAS (BLEEX[72]) (b) Indirect type (Pelvic belt(Daiya Industry Co 73D

Fig.2.6. Classification of PAS based on skeletal structure



H2E BB X2 ARBERE—- 7 A MBI R T T4 T arty FOMEDT

HEZ2H0D0, XvIMOATHYH, HNHEFIWNETEZ B TERP /. 7774
T anity MEIREKDBEHBIEL D PAS I2BIF 3B OMBIICENT 2T A MY —LTH D

EWVWZRB.

Table2.1. Assistance methods and features for each power assist suit (1)

S B - BAFES FAFETT
1 Active Corset[29] AbiEE K
2 AWN-03[76] 77T 470y IRAEH
3 BLEEX][74, 72, 75] University of California, Berkeley
4 CRAY X][68] German Bionic
5 EVO[77] Ekso Bionics
6 EXOBACK]78] RB3D
7 exosuit Alan & [65]
s HAL B4 77 179] CYBERDYNE ¥ &1t
9 HAL-5(Type-B)[66, 64]
10 H-CEX][80] Hyundai Motor Group
11  Honda 177> R b (FEE=XK)[81, 82] ENEIES T e Y7 Sawr in
12 MINDWALKER Shigian & [67]
13 Paexo[83, 84] Ottobock SE & Co. KGaA
14 PAIS-B100[85] NI =7 X b
15 PAIS-M100([86] 4 ¥R —=F aF ARt
16 ReWalk[87] Argo Medical Technologies Ltd.
17 REX][88] REX BIONICS Pty Ltd.
18 WAS-LiBERo (FY2012) JAKS [89,90]
19 V7 II7NT77YakRy b =L S [91, 92]
20 xv—bxivwm HREE R~ — P E— b
21 Aw—FAX=> +Z A4} [70,71]
22 R =7 A vra—7 e 2 K5 [93, 94]
23 < v AJLZA— [95, 96, 97] HARHA 7 74 2
24 7 7 =x [98] MWRBHEYV ZRK—NT 4 V7R
25 77 RA b [99] HRARM 7 A&
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Table2.2. Assistance methods and features for each power assist suit (2)

WE VBRI ERS A B/ R R R A
1 NEHE kel 77T 4 78
2 AL EHERBN 77T 4 7R
3 AL [EFEBN 77T 4 7R
4 AN L EHEMBN 7T 4 78
5 AL [EREZHT) Xy s 7
6 VANt [EEZ ) 77T 4 7R
7 A% EFEAB) 7T 4 78
8 AL BB 7774 78
9 VAN i<t EHEARBN 77T 4 7R
10 AL EHEHBN Ry 7R
11 PANEL it EHEAB) 774 78
12 PAN =L ERARY) 7T 478
13 PANEL it EHERBN Ry 7R
14 PANEL it [EFEBN 77T 4 7R
15 PAN =L B 7T 4 78
16 PANEL i<t EHEABN 7T 4 7H
17 AL [EEZ ) 77T 4 7R
18 AL EFEHB) 7T 4 78
19 AL BB 77T 4 78
20 N % BB & OB Ry TR
21 A% [EREZ ) 77T 4 7R
22 N A% EHEAB) 754 78
23 AL [EREZH) Xy TR
24 NEH [ERER ) Ry o TR
25 AL [EFEBN 77T 4 7R

— 20—
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Table2.3. Assistance methods and features for each power assist suit (3)

W TIFaT—& TG RIREE
1 BEE— X JEHR 0.77kg
2 BT — & JER 6kg
3 WMERY) =777 F 21 —X N3 El/N
4 EI/N| RS Tkg
5 HE ) (F ATV V) 93 JELRBH
6 FENBA FEER 8.4kg
7 EiRE—X Jiz A i 7.57kg
8 BHE— & FEER 3.1kg
9 BT — & FEHE - ARERER - PO 23kg
10 T N 1.6kg
11 BHE— X B A 2.6kg
12 EGE— X T 28kg
13 ) JB Pa S 1.5kg
14 BT L —* R 4.4kg
15 BT — X JEER 4.7kg
16 BHE—X T Bl /NG|
17 FENBA N FELNBH
18 BHE— X JEEER 7.4kg
19 HEEE—& SN 12kg
20 BT — X JEEER 2.9kg
21 TS (FHIER) JEER 0.5kg
22 ST T N T H Fi6 El/N!
23 fE&#)J) (Mackibben B\ T AN JEER 3.3~6.6kg
24 BN (FRIER) NS R 0.25kg
25 BN (1 v 2 KR isli5d 3.8kg

— 2] —
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3.1 FHENZNRIREED 7= DEENFTAISEER

BT X 2 B OZBREIES X OISR ZMEE T 2 701217 o 72, EBEHI
EECOWTHAN S, FHllONG Y U28fEIX, Fig3.1 1R T &5 2 HAOMES X CRih%
BUAMMEDOE | - TEEHTDH 5. sHINROTIEZ 8 DD 7 2 =X MM INTED,
%7 2 — ZOMENTDOWTIE Table 3.1 1233, ZOEMEFHANCB VT, #ERE O REERIC B
5227012, L3 2HYNEEE IR D ). SEOEBEITHEANCE L 22 SR
BOBEHmNEFEKICRES N, EHIO 5% IHY T 2EEOEE V. F8EOAEEH
BT B HMT, AffEER RS 2RI 12 BHERHE O RRE IS B 2 R D 45deg FEE
¥R K5I ESBORmI ZHB L. RETITS BE A B X BT 2B 3 2 i
FRHC, FRICARMMEL R TIC EAREMET 281ETH % Phase8 ICDOWTITI A3, Z
AIEINCHI- T ERZ R 2 3 EEN3 R S BT MORENE L, FLEMBEOIN LD E
WEEPEWEHEXINE D TH 5. WEHE I, AMEOREHD & MBS X CHHEI

Phase 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Posture  Standing - - - Bending - - - Standing - - - Bending -+ - *  Standing

t[s] 0~3 3~6 6~9 9~12  12~15  15~18  18~21  21~24 24
‘ b [ o

Fig.3.1. Motion measurement experiment
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Table3.1. Overview of motion measurement experiment

Phase R
1 BN LR 3 ORI 5
FEZE L, BREEORD FEL $ THiE T 5
HiE &8 % 3 ORI 5 %
FREMHEL, EVEBICEL ETHMMEELE LT 2
BN LR 3 ORI 5
FEZE L, BHEEOKEZ B SEPICTEIE THIET 2
R Z5 % 3 R 5 %
BIAMHMELZE X, EVAICESZETHEZHET 2

(o I e Y T )

TOEMNCEET 272012, fiERCKEESZEHIERVES B re2 Lk &£72—XD
FRERFIE 3sec TH D, PERENE 7 = — XOFWEZRFBIMBRERSFETTES L5 1L,
FHRFAICX b v/ — 4% 1Hz THRIRZ B, 2h o ORI 1 D54 %72 % Unbelted,
Belted, Constant, Active D 4 DDZEMFITOWTHE 10 BT oHEMXh, KETTIEXESLFITBI
% BB E O EEES A H R KR T 5. BRFOPMERIRD LB TH 5.

* Unbelted: 727 7 4+ 72ty b ZEH LRWIRE

e Belted: 7277 4 7alty bW ITNRWVIEEDHTEHT %225, ~u Mt E5 2
IRNIRTE

e Constant: 7277 4 7alty hEEHL, ~L 0N DZRAHS (80N) IZ[EE L
TR wBh & 5 2 72 IR

o Active: 727 7 4 7 Aty + OEREREN IRIBIANC X 2 Al Z5fEA ) TR B & 5 2
VAN

HEEDOFHHNII RN AL E—> a2 ¥ F ¥ 7F ¥ (MAC3D System, Motion Analysis ) %
7=, FHHIFH~ — 2 3 0iBE O B KIC Fig. 32 1R T & S I a s, 7, HBKFOEEH
B E BUS 3 2 HIYT, L5 HERfHEO BRI OREAEX (Biolog A ET, S&ME
) ZEHAIL 7. AT, SR X DI 2 288 B> BLoBEIEHE T 5
7oz, IRRITEHC & D BEOE 2 FHHI L 7.

FERICBI L 708 3, BAEBEFOERSBEATOARWVEEZEDEL 101 &4 (55, Bk
534, 48 %) TH 5. Fig33 ICHUBOWERE DFi 2 b 7T L%RTH, W& DFE
B HEMETIE 10~60 18, ZHETIEZ20~50 R k->TED, 72774 7anrty s QBB
DR TH 2 5kHE OERMEDIZIF LDz ZMRLVHRICH U TEBREEML . £/,
Fig.3.4 i3tz B, Wz AEL L 2OWREOGR-KENFER L. FRIEE
PET 1.60~1.82m, ZMET 1.47~1.70m I D, KETIEHMET 49.2~115.0kg, ZZMT 40.1

— 24
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(a) Front side view (b) Back side view (c) Right lateral view

Fig.3.2. Marker pasting position for motion capture

~89.6kg D#EIFHICHMA L7z, TAUX, EBREMETD 2 2018 FEICEEFHEICI DITOI
T BRI E D G 5N HRAND RO E X CEHERZEH BT 1.612 £ 0.191m, &
PET 1.505+0.148m TH D, KETIEZFEMET 60.2+17.5kg, LT 49.6+12.8kg THB I ¥
Do, KBOH»SLER LTS, BLLHITHRALFEZ D OBBELHE T2 N TEL
YWiL, IRHD 101 ZHON, 8HTIEE—SarF vy F7F v OitHIARRREOBEIZ LD
TR R HFRAN L7272, 93 ZEEITHRE T 5.

3.2 HNEETIVICED K &185H

REITIX, 2 BORGCBRZM I X 2 BTEH OB R LML T 2. 2 2 TIXET)
FHAISEERIC B 2BIEDN, Phase8 D &7 2 HiEALD & D LIRMBEEER Z X RLe L, 7277 4
7 anty EEH LW Unbelted 56 & ATERE 10 & 2182 5 2 % Active & & 21
W35, 2ETIE, BERAORMINCEDENH > TEREXFT 27200 Ly 2D
B2 THHEIBHINS Z e 2Rz, KXo TZ 2T Fig. 3.5 1IC&ED %, Eq3.112&D
JEHERIER D A DB < HLEST ML 2 7[N] ZEEaH OB U, MEHEBIET b L2 O RIC X
D EHEEFES 5. Fig3. 5 FOETFTADY > 7 0y, 0p, 07 \ZZNZHNEWEE DK,
MEMEREET, MMEREEiDJEMAE TH 2. F72, Bq.3.1 FD mo~m3 13FV Y7 OHEYR, Lo
BIYRL3 3BV VI ER, Lo BXUL L3 138 Y Z7ELD Y > 7 FHERMAIBET D & 0 %
x7.
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BT 102 & % IR S H R e o R = H Eh
40 M Male(57 volunteers) M Female(44 volunteers)
T35
5 30
&
525
S
Z 20
o
g 15
E
10
z
) =
o | mmm —
10s 20s 30s 40s 50s 60s
Age [-]
Fig.3.3. Age distribution of subjects
0 Male (57 volunteers) O Female (44 volunteers)
100
80
2 60
=
5 40
(]
=
20
0
1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

Height [m]

Fig.3.4. Height and weight distribution of subjects

T= ngLCQSiH(GH + OL) + m3g{Lgsin(9H + GL) + chsin(BH + HL + QT)} (31)

Eq.3.1 IZHDWTFE L 2B EHIC DWW T, Unbelted 552> 5 Active Z&fFI2h 3 COE
HEHEOBDREEEBEEE ¥ LTEq321ICk bk 3. B, RFD 1y, 14 3Z2hzh
Eq3.1 12X D RD LN D EEMFTOEHMAHTD 5.

26—
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0 20 40 60 80 100
Forward bending rate [%oMFB]

Fig.3.5. Mechanical model to compute the lumbar load

U —TA
T w

ZOIFET M & B AP Z FIAHEEEICBWTITS 2%, EfFhoZBAZ S
B R OB 2 BT 572012, FRAMEDIELZ 5 LZFZ2ET I oS L THEIICE
2 EHEBRE E 25H T 5. ZZTFRE35WORT &I, VY I7EREIS ) 7R E
F COKFEERHER £ 3R (%MFB) 28 AT 3. §iERISREEDOUILZATH % 45deg
RIEMIC B 2 FENMEE 100%MFB & L, HAZMHEST 2IEWVBPT2RETHD, MR
BIEORTEOREERZRB T2 2 A TE S, ZORIERIZOWT, 20, 40, 60, 80, 100%MFB
Y73 5 KB OWTIHMEZ{TS.

ZZT, fle LTH2 1 ZLOWEHREICOWTEMN L -EHERIE N V2 % Fig. 3.6 IR
72 7 Ot Eq. 3.1 12X D RO EHEREEiOFiE S b2 TH D, MhpHIERDHE
RS, ¥, 7774 7anrty FEEZHLARW Unbelted S:tF 2, & HE I ERS %
5.2 % Active 5:fF% 2 2HUBERR e RS X D ROR U 2. BEMFICBWT, EIEMEESe
72 % 0%MFB {2 B W TIIIEHERIET b L 2 OfEIX 1I0Nm U NOMEE 72D, AR U AiE
FAENREL LB THEET b L2 SIS 5. ZOMEREICBWTIE, Active &£fficH
\F % BAA b L 21 Unbelted &4 & LE#E LT SNm BE/NXWETHRE L TE D, AHEEER
1Z 26.6%(0%MFB) ~ 1.9%(100%MFB) T®H »7z. ¥ Z 5T, Fig.3.6 25 7 TIZAiEEH
100%MFB D2 351F % BEAT b L 21 Unbelted & Active ¥ ORI TIRIFMEICE TR S0k,
ZDRUTDWTIE, 45deg F2HE D FLEITRTE A DK & WHEI T, K0 & BFI2 Al #iR o
FRFUE S ETHEMILTE D, M TERRFOZIEITEIENT N0 L Bbhi.

E (3.2)
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-=-- “Unbelted” condition —— “Active” condition

0
(e}

D
S

N
S

[\
(=]

Gravity resistance torque on lumbar joint
[Nm]

0 20 40 60 80 100
Forward bending rate [%MFB]

Fig.3.6. Gravity resistance torque on the lumbar joint of Subject A

Table3.2. The ratio of volunteers in each group and the burden reduction rate

Forward bending rate [%oMFB] 20 40 60 80 100
The number of volunteers [-] 49 74 88 94 94
Ratio of burden reduced group [%] 80.0 90.7 921 926 78.7
Ratio of burden unchanged group [%] 6.0 2.7 22 32 138
Ratio of burden increased group [%o] 14.0 6.7 56 42 74

Average reduction rate of
403 253 181 135 7.7
burden reduced group [%]

Eq.3.1 8L Eq. 3.2 1ITH X, Active £FI2B1) 2 BB Z Ko 5. Unbelted, Active
BHRMETO 10 AT LT THIEZITY, AIERMN I X D AREICEEN D U 8dE %
B BE (p<0.05), AREICEHELIEM U -9k % B INEE (p<0.05), AREARENDER
B HNRNEERE F BEEREY LTHOELE. SHERCBVWTHEZEN T2 22 TE5
N2, 93 HLOMEREIC X 2 BHEBEREO NI %Z Figl3. 7 1nd. £k, nHEHEROLHz
Table3.2 ITRT. B, BHHERIIBWT, E—YarF vy 7F v DtlllF — 2 0K
BIC L D HREOREBICERD D B, NI LD, BB X2 2REIHZDOD, 78.7~92.6%
OWEHE D EHFPEIC S, ARFBOBTOFEOAHERFEIL 7.7~40.3% TH - /-.
—7J7 T, 4.2~14.0% OHEEEE N EH ERFICHEI N, 2.2~13.8% OHEERE B EHEFEEIC
SEEINTz. LEXD, KFEOWEBRENEHRDEIC I NI 2 & h & — RIS 38
WEHEERMT 2R 2D VR 5.
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N N W W
S L O W
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The number of volunteers [-]

The number of volunteers [-]

S D

The number of volunteers [-]
9

o

35
30
25
20
15
10

[l Burden reduced group
2] Burden unchanged group
Burden increased group

e SeccwalMomil .. mlm

N e e e~ e
N &N TG A AT
Burden reduction rate [%]

(a) Forward bending rate: 20%MFB

|
D D ORX 5 D 5D O DHd R PO
LN A A N

Burden reduction rate [%]

(b) Forward bending rate: 40%MFB

S N m ’ m il m
QA N OV % Q0 5“0 OH NN DN BN
D PO N PSP, S0 D DD DRG0P
NN T TS S

. .

Burden reduction rate [%]

(c) Forward bending rate: 60%MFB
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35 |
30 |
25
20 ‘
15 ‘
10 |
s
0

~ s N

The number of volunteers [-]

S O DO D H D ‘) NN D oD 55 WO eI
o V. W Y i o8 B /"\, BV o ot B B 0 oM
2 I AN A

Burden reduction rate [%]

(d) Forward bending rate: 80%MFB

35

30 |

25 |

20 |

15 |

10 |

5 |

0 (NN
Q > ‘)Q%Q‘)Q‘)Q‘)Q‘)Q‘)Q/
":)Q ﬂ:({’\» \l\%/\,\ oY " N \Q P \6);\; ’\/({?;bﬁ)g ;'J”;) /b‘b‘ b&bb 5 AN

The number of volunteers [-]

Burden reduction rate [%]

(e) Forward bending rate: 100%MFB

Fig.3.7. Distribution of burden reduction rate

3.3 #MIHICK BEHBIE
3.3.1 FHEGA

T2 & 2 EBIBIESN RO TR OWTIEN S, 2 B THBANLEH T, Hifdhick

D HEMED JE dh 23 H X 4, B REETE A oI X 2 @B oREP I NS 2 & 2N,
T, E—Yaryxy I v X DEHL 7z AR E B S oo B BEET,  MEAERG AN o i Hh A

komf,ﬁﬁﬁ%%xk_kk L EERT. FHMEICH D, BBRE O IRk 2 EE)H

DRI ORI ZLOFELIRE, fifd i X 2 EEEHZ{LoEmZHE ST 272912, Eq.34

WKEDELNLHEIEIE SR Cy BLK CL 28 AT 5. BAEEIEF SRR A (KR,
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===+ “Unbelted” condition —— “Active” condition

100
S
=
R O
= 80 S~ -
g 1---__
£ F--___ i
'_': -----
B 60 1
= I
.S
3 40
=
k=
o
Q

20

20 40 60 80 100
Forward bending rate [%MFB]
(a) Lumbar joint
===+ “Unbelted” condition —— “Active” condition

Contribution rate of hip joint [%]

20 40 60 80
Forward bending rate [%MFB]

(b) Hip joint

Fig.3.8. Contribution ratio of each joint (Subject A)

100

JEMERS R, MotEBIENT D iy ) 1< & b HEAEI O JEih A 2 ERL L 2ETH D, KB H]
JEEBICN LT DREFE T 200%2£T. ZOFHETEROE A KD, MEHERIET & BIEI

DED 5 ZBNIfE > THHZ1T> TN D Dh %

ML % < 72 5. 7238, Eq34 D Cy BLU

Cp FZzhzhBf L Bt o JHihaF 53R %, 0y, 0 B XU 0 iZZ e nIBIE, BHE,

HeD il f 2 2 3.
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B 11T X 2 B e HE RS o iR = H B
Cn _0H+9L+0T (33)
Cr _9H+9L+9T (34)

fle LT 1 ZoBEREICE T 2 BHEBET S X R BEET o #h 27 58 O fifh i k 2 2k %

Fig. 3.8 1Z/RT. WMo 7Z 7idfitinc &R OB 58 %, MEiciiERzLe b, 757
HFOL T —N—3EEFEEZRT. 77 790E 72774 7arty s %FERH LAV Unbelted
St e AR N X BB ELIT S Active % TN ZNBHR  EIRC X DFRR L. T
Fig. 3.8(a) IR HHEDJEHIDOWT, Z OHEERE TIEHTEROEIC X 53 Active FFITBIT 5
HEHME D JiE HH 27 5- 31X Unbelted e & HHE L THEIWCHRAD L TWiz (p<0.01). FHCHIEZE DA
HYUNZ VTR I X 2 EME R OB 0 EETH D, FEROMETII Unbelted 51
WBWT 85% BRETH -7 dDIFiT I 2525 Z 2T 30% BEHD L TWa. HiEEOHE
D3NN LRI 23K % < 72 2 FHIRTIE, Unbelted 5e/F & Active 5efF & ORI D203 Hi/NL TH
D, HiEiCHlAR7e X 5 ITRETER O BIETATEIEA R ULV 72 8 Unbelted, Active i T D
HEERADZBRWNI L RofzbD e Bz, £72, Fig.3.8(b) IR EIF O JE#oWT
X, TEHEREER X XIS Active SfFICB V) 2 JE 7T 5325 Unbelted 2504 % L0 2 {HAID R &
Nrz. ZHIZOWT, NI & b EHEBIET TR L 7= 9 o e s BEETIC & h R sz d
DTHY, RFFETTHLLMATIC K 2EFBENREMETE .

3.32 FRHEICHBITZEHEL

FRMTNT R DR 93 2B 2 MEMEE T 35 X O IR BEET 0 JE #C 31 2 2IRH 72 B D0
TN 3. Fig.3.9 ICHIERI R 3 5 ZETOMBEEE X O EHEEE o JE h % 58 ot 112
X232 E R, Kb r S 7 ofis X CHtEE Z 1241 Unbelted 542> & Active S
U CORMEHEEIT SROMEMNE, BEHEMFSROBIEZERL, Try P IEBERIZ
BWERE CORMMAFGROBERT. ThbB, M JC X b BEHEBET O & th 23 B i o Ji
HC & D IR S 988E TlX, Figl3 9D 7 CH—RBRHMT 5. £-KPTIX, A
HiITRI I & 2B AHOBRIRE THE L - AR H, AEEER, AN OWRE
T ey b7

Fig.3.9 iI2B8W\W T, BHFBADBICOEINIHEHREFI IO TNORIERICBWTHHE —RRIZHD
MHREFRLTBD, ELDMDENIEFE EAFHETNS. XoT, BHBDEOHERE T
VEARER TR ATz & 5 72 IEHERS £ o J ] & IzBE S K 2 O EEE T TED, BEMERD
HOTWws Wz 3. ZofEmANE, FiEROENHEII/NS WEBIZBWTHETH 50, Z
AU _EAR D Ji il A3 O AESE TR A 1ot U C BEMERE BT 35 & OVRRBEER O FERT 1T 1T X 2 I il A
DELREI/NZI WD TH S, —/T, AIHEMEEL L ToBEINHEE T, F=5RRIc
TR L TNWS., ThOD, ZOWBRERECIERHT I X D EHEBIETZ X b B0 il X
BAMEAICH D, BIHEFBDRE IR OEBZELAE T TV, £z, Fig.3.9 FIcB W THEHE
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Burden reduced group  /\ Burden unchanged group (O Burden increased group

200 200
k= g
39 39
g3 55
€2 100 ££ 100
Ze 2 e
B L 5.8
= 3 e 3
Q= Q=
A IR E Y o
x ° x
A A
-100 -100
-100 0 100 200 -100 0 100 200
Increment of hip joint Increment of hip joint
contribution ratio [%] contribution ratio [%]
(a) Forward bending rate: 20%MFB (b) Forward bending rate: 40%MFB
200 200
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oy e
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Increment of hip joint Increment of hip joint
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g
8%
5
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EE
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2= 0 éﬁ
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38
a
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Increment of hip joint
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(e) Forward bending rate: 100%MFB

Fig.3.9. Change of the contribution ratio of hip and lumbar joint
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<—> : Moment arm from the lumbar joint in untightened

: Moment arm from the lumbar joint in tightened

Tightening

Decrease of 6,

Increase of 8

(a) Burden reduced group

€—> : Moment arm from the lumbar joint in untightened
: Moment arm from the lumbar joint in tightened

Tightening

Increase of 6,

©) |

Lum:bar joint torque

Decrease of 6

LSS S
(b) Burden Increased group

Fig.3.10. Change of the posture due to the pelvic tightening

EER L UOURINmBE, FrfbEeampsEdr Lt b, fiinc X b EEREET o ih
WHERZIFTOWRWI b1 5.

DlbZREZ, BB BHEBEMEICOWT, SEETHRD SN EBIZ(L L EERE
HE DBERICOWT, NFEETNMIEDIWTHRNS. Fifficl, BHEBOH TN I3
FEAE R o JE i DSRRBEEN I & D R X 2 AP RS iz, AEBINEECIIRNIC, [EHER
Hio i MU, RBAEI O T 2 EAsA OGN, Zhs 2 BhicB T 2 EH o2k
T RCBAET, MR, MMEREEi O HHEERO3 VY Z7EFIUCEI DRI L D% Fig. 3.10
VRS, Fig.3.10(a) 1R L7 BRI BT, EHED A LU, REE ORI M3 5.

— 34—



HI3E  EIEHINCED L8 B X O A H ORI 3.4 EEBIEREITEAN DR E

kY, EHEBEEID S FADBEMIBEITOE—X Y 7 —ahfEfEEh, EHEREIEIC
DHEN MV BT 3. —T, Fig.3.10(b) {27 Lz A IHBINAE T, JEMEREET o JiE Bl 23
B U EE O e A U, BEHEBEET O & IR B E & COEREIIIER Xh, B
BAEI L2237z D e b b,

DLk, AHETTRT 2871 X 2EHEEMNR L 21U X 2B EHEOBD %
RITBIeHTER. RETEX, EEBEIECLERNTH 3 & Ebh 2 EHEF ORIEZ(L
WODOWTHEEZAT S .

3.4 MEEEBBIMEANDRE
3.41 EFEIE CEIERMINE & DA%

FEAHTIC X 2 EEIREIE T, BHEO A L, Bb 0 Ik ot Ems 2z e %
AT, 2 BORFTIE, Z OEBNE(LHRIT I K 2 BEBEEHRIEOZIc LD ETL 2 H D
PRz, RETTIE, EHERIETS X OB ORIMEEE e TV cE D EHEE L, R
2 & BB ERRINCHEE S 5.

JEER DT I AR E ORI I % 5 2 2 REEIC OV TR AT K DRI T & /-
K& 5 [44] %° Snijders & [100] X ALFREET O MM % & 2 1EFH 2 Ro NIV O &8I T H
L, B~V EHRCHBERE OTREIMET 32 2 & 2 & B it 23l B & o il 2
EOALERERSZ e Z/RLTE/. %72, Damen SHIXEHHRERZH» S, FBAILVE
I & 2R O E L Z R L TW3 [33,34]. 20D & S5 I2HEHTIC X 2 EEREEI o Wit o
EEIZOWTRELHEIZSRENTEZS DD, BEHMIEZ DD D% HE LT X 28802
DWTERMNRFZIT - 7R RZ R ok w. —HT, AMEBIEICHS 2R3k o HlE
ERAHREZ L AN 5. WL IIRIKDOBREENICH S L2 &5 2 72028 %R
ETE—varFy IFAICKDEIL, BESOZEIRITERIE Lz [101]. ERE K- 725t
T, iR & BEFINCHA % 5 2 72 BR 0 NRS B O BGURE 2 JIE L7213, BRSICX
25 OBFRHEEORESR, Gomi HIC& W iTbiiev=VYal —2B52 2350 h»50 L
e DREFIERIE 72 23 5 [102, 103, 104]. TD X S I AEKBEHiD A4 v ¥ — &> ZAEEZ -
TR EZ <, 7277 4 Talty ORI X 2 BERIEANOEEICOWT HERNRZ
AR RE 2 b 3.

Z 2T, ARETOMAEDET 2 2 BIEAHITE & B Bt A & oBIfRA &, BEEMITE O FEAh
HIEEDOWTEZ 2. BEHAELE LT —E0MMEREE RO HBEFiO) Y 727 L&z /2L
%, FRICEDHNEEZ 2 Z e CRENIEIT 22, 20t =0 mihfh RO K
XA T 5. BEOEIAIX T v 7 OIEANHEN B ORI I K EE]$ 2 72, B
Mosm AU A IR U, BIES RO UEKEL BT 2. AR ZEESOETICYT
Bt &, —EOFRNNEZT %, MiioEiifAZSES ot EOMIt 725, 2
DOBERZ EHEREET S X OCBIET o —BIEMCEA S 2 £, 2405 OO A E v Wl E
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Eq. 3.5 1255

0y = ~Lg, (3.5)

I & 0 BEHEBIET O IR B A 0, 234 U, B O R 0y 233 28F, Eq.3.5 &b
B BRI 3 2 IEHERIE o Lb R (BAERRITELL R) 25k 2 Z e pifF e 3. $hbb, B
HREc BTSN 2R EG N 2 & 2T 2 72912%, BAEIRITELL R 25K i
EOEIMUZ0E 52 EET Ul L.

Fifd v B ORI OBREHOMCT LI 8IE, 77T 4 7altky MK BA]
i HHER OMENE ST TR e N TES. BIEETR T 774 7alty b OE
FifT I Xk 2 AHBROREIZ—E TR, BAX > THRIICENET 2 Z AL TW»
% [29]. fft A REHEE 2 30 LRI % @ 228, 2 OREEE IS ADIT & i 2 T % B
BItEic k> THEAINS. BB & BHET O BAFIRIMEAMK <, AT REICEHED JE 25K = 0
A H 2EE, 72774 7 ity MK 2HNNGEBPEOLE & WS B THRICER
FEH, —HTHNIZREL LBWEICE s TRERPEEL LS. RRKOMELE S0
KRB/ NROFT 252 26 TH 2 Z e BNEELL, ZD7dI3MESGR T & B
RIEIRIE e ORIREA S IS T 2 RENDH 3.

3.4.2 PFEERRIEIMINEDHEE

FEERBEERIPE DHEE TTIRIS DWW TR 5. AWFZETIEEBNFH FER IS = BIFMIE 2 HEE
5. MR LHEINZ, RES—FCIbREBEHHFZERD Phase8 I2H 72, HiHESL S

Shoulder joint

Fig.3.11. Mechanical model to compute the joint elasticity
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50 FAMETH 5. T 2 CTIERTEICED 2 (R0 BT & LT, RBIET, RIS X O HaHE
BIEiORIMEZHEE T 2. 207012, AMEDORIKE L ToES % LB T 2 J1#E 7L (Fig.3.11)
WKEDOWTEZ L. BTN, HEEDONR L § 2 B, IEHERIET, MR Z zh2h%
SR ECEds 3 28R Y UCRRE L3, oMk EcHBE R o R, B
R, BEEEZMZTE6 V2 L. &V Y 7RI, MMEBICE T 2 EHM o E#EZ
T—varFy IFRREIDEBILIRE L. VU Z7ARROVWTHRAMICE—YaryFy 7
FrIZKDEHIIL, EZfir o OMEAEOEMNEY Y 7R LTETMCATI L. VY2
BHEB IOV Y Z7ELMIOWTIEATLS [105] 12 & bRl E - B RS oKREICH T 2 E&
B KUBELMIBICHESERE L. EROERIIMWHERE» & BRI E OB SV 70H
RICEA, H5 VY7 0RELMIEER LS L EROMIMELE L. £/, FLS [105] O
WETE, F3IBICEL Y V7 ITHYT 28T —20HE e LTRbh Tz, HE
X2 L, EOMERY YRy Lz, Figl L IORTETALDRY Y 7 IZaFEh 2 AK
HHOEEB XUELMIEBEDO—E% Table 3.3 1IR3, K3, Table 3.3 1ZBWVWT, EFTNMIE
FRRVEOEEIIBRAN U 7.

Fig.3.11 o fize 7 v o##) 5%, HRREE), LJEHE), T(HE) % » 255 x T
Vy 7oA ERLESAE 0, BXOEHERESIO PR ERT 0,0 12k, EMEH
M (0,)8,, #0H - aVF Y HE e (6x,6x), BESIE g (0y), BENIEk6,, HFEI LS
Ty BEOHTER MLV D 15, ZERE LT,

M (Ox(i)0x i) + c(Ox(iys Ox(i)) + 9(Ox()) + kx(Ox(iy — Ox0)
= Tix (i) + Txs(i) (i=1,2,3,...5) 3.6)

criilbE g, BB, i 3EFHIT -2 ORRINA VT v 7 R %, s IFEHT -2 REE zh T h
#3. Eq.3.10 1ICHED ZRIHi ORI B F 223, RACBWTHIEIIHE k0, ZFRIXH
R NILD T DARFTHD, TE—arIF v I7F X DHlFT— X2 6BHINRWIETH
3. koT, RO EQ3.7 %8B 2K YR NV I IH 1, ZIHET 3.

Tox(i) = Tmx(i-3) (@ =1,2,3,...5) (3.7

Eq.3.7 1%, #Ht$ 2 43> FARTHREE ML 2 ICEBERE LRV vickEoL . BETO
HRICE D 2 BHEHZNRE LIS E 3 8, AMEOELIBE) L 7251 & Hi~IY
eI OMEE I NS FTIZIE 70~90msec DIBIEDAE L 3 & X3 [106]. ARFEERTEH RN AH
HALZzE—>arydxy 7F v OtEHI 10msec THH, 43> 7, ThbE 30msec D
M HER B ET DR N L 2 I E T e 52 2O PUIRAL T 5. 2T, Eq.3.10
WoOWTi=ntlZzRei=n-32LR0ESEED, Eq3.7 Z#HT 2 22T, Eq3.8
2155,
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4 0.02 .
Forward bending rate: 80%MFB ~ 100%MFB (R = 0.94)
=) Forward bending rate: 60%MFB ~ 80%MFB (R = 0.98)
& 5 0.01 § Forward bending rate: 40%MFB ~ 60%MFB (R = 0.93)
° L
% ] Forward bending rate: 20%MFB ~ 40%MFB (R = 0.82)
> -
2 CDE — Ouw - Ongay === The left side value
g 0 1o £
° @
<
[_‘
-2 - -0.01
1 2 3
t[s]
(a) Hip joint elasticity
4 0.03 .
Forward bending rate: 80%MFB ~ 100% MFB (R = 0.95)
£l Forward bending rate: 60% MFB ~ 80% MFB (R = 0.98)
Z 5 0.02 Forward bending rate: 40% MFB ~ 60% MFB (R = 0.99)
Q <
% bﬁ Forward bending rate: 20% MFB ~ 40% MFB (R = 0.80)
> - .
3 0.01 = — B4~ Ogsy === The left side value
5 0 2
© 0o °
<=
F
-2 - -0.01
1 2 3
t[s]
(b) Lumbar joint elasticity
2 0.02 .
Forward bending rate: 80%MFB ~ 100%MFB (R = 0.79)
= Forward bending rate: 60%MFB ~ 80%MFB (R = 0.88)
£ . 0.01 —g Forward bending rate: 40%MFB ~ 60%MFB (R = 0.95)
° L
% ’ :ﬁ Forward bending rate: 20%MFB ~ 40%MFB (R = 0.95)
> e .
3 & — O - Ors) === The left side value
g 0 o g
o <)
=
P
-1 - -0.01

t[s]

(c) Thoracic joint elascitiy

Fig.3.12. Estimation of the joint elasticity based on Eq.3.8
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Fig.3.13. Joint elasticity estimated from motion analysis

®m Unbelted ™ Active

ulilin

20~40 40~60 60~80 80~100
Forward bending rate [%MFB]

(a) Hip joint elasticity

m Unbelted = Active

uli

20~40 40~60 60~80 80~100
Forward bending rate [%MFB]

(b) Lumbar joint elasticity

m Unbelted = Active

"M

20~40 40~60 60~80 80~100
Forward bending rate [%MFB]

(c) Thoracic joint elascitiy
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M(gx(n—3))éx(n—3) - M(gx(n))éx(n) + C(ex(n—?))a éx(n—3)) - C(ex(n)a éx(n))
+ g(ex(n—S)) - g(gx(n)) + Tsx(n) T Tsx(n-3)
= kx(ex(n) - ex(n—?))) (n=1,2,3,...5) (3.8)

AT XD, FIFEN T — 20 S B ATRERIEMEIE, E0J) - VA Y IE, EEB
XU IET AV IHD ALY, FENIRAER ky D55, ZO#%EE HMAHESEO L
U L CHEHT 2 2 e TRl L 72 7 — 2 s MO Eq.3.8 25, &, [ERairic kD
ky ZIRETE 2. 22T, BEHOMIMEZERMICE s THENMT 2 e THINL D,
FHAI U 7= ) % i 2 TR 7= i JE R A 20~40%MFB, 40~60%MFB, 60~80%MFB, 80~
100%MFB, 722 4 XEICHEIL, SFXEICBT 2L KDz, DLEDFHIC X D B
It % kb 7= & & D—Hfil% Fig. 3.12 12773, Fig.3.12 Ol % #i8k# D Unbelted 5c1F12 B
F515T2RR LA DTHD, Eq.3.8 OEIGEHHIC K D EFMIMEZ KDL 20, HHZE
BT si0Ee, SAEKTH 26LHTD (05) — Oxi-3)) PRRIIZNERRLI2b DT
H3. O%Fh, TITRRFOBIROBEFICE D EROBEZEIFETLICL D RET 3.

ZZETOFRIC K DEIE I N/ BPAET, MBI, MoHERIET O MIMEE % Fig. 3.13 # (a)
~(C) WZRT. Fig3.13 1%, MBHTNRTH 2 93 ZHOWERE O FEER L TH Y, Unbelted,
Active DiZ&fF % 2N ZIURLTWS. 57 —N"—13 B3 HOMIEEOEERFE2E2RT. A%
T, 72774 7anrty ORMNINC X 2 EHESREOZC2RET 27D, 77747
Ity dEHLKRW Unbletd 5:fF & AIZF{ 1) 21T 5 Active S{IFIZDOWTH 10 [HFO,
5120 AT O BEIRITEZ I L2z, BT ROBERE X 9B B TH 205, ARl 1860 iRfTD
T—REI25H, TONDOK 8 HNTH 7 23T TIFMHBIRENX 0.8 L EDERELD, WREME
EFETNMCEDRHETZ2IeNTERE WA, —HT, HEFRED 0.8 2 RE - 7231T1co
WL, #ERE OEDEIRIC X 2 IEEEOREC, HERE OBIfEEIIC X 2 3HIlR O RIEC
kb, HEREORET L TN L ORMED R O N7z 72 DFHEi R HERI L -

3.4.3 #ETIFICK BEERAIMEZEL

CHE TN FIEIC X V1B o N - BT S X O REHERIET O BIEIRITE I X D, BEERAGAT
TN X 2 WEERBEERRIEN DB 2 R 5. RED HINI BRI X 2 MBI X =X L D%
AETH %72, BEFEHOFMEICIB W T L AHEEAD B & BHEEINEE 2k s 5. Hif
TRD 7 RBAFMINEAE kg & EAERIEIMIMENE £, [CINA T, Eq.3.9 i & bacidh x4 2 BIEiWE
e RICOWTHEHS 5.

_kL

R="L
ku

3.9

it 1112 & 2 BAEIIIME D Z(LICoWT, #ilieE o 2RI EHR 238X 5. Fig.3.14-3.15 12,
BHHEADRESB X CEHEBEIIENIC DWW T Active Z:F DRI 2R /112 & D Unbelted S22 5 %%
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(a) Hip joint elasticity
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(b) Lumbar joint elasticity
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0
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Forward bending rate [%MFB]
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1 1 1

The number of volunteers [-]
[\
[«

(c) Joint elasticity ratio R

Fig.3.14. Total number of volunteers for changes in joint stiffness (Burden reduced group)
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Fig.3.15. Total number of volunteers for changes in joint stiffness (Burden increased group)
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BIERIMEME DG D L XA LR E O NBE RS, KIF (a)~(c) 1&Z he AU B M1
8 kpy, FEHERIPEME kr, BEIERMIMELE R 1ICOWTRLTEY, KRIERICE W CERIMEMED M
BEOBDLIEANBORMERT. 2B, BHTNR L2 2 0850E O NBUIEHBARET 20~
40%MFB 1235\ T 64 %, 40~60%MFB 1235\ T 88 %, 60~80%MFB IZ35W\T 88 %, 80~
100%MFB 2B WT 69 4 TH b, AHEBEMEETIX 20~40%MFB 128\ T 5 %, 40~60%MFB
IZBWT 64, 60~80%MFB IZBWT 44, 80~100%MFB iIZBW\WT 3 H/TH-7-.
MR, AIEFRIC X 228135 2 BEAEBADEET 71.9~87.5%, AHEBMNEET 33.3~
100% DWEERE CTHEfT 11 & D MIPEEDSIRA Uz, IEHERIERIIE 1IC oW CIERIEMEA LR 3 5
ZeofFEn, AHBAOEET 40.6~67.0%, EIHBEINEET 50~100% OHERE RIS 5
MU 7. FRSREEOREEIC B W TEHEET D 2 BRI R 13, BHBEDETIX 70.3~86.4% T
BEmMAHER I N—5T, AHEHEMEETIE 20~409%MFB 35 & X 40~60%MFB {235\ T
BTHEMLZDDD, 60~80%MFB 1 X f 80~100%MFB T2 TOMHERE TP L. T
mbhb, AHBADBETIIRER ) OBERE CRIFIRIMELL R 25 ERF 2 —75T, AT
HOMEMIMRTER D o7, Ko T, RARORE TR & 5 7 BEMITED Z I iE
HamEsRI N 2 EASHERI Nz VR 5.

¥ ZAT, AHEAEICBWTEBESORMEMEELE R 2 e, REESORITELMETR U 745k
BOEENEL, —RT 2% v SHEBEIRKG T T L EEREEoREmS, EEmREL R 0
izt 2 FE5MMERC K DI HE R, RFLDMRFED 7= W3Rt e & 2 BIgEimtELL R D Z1t
By, RIS X BRI SR O Z (LR OB OBR 2 TN HENR D 5.

3.4.4 FIEMIELL R DRI T 2 REEHDFS

ARFFSE TR T 2K CRFIT I & D IEHERIEIMIEAY ER 32 e 2 PHEL, ZduckDd
A B 511 oD IV 203 R BEF R 1 02 ot U C & b B IREB IS 2 b 3 & & CRIENMIMEEL R s N3
3y BN 72T, AETIZBEERIMELL R O8N U T AEHERSETRIME O hs KBS
HE53 2R T 5.

Fig.3.16~Fig.3.19 12, &HiHEHICHBT 5 BT & O REAERE & o Wl M B o 28 ki it 3 % B
HiRIELE R & b2 RS . 77 79T, BBIHIS X CIEHEBIE O fifH T ic X 2 MIMEZ (L& %
Ml v v, BEIREIMELE R 0B LERMENC Y 2. 2B, oy P IhEZEHZEREALE
WiEE O BRI Z LB S 2 BIERIELL R 02 (L BE2 £, ZhspsBiiconT, %M
FiRMEAE D 25L& v RIS R ¥ ORI DMBERIRZ DHr s 5.

%3, REFSHoOMMEERICOWT, HIMELEZE(CE OHEBFREE 20~40%MFB 125\
T-0.01, 40~60%MFB 125 T-0.37, 60~80%MFB (23 T-0.38, 80~100%MFB IZHW
TO0.08 THo/z. ZDH5BH, 40~60%MFB 5 & f 60~80%MFB DFEIEIZENT, BB
MAED 2L B BAFIHITELE R OZ L& ¥ ORICH B RAIB B RO R S A (p<0.01), EBIHI
Mt DZEIC  —EDFEHRD SNz, —HT, EHEREEORIMEZ(LE Btk Z LR 0
HHRERER1Z 20~40%MFB 125\ T 0.74, 40~60%MFB (25T 0.65, 60~80%MFB {235\
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Fig.3.16. Relation between the change of the joint elasticity ratio and each joint elasticity
(Forward bending rate: 20~40%MFB)
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Fig.3.17. Relation between the change of the joint elasticity ratio and each joint elasticity
(Forward bending rate: 40~60%MFB)

T 0.73, 80~100%MFB 1285\ T 0.52 TH - 7=. BEHEEAEICOWTIX, RBIEERIELR S 4 X
e TicB W TR R o2 ik L TEERMEREBERNIZED 517z (p<0.01).
DbZzEEZ 52, RESORMEZCIZOWTIZESRIEL R D2 L T—EDE5H
RTELDOO, ZHEHRAINMEDZ(E & BEESRIEL R D& e O OMEBIREZE HE L 7=
e, & D ZECNCBAFIRIMELL R OB HF ST 2 O EHEEH ORIEHETH 2 2 VWx 5. ko
T, NEMERSERMIMEDS B5R3 2 Z & -CIEMERS ST A BEETMI MR 120 LT & b @ iRE& i & b L
72bDERERTE 5.
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Fig.3.18. Relation between the change of the joint elasticity ratio and each joint elasticity

(Forward bending rate: 60~80%MFB)
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Fig.3.19. Relation between the change of the joint elasticity ratio and each joint elasticity
(Forward bending rate: 80~100%MFB)

345 EZ&

HifiOMENC XD, BB REO 7 H22 5 8 BT BERE TR S h 2 MR R S
7e—J3C, RO 1 EI~2 B QHERE Tl i & 0 IEHEBIET O 258D 3 2 & 5 7
BEEMR 2/ 000 6 FHFNIML R 0 ERIBA Lo 7. AHITIE, b
DPIRAE THERR & L7 HEFRHR T 01T & 2 BAEIIIME LD O BRSO W TE R T 5. Jodo &5
12, BEEIRPEEE O LIRS E 53 2 OBt ZLTH 5. LoT, TI T
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fifE 0z & 2 HEHEBSERRIME D ZLICi - Tiim s 5.

it 1 K 2 BIRNR 2187003 & & EAHERSERMITED B L 7 R FE IS DWW T, NA A X H
=X LHZRIERD AE DT, KT X o THEEIHIEHR T D 2 MAD AT IREERIER) 12
A U7 B WA O EENMRIS I E 2 I U AlREEDE 2 55, Eq.3.10 ITHEDOWTH
Al %, EIEBOZICI D EEZRZT DL, HEENLVIEH 1, ) THdEbh
%. Unbelted &:ff & Active S:fF & O OEE) % LIRS 5 &, Active S/ D J5 23 MEAMERSHi D
B2 NSWMEANICH 5. ko T, Eq.3.10 LD 4 HITBIT 2 (0.) — Ox0) DIEIZ Active
FHECBWTNNE 5, EAOBEMIHE, i - a VAV hHE, BEHEHICKERZE TRV E
Bbh 2D T, Unbelted 5 & Active St & ORI DMITEZACIZAHFEM L 7 IH 1,1 ;) DIETR
WEhREEh S L Bbhi.

M (Ox(i))bx(iy + c(Ox(i)» Ox(iy) + 9(Ox(i)) + kx(Ox(iy — Ox0)
= Tix (i) T Txs(i) (i =1,2,3, S) (310)

REREEBEROZMIC & 2 NEFEL 2 - 726l UT, ERFEEERIT S BUCHEmME I
BT mE B E DT E L CEENRIEIRICE T 2K b ED ST WS [107, 108]. AfADiH
B2l 2 AEICOWTE R &, BREIICB T 2HIHROKE 2R THEZMTD
D, BITERBE»LDOANEEEZZIT, NMEXBEIRL 3 2B 2IENT 2720 OEFHED
EHNT 5. BICANEENSZ 60T OEEHERE 1T 2 £ TOMRREIE, ThbbiHE
BNCRID B IR D T ALELLETD SRR e SN TE D, 25D TIRRS [107]
I& “Pre-shaping” &\ 5 BEEEIZ DWW TIRRTW 5. Pre-shaping ¥ 1%, & b DFTYRZ TR
WHEIEHRZ D L IEB 2T 5 Z & 2153, Pre-shaping 12 & D #EEIHFHHE X W 7-1%1%, B
HiEHP R EEE L Vo IR EE A L, BEL LIE#RER T 2 X 5 ICHiNo#EH)
TRt Ens. Z D7z Pre-shaping 12 & 2 EEDOFHENIKA O IR OME Y LTI Z
B5IEMNTES. ZNEAMATHRE LEMYOZE LEIFICHTIZDTEZ S L, BRER
% ERATORNCHED LR S HE L T2 X8 F TOEBFE L F1HE L, HEEFHIEHRZHEREL
TWB WA 3., ZLT, MREIALFIFRICESWTE EEIERZEITT 20, 2O 212
Mkt Iz 525, AI1TH N NBRERRZZEE, HIHRTD 2WADATIH
2T 5. I AIMES OIS U TR 2 BRE) 3 2 i~ ofen 2 2t E¥ % Z ¥ TH
BOEE ZENT 2205, 2O ZOMRNOE(LIIEEH ORI EICHS L, FEEHRMEDMEIZ S
WETLeEZOND. Tibb, EERT I & 2B OREE, Rk 2 AR
NDOEME) 2B & EEHIERD ANERANDEHOW 2 EE T2 TEFNMLTES
LERONG. BT MUCHENT T X D HIFE TR Blih 5182 & #ERE I MAZHES 5
YWSEIERITO EROR AT, EROEBNCHITZT 4 — R 7 47— FHlERZHERET 2 ¢
WX 5. 0%, EEHFIAKANDAEL L U THEERAOKTT 12500h 2 B, AR E O
ZAE NS 7 4 — PNy 7R CGEFRD A€ 25D eI 6N 5. AFRDOSHED
Figte LT, B0 R EH & EEERENDIER O OS2 67 77 4 7al
v b OREHTIC X 2RRER TR0,

47 —
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3.4.6 wHBIRNR & BEEIE

Rl & 2 IS BEEIRIMEZ AL » #iBhah R  OBERICOW TR S, KRIFFEDOIRF T,
D MBI OMIMEZ F R X2 2 2ic &k b MR O JE 2R U, FEHEBIETT o FEHE b
NI DBWAHT B THEFAHEIBRINE 2 2idRz. X o TREICEBIT 2RO RE
W2, REGRBEEIRIE O 2L v BHEBEET O iR & » OBIfRERANRTE L. 22Tk, BRI
ZLDFatE e LT Unbelted Zef:52 5 Active SefFICZE(L S B 7 O BIEIMINTELL R D28 L& &,
ARECEA L ZEHEF ORI S5%E C, 0Z(LE L DBRICOVWTIANS.

Fig.3.20 12, fifhic &k 2 BRI R 02 L& v EHERE T O JE ih 27 538 ¢, od &L
DEfRE Ta Y N LY T 7 %KY, Fig3.20 SR Z (b EE ¥ b, Mt
HFSEROBPBEER L o7, T2, 77 7FD (a)~) IKIZZFhZEND 20~40%MFB, 40~
60%MFB, 60~80%MFB, 80~100%MFB ® 275 7 %#* L, AR, AHEFE, &aHE
e zhzhiycray L7

CNETIIBNTARGE D &, FEIIIC X 2EBFED R SN 75 E TIIZRBOBIE XN
FEEEIZIE U CRIFMIMELE R B LB 2 e PRENS. DD, ik b ZBEEME
ZAFCTHEB D BUEDK 2 WIS A T 2 BBRE TlX, Z AUtk - Tl o BRI R 02
LROBIED K EWVHEBIC AT 2 Z e AR I N 2. K, #EtloEs & o /51
T % &5 R AHEBEMBEOMERE TI1X, X D BEEIRIMELE R 235184 L, #EilhAM s & o 58
WiznfmgbdeEIoND. DEZBEE A7 LT, Fig320 Rl I 72853 5. miH
ROMEICHED ST, AHBOBETR USRI L 2 XBEENREZETE D, Hitll
EQRBEBICHH LTV, £z, BHEEMEEY UORL 2T B OEBIc T 5
ErARsNZ., o ZoAEEAR, AHEEMEOMERADODMIINL T TREY:
fTolzv 2%, 60~80%MFB ¥ 80~100%MFB DA 128\ T EHIRA B & HHBE I
L CTHEIZ (p<0.01) BEERIMELL O ZLEDL K Z WEBICAHM L TWz, Za s> S, K
WCHIEL DMK E L, HERDOFIEADK EWEBICE Y 2 @85G E XS X 258
BERZITTWBEEWZ S,

— 48 —
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Fig.3.20. Relation between the change of joint elasticity and posture correction
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41 BT S X2k
411 EERMECCBIET S 1 X2 b

R E T, BRI IEMEEH oMM 2 2L X8, 24U & D iiEZ & TEBR O LE
ZRBIET 3 2 & THERAHEI BRI N 2 Z e iz L L, #fc & b BB EE 2 86
ENZETOMEERMIAT 2720121, KB o X 51U CEERIENEEEZMIET O,
EREET 2 BN D 5.

INFETRLKN N X 2 BHEASOMME LR ICOVWTER LM EEIRINTER
[60, 34]. %#Z Damen 5%, # 77— Fv 75 —E{GOFHAINCE-D ZHifS 112 X 2 MLAERET O]
MECEFN, W T OBERDIEMET 2 4 X > b OERIC & 2 aTREM 2 7RE L 7= [33, 34].
%72, Stefan 5 DWMETIX, BBEAOHMN NI L2 EEB X OIIEDOES, EHOREH L v
72754 Ry MITELHEL 5 Z e AR TED [57,58], WFICEBZT7IA XY M E
L& & RO 2 E  OMICIZ—EDMGEIH 2 b D FHINS. Z I THRIFET
&, MIINC X BHIMEELOBER e LT, BN IMERT 2 2 1o & 2 588 X UMK
D7 AR VELICERT 5.

RN X 2 IEERAEIRIE O Z(LAVE T 2K e LT, BBRBLUHEDO 7 74 XV A
fticksdor, MmAEMBHOZMCES D, BENED LFIZLK2donZzhZzhEZ M
3. 774XV MEKICK B DO, BEEE O BRI O BB o i & b B0 ZE)
EHDZET 2 Z e CHEERENZNT 2 DT, KFETT 74 X2 b2 ->TEL B
TrETHELE. AT, HREEMICE 2 DT, RIETENL LS I E hZEL
U 7 RS IRICE D S A FERIE D 2 2L 3 8, F8RE U oI & D ZBHIE
fbL7zdborEZ Nz £7z, BEENED EFIC X 2 EBRIEANDOFEIIRD L 2 51R1E
EINTVBEHDT, [RFBHIEINTVWS [1]. Z4UE, ERAEHICB W TSGR EHEI LTV



77T 4 7ty b QR L IHIE O FIF AT
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fEE e MR 2 2208, AR S RAIBEEE S Z itk b ERAMANDOENREED, £
FHEXFT 2 NBMERT 5L b ML FRT 2 LEHTHS. b3
BT, Aty b ORICHEEBOEEIC & 2 BB CIEREENIEIC X 2 80 ERINCER
TR TFREINZDOD, BRIV TRERAMELZEZ 2 L BRADEEPETHD,
TIARY MNCEBEBOHPELLFET2bDEEZLNS. 2T, AETRIREHEY
4 X+ OZEIHE S BEFRIED 2 X 28R MEES 5.

ARETIE, TTHBBREECIBIMEY 24 X2 b DBRICOWT, LTI TRENIH]
HAedb it 2 BORE AT 2 Z e THIREINE 7 74 X ¥ FOZELIZDOWTIAR S, KHi
T X MREGE VB 7 2 4 X > b ORI O W TR, M 1Ick 27 74 X
Y IOEEMRT . X511, 774 XY NELe BEHIRIEZL: o oBREE TS
522 T, 2 BTN AHBRIRHEREEORME 52, %/, ZhETRFEsNEHAD
5, JBIUMEY 5 4 X > bR IR HE D 2 F -~V b OB BIMIR 2 HEET 2 ET L%
F%ET 5.

41.2 HARSNBBILET 517 X2 hEL

FRAEAT N X D AR XN B IEIMEY 5 4 X > F DE(IZOWTHN G, FE~L MZXD
JEAKEY 5 4 X > SBT3 Z 21, DI SIEMI N TE 2. IR 7z Stefan 512k 3
FRARDE B K OMIE 2 W EERTE, (LGB Z BEEH0 e UALE o EEES X T8
g, wIRE L TOEF ORISR XN TWS [57]. 72, Sichting &M, E&, KEF
5755 NMEBER D7 2V, ARERER W@ X D #2308 %2 &KH T
BIET 2 LT IA XY M2 LEEE 2 ER L [58]. 61T, Lee bl X #RHEG%ZH
W fRHTIZ & D B~V b IR T o IEHERBIER o J dh 2 #1372 2 & ZMREE L 7= [59].

NS EEEZTAMIETIIRD = HDOMEMET 54 X > FOELETRT 5.

(A) BT 2lE DZLE A (P A)0st (Fig.d.1a)
(B) BEMERTE ) — 7 D% Cp (Fig.4.1a)
(C) BHEGAAMA 0pa (Fig.4.1b)

FT(A)IDWVWTEZR DL, MilThPE2 0Nz %, Figdlalmd X 5 I AKDORFIZIT M
THBEL 2 SBHICHERT 2. 24Uz kb, g FEBAEBR~L b2 o DEH %%
F, fil'F1Z Lumbar joint % [Al#gEfH » U CTHBICN L THRET 2 2 Bbhd. 2ok 2IEE
B AR EHID S LA s IREBIC R 2720, I1F 2 EEBEEE LW 2 iliEREEIc S
WS OEE N AT 5 2 & TEEIRFISHEML, MiE CHRI N X5 Rl EF
ErizeEbins.

KIZB)IZOWTEZ DL, BROFHNICIDVIEBS X UEBROZENELTEZ I
b, HEILTIE O EIGER 2HEEKD 7 54 XV M ELABEN 2 e TFHINS
(Fig.4.1a). @%, BHEOINAROIEFANCEEHS 225, Mk v iigs%kET s 22T, FH



AT MK BIMET 74 X2 b

D 4.1 BMET 24 X b
. — Tightened
— Tightened — Untightened
— Untightened

D (B) Decrease of lumbar
Lordosis curvature Cj,

sacrum posture
angle Ogr 1

3

1

1

C) Decrease of pelvit
aperture angle 0p 4

é

(a) Lateral view (b) Front view

Fig.4.1. Change of the pelvic alignment by tighteing

BOZRAZ I LT b 2 ICEHEORI BB S 5. BEIHEARIIHER RIS 3 2 58
KD RN U CIHRE AR E BT 2 Ze o Tnwb, Thbb, Miffhickd
JEMET 4 X > P2 LI ¥ 2 Z X, BHMERIETT D 2 MEHED T R 2 B8 L T BIET o Wi
EEEEBILTHIEVR S,

F 72 (C) IZOoW T, FIRE EICBWTNL MR AKO AT AID & E&ICERAT 3
%% % % (Figd.1b). ZUT X b BEBITAL O LRilGE B O BERED EME 3 2 AR T 5.
D XS REFOEEIEL BANCE L Ik, EAOESHIIEREE OS2 EE L, B
iR LR BRI S,

ZZETIRBANHATHIZEB KON Z T2 D2 b, MM B OB 5 4 X >
b & BERIEIZ SR IS0 b o TE D, FCRifI1IC L2 7 74 X ¥ O LEIEAIEZ i
E#EFG TR Bbhs.

EoT, AETIHEMHET 74 X >+ e BERINE L OFGROETFLIELEBIET.
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42 TIAAYFDOEMEICEDL
AIMEZCHEEET L
421 ET7TIULAH

3ET, AL TIRET 2K OMIE L U TSRO ZL e Zhuctl > ZBEIE, &l
B EMEE L7z, Lo L, IRECE T & 22 o BRI Y 54 X > F 0k
TH2ZrZTRLTED, BEMD S0t 22233 2 1EMHET 54 X2 F 0%
(RIS HE S BRI OB L 2RI REL D 2. FIT DBz & 5 ITHERFFLC B W TR
WX BRI N TEZS DD, ERMNRFHEZIT - Z2HIE RS0 3, BRI
WHED REDBRR BN B DAL ¥ E 3 (1,109, 110]. ZD7=, Fiff 12 X 2 FEHERNEDS
EREF X=X nkHLIICL, MIffXn 2R EERET 2 koD, Lo
TAETIE, 794X FOBLEEZ AL LTHEREOE(LEEZ KA T 2ENRESLE
FFET 2 Z & CIRGHOMELE 21T 5.

I E CHESRIEIRItE D Z b2 T T OIS D A ZZBIZ W o R o528, Fike LT
% FEM R H23% < WS T & 72 [58, 111, 112, 113]. FEM @ TlE~L s 25E % 83
% 2 2T X A LGB T O BRI ) 2 EERHES 2 C e BT E SR RN D B —F
T, —MRINC NS DETIVTIER FIEIRHA L W o 2B ORI AR S 1, BED A
BET LI TV S, FROFEICAE S 2 HEMIEL RO EBANDIREZN ST 5
2, IO DOEBIIMBIHERICET MEAEL LTHE T e TN, 261, B
FfTMI B % 35 % 5 2 C FEM f@#f T 13 B E I O BESHR T o M 2 SENIC R E 3 % 0
EWRH2dOD, FRICBNTZNS OMEHERFTHNIZREETH 2 2 Bbh b, KRIFFLTHIHE
TRETFNE, BEBRICERCHENNIEZSEZ - 2ORIMEEE 754X v 2oFohTED,
FEM f@ft & V2 & D S ERE Il T 2 — MR R E RT3 Z L AlRETH B 2 B 2
5NB. AWZETHHET 2 ETLTIEEARME LTT 74 X ¥ ME(LIck S Bt 2%
RET25DTHD, RENBRRAI=XL%ERTHDOTIERV. LLrLELES, TNLETHS
PIZEINTIRP 72T T4 X b e BEFRME L O O—EDBGRERRE L CHERT 2k
TAWFEDRINZ MRS 25 2 2HS.

PEz#Ez, $TR3ETNVOHSITDH ZHHRMEDOZITOVWTER L. RFKTIEIA
%C, MEMERSEIMIME kp © BEBEEIRINE ky 205 Eq4.1 1T & b ke &0 2 BIFIRITELL R RFfIC
BUNIIENO)-7 - L K i A=
_ko
ky
ZHUIEB OB G § 2 EE)Tld, BEEiOPLEIESEESORIEDlRICEDIRE 2720 T
Holz. LhL, 2 BORITIEHMIEZHADEIHE S (IIEEEH o BEEFi O E FHE L T
BY, 754X VDS ESREERZT 3 OREHEESOMMETH 2. HoTETFLD

R “4.1)

— 54—
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O EHEBEEIRINE kp, OZ(LB L T 200EYTH 2 L BbhdD, ZDDHiTid R DZE]L
Dk DEFICEDAEL R 2 2HERT2BEDDH 2. ZDDHIZ, Bq.d.l OFELHED ST T
B % WEHEBIEAMIME O ZAL R Ak &, 7Y RRCY 72 2 IRBIEIHIEE OB OZLRTH 2 Ar- %
Eq. 42, Eq43 12X oTK®, ZhehBHIRITELLOZLE AR ITH LT OREFEGT 5D
DEFHMET 2. 2B, T2 THW 2RISR TT - 72 B EEES OB X b
Bon/ 96 2D 7F—2Th%. kY BIUKY BRI I252kw, ThbbEBR LM E
BHLEVWE EORIEETH D, k] Bk, TE7 277 4 7arty M2k D 80N Ot
kY R Lz EDETH 5.

Akp =k} — kY 4.2)
1 1 1

A = — — 4.3

kn k{l kg 4.3)

[ kY Lumbar joint stiffness without tightening |

k{: Lumbear joint stiffness with tightening
kz: Hip joint stiffness without tightening

k1T1: Hip joint stiffness with tightening

BIEIITELL D ZAL AR ¥ Akp 3B X T8 A OMBIBIfRZ EREIG OIS L DINRD. LB
RTDLDIHIETEHEALLATERICK D, FHAIEEZ 20~40%MFB, 40~60%MFB, 60~
809%MFB, 80~100%MFB ¥ 7 % 4 XM E$ 5. 738, 0%MFB~20%MFB & 73 3 [X[H
T, BOMABIC X 2 NEEEOIRE R 212 & W #BREOET e 70 L ORMEN R S N7
D FHi SR 2 & BRAE L 7=

Table 4.1 \CEFIHTIC & D K> BHBIRE L, Akp B & T A ORENRREOHENED
LeRp 5 RD 1A ERERT. K7z, Figd212, Akr, A= AT 2 BEIRHITEELOZ(L AR O
SR T. 77 7B E CORHIMEZ RT 7 — X ik, Table 4.1 DEIIFIHIC X
DR AR 2 2R L7z, %3 Table 4.1 OEMHBGREICOWT, FXEICHBWT 0.9 B
LoETH 2 e s, BEEREIELOZE{LE AR IFSEHORIMEEIC VAT VWZ S.

Table4.1. Multiple regression analysis between the change of the joint stiffness ratio AR and vari-

ance of the joint stiffness Ak, and A%

Forward bending rate [oMFB] 20-40 40-60 60-80 80-100
Correlation coefficient 0.91 0.97 0.98 0.95
Contribution ratio of Ak [%] 63.0 58.9 59.8 54.4
Contribution ratio of A% [%] 37.0 41.1 40.2 45.6%
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Fig.4.2. Correlation between the change of the joint stiffness ratio R and Ai and Ak
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FEHERIE D ZL B E KT Ak, DF53%1E, Shoulder position DAY 20~409%MFB 125\ T
63.0%, 40~60%MFB 125 T 58.9%, 60~80%MFB |25\ T 59.8%, 80~100%MFB |25
WT 544% TH 5. Akp DAFGREFEXMECEFZ 5D TED, RFFETTET 2 EHERITED
bR X 2 BEEIRIELE OB 2 MR T 2 Z e AT E

—J7T Table 4.1 725, A= SHHELOZIL AR KN LT EOFLGEFHOZ L 2br 2.
Fig42 %25, AR & Al OO ERICHS THMLTE D, £72, Eq4.3 55, AL OB
Rl & 2 BBERIMEOR N 2EKT 2. T72bb, AR OEHHINNT 2 HiaE ©i1%, BN
fA T & D EHERAEI O MM E 7 &[RRI BIETRIMEEOE T B E U 2 A H 5. T,
IREEI DEREN D 7= D DA I DEIC L 2D DTH B e EZ N 5. FfHFICL2BET 7
4 XY b OZLHEHBEES ORI B &, BHOEIAIBY T2, LIRHESEE
ERT 57 DIIIREH OEMATHARIE2BENHS. DL %, WTITREAE % KE)§
270 OiREN R ZLEE, ZAU X D REFOZHIRIPELIzdbD e EZ oh.

M EotEhc &b, BEERMELROZICH LT L D EWES 2 R0 MRS oMMt 2Lz €
THADOHBE LTHWS. B, ETANDAINIEMHET 54 X > VZELTHD, Eqbd D
IOoRMERETNVEEZS.

Akp = ax 4.4)

422 XHIRERICED BT Z 1 X2 hEHA

HIET D (A)~(C) THBARIZJEIMET Z 4 X > b DFHIGTEICOWTIAR S, EIHET Z 4 X
¥ POFHINCE X R EGE VSN E Z e B —ITH D [114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 119,
120, 591, AWFFET & FERRIC X Mg & DR o MEDORIKE B X CIEH 68 S hiz
H {2 AW 5.

(A) DFHHlDO7=0121%, AMERDO LRI & KIRTH 2 855 L 72 Hifg % v % (Figd.3). &icnt
T 2IE DN RZBMERD 720, IF e FROENALZAZNRDIE, EokL
. BEROMENA 0p OFHHOZD121%, EE ECHEHENCERS NS EHVS,
T LRIFE IO LG p1 LHVBREE po BRESRZ5E, ZOMD LR DR
e EROENMA 0p & L. X, IIEERNADGHDZD1E, IIE D LT dH 2115 K
DOHR p3 LG D FERICH 2IE A py ZRESRD ZRD, ACERE 25 AZEOEMNA
Os T2, ZDXSITRKD 0p BEU 05 25 Eq. 4512 & D BBISHHT 218 DEEM 60,
ZRDB. 2B, (A) OFHINIIINIZEBAE X OCRIEMZZD 238 ) TEML 7-.

0 =0s—0p 4.5)

(B) DFHHNCOWTH, Figd 3 1R T X mRz v, BEHEOHEZRD 272012,
¥ FIE B B AEM O Z ez oV T, X RER EOMR DR = A TE TR
5. RZ, THoDHERZIERIT 2MAIEDZRZUTH L TEOEZRD S, ZHUTXD
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(a) Color image

(b) Xray image

Fig.4.3. Measurement for sacrum tilt and curvature of the lumbar spine

H— O AEHEE TOG S ROMEELIE LN, I6D 5 [N/ EIC X b A5k
53, RDOMMOMBERE r OWE R & D BHERTE A — 7 DR ¢, 21587%.

(C) 12DV TIE, NMRDIEEHED & TR 2 85 U7z X BRESRE W5 (Fig.4.4). B, A
KDIEH D 5 BB Z T TE 2D EBDOATH 579, (¢) DFHANINAIZOWTD
AEMLIz. 22T, B8 EHOMOOEEZHIT 2. 20D, GFMEE Lo L
B E® ps £ F O T pr, EFUNES O LRIGER pe & 248 D R ps & 2 L2 hiER0%
DERD, TNO_ODRRITDIRTH Ops ZHMEMA L LTRD.

423 #ENHAICEBT A2 FELL

(A)~(C) DIEHET T 4 X > MIZDWT, BB IICI DAL 222l d 5. 22T
&, 25 % (B 20 %, Ltk S5 4) omBRE ZEIB L CHIET TR X MREGEHHZ1T o 7-.
FHAI U 72 R8N B K URTENL TS 253, ML ORI E W T—H DO BERE TR0 R IF
THolDENCBI 2RI ELEHNH 5. FERTORMIICETRBOEHEL N TH
% bonbone(X 4 ¥ THEMKNEHE) ZHH L. BBV M & 2 ERAOKT T O5RE TS ITE
THBLTED, SEBEICBVTTDEILALT 774 7arty FORKEITH S 80N

59 __
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, PgFAnigFiorEsaperior
~ iliac#Spine } I

(a) Color image (b) Xray image

Fig.4.4. Measurement for pelvic aperture angle

WY T 2EEE G 2. KB, BEEHEBREDOLG KT EAHORK ECilEn.

BT 74 XY POELEIX EqQ4.6~48 ITXDERINS. 774 XY b OFHINI BB~
FEEH LRWIREE (AL METT ON) &S 1% 5 2 7R (~UL M RTT 8ON) D 2T
L, _F&FHoEmCEDEoNS.

AG; =67 — Y (4.6)
ACp=C] -cY 4.7)
AOpa =65, 0%, (4.8)
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Bl Standing posture
B Forward bending posture
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(a) The sacrum tilt angle relative to the pelvis

Il Standing posture
M Forward bending posture

10
2 8
8
5 6
S 4 I
G
c L
(0]
£ ] = ull l
p ~3 3~2 2~-1 -1~0 0~1 1~2 2~3
= Change of the curvature of the lumbar spine ACL
[x 10™* 1/pixel]
(b) The curvature of lumbar spine
Il Standing posture
10
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Change of the pelvic aperture angle A8p 4 [deg]

The number of volunteers [-]
=T RN e -

(c) The pelvic aperture angle

Fig.4.5. The histograms of change in lumbosacral alignment
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[ 6;]: Sacrum tilt angle relative to the pelvis without tightening |
6 : Sacrum tilt angle relative to the pelvis with tightening
Cg: Curvature of lumbar spine without tightening

CZ: Curvature of lumbar spine with tightening
6% ,: Pelvic aperture without tightening

9; 4 Pelvic aperture with tightening

Figd4 51287 74 XY MRICBI2EBMEEZEF LA N7 0%8RT. £3 (A) K
DVT, TNFE TRIBARZARGTIEEEICTT 2108 L2 (PLfA) OREITE > THRIBIIED
EhdeFEz oM. PLAIZEQLS XD, BUEIKE R 2IZEHFBICH LU TIIE»HIEL
TRBBIC ML L7 2 e KT, Figd.5a k0, #HC & D AIE 2B U 7= B8R e B
WT 24 % 14 44, BIEMICBWT 25 2 154 Th o7z T, ZILEOFIEIEIINMICE
W T 0.25deg, BIENMIZHBWT 0.71deg TH - 7-.

RiZ (B) IZ2WT, FifT D7 74 X MEEIWK LY BHEOHBITEMINS Z &3
FFX N7z, Figd.sb TlE, BUE/NSIWIZEHBIFEMEINLZ L ZEKLTED, LT
24 915 4, BIEALTI 25 B 15 B TR A L. #BRE O TiE, i T
2.4 x 1075 1/pixel, HIfEN T 4.3 x 10~*1/pixel DIFVETH - 7=.

(C) TEMTTIC L 2 BBRHADIHD, THROLEE EHIHT 2 & 5 RIBROE(
XNB. (C) NN DADEHITH 2703, Figd.5b D 24 %H 84T Opy WAL, FHD
B EIZ 0.43deg TH o 7=,

4.2.4 FEMEEHREZLDOETILLE

(A)~(C) DBHET7 74 XY VRBED> S, Eq4d4 DETAANDATE LTHVAREE
BET S, 22T, EHESRIEOZLEEZHNER, (A~C) DE7 74 XY boZl
BEHAZE Y LB/ 2TV, SHENOEWT 74 X ¥ M EEZ ETAND AN
Y35, KR OHARE IS E RO BHEREIRRBOHERIC X D RD1-FEHRIC X D Gl
3. 2B, BAMET 54 X > b OFNISIALE 45 BRTEAM D 2 B#TITbhn, B#LML
WHES BEEIRIES K7 T4 XV bAOEEEER L, €7 I/UIAL L BTEA T2 2 %
3%, MMHDET X 0~30%MFB OHIFNT, EFICBESRIMEIH#HE X7z 10%MFB 77
DX BT 2 IEHERIEIRIED 2L &AL TEHIT 74 X > (b SHEET 2. RBRICHTE
MHDE TN TIE 80~100%MFB (2513 5 Ml Z2 b Z i Tz L7 7 24 X >~ s DAk
POHEET S, (C) DRHEEIIINMNOADEHHITH 278, AIEAMTIX (A) BXU (B) Z&iHA
T 5. BB, EFNVORIBICEE LIRS O NBUXBEERIEDOF e 754 X > b0
SHAOM IS L7z 25 % (BHE20 %, ZES5%) TH5.

VLB X CHTEAIC BT B BEIFEDHT OME % Tabled.2 1IRT. RHIWKCIE, F7 74 X
N LB ORENG RS X, EERIRMEED» 5RO 5N REROTFEGRER L. %77,
RER R OMEICIX MBS X2 AREMEDRRERTHEEMNEG Lz, MABEETLIC
B 2 BRMBOFSRIINBELEAMDE A0 T 47.3%, BEHERTEHEOZELE ACL Tk

Wi
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® Normal value
© Qutlier

Change of the joint stiffness ratio Ak;[-]

® Normal value
© QOutlier

Change of the joint stiffness ratio Ak; [-]

(b) ForwardBending

Fig.4.6. Relationship between change in lumbosacral alignment and amount of change in lumbar

joint stiffness Ak, due to tightening
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Table4.2. Partial regression analysis between the variation of the lumbar joint stiffness Aky and

variation of the pelvic alignment

Regression coefficient(-)  Contribution ratio[ %]

Standing AG; -24.50 47.3
ACL -2.73 x 10° 43.2
Abpa -7.29 9.6
Forward bending A8, 13.72%* 85.8
ACL -3.65 x 104 14.2

**: p<0.01

Table4.3. Regression analysis between the change of the lumbar joint stiffness Ak, and change of

the sacral tilt angle A8y

ay a2 Correlation coefficient(-)
Standing -12.62  -1.08 x 10° 0.28
Forward bending ~ 12.49%*  —3.60 x 103 0.83
**: p<0.01

43.2%, HEEADZ(E Aps T9.6% ThHo7z. THhbH, A0 BXU ACL D 2 DDFRHH
B FEGELTVEEWR 5, FAEMTE, BHERIEDZ( Ak, 123 LT A FEEIC
(p<0.01) KFHFELTED, HFE5FIX85.8% ThHho/z. —/ T ACL DAFERIT/NXL, 14.2%
Thotz. UEEETZ, AETIZAMEOZIH L TEVWHFS 2ROIIELBADE(E
AO; ¥ IBHERTBHIROZ(LR ACL ZETAANDASI  LTIRAT 3.

INEREZ, BRENFHHUEEZETVADANE L2 Eq. 49 &2 5.

AkL = alAGI + (L’QACL (49)

Eq4.9 2R L, BEEFSWICIDETFARTIX—K a1 BEL ap ZRET 3. EFAFEEI
W7 — & fi%, Bl g 228 A02ba 6, HlcEHEBESREOZ(E Ak, 2L >
72277 71K DRT (Figd.6). ZTHHD7 —& I3 2 [Elleoth O 2% Tabled.3 I2/RT.
7' 7 AR D & 0¥ D 95% [SEXEO#HFASNCH 5 7 — X HE2flIMEL L TH
KL, EFAEEIHWS F— XA L. SAiTiE, FRREX 028 THD, T X—
X a1 DEA-12.62 TH D, ay DIED -1.08 x 10° THo7=. —HTRIEM TIX, FEIIFREIX
0.83 THDH, NFTA—XK ) DIEA 1249 TH Y, ay DIED —3.60 x 103 TH - 7=.

— 64—
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425 EE

AL O GBI T, EHEBIET ORIMEED - FI3IE ORIEZE(L, T2bb5 Ao, DI
MZE->TELZ 2 THLE. XoT, NT7X—& o DHEHIFIEMETH 3 Z e FXH
%. EMEHERTE 5 — 7 ORI OV TIE, HEROBEAIHES BHERIED ERPTHRINS.
ZD7=d, ACr DEIFRIMTH % ar FEMEICKZ Z e pHfHINS. ChEE2 5L, B
JENL CTEAMETTELUZT 74 X > PEHES BRSO ERE0 R o, Rz M
DZALE A0 (ZIEHEDRIMEZ IR L TEREZ (p<0.01) #HBI% /R L7z, Tabled.2 OMEHCHl
WEMADENFERASNTZ 25, FEN TIERHICLE DL AR &
BERIELTWE 2 WR S, —HT, VMTIEEHORIMNEZEL Ak £ 754 XY VE{Lx D
MICHEERAHEBERIERED NS, L7 —& o) DEZAEME R o7, 2hUE, ME
BTG A B ORFUBEE THRIEL TWE 20 Th s e Bbh s, ZOBE, Hifths
BB L MIFIChPaEI NS 2 e TGRS EE X A, B o BEER) L3525 &
SRIBNEIFEELZDOD, WBEBCIEDEC B ozboBbhi. DELD, i
JEAICBWTEBI T 74 X > 02 kS BEEREESRIMED R 2R T 2 €7 AR
N, AHROBEHBRGH  — KT 2HREP AT LI e N TE .

KT, X MEBICE DSB8’ 7 54 XY MEREALE LTHWEZ X% E
FIULEZEICOWTHEMT 5. BEL-EF VTR, BEHEES omMEZc LT, Bt
T 2MlEOERA (P1M)0; & ORICERERBGRIFED iz, FigdsSa»n, 0 DE(LED
3.0deg ANICIN & 2 BRE BRI TH D, BENORERZIC LD ET VDI RSN E
PR ENS. ZORIZOWT, XMEROFHHKEED 538X 5. Czubak-Wrzosek & [121] 1%
X #RE§R 2 FAWT PLAZEHIIL, B0E N OFEEMEZ R THRAEBEGRE ICC) 3hk b
0.99 TH b, FHllDIEHELE (SEM) 1% 0.81deg Z AR W L MG L. Lo T, Hi#FIC
RN %5 2 2R8I % 0 DELE A9, DFHARAZEERE 4 1.62deg TH 5. Tabled.3 X
D AGp ITHD B IRBUE 1249 TH B 720, T LOHNITH 2 IBHEEERIEDOZ(LE Ak, O
HEEAEIZ 20.2Nm/rad LUR ¥ 72 %, AREFZEICSIN L 72 BB & 1< B W CHIEEZE LR Ak D5
113 8%/ NT-117.4Nm/rad 7> 58K T 105.7Nm/rad £ T 223.1Nm/rad TH D, EREIZZ D
PN LT 9.1% OHEEIREZ R ZLRREMED H B ET NV TH 5. Czubak-Wrzosek 5%, 93 [A]
DFHANC & DIFHERAE 2 RDTED, A DRAEEOEFERAE o 13017 £ 722 L. ZHiZ
Hox, a1 A0 DEKAE (3.76deg) ¥ fe/IMH (-2.79deg), ACr DIEAKAA (2.5 x 10~*1/pixel)
¥ 5/ME (-2.1 x 10~ 1/pixel) DEFHNT Z ¥ X LH¥ > TV ¥ I NREUUNR T — R TH %
Ay BXUAC, #FIEL, FiLd 1~3 OFIETHEMEIC X 2 WEEMIE L. ZAUCED,
FHHIEREZ L RED T Y XL/ A4 X% A0 WA TGETD, BIEAMIZBWT Ag; FRITEZAL
¥ OICEBERMHBBEGRIED o, BT 74 X2 FOFHEREOFE I/ VnEWn
Z5.
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L BRLIzET ML, A0 BETACL IZEDD Z VXY 7Y v 7ENT-93 Dk
PF—% A0 BEUACL #ASIL, HiE LT Ak, %2182

2. Ad; 12 30(=0.51) DFEFAHT S ¥ X A7 4 REMAT= A6, %185

3. AG37 BRUACL & Akp ¥ OEEIFRIHEATS

AL T, TETFAFEDOORER Y U TR T2 WEERHAANDRA 25 &%
WRE Uz, HBREEBED 20 B TREN S HTH o728, BEOFEIX 1.615~1.811m T
{KEIZ 54.3~93.9kg i1, ZMDHEIZ 1.503~1.649m TIREZ 53.2~68.6kg DHEIFAIZ /31 L
Tz, BEABEEICK 2 2018 FOGMHRIRMFRE [122] 1k % &, HARABHOBRDOTFHE
B & CHEHER 13 1.680+0.071m, {AEX 67.3+11.1kg TH b, HETIZHEA 1.54420.070m,
{KE X 53.549.3kg TH-72. o T, HBRIZBVWTHAABMED 78.7%, LD 65.4%, (K&
WZBWTEHMED 87.1%, LZHED 46.0% DAWILD RIS L 7 557E 530103 2 HPHICFF
L, BEEFAEREMAT A AR TH 2. ZOEFADBBEALINII LTI
HHPEETH 2008 5 D35k, BEFEITORERDHZ. LrL, BEETLOKEE, i
F TSP D o T2 BB~V b ORI NI D BRI 2 2L X8 2 @2 N4 F X Hh =
R LDREMD SFHIAT 2RATH D, SHROMRPLERAIL P OEMEOHDERE 422 2
LI E NS,

4.3 BBAMET 14X bEXTERRIC
B O HMRHEEET L

431 ETIULAE

CZETIHEBAL M ORMBIMEZMEEL TE 0, —BRINITEBRL M oBzhRIc
WENZERD 2 Z e BF 5N TV, Bertuit 5% 46 % ORI L CALGRAFTE O A %
VAS(Visual Analogue Scale) 12 & D i L, H#E~IL MK 2EADEBOIEEICIEID 21RE
DIESLDENH BT &R L7=[123]. Soisson b 17 ZONIIGREETE 26 3 2 HERE TN L
T MRI ##1 X 25HHIZ1TWV, NV MOERICE2EERT 74 XY M OZEDTHER I N
OO, WADPBBI NN FEIREIC Y o7 [124]. F7z, AHRTD 4B EHEL
CRAET b L 27 12H D CFHEi 21TV 8~9 HloWERE TaHEIHD Ld oo, #BhhiFRICITE
LOENHD, AEIBEINVHD D o7 [29].

T oI, BRAL ME—EDOMERIRGFTZ 2 KA, EHICK2BELVRRINS. RIF
HMoBERHZEROIME 28T 5729, MATHEE [47] I OEMIC O 51, HEMNIC
fnkilr 2 2 & TRIBING D EHES 2 /aEEDE 2 55 [48]. Ko T, BB~V MO
WY TR R BIIRPI ARG TE 2 BFEICOANTEINEZRETHD, ZODEDHITIEFY
DOIEE F CHHEHEIBHINE D0 2HEID Z2FEPILEL INE. LIrLEXOSHET
2, MRFE N AHER R RES 2 FRIIE. SN TE ST, 2D X5 R R HEHIE
K& 722 DIEHL ISR TOVR.
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Z ZTOARHEITE, MBIRNIRICEEELEZ 25BN EHL 2 CL, WS MBsRE
HET 272012, BMEADTTA HZ 2 BRI E D R X 2 MBI R 2 HE S %€
FOLERFRET 2. RENCBT 2R 21X, Eq4é.1 12k hRD SN ZEHMIEL R ¥ 5 5.
REERRIMELE R (3 I & D AR X N 2 BB DEIE, T7bb AEOBRBICERERED 2 5T
HBM6, I TR K 2SR OZEE AR ZHE T2 EFLEHFET 3. AR
& 3 EOMGAECTHEE L 72 BEIRIMEE D & K 7= RGN 1% 5 2 72 WIREET o BAEIRIMELL)
RT(80N D fiifd 1% 5 % 7= IREET O BAFIMIMELL) 2 FWT Eq4.10 ik hfEoh 3.

AR =RT - RY (4.10)

RY: Joint stiffness ratio without tightening

RT: Joint stiffness ratio with tightening

3 ETIE R ZHIEEA 20~40%MFB, 40~60%MFB, 60~80%MFB, 80~100%MFB ¥ 7 %
4 XREICRD7. FiEAEDEWIC X 2HMNROENDERE LT, TIN5 4 XHET
ZhehpiR 3 5.

ETAAND AINEIRETTHRRZEMEEB LOCBMET Z 4 X > b oB o EBORNHEY
v, BERETAICED AR ZHEE T 5. U EXDBHRETZETNMIBREBART ML a &R
BXRZ Ml x ZHWT

AR* = Z arx: 4.11)

L7 BB, BT « 3HIEREZRL, 20 (20~40%MFB), 40 (40~60%MFB), 60 (60~
80%MFB), 80 (80~100%MFB) ® 4 @b % ¥ 5.

4.3.2 ANRHEODIRS

ETFAANANT Z2RBEICOVTHRETT 5. £7, BBV OMBIIREAEGT 2 ERE
LTHEHEDIRBEEZ %, il LT Figd.712, 3 BOMBFNEMILTHE L-HERED S
HREM R 2 ik RT. #EE A FIBI/MAZ IS OZETH D, FRIE 1.56m THREIZ
45.5kg TH 5. — /T THBH B 3BT, HED 1.80m, {KEZ 89.0kg TH 3. Fig4.7
WIREBEHINC BT 2 S EBEOFER L, BEMICBT 2R3 & 2 B afEo 2 e R
L7z, ZZCHWEESAEMEIE3ETHEEFTNVCHSEZHE LM L2 TH 3.
X7z, O XMPERE L HIE 12 FIMDEDERE FIcBWT 45 [ 25 X5 hiE L,
I %5 2 2BE~00 MRIIAH 8ON & 725 X 5 IR RIZ 72,

INSOHHE LK T 2 &, FiftI1C X 2 AHOBRFRIIHHE A T 7.1%, #5##H B T
321% THot. ZOHHE LT, BAEOHRE B TIIHEHRE A LI L Tts OE A
1BAEDS 2 REREEEK & &, MifBRE CRIEAEMNERD L Td AHOBREIIHERE B DK
{BokldThsrBbhsd. X612, BRETIE LAOZERLIEIET % 72 DITRE R
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(a) Volunteer A (b) Volunteer B
(Female, height: 1.56m, weight: 45.5kg) (Male, height: 1.80m, weight: 89.0kg)

Fig.4.7. The representative volunteers of the slight group and robust group

NBREL L2 e b PHINZ ELMHASERE DR, BHTERETCFTI L
T & BHPRE TRV N TERARBET 2 DENEL, MO T AEIBR Xk
WATRES b 5 2. CNLEHEZ DL, ETFTAANANT HMEIEMEYL L CHE hm], (A&
wlkg]l, BMI 8 Blkg/m?], &7 flkefl 5% & BT 280D 3.

F7z, BIMEY 24 X > b S RIBIEIRICHE L RIZL S 5. RifficRLz k51, B~V
+ OB RIIIIENME T Z 4 X > P DEHEED o T2 ZeBHL e Ko, 2 BETHNR
TARGESZZTD, BV MDRE LD SIS 2 HEET 2BRIIEEBROZRBC X 2%
BB e MTHEINS. FIZIE Figd s ICE D BAINICEZ 2, (IBRIET 21E 21l
B REOEREDBRITICELL, "V MOEENZZITIRT RS, KoT, BAMEY A4 X
YEHETAANDANNCIZ, Tit 9 RORHEEZ ANEROBMLE 35, B, Zho ok
BOERIRTET A0 X AREGEHIC X DR oh.

o ST % PIf 67 [deg]

o VLB AIEERA 9§[deg]

o MANICBI 2 HRIER A 05 [deg]

o VLB 2 FEHE DRI CF[1/pixel]
« fLCBT B BRI 67, [deg]

* HEALIC31T 2 PIf 07 [deg]

* HEALIC BT 2B ER A 6F[deg]

* BRI 2 BRI 05 [deg]

o BIENLICIB T 2 EHED IR CE[1/pixel]

BEIT 13 ROk K CBIIMEY 4 X ¥ b ORFEEN AN E- DR & 72 505, —H8D
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% Posterior end of pelvis
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/| Bet position

(a) Sacrum tilts backward (b) Sacrum tilts forward

Fig.4.8. Influence of sacral posture on assistance effect

FAE S BEIRIMEA DR EIVNI WAREE D D 2. 72, ZOETFILOBFBICSINL -#EE
B 14HATHD T —XEBIIN LU TREEITTRETHS. XoT, FicDFIHED)~B)ickD
R E R O B RPHITE A LIS T 2 HF 5 DM R NS A ER S DEILD FRL .

(1) FEEROMBEREDE W (0.7 b)) HEDbEEBEINT 2

Q) FBIEIN-HEDED S B, HHZEE AR ¥ OMBGREDMEN ORME 2RI T 3

B) S FHEED S B, AR & OB SV L 3~4 BB EETANDASIE LT
BRHT %

FIE (1) D712, Figd9 KEFRHERMOMEBEREERR L7772 RT. Z2TRE, &K
H & BMI(R=0.81), HiEALICHT 2 BRERA & IEERA (R=0.79), FiEMIZHIT5 PIA
Y IKE (R=0.76) DA DLEIMNER X7z, BERINLFHEOHAGDRINLT Q) D
WFRZATWV, X ST TR E 2 & Fig..10 IR L =B RHE © HIZH L o HBRED 5
(3) DIHEEITH> Z T

B s s
o o o5 03
20 _ |05 40 ] 60 0 so_ |0
x¥ = J§ , x¥ = 9? , x% = 9;3 , x0 = CIB 4.12)
B w 0?

L7

4.3.3 ETILREDORE

BIRXNANBHEEZHAWTETLVDREBANRZ ML e* ZIREL, EFALRHETS. £
4AWCEAIFONIC X DIRE L 2R BAR 7 FLDEZRT. 20~40%MFB I2BW\WT, ANZE

— 69 —
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Fig.4.9. Correlation coefficient between each feature

Table4.4. Coeflicient of the model Eq.4.11

aj ay ag ay
20— 40%MFB -710.8 -2.20%x 1072  -2.37x 1072 0.15
40- 60%MFB  4.39x 1072 -898x1073 1.04x1072
60— 80%MFB  -9.33x 1072 -3.75x1073 -2.39x1073 1.47x 1072
80— 100%MFB —1.06x 1073 -1.37 x 1072 -142.6 3.96 x 1073

RUEME R RUEGDCE, AlE R RTRDeS, WHi f, BMIEB Tho7. Zhoo
RMED SHRBEVE L7z 2 25, FREFLVOEMBEFREE 081 TH D, HEA (p<0.05)
ETNVEMAETZ2ILNTEL. 2oL E, SHEROFEERARAZOMIEZ LD, 20
R LTHEGRERDE IS, BOIROEVEHFGEHDH 30.1% THot. RNT CEH
27.7% THY, fH253%, 05 H16.9% TH -7z, 40~60%MFB T, ASIZELIC PIF (H
JRAD6F, ME R FIEADOS, KE w 2HVSH, FEHABEFRENZ 0.80(p<0.05) TH -7z,
FEHHRIZ 0F TROEL 424% THD, w T424%, 0F »313.2% TH o 7. 60~80%MFB
TIIERERA QLODeY, PLA @R, AEERNA GRS, KEw 2 AL, =



B4

DR

RSN K B IEAKET 5 4 X >~ b

E Excluded due to high correlation with other variables
[N Excluded due to low correlation with objective variables
I Variables used as inputs to the model
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Fig.4.10. The representative volunteers of the slight group and robust group
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BRI & 2 BERE EHE R R o R w5 E
MHBIFRENZ 0.90(p<0.01) TH o 7z. FEHIF w T 57.0%, 65 T22.6%, 65 T 10.2%, 6% T
10.2% T& - 7z. 80~100%MFB T3 BHH#ERN M (rf0)6%, PLA RIEA)6Y, MEMEhR (7l
(DCE, MEERA BIEAD0S &2 AJNCHW, EHBREE 0.80(p<0.05) TH o7z, FEFRIE
07 T 42.8%, CJ T 34.8%, 65 T 19.4%, 63 T2.9% THo 7.

434 ER

ROTBEARZ FL ¢* DD S, BEBIZBVTED X5 BB RN E R OHERE T &
DEWHBIIENE SN2 D0 %EE X 5. 20~409%MFB TIIFHCIEME DB ¥ 55571, BMI
HOFEIFEL, ThS ZmORMMETHEERD 80% % iz, HRBOLE, S, HiEAIC
B 2 BHOHRIHEL T, BHAMKL, EBMITHS1ZE AR BKEL, SOz
BB OLNBMHEACH B L WZ 5. FEEICLT, 40~60%MFB TIZEAETH D, HiELIC
BOTIIE D EBICN UTHREL, 008 BEROZBIIFIET 2 3@ OHBIIRIE 5 h
BB D 2. 60~80%MFB TIIVAIIZBWTHBIHIEL, RIEMIIBWTERICHNLT
iEDHIEL, SEAETDH 2IZEEVHEIRIRIE NS, 80~100%MFB Tl H{JENL T HH#
WXL TIEDSEIHEL, BEHEDOMRIELHLTH D, B EHIROLEEDRIET 21 LRI
X BRI E.

SRR LT, BiERMENEBIC BN TIZAES BMI & W o 72 BB AR A )
ZRWCHRASH, HENEWESGREFOMEMICH - /2. RIEEIEE 2 IO T 5
A XY IPHACLNZEEDEED, 80~100%MFB iIZBWTIEETDANERMN T 74 X >
MCHR T2 Dok, FHTPLA 07 LEESEMA 68 sV ONB5ERZ L, IIEH
BES 2 12BN 2 B 2 HEICH o 7. DX D, EWHBIRIREZE 2 72 DI 3 IEAIHE
74X MU TIRMIE OS2, HMEIREICOWTIIMAES KO BMI A EK 72 5.

B DL AL RICEEE FIEITHAIZ 2 AE X 60, —D21& Fig4.8 IO\ TN
T2 & IMIEPBRAFICERTE I TRV M ZEEERZIIRITL 20 THS. 55—
R, LGRS RTENEC R S 2 EHEEET OO L3 20K 2 DB EZ NS, RHD
72D DEKIEI e LT PLADER S 2 % OHEERE OB X #lE ‘% Figd.11~4.12 IZ/7R7.
WBRE 1 X ETILVOBRFBICENE L2 #BE O TR S BRI L TIEDHiEL TWeH TH
D (67 = -57.8deg, 0F =-53.8deg), HEAE 2 IFRLERMEL TWAETH S (0; = —25.0deg,
08 = -33.0deg). TS DWHHF & A2 7012, X KRG & FEHEBIET O i il 4 2 % Sk
3. ZZTCTEREERARD SAEAEJBIRS 2, 5 12 B0 SAE A2 SR
D DRTAEREHESORMAEYL L TERL, VB XCHEMICBT 2AEYZ02
oy, 08 v L. 2HOWHRE LN L, BB UTIIEARIE L 2858 1 Tld 07
25 54.3deg T 08 H323.4deg TH D, LEZHIESE 2 Z LI & D EHEBIHEI 30.9deg 721
fL7z. —F CHERE 2 Tl&, 05 5731.7deg T 08 731.5deg TH D, Lik%EJHD T IEHERY
i AR L2 o7z, Z2ORb DICHER#E 2 T EBICH L TIE2EiEL TB D,
07 BEU 0P OfEin & LRDEINC X 2IFOLRBE(LERD 2 &, HHHE 1 TlE 4.0deg D

— 7
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(a) Standing (b) Forward bending
(0{=54.3deg, E)f =-57.8deg) (Hf =23.4deg, 9? =-53.8deg)

Fig.4.11. Volunteer 1 (Sacrum tilts forward relative to the pelvis)

HlE, #ER#HE 2 Tld 8.0deg RIEHTH o7z, bbb, #EE 1 TIEILAILE L ATEHRD RS
HEETHIELTE D, bz ED 2B E LT WIREBICR s Tuwi e Bbh .
£ o T, WEE 1 TIEEHEORIEITEARNIREBICH o7 FEZ HND D 2, TLAMEHEENMD
JRHH % 3 2N B 2 72 DT X 2 BBBEORMMPKE L, BORBIIRIE LD
OrFREIND. KH, #EHE 2 TIEEBEESOrEEICRER DD, HEEZEDL %
AIEDEIES 2 /A D -7 D Bbh s, ZOWBRETIIEHEZ L AYEiXETIC
BRI EAL OEEHIEE £ o TB D, A EREHEOD R VER 2 T 2 EHANICDH 5 72720155
NP NS oz db D bk,

T/, MR OWTEZ % 2, 80~100%MFB TIXIEHEY 5 4 X > h DFRBED A
PHOLNH DD, ZDMDOEREATIHAE L BMIENFHIE WA S % FF - /2. 40~60%MFB
B LU 60~80%MFB TIXEAETH 21EY, 20~40%MFB TidE BMIHTH 213 L&V
BIEhRMG 5N B HICH 2. DL ED S, ATEREIMROZEBITB N TR DO KR E WHEE X
CEWHBISREGONZMEACHZ N Z S, THICDOWT Figd 13 22 LTELRT 3.
HAMDIZDIT, T 2 TIHNEHERIEI OMIMENE &y % AUIGRIET O BEEIC X 2 BR80T kF L
fHE & B O SLINARIC X DA U ZREEII AT AY SR L TE RS, ZAUT KD, FEHER
FAIME kp (X Eq4.13 DX 51kl ¥ kM ofe LTERBT 2 2 e TE 5. (LBRMEIIIIE 2
NUCHEAOERERZ 1D 2720, BFHOEEICHKRT 3 kL SAEOHEE 2T THR
5. —HT, kM 3EHES X CEGROIMEOREIRET 3 LOREA DK E JITHE
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(a) Standing (b) Forward bending
(05 =31.7deg, 9F=-25.0deg) (65=31.5deg, 68=-33.0deg)

Fig.4.12. Volunteer 2 (Sacrum tilts backward relative to the pelvis)

Z5%2\F%. 9%MFB EAEWKICII R, EUHOIG 2R, kY OEMEE 270 kE
DA LTS, GMFB A A2 & kY I3ETL ky OERB LRSS, £oT, %MFB
DENHBTIIFREOHEIE RNIZBDOLEZ SN,

kp =k +kf (4.13)

CZETOWDMHAICED, R & 2 BEFEMMLLOZCEEZHETE T 2 -0 DHEICE
BRETNVEHFET LI ENTE, FRMEMEOEANZDER & 72 2 SRR ZBH S 2
TAHIEMTEL.

435 SROFAICEDICFEDOEZL

HITETCRASE L MBI RAHEE £ 70 TSR e X TEIIMEY 54 X > 2 AT1E LT,
CDETNDBIRTIICE T DHIRNOFEMRZHINE LT, S8~V b 2075 5 B
R Z RS 2 2 TEMT 200002/ 2 e TEEAONS. Ll
BIRD, RBETFETIIENAMEY 74 X2+ OFHIICBWT X FREiRZHWTED, EE»RLK
RECERIREATRLARMDOL » M U EP DR 1255 2, ABMEICL 2HEDHE
ERDEAAZMIEN. ETNVOEHZEZS L LD BELRTFENIEEL L, REMEHIES
S TR TIBMEY 2 4 X >+ Z23H X723 HE T 2 FiEARD NS, 2 I TARIMETIE

— 74—
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4— : Compressive force on

sacroiliac joint
Muscle contractive force: High Muscle contractive force: Low
k*: High k™: Low

Erector spinae
muscle

Abdominal
muscle

(a) Deep forward bending (b) Shallow forward bending

Fig.4.13. The contribution of muscle contraction to the increase inlumbar joint stiffness depends

on the posture

5 Lumbosacral alignment Assistance effect
Characteristics from estimation Lumbosacral estimation Change of the joint
gait motion x; ~xg alignment stiffness ratio AR

Fig.4.14. Estimation of the change in joint stiffness ratio based on gait motion

BATEMEDF I 15 5 N RMBICHESZTEFVICANT BEME T 5 4 X > MNEMEZHE
E L (Fig.4.14), TTFAANAN LTzt ORI Eb O HEEIA: % 5Hi 3 5.

HIEiOEZICE D, fMPIFRICIEFEC PILALREO —ODOREEIED-o TV EZS
M. o T I TRFEOMENMDIDIT, UNICBIT 2 PLA 67 iAEw 2 AN L

Eq4.14 DEFAERAVS.
AR = b}63 + bhyw (4.14)

CDETMTHEDSERE L by, by B X CRBIREICE T 2 EHBEREE HEHREICB T
5 pfEEFRA51TRT. KPDELD, 40~60%MFB, 60~80%MFB, 80~100%MFB @ 3
KETiEfigftenice7 A A ACBCTHOHERRERAZRD 2 Z e TER. —FT 20~
40%MFB TIIHBIRBAEL, E7 L OMHIIC & D KIEHEERHEME R Lz 2 Bbh .
7272, RETHBND &5 ITHPEZCDOHEE D 72 D12 F2 i L 7z LAMESEENC 5 WTiE, AR
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Table4.5. Regression analysis for Eq.4.14

bi b, Correlation coefficient p-value
20- 40[%MFB] 1.48x1072 -7.8x1073 0.17 0.85
40- 60[7eMFB]  2.20 x 1073  2.56 x 1073 0.74 9.9x 1073
60— 80[MFB] 1.14x 1072 -3.8x1073 0.83 1.3x1073
80— 100[%MFB] 1.06 x 1072 -3.4x1073 0.75 8.4x1073

DEA E NI BT 2 MM ZA L B A HOBRIC A 53 5 Z L HIAL TW3b. 207k
KRENT BT 5 BETIE 40~60%MFB, 60~80%MFB, 80~100%MFB @ 3 XE%Z%R YL T 5.
BERCEMET Z 4 X > b OBRIZENOBEEES T ICB T 2 BATMANZ S BRoh, #
BE (1251 13— a v ¥ v 7F v Z W TIRBIENCZE MDA U 705808 12 BV TR TR O 5
MiEANENTZ2 e RmR L. 2T LIUS [126] EFARICE—YavyFy IF ¥ 2HOVT
HRRERNA & BT OREBAET D i B © OBIRZ Tz, B S [127] B BERA 2517
WET 23 VFE XCEMEE X > OMBBREZIHO M L. 51T, FRICHESS
REEDP OBIMET A XY PEHEELLBD DD, HES 4 EE—>arvFry IF v i2H
WCHTEERFHIL, S U 7R E D & 0K B3 X bR Bic B8 2 BBILHEY 5 14 X
VIEHE L. KXo TARIETIEESRE S DFRICH S EHEDL S BAMEY 7 4 X > - 251
L, Eq4.14 ORIELZHEETVICATI TS, HELOFETIIHFEDLS 6 HORHEL
ML, FEENRZ bL X B X OREBITY Ag, A 205 Eq.4.1512 & D A RBIT BT 2 Il
HEZ 74 XY MNREZ BRI 0 2HET 5.

0=Ag+AX (4.15)
X = [x1 X9 X3 X4 X5 x6]T 4.16)
0 = [61 62 63 64 65 66 67 63" (4.17)

x1~x6 \FHEDP SHHEINFHHETH 20, x1 BEY x 13BTROAGRBFHOEX D
EZrHRD NS (Figd.152). LRBEENGIREE LD RichH 2 REZEMEE Lz %, BT
BB 2 RKEZ x1, BIMEZ xo £ 55, x3 BXU xy FEIREICE T 2 BEOME
AErBOMEAEDOM%Z & D (Fig4.15b), mKEZ x5, R/MiZ x4 &35, 728, HEio
{8 PR BT E DS & R TKIFEHE D BSIESTATH 5. Fi2, x5 B X xg ZBFBISHT
3 % J8 D[EITEA > & BB ET O J A B 2 A U 72D 53K & 540 (Fig.d.15¢), mAEZ x5,
BMEE xg £ T 5. BBBXOBEOEEARZIZSHE LS o RCREHE D IESTMTH D, B
RA & o JE Hh A X2 A5 IS A U CTRAICIEE R & 5.

01~03 ¥ Figd 16 IR L7774 XY MNEMETH D, 0, 1ZXIH D RCE angle, 65 1% LCE
angle, 63 D’HEFICBIT 5 AP angle, 04 D3/AEFHITEBIT 5 AP angle, 05 55 SS angle, 6g
M FS angle, 6; BAHEF BT S PT angle, 0g DAEEFIZEIY 2 PTangle THS. 2D



W4T BN X ABIMEY 4 X b 43 BMHET 24 X > B X EIEIZ
NDHE FO M REEE T

-
. N
P
>

Shoulder lateral
flexion angle

rd\
relative to the pelvis l‘\
), B <
W - 1 T
Lateral flexion .
- d

Shoulder rotation angle

angle of pelvis

Flexion angle of hip joint

(a) Characteristics x1 and x» (b) Characteristics xg and x4 (c) Characteristics x5 and xg

Fig.4.15. Measurement of the characteristics x; to xg from gait motion

E
SS angle

AP angle

RCE angle LCE angle

CPT angle

Fig.4.16. Feature angles of pelvis (objective variables) [4]

Table4.6. The characteristics value x; to xg measured from gait motion

X1 X2 X3 X4 X5 X6
55.48 —=54.45 4.76 -6.27 0.50 -0.42

% SS angle(f5) DMIBDEAMTH D, PT angle(7, 0s) WEBDEAAEEL, SSangle &
PT angle O E IS T 215 OEBATH S PLACHYT 2. HELOFETIESS
angle, PT angle ®EH D72 DIEIR S N7z EHE LR 44 HITHOWRT 74 X ¥ MR
BOLDLIIRL L. £D7, Tabled.5 TORBUIHEL S DFIRICHEIL L 7= 5L THERHAI
LE LMY 54 X > b EHWTIRES .

FEDOFHE D 72 DI AT 1 % (B5E C, 1KHE 74.9kg, HE 1.771m) Z#E L THED
SELMET 74 X > FZFHIL, Eq4.14 DET MK D RMELLE(LZHEE T 2. HEDOEHH
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Table4.7. Estimation results of change in joint stiffness ratio AR based on gait motion

Experimental ~Estimation Estimation Error

value [-] value [-] error [-] rate [%o]
40- 609%MFB 0.549 0.278 0.271 49.4
60— 80%MFB 0.567 0.160 0.407 71.8
80— 100%MFB 0.273 0.159 0.115 42.0

W FERE—Y a v v 7 F v A OHEBEHIER 21TV, 100 25 (50 B17EE) 704
fTREHAIL 7. 22T, #E C CBWTHAREEDOFIICH WA ORBEHi O & X O
7% (Fig.4.172), BH%00E A v BAE A OM (Fig.4.17b), B 2 B oEbEM & R th
A D7 (Fig.d.17¢c) 2R3, &8, Figd.17 HD 7 Z 7 QK-8 O A I3AE @ R % 217 E I ©
ERELZETH D, 50 HITRMDO T -2 BERQTHE L. £/, ZOAS5ORKESB X
UM% R 7214, HTRHOFEEME e UTE S N5 8E x1~x¢ % Tabled.6 IIRT. Z
NS DRHE x1~x6 EHEESDETMCIANT S Z L THIRED PLA 67 ZHEELIL 25
33.17+4.10deg TH o 7-.

HEE L7z PLA 07 LAKE w D% BEq4.14 I ATI L, 15 &7 BIERINEH 0 2210 & o #EE
Z i3 5. Tabled.7 ICHIHRE C BT 2 BHIRINELLOZ (LR DO FEBRE, HEEM, HERES
FOBRER LT 5. FEREIX, AR OEB)EHHISEERICE-D < BAFIRIME O HEE & #8iE C 2
DWVTHFERRIATY, KD7ZDbDTHS. RPOKME LD, SEFHEICE DS HETITES
WZHD 0.115~0.407 ODHEEFAAD D D, RIBIKITZ 4~T HREOREZSOETLTHS. L
PULRHES, MROAEOHEL VWIBRICBWTEZ S —EDRBEIRZNTED, AR
OHEESE & FEMEOFFBIE—HL T2 =DM RoOEEE M2 2 213 TE 5. Kfio
B UDICENTBBAL N ORMEHIC X 2ELEZ 2, RPPFTERVDDICHE-
TS LW e BHETHY, ZOBMRICBVWTE—EOFERERD W2 5. 7272, B
EECIHGEICEIB L2 BRE I —RDATH D, FHIHMITICE D AR PME N3 2 R E it
BT BHEEREE OGS 2 STV, SEROFERCLT THRIED A Z B 3 2 LB
H5.
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Difference in left and right
knee joint [mm]

Walking cycle [%]

(a) Difference in left and right knee joint

Sum of pelvic lateral flexion and
shoulder lateral flexion [deg]

0 20 40 60 80 100
Walking cycle [%o]

(b) Sum of pelvic lateral flexion and shoulder lateral flexion

the pelvis and hip joint flexion [deg]

Walking cycle [%]

Difference in shoulder rotation relative to

(c) Difference in shoulder rotation relative to the pelvis and hip joint flexion

Fig.4.17. Characteristics measured from gait motion in volunteer C
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A\

5.1 HHHAIDBAESFE
511 BEANEEHH

ABETEINETREONLARICESE, 7277 4 7 aity b Okt FHIfERI % {# A\
BT 5. BIETIE, R X 2 HBIIEICEIRERH T & Vo IRRIRHE E, (g a8
DIERA E Vo T BIMET T4 X > "D EZRIET IR XoT, 20 bR E
ZASE UTHRN HEIEAIZEANEEST 2 ETF V2T 5. 2 TRANET2BHMELE
ZATRDIBEYDETNEZHFET 2. —DFXETNVDEEZ B LG ET, K48 & IELHE
774X DG ORBEE AN DT, TFN1 LR, F2, BT 4 X
MEFHENCE S 2 a X b AEN 2, ERNICENT 72 FIE D 72 D ITRAR BRI D & % AT F;
DETIL(ETILL) DEZD. ZHED, TFULIIBI BT 54 X > b D8R
TEDIMMET 74 XY MEEDAZ AN LIZET IV (ETNV3) THE. FETILD
AN OV TR 22, ZAS=2DFEF LY ZRZNUENEE 21TV, EF UL
L 72 PR DA% 53 5.

JEEEH LA e OBRICOVWTIRER S I X AMET, BHENPRLEEG 2 FEMN N
(BT ERRT ) 2B EE0E (HERIAR T8 7)) & EEBIBEIfRIC S 5 2 e AR ATV S [55].
Z DA HARMFETIE, 1 BTN XIICT 7T 4 7arty b O HHEE O —f%
Re LTEqS5.1 252 7.

33.3 (L < L)
F=3aL+B (L;<L<Ly 5.1
80.0 (L > Lp)

774 7alky PO BRI EE—42 =y b EPFICHKEL T 33.3~
80.0N D& TE(LX ¥ 7=, HIMANCIZ T X —& ¥ LT, EiRaficxd 3R]0 R
o, E-EHREAEMESON DL 20N TH2UH B, ZLTHRIEL BXU L, BhaEhi-
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100

DN X
oS O

N
S

Tightening force F [N]
[\
S
=

L Ly

e

0 500 1000 1500
Compressive force on intervertebral disc L [N]

Fig.5.1. Personalizing of tightening force control row

(Fig.5.1). 2055 Ly ZE—XROMNER (F=80N) 2t a BXUX BICLD HEINICE
¥5. Ko TAWMETIE, FIEHBIORED S BEUTO=H2AEET 5.

o WIS IIZR af-]
* S IYI A BIN]
o Hif L B D BIME L [N]

o DREZEBE X OCHEIHEY 54 X > b 2o B RRICHE S 2B (Lx 8 3. o
B BIZOWTIE, HERE ORI E I IS W THISE S - EHERE A IR 31 3
I ZENE @ BRORMN DY Bt LT, BRI ESIBICH OB f, BXU f3 %
FH L EQ52~53 ICEK D ENEET 2. BRERMS HHIEENISE | ETEXRLZHDEFRUA
ETREH2DODELZ RADHBER»PLBONLZHDTHD, a=1.8x1072, f=56.2N
TH5.

a = fo(x*)a (5.2)
B=fz(x*)B (5.3)

B, BHOZICH LTI ZERFIXE 272012, o ZIEHE R2BERHD, T
WD EEEZ L 5RVEIICBBIEMHEL R E2DEND 5. £ I TAETIE, EFLADE
REFBRANCZM IR TERIT T2 TED T —XAKHEET 2 ETAEERL, fo(x*) B&
U fp(x*) ZZhENAT LR BE ORI Z B IchR DB TH % Eq.54 BX U551
L bk

fa(x*) =exp()_ i) (54)

fo(x*) = exp()_ ) (5.5)
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RIS I E R DR GE & 5.1 HIEAOMEAEE TE
140
F = 0.040L + 23.57 °®
= 120 oo
Z °o ..
= 100 %
[} @ ‘0
2 80 e L o
=~ @ &#
2 60 ¥ o
5
= 40
=
= 20
0
0 500 1000 1500 2000 2500

Lumbar burden
(Compressive force on intervertebral disc) L [N]

Fig.5.2. Relation ship between the subjectively proper tightening force and the lumbar burden

nEB, AP x* BANEBZEZRIHFOFNRZ PALTHD, « 1 1(ETNV 1), 2(ET L 2),
J(ETNI) B IILBETHS. Eq5.2~55 I KA ENHEED/ZDITIFETILVRFDHREANR S
Mley BEU e ZIET 2REDDHS. ZDTDIRITANL LT ) ¥ ZHHEIC & D HEA
Da, BOEMEERD, Eq52~53 DEFICXDEOND Eq.5.6~5.7 xEERSMTE L
THREBZEREL. £72, L C2O0WTIEe 7 ) Y ZHEBEOBRICE W THERE BICE L 7.

In= =" ¢l (5.6)
a
ﬁ * *

In= = CpiX; 5.7)
B Z B

5.1.2 $5Mf o LU B OFHAIRER

ETNARFDORBIRE D 72 DI1AT o 7RI ORME: @ BX U B DFHHIEERICOWTHANS.
COFERIZE 7Y Y IHE L I — 2= [53] EHWEERABEHEEIC XD, BHENLD
215 6N 2R (EBRGEIERI 7)) B AAE e ORGSR SN MR T 2R
BIX19% (B 144, ZME54) THD, Fimld 20~63 %, &Rl 1.503~1.789m, KEHIZX
40.1~93.9kg OHFPICHA L7z, FAEIE, 38D OFIEMA L6z, 45 ERiEAL, 60 EEHiEAL)
3D OFME (0, 5, 10kg) RilAGHLE S Z & THEEAHENELR 2 9 REBIZOVWTH
S5EEMEI N, BEMITBWTHERE KT 1205 ON 2722 X5 ITH B 235 LTk,
FRENFEHTRN N % ER X8, HEBRE SRR B RETHEL, ZOROME
HEIE e R 2508 2 2 L THERE — AN D 45 JoitilER 872, fohiT—X
FUSR U THEIGR ST 2TV, BIRRE Gt hZLER o) 2 YR (YR g) 2k 7. &«
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Proportionality coefficient of tightening force a[-]

Fig.5.3. The distribution of the & and 8

B, Bl UTEBRICSIL -—ZOHERE 2B T 2 I HEy FEIEERSAN D e ofRE
Fig.5.2 1R 3. 7, BELLZ 19 ROBBRECBIS o BLU B DT % Fig5.3 1IIRT.

513 BEABEEETI

s 2 3EDETIL (EFL 1~FF L 3) IZOWTHRRS. EFL 1 IS X CBEALHE
754 X b OFRHEE ANCHD. BIEICBT AT, WBROBMAZOER L 725
RIEHR . U TIRES BMI 2RHICEVWH 52 FH, L8N —E0F5e2R ot %
ERL7. Fo THROREXICHEDLIFBE LT, BREABIUOKEw ZEFLDANIHEZ
3. WHHBEFTADAINSZTZND, & 2 TREBEOHZEELT 270, K@
i1 e OGRS SN TV B FER y X DRET 3 [128]. %7, BIHET 4 X2 b
FETIZB RIS T 2108 0Z8MA (PLA) CEHOIER, FROERNAPFS LTV R
WALE O LB A BE AT ENR I T 2 B R o BEHIEAN O EEN R ENE 2 bz,
PLf 0 ZETVDAINIINAS. BHEOHRIIMIEGOZEAM e EHELDH L EZ NS
BHIZZTIIEMT 20, —HOLRATEDTFE%E b - - BRERA 0p D ANEEITNZ 3.
Dbzgedost, 7L 1IXBT 2 ANEHNZ b xt BLOREITH ¢, cp 13 Eq.58
LTI b, FETL 2 IOV TUIMMEIFHAD A, T 3 TIEEIMET 74 X >

— 84
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A2 A I E R o G S 5.1  HEEIOME EEFiE
FDAEATE LTERZENEQS9 BELUEQS.10 D& STk 3.

_ I F 1T
1 1 c
x% y c101 é&l
x5 h Coo Cp2
1_ |3 w 1_|es 1 6233
x' = x% =lg | €= Cf?’ L ep=| 0 (5.8)
4 1 g4 B4
.x5 0P 605 Cl
X 1 cL €5
6 |~ a6 _C,BG_
2
2 2
x% y 031 Cgl
2 _ |X h 2 c 2 p)
xt=13=| | co=| 82 cp=|5 (5.9)
3 g g
X 1 c c2
4 a4 B4
3
x3 91 C3 Cﬁl
s_ |4 _ s _ | &t 3_ 1.3
x° = |x5| = |0p], €y = |Cosl> ¢ =|p2 (5.10)
3 3 3
X 1 c c
3 a3 B3

514 ETILOLE

ETN I~3 IOV THIET E TR FETHRBEZRE L, BETVOMERE Z M3
%. Table 5.1~5.3 IKEFIRICBI 2R ERT. X512, EFHRCBWTANZEROZHE(RFH
IFREUE R, ZOHIHEDLLREHEE D /2D DBZER DA E5HR L LT-d D% Table 5.4~5.6
R

3 o DHEFEICOWT, BRBERET 3 =D DEIFGIHICE T 2 BEHEEREZET L 1 TlE
039 ThHb, EFL2T020, EFNL3TOI8 kD, BT Z 4 X >+ KSR D
WA EAINCE ZETILLIZBOVTRbEWEE Kot 2, SANEBROFEGEZ BT
Y, BETNL2 CIRFEMOFEIIELS, BREAKEDOAIZID aBPRESNL. —FTETIL
| TREECKREICE 2 FE5RIZEHTS514% TH D, Pl AL SBRIERMAT 41.9% OHF5R
Zihdi. o T, BIHEY 74 X > F e RBOlIE TREDHF S 2RO EZ 6N 5.

K2 B DHEFIZOWTIHAR S, REREICB T 2 BHBRBEET LV 1 TO0.72, 512
T0.66, E7T/N3T027 27D, ZZTHETNLI1IIZBLWTRbEWHEE 2o 7. FEIME Y
TARXY N OREEDAEHWZETIL 3 TIERICHBERENRVWZ 225, I L TIXA
KR OZEIEVb D Bbhi, F5ERLHKT 3 LRIICERTEL, E71 1 TR
44.0%, EF N2 TIE54.0% THolz. I TREMIMNIOIEEL LTHWLATED, B
FHIREICE DB EE LT IR TH L Z e B TPEEIN. FRBHET A4 X b —
EDFHLGERFD, £74 1 TIEPLA L BFRERNADOFLGEDOEGE L 31.4% THo 7.

K2, FETNVOHEBEICOVWTHENS., I ZTIEHIELERR: 7L X0 oG o0 5
a BB OHEEMY, EREYL DREEZRD, 19 ZOWREICEIT 2BAEDEHEICED
EFNVOMREERFM ST 5. Fig5.4, 55 1CFhZh a, B OHWEICBIT 3 EETILDOFEKRE
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Table5.1. The coefficients c(ln. and c}ii of the model 1
i 1 2 3 4 5 6
ek, -1.04x107%  -522  5.92x107% 8.54x107? 333 x107% 5.48
cl 5.03x1072  1.65 -221x1072 1.40x1072 5.15x1072 -8.47

Bi

Table5.2. The coefficients ¢2, and czi of the model 2

i 1 2 3 4
2. 251x107% -2.84 2.18x1072 3.3l

ai

g 496x107* 396 -227x107% -7.96

Table5.3. The coefficients czi and czi of the model 3

i 1 2 3
3. 221x107%2 -6.42x107% 145

g 2.11x1072 4.56x107%  -4.11

Table5.4. Contribution rate of each variable in the model 1 [%]

Age Height Weight Plangle Pelvic tilt
a 67 19.4 32.0 30.2 11.7
B 44.0 8.3 16.3 6.8 24.6

Table5.5. Contribution rate of each variable in the model 2 [%]

Age Height Weight
a 0.0 473 52.7
B 540 250 21.0

Table5.6. Contribution rate of each variable in the model 3 [%]

Pl angle Pelvic tilt
a 71.7 223
B 31.9 68.1
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Y, o BEEE - SEETH D BBICH L TIESBREL TV 3 H Y EHEL 3. fIToW
TiE, i, BAERE, KEO 3 M TESROB EZ 85% R EHTHED, Gl TEAE
BRI 12 SR L 3.

BET 2 LEGEAOBIKE, T4b5 BMUEASENMEY o AEVEIICH 2 L EZ b,
BB LT RO EBH A = W FIF CRIEHIZE 2 K E AL a5, FIKER
@ b B OWETEDEGHH Y, (MEEOHMEIIE B 285D 2 2 L TS S @Rkt
NE5R, BHOEHCN L TESHICRNIAELT 2 L Z2 5N, £, @RTHHID
ERLAFCH LTI, fEED2 2L CHEREHO NS WERTLECRINE52 2 &5
CHEFT 2 20 5. BT 54 X > L OFMEICO VT, BIRHOBROBKEER 2
v, BHE L CIEDSHRELET 54 XY FRHEOBTIRBEL | b o IIEATLE A5
ENSBL, TNERMS DI a BEUBDEES &5 CHAHED RSN L EALNS.

5.2 BEABEEWHNIHIER DO ERET i
521 FHMEDHE

AREITIE, RS HIRIR 2 8BS & 2 HREDRHE & U T, HERIET D 2 BT il
Qe ENGE S & Az A E R (8 AGE SR D HIER) & TR Rz iy 5. 22

Group A (N=12)

(1) Development of standard | @ =1
tightening force controller B =562

(2) Determination of the a = exp(Cq1y + Cazh + Cozw + Coc4)_a
parameters cg and cg B = exp(cp1y + cpah + cgsw + cpa) B
(3) Development of standard a=83x 1072
tightening force controller B =-281

Personalized tightening
force control

Standard tightening force control

(4) Evaluation of the lumbar
burden reduction

Fig.5.6. The number of volunteers in each phase of evaluation of the controllers
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BRI 00 & 2 BB BRI o AR 2 H E
TOMNESHATHEIEBI L, 72774 7alty bOERICETIT, HHAES AR
R oA Z WS ETFL 2 I D EIGES NG e Uk, fHiioFIEI L ()~@) B
LS U Fig5.6 DEDTH 2. ZOFMETIE=2DOWEREHZBBEL T, MAEAKIIH
Al DBIFEICIE 12 B OBERERE A, FRERE DHIERIO BRI IBERERE A O—H 2 & 23
HOWERERE B, € LT _D2OHIERAIOFHlSEE Tl 64 £ OWERERE C BB 7.

(1) 12 % DWERE R D) 72 B AN Rl o 7o R SRR O &

2) (1) OFHIEHIZFEANES ZE272DDET NIRRT X —XDRIE

(3) 23 A DWERE LT K& 2 R 1 HEIHI o H

(4) EBIFHAERIC X 5 (2) OENEEFA SHIER & (3) O 7 HlE Rl o sl B R %
g

NS DWHRERICOWT, EFAANDANTH 24EH, KE, BROSHERLIZT T 7
% Fig.5.7 1233 . Fig.5.7a i3HBRERE A  BBRERE C &, Fig.5.7b 35 EE B & A&
CIZBII20H%ERT. SHOEMOEIMES X OEHERAL, HBRERE A T43.8+10.1, ##
BREEEB T 44.0+ 129, WEBRER C T37.2+13.2 Th o7z, KEIZOWTIIHHRER A T
59.9 +9.7kg, WERERE B T 57.6£9.8kg, WHER C T62.1+x11.2kg THo7z. HRIZOWL
TIIHERERE A T 1.61 £0.08m, #EREHAEB T 1.60 +0.08m, #5RE#E C T 1.66+0.08m T
Holz. BEEICBOWTHEIB X OEHREREICKERED IR L, £ Figs7 0nfmnrsd A
B, BEICBOMAEET S5, A, BEDSRDZHIEANG C L FEHAEET
HrHreEZLNS.

5.2.2 FHfsEER

HIEIRI D FEATG D 72 DI T o T2 MR O W TN S, EEBTIEE—>avFy 7F v 2 H
W BN E D A ZFE T 5. SROBEEIIE 2 BT o MBS RMEED 729
DEER L FRET, 45 ERTEAL (100%MFB) 72 53707 (0%MFB) ICE % £ T K% HEX ¥ 2E
BTho. 2EBELFEAKRDFEETNCK > CTHEMBIECRIET 2518E )] L2 Z5HE L TR
EIHOIEE Y U, SHIMERNC X 2 BN & D ¥ ORRE BHESER S - D% i 5.
XoTZZTWE3MYDFHIZRGEERELTED, HBAL MEFHLZRWIKEE (Unbelted),
TR RIS X D IEER % MBI 5454 (Standard), &SR HHIERNC X 2 /% 5
Z % %& (Standard) TfTH417=. Standard S TIEHIERIOREZE o =8.3x 1072, g=-28.1

Table5.7. Model parameters of personalized tightening force control for evaluation

2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
Cal Ca2 Ca3 Ca4 €p1 Cp2 g3 Cpa

0.0025 -1.339 -6.0x10"3 1.103 4.0x10™3 1.409 4.0x10~3 -2.656




BSE 774 7arky Mk

A]ZE A ) wE R OE 8 & 5.2 AEE A 7 il E R o1 Rg R A
 UTEM L. %7 Personalized S B 2 HlHANK 12 A OWERE 288 L CHiHICE
H%%?»2&ﬁ&@$&f&iéh{ﬁb,%?wxix—&ﬁiﬁwuzuhMﬁj@
WHTH5.

M OFHAN 10 31T T 21Tb A, 20, 40, 60, 80, 100%MFB @ 5 ZEITHB ) % 8
MEBAET b v 2 o DEIRE SN, x FEHIREZRIHBFTDH D, u(Unbelted), s(Standard),
p(Personalized) & 5. ZAUZ kb, Eq.5.11 BX U 5.13 12 & D Standard, Personalized Diifj
FMCBT 2 BHEBER E, BLUX E, KD, HllHomMBIRIRZ 7§ 5.

Ey= T (5.11)

Tu

Tu—T
Epz”TP (5.12)
u

5.2.3 WHEIMRDLLE

Eq.5.11 BX U 5.13 1 X bk - AHEERE I L D HEBIOMEREZ M3 5. KD
\Z, % Standard Z&fFOBRE E;, #ithli% Personalized &fFOERE E, £ LT D0l
AR D SRR L2 F 7% Fig.5.8 ITR”T. Fig.5.8 HD (a)~(e) X FhFh»%
HIERICBIT 2 64 B OBHEHRO I MEZRLTED, 77 7HD7F =& idzhzhn
WEEOBHBREERT. £, FigS58 11X, Ey & E, DHE LK% p%EE 5 BRI T
H L7 Tbb, ZOBERRED D EAHICHMAT 2 B3 E N GEE X A sl X
D BRI L U7 R 2 R T, pRE T, EGESHIEEANC X b AHBEEES R, 7
EREE U7 BRE B O EET & Fig.5.9 2”7, FigS59 X MBI KD, E, P E; KW dHEE
WCEE o I HERERL, KT L7BBRE R, AREBREMD RSN WHEBRE R Zh 2 FRL
7z. 7238, HiERDED 209%MFB D55 O AEERE Dfekie 59 % e Ly, ZhEE—T =
VE X TF X I X BZEEEFHINCB VT T = 2B OB WHEBREN WD TH .

Fig.5.9 &b, E, DfED E; DEX D dERICEWEERE X, AiEROMED 20%MFB & 7% %
LRENZBWT 59 £ 34 4 (57.6%), 40%MFB 128\ T 64 & 35 % (54.7%), 60%MFB 12
BT 64 4130 £ (46.9%), 809%MEB 129U\ T 64 %H144 (53.1%), 100%MFB 1235\ T 64
#3544 (54.7%) THote. £oT, BLXEPBOWERE IZBWTEANES S ki il
R Z W2 2 e CEEREMES M ET S e BRI

—HT, EANEEZML 722 & THMERIM IHIER X D SHMBIRIRMET L HRE B &
Z2~3HIRRER LN ZhsoWERE CIIMENESIC X 2RO EEED OB VDD
D, —HOWEE EZEROTEAESHIEANC X 2 BHEEMBIEEHETH- /2. 72, ZOH0D
WBRE D 5 bEEHERIER T EEMBRI A TWAEN S, FAESIC LD AEEMCEE L =&
¥, 20%MFB IZBWT 4 & (KD 7.0%), 40%MFB TliZ 0 %, 60%MFB T 1 % (21K
1.6%), 80%MFB T 1 % (KD 1.6%), 100%MFB IZEWT 4 & (21KDH 6.3%) 72D,
T 33% O DB TH o 7. AR, EAESHIERZHW5E T 2ED 87.9%
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| Reduction rate increased by personalization (p<0.05)
[0 Reduction rate decreased by personalization (p<0.05)
E] Reduction rate unchanged by personalization (N.S.)
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Fig.5.9. The number of subjects that increase, decrease or unchanged the burden reduction rate

PERE I B W TREHE L i U TS EHIZ BRI N TB D, KD owEE IcB\WTAT
ErHW2 2 THEMREEIBBRINTWE IS, AFEZEHTHI VRS,

5.2.4 FEEREIMEICE D KHENIRALOBERDEE

FE(T HI IR O EGE A1 & 2 HiBEh R EOERICOWT, B o B o S o
WCEHET . 22T, MBRIRD A LU WERER GhRm i) 3 X OIERN U7 BRE it
GHFAKTEE) O 2 BT O W TEHAIENIEIC 3BT 2 MEERBERIE O fEm 2 F8x, S o 1]
A DR RT3,

BAEIRIMEIZEE 2 ETHWA 2006 VY 7 DONFEET VLI DHEE L. FHEONRE T 5
R, #E60c & D EEHLE O 2L IR X 0 2 IEHERIET & IRBAiCTH 2. ZZ T 2ET
A L7 Eq.5.13 12 & DR ¥ 2 BAMIMAINELL R 12 & - CTAMEiS 2. BASIRMITELL R OfElZ, fEHE
BT ORIEMEA ER Uz e EicinL, SET 212 CIEHMEE O LR 2 BIET 2B X h50 %
%. Ko THEHERT RIERIZ W358 e EAGESRN RIERNC X 268 % 5 2 758 T
BAERITELE R Z 2z dioked, EANEEGZML 72 2 &1 & 2 BRIt Z (b 2R 5.

ki
R=it (5.13)

Fig.5.10 12, &I T 2 05E ORIMELZ L AR O%EH 2 /RS, Fig.5.10 330 Rm Ly
SHEK TREOMERICOWT, ML EF U723 (p<0.05), MIMELEAETLZ#H (p<0.05), B
BRENMDBD SN o BEDNBE TN ZhERT. EHIBAIEBICBWTEML 2. X

— 93—



77T 4 72Nty borIZEkES I ORI 72
BN 10 & 2 JEFR B AHEE R e O fiE ]

o
H
ik

The number of volunteers [-]

The number of volunteers [-]

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

. Stiffness ratio R increased (p<0.05)
[T Stiffness ratio R unchanged (N.S.)
E= Stiffness ratio R decreased (p<0.05)

N

Improved group Worsened group

(a) 20%MFB

N\

NN

Improved group Worsened group

(c) 60%MFB

The number of volunteers [-]

The number of volunteers [-]

25

20

15

10

25

20

15

10

Z

NN

Improved group Worsened group

(b) 40%MFB

NN
NI

777

Improved group Worsened group

(d) 80%MFB

25

N
(=]

—_
W

N

—_
(=]

W

The number of volunteers [-]

Improved group

NN

Worsened group

(e) 1009%MFB
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