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Fig. 1 Model showing joint strategies
(a: Model showing ankle joint strategy b: Model showing hip

strategies)
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Fig.2 RMS of MD1 and MD2 center-of-gravity
displacements and subjects shown
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Fig. 3 Plots of center-of-gravity displacement and center-
of-gravity acceleration and Gradx
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Fig.4 RMS of MDI1 and MD3 center-of-gravity
displacements and subjects shown.
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Fig.5 RMS of MD1 and MD2 head accelerations and

subjects shown.

Tablel. showing Rxi with open eyes
Subject Method 1 Method 2 Method 3
1 1.360 1.159 1.393
2 1411 1.052 1.722
7 1.398 1.182 1.382
8 1.487 0.897 1.126
Table2. showing Rxi with closed eyes.
Subject Method 1 Method 2 Method 3
1 1.445 1.091 1.234
2 1.277 0.894 1.420
7 1.306 0.609 1.442
8 1.272 0.605 1.204
Table3. showing Cxi with open eyes
Subject Method 1 Method 2 Method 3
2 0.274 -0.0334 0.288
7 0.370 0.297 0.150
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