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OECD (17 /1B%44H%) @ IRTAD (International Road Traffic and Accident Database)!!
ICXIUE, SSEFEHOEET G0 DT OEIAIE, FINGEEICRBW IR —T > RD 33.6%43)
SMIZIENNDS, Z DMLODFEETIE 18%~22%FLE Toh 2 DITx L, HATIL 36.1% & ##HE D 39.1%
[N TE (Figure 1.1). £72, AAROISBFHIEEROFERMESL 2 R D &, JEH OREUTF~
BT MDD OO, REFITRS &, BITHEIEE LT B B HLTR B OSEFHUT L ~E
FERPAEIANL, 2008 FLAEL, AATHOFEELN BB EFRET 2R THREL Lo TN HE

(Figure 1.2). —J7, BEEHFHTIE, BARORENEEELIZBIT HMTEOFIAEL, SELHFL
[ZHEA~UZIERN S DD 20.1%% 5D THE Y B (Figure 1.3), HEEFHICB T LS TER#EDR
FMHIEWZ &b 5. 20X IIL, GEFHRICBT HEER LOEGEEZHT 5 5 2T,
BITEREI IR I CHERREO O E D TH D.
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Figure 1.1 Distribution of traffic fatalities by road users worldwide (2010, 2011)11
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Figure 1.2 Trend of annual number of traffic fatalities by road usrs in Japan?
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Figure 1.3 Distribution of serious injuries by road users in Japan (2011)!
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FRHIEH Db 2. IR OS2 3 2 T8 53— i) 70 3 F B D BT A
LlfZE L7c5a, Figure 1.4 17T X912, ETHMTEOHERR N/ L fliZ8 L, RWT By
DEURIZ[A > THRIFGAATE ., SEEASHR L E22T 5. 2072, A TEIEROMAIEE
BT DD D EIIMEE A I GANZ . LInLARND, ZRIMED 5 L b BEEEOF
GEICERTD &, TOREMOAIIAREEMA R b L. SMTE O L OEEFK
(BT DG TN (ZFRIMED 5 b b BEEO@MEEF & 521 12500 D434 % Figure 1.5
RT. FECEMICR T DEEERIXELL EEZFER EH TN D, —JF, EEFEE T, W
Y 40% L Ea Ho b2 <, MERA A D &L L 70 5. BIER I EG SR T b I



[CRWTHEN GV, 20X 91, STEORCE, EEFSICHWTE, B L ORI
b BEEEOONMEENET T OBAICH 5.

Figure 1.4 Example of pedestrian kinematics when hit by a car
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Figure 1.5 Distribution of body regions in pedestrian fatal accidents and accidents with
serious injuries!
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L 72 PICS (Pedestrian Injury Causation Study) 3 & O PCDS (Pedestrian Crash Data Study)

DT =5 =BT, WEOZEHE R bmWZ e 2 L7z, &7z, Matsui 5O,
H AR DA B G 0#T2 > % — (Institute for Traffic Accident Research and Data Analysis :
ITARDA) 7% 1997 FIZIUE L7 BTEHEFIT — 5 2007 L, EBRGFIZBT 285G THMo
40% I TH 5 LTI 2. 2O X 51, BMTEOEGFLITIE N TIE, AADRL ST
AEETYH, WHERE RS HERVE L 7> TV D,
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THERL S 4L, B LD FORENA DT 2 IKGIHREML T D, Licni> T, MREFEOFAH]
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ThD. AIS TIE, ZEHML L EFEONED 6 i THofish, TONEIIELT, AIS v
~LE L T1 Minor Injury) 705 6 (Maximum Injury) WEID ¥ THD. LeR->T, H
AROZGEHENZ BT HEE L AIS Ly UIREEIZIISE Ly, —RISHITISER £ T2 30
AU EZES D2 ML, 1F3EAEDITICIBOTHAENIZ AIS2 3F0 4 THN TS Z
LG, ZEHEHIBIT L2 EGITAIS2 L BB LEMET 2D EZERbND. £2T, AIS
a— REMEH LTS PCDS 77— X— 2 & W, BT8O ALS 2 DL ORI E OB 534
IR THDHE, Figure 1.6 DX DT 5. HEPROZELBE S H7-0, HWZ A Tty
& SUV/ 2 =AU TG LT BN TIIBMTE FSIF D R b 2V I 2 7 Th D
B H T, TREOEENKRHZ <, ROTREEOEGENRZ . LI~ T, SITH ORI
HEEIEHT 5 5 2 TOBFENAOE, FEAESEOBANOIE, TR, ROTEESOIETH %
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Figure 1.6 Distribution of AIS 2+ pedestrian pelvis and lower limb injuries by body regions
from PCDS database (1994-1998)
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B 2 Z LIk 0, HEOMARRE BTE~OER L OBMRE ERAL T L2MER D 5.

B & AT OEZEBIG A BT 2 e b 78 7EIE, MR & Bl & 2 @iZE S5 A TH Y,
k1A 2 N 7= 23R 3 — B OBFTERERE s Z 7n bt T 512081 Kerrigan U235 L 72,
B & A TH OEZE AR LM ER OB % Figure 1.7 (8T, ZOHEE, FROHBREE
TEWS DD, BRI S B, MERHRIAKRE V. Ei, AERERERT 2Rk ORE
IEAEEDNIEF IR E W=D, GEOFELHEFTRINTIO KD Z L NRBEERDN, ZDD
(ZIIZBDOERPMEEL 720, IED ATF-OWNEE S ORFRIAHORE SR ENnD, —fRIix
WEETH 5. & 5I, BEOFAEERZH ST D702, MEICEHIERE AT BE,
FHIPERE & ORI NS IER 2 LIS X D NTRRMEENETTZ 0, JREENZEE LTZ0 &
52 LT, ZOHEOEROFRTHLFLOFBIUFEMETT DLV BELH 5.
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Figure 1.7 Full-scale pedestrian impact test using a human subject conducted by Kerrigan
et al.li2l
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— % ETHEBIT S, MAFE E7 VOB LB IRONTEL. ZOHETIE, AMEZarbva
—4 FCEMICHERT 52 L1k, BMAEBRIGDWBREERENSG LN D, BAERO X 9
TRIER, MR ERROHI & 728D, HARD I 5 A IR D 32kt 235D CINEERBREE FI2dHh > Th,
EZEBIROFHBUFHTICI ) e Z LS FTRE L 72D, F 72, MA FE 7 /U RO KA 2 A TR
HRIZEIT D720, WIPRREBEZEZRBAL TG TE 5. Zo7w, EZREHIZHE) BN 5 E
B, EOX I ANEOBADONTIE LTED Y, EEOEREZRVELINEND, Wb D
BEA D= ALOSHICIERFICH LY — A Th b, 72720, HHREE 2R 2120F, iRhIR%E
Bt R L ORI XV, BT NAOTFRIE OHBREE 2+ BT 5 Z LD ARAIR Th 5.

HATEDOMRBOAGEA ) = XL EHA BT D78, Bl & lif2E L7 BEOMEH OB HIIE %
BHTbarta—FyIal—ra BT VORBREBIRbITE . Ishikawa H04E, A
(RZEEfENT = — R CVS (Crash Victim Simulator) EOBTHE~/LVFRT 4 ET L& FH LT
ZOFETIVTIE, Bl & OEERFOBTE ORI ONTIL, BRIAFRE L < —E LR
PIFHATED, HITET VIS LRDIBBENUNETH D & SNz, Yang HUIT, E5iitro—
R MADYMO % HWC, #M7H OB O FHMNEICE R L, 3R~ VFART 4 ET /L
ZBA% L= (Figure 1.8). KEREHH (Femoral Condyles), & 77 h— (Tibial Plateau),
JREAEI D 4 SO 72 BN, FEHISEH T — ZIZHAS W TET /ML I 723, KERE I X OVFBRER
WERIEE 7 2 > FTET LS TV, Yang S0 T, Z 0T 0O FRETUIACERIZ Y 2 A
Y NEREBEMNT5ZLT, TIBOEHEZHBL LR, BITOREMEZH LN LDEDTE
SMENRB-TZ. T LI~V TFRT 2T ME, REEFET LV ERAEDYE, BTHEOEEZ
AHERT L2 LITHLHRETE L0, FORMES, BEEEOHEREEIIIRARH 5. —



7, HBATEMIRO FE £ 7L OBI%E b\ < S/ 0Bf% T = At T & 7. Bermond 5089,
NKIEBIEID 3 YTt FE B 7 /L% 36 L7228, JPFRIEREIC DV T, R Rilisizz Sh
TWD LIV A R -7, Yang HR, KB (Femur), fSH (Tibia) 35k OMRIEI%ET
NAKIHEES FE £7 L4 BH% L7 (Figure 1.9). ZOE 7 /UFEIARICISUO TREENR 2 SHL TV
B8, [CEET L E 3 ST O CRIET 28, [SEOHNIEEThHD, ENATTIE
S AMBEARERSEMEE L THEZXTEY, BREFEBRICHEE RS -T2, 20X 91T, BTHD
WG % BB 5 720 D AAIIS FE E7 U1, TAROMBHED BFEMEICIN A, TR
(21 B MEBEERAECHE O THHA72 b0 LIEVAT, STETRICIT DI~ 0 AR
REZFBLL, MRBEEABINT 2 720 O HEEFMEARFC X 2 FE €7 L OBRREANLE L X
NTET.
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Figure 1.8 MADYMO human knee joint model developed by Yang et al.l15!

Upper body mass

Figure 1.9 FE human lower limb model developed by Yang et al.l20!
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MAEFE 7 /U, AIETHERZL OIS, BMTEDEEAN=ALZNTET 5 —L & LTE
nTWs. L, MEFE E7/UIH TRV Ea—F EOET L THY, BEROMTEEL
FERNHRERT D Z L ITTE RV BT B W THW SN D BlET /U OV T ERETH 5.
L7ehioC, HEOREMRELZFTHIT 2121, FE €7 V&AW TMZRTconz <, HEOR
W2 Db D% 7l 2 FHERAVFHI A b L E L 72 D

BATEFMCRB T 2T EHEOZERN AR £ 2, HNeEL 2 EEHEZE2 (European
Enhanced Vehicle-safety Committee : EEVC) @ Working Group (WG) 10 5L TOV1712XY
BA%E S AV HE O TE PRaEMERERIBRVERRIC L, BT DOBRE IS L OISR AR 2 AdE Lo 1 o~
R L DY T VAT ARBRIEN B S CWD,. ZoiBRE T, Figure 1.10 17X )
12, RABLOFHEOBE Ak L7385 1 > /327 % (Headform), KA KBRS A A5dsE L 72 K
BEERA > 2327 % (Upper Legform) 3 & OV A DI 2 A5idse U 7=JIERA > 737 % (Legform) 73
Mnbid. ZoRBAL, ZOBRWODLDEBEIENNA BN AT, FEOERSCHEIEY
A2 A I (New Car Assessment Program : NCAP) 35 J ONER#EO 5t — 2% (UN GTR No.9,
UN Regulation No.127) IZEH TN 5.
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b Y
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Figure 1.10 Pedestrian subsystem test procedure developed by EEVCl2122]

EEVC 233 LT=Y 7 2 27 LikBRikIL, 1EHR° NCAP %@ U CHM OB TH RENMERED M
FIZ—EDEENZRIZLTEILEBABND. FRT, FT VAT LRRIEEZRA L2 LT, &
BROJAEFTRENE (repeatability) CHEIM: (reproducibility) 23 EL729 2, HEOI EIE
IRALORHIS ATRE & 72 1, BT OERALEOE R,  SHERENERERBRIC IV TIHMTE O
AN K D BEBE S LB OE VR EIZOWT S, FHMIC BN rlReZilBiE & e > T o,
LinL—FT, NMEOHNHFUREZREE LT A 37 22 WD T2l BEREOHBITE DR D
NFRIRRDFENEHBL TE LT, GEAD=ALZ0T2FEL LTUIEI 2. £,



BTEEZE P TREIL, Roxy MaRH RIS 2 L CHEEORBE XKy 7T v 77
— K7 EOHEIICHONWTY, MTEOLY ZHWEFHiNVETH Y, 7 v A7 ARBRIEILE
7200,

DX, EEGOSITEDES ZMONTENLEE 25 X5 RGEICRk VT, &%
PEE L7 B2 A TE X I — B TH L. Y7V AT LRBRIEDS G ST TSRO 2B 45
1TEZ =1L, BEOHTEOHEBMEIIE WS OO, FERPICHIET 5 2 L 23% <, repeatability
IZOWTHTOHRESN TV RN Z20%, ZNLOMREREL, B AR MER
repeatability DO 1T 4 2 —POLAR (Pedestrian dummy fOr LAboratory Research) ¢
BHREMHED SN TE T2, 55 1 HROBTH Z T —POLAR 1 Ti%, A BV TPARRI OB TED
HNEZERE O 2 %8 BT 5 Z L2 EIRE LEFREAB 2 2bhz. Akiyama LR,
ZRIRF AT OFE, M, MEBIETS X OV BRI O B | 2k D MU A BT 5 728, Ishikawa
ORINPERIRERT — & &2 b LITER L 72 M AL O Bk 5852 ) F—%2 v,
MADYMO (Z & 0 &5 2O B MLE RS ORI EZ [FE LTz, £z, BRIV THRE
FHEML & 22 DEIE D b RE WEERICHOW TS, 223 40 km/h, 32 km/h 36 10 25 km/h By

DI OHIN T D HEDRFZIEE T ) F—HRE R & Sivfz. 2 b OReE% Sk L TRYE
ENT-e2HH17H 4 I —POLAR I % Figure 1.11 |27~

Figure 1.11 POLAR I pedestrian dummy

POLAR I OB#FE:IZ 33\ T, Ishikawa BBINSHE U7 kIRFEERZ FFBLL, #8000 Hi 1 xt
58U KOS O B 5t 5 IR EE ORI 2 Hl L2 & 24, SO B 63 2 BBFo
BRI SZER & OZZHAKE <, B O HM I3 53 EE ORFZIEL, EZSHE 32 km/h 35K 25
km/h T2l R—=nbin bR E o7, =2 T Huang 5 BR6%, B)A92@hfENr = — K
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POLAR 1 DBHZE T, ARHEMEZERE O TEH 0> i | 25k~ 2 M ORI O AR BSEEE ) B2
Z, SHES, WESEs L OMERRE UL E O NLEEE DT db > TG EHEFHI O FENTRE L L THE> T
W, 22T, MBSO NMREEED S L bE ke, S OBEMEHIE FTHE & 35 FHEE
EOBALBEAZEL LT, & 2 HROBT7E S I —POLAR II O3’ K Z bl
POLAR IT I3, SEMRSEN O FELREEE (] oD 7=, HifR & B ilized 5 MR Ok ic 5 B Lz,
EBIENE, NABBIETAL O R & il L322 C, Figure 1.12 O X 5 72 MEISITV WA TR
HEinTnsg. KEEEG (Distal Femur) & fF 078G (Proximal Tibia) 1%, FZEROBEES
Hi & [FER, 4 SO (NIRRT : MCL, SMAMAIRIENST « LCL, Ai+5444 : ACL, %+
47 PCL) CHG SN TWD. F7, PAROIEMRE S MRV D E 72> TnD. &5
&, Rt Z NMRISEDIT 2720, v 7 M AR TREZRIEIE & LT 58] GRS E) 8 A
FIFT LEBZONLEEEOHBIEICHONTS, FEREOREEEELRELS T2 EORE L7
SNTWA. F£7z, MMl UMY 2 4 & FOMLE LEIE LK ST 5.
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Figure 1.12 POLAR II knee joint structure

Figure 1.13 | POLAR Il O &KX Z <9, dBinGE 2 EH L7z POLAR ILICxf L, SEH(ZE)
DOFFREE OBFENE Z b T %, Akiyama 5273, Ishikawa 5 ERIANZM L 7= kA5 &
[FER DR O HAR L POLARIT 4 X — & D22 5ER 4 320 L 7o 58, BT B 569~ 2§l
DNTIE= Y F—ICIE DR A G, SO HEmI KT 58 E ORI OV T, 2R
40 km/h Tix =V =T E o723, B28EE 32 km/h ClE, SEHROHEIA3 2EE D Rk &
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Figure 1.13 POLAR II pedestrian dummy
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Figure 1.14 POLAR II instrumentation
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AOENDZEMND, ZIHDEHMDONMAEEER EHIE TH-7-. POLAR II OF#FIRIRIZE
WL, BB BT OIEEE R L OMHIEE OFHUAET S/ b DD, FHEITF v L ORR
RbdroT, BOBEMAZFHT S FENHLTETBLT, BEHICHND Z L0 T 21
HIOFH S AR LT e, OB TE KT 2L THIT 51213, HUTEFEORNNE
FTRL, HEENOHEINOEEREMBPLMDZENHEETHD. LnLREDL, ZhE
TONZETIE, I OEEM & GE R AMROBURIC OV TIIMEI R B 2 abiv T o 7.
2D, GEEOKRNNG, BEEOLEMREDESIIEMEMICHECE 500, HEHEOH
PEAE 2 A BRI & B BN O T GaBlICRET 5 Z L BAREECH - 72

114 BIERA 1\ D 3

EEVCWG10 B X172 Lo THIF S N7z, Bl O TH IREMERERBRERVRZ X, ANk o
& O T RAEMERERR, MERES - RIRESORGEMERERASR, WREOREMERERER D 3OV 7 v 2T
LB EENTWD., 2D h, D - REREOREMERERERIZOW T, SRBRIEDZ 4 PEICD
WTHRIA RSN TEY, AROKEMEDERFR SN TWDE. N2 <, Fr—& &, B - K
PR3 DR AAEE DR BRI N ARSI LE~MEN2 0D, —fRICEEAS S K OIS iiRE &
Rk ST D . 2072, [E o | B HEVEFIRIHER 7 +—F A(WP.29)7Y 2008 FHZERR LTz,
AT HARHEI BT IR BIRI (Global Technical Regulation : GTR No. 9) TiZ. EEVC #
Brik e N — 2 b LT EAEORaE M REs AR A S K OV R e sE BRI IHUE ST\ 5 28, IERAD -
KB REMEBERRBRIEIZ OV CITHLE ST 7R,

GTR No.9 ITHUE 4L TV IR M RERBRIE T1%, EEVC 2305 L2 A 3o &
(EEVC legform) 2MFH S TW5%. Z 0 EEVC legform (%, Figure 1.15 (274X 912, KR
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& TR A S CRE G LTGS2 o TR Y, RO BT IS O dTER, BowEAWNT
AFFBITY DDA IV R LTS, BREEICAE TG AR L2 & T, BEHEA
HOFMILATRETH DA%, KEBHC FREHIEHEE LRIECH Y, Zib0ffioGE CRIVEE
#1 (Femur Fracture), I&F « BEEE4r (Tibia/Fibula Fracture) 72&) (Z2WTIE, AMEDJS
L OMBBIMRE ED D Z M TER. AL Z DA X7 X THIRO BT 43 HE T 5 Z
LIETEZ2U, Bunketorp & BIBUZIES Z 70 o - IR DB HUARIZ N L/ SO A N2 2 FEBRC
Rl S ALz, TRESONLEE & TR IO FEDBURIG, A /37 X ORI D TH TRl
AV 2 O -3l s 2 b b,

Cantilever

Angle Meter Knee Element

./ Accelerometer

\

Knee Element

Figure 1.15 EEVC legform

EEVC legform (%, ISO O TH {R#ABRIEMFHEREL S ISO/TC22/SC10/WG2) 1281 T,
Z O NRRIELEFM D R S 7. Kajzer HBBIAES Z 72 5 7= 2S48 15 km/h 3 J 10820 km/h
(231 DERIAERRGE S & D) 5, EEVC legform ORERIEIL, A 3 [EHREE O TR %
BT HZEBNHALNTI T2, T OBMEER TIZABZ OB WV BT 7o, % D% Kajzer
By AREtk CRWEkAZ AV, Figure 1.16 (23 EBREM T, @223#E 20 km/h B L O
40 km/h OFERIEBEI AR 325 & 38 2 72 - 72. Matsui 5868, Z OEBRFER & i) 6, EEVC
legform, X0, ZOREETHIPEZIL T X &7 JARI legform & $12, ARESEE IR+ Th
0, WENMELFEROT WA, £, MatsuiBNE, B A ML OIRBUEIRER 255 0 IA LTS
WRET /L (2000 FFET V) &AW CIRBROMEEZR Fhii L, SRET MMIONWTH ARRIZED
WEALETHD EEHL TV D,
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Pre-load

Table (400N)
Table
\ Trochanter fixation screw -
Load cell(2) Trochanter fixation screw
| ~Load cell(2) L —
Femur: - Knee fixation plate
™ Load cell(1) ~{ //
Knee fixation plate ~_| Styrodure®  Velocjty sensor I~ e

Knee joint ievel : Knee joint level—+— - —4&3§ & s @® Velocity sensor
(Tibial plateau) 1~ i

impact level (Tibial plateau) . Load cell

Load cell(1 \4

(‘ ) Impact level = —_
Tibia Impactor Accelerometer Spring
(m=6.25kg)
7 N
. " Impactor Accelerometer Sp
Simulated ground Mobile plate nng
(Simutated around) (m=6.25kg)

Figure 1.16 Dynamic knee loading test setup used by Kajzer et al.[34135]

Z ORRAEZT, BARHBE T2 (Japan Automobile Manufacturers Association: JAMA)
& BARHEEAFZEAT (Japan Automobile Research Institute : JARD) (%, JHEH ® JAMA-JARI
A 232 2 (JAMA-JARI Pedestrian Legform Impactor : JAMA-JARI PLI) DBf%IZ% T
L7z, Wittek HB8ITE, BEAEEIZEH L, KB JOTREIEFE oMK 6, B
BHAEMIZIE, AKRIZIVWEEAZEH L7 POLAR 1T 78 4 X — ORI Z Hv 72 JAMA-JARI
PLI #Bi% L7= (Figure 1.17). ZOA v 57 #1%, Matsui® & [FEEOREEOFEF, EEVC
legform (ZEERTAMBBERENM ELTWD Z ERHER SN, B AMART COEZEYINC
A U 2 T A B O HIEADS IR FEBRIC LB 1N S Wi &, e MEREEZ G52 L3S
2T, ILRDUABNPRESE SN, o, MRDEENRELTWLERKE LT, FRESOF
DRIERNE & EARFE L @EmWNZ ENRZET B, FORMEZ MRITESIT 5 Z &5, MDA
Za ETHHROOEDEZZ L.

Pulley

Thigh Shaft

st 5-Axial Thigh
Load Cell
Ligament Spring =
Cover oy l
Femoral L il
Condyles §

Leg Shaft

Figure 1.17 JAMA-JARI PLI with POLAR II knee joint from Wittek et al.[38!
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Z D%, JAMA-JARI PLI (%, KE&EIS OV o dhiFHIME A2 ARSIz, 7 LF o7
JVIHIER#E 7~ (Flexible Pedestrian Legform Impactor : FlexPLI) ~& kR &7z, Konosu 5
B3, FlexPLI ® 2003 43— a » OKRIRES, THRERIS L OB O ARESERERHl A4 4 272
-7z, FlexPLI ® 2003 4£/3— 5 > % Figure 1.18 [T~ d. KEEERIS L OVFRREE, HeiBic
&S 577 Z58(bERL D 2 7+ (Bone Core) OEFHMINC, HER X OIIRTEH D T
V7 (Exterior Housing) 73, /XA % (Core Binder) %/ L CEZHFHEAE SN TS, ZD
MHEIZ LY, EERAMKFORERTS KOS OEOMITEREZ, £& LTaroi Rtz
EVHHTED. aT7MIAMT SN OTHRT =1k, HOE0CORDIEOT A L i E—
A2 FOBRERWT, #hifE—2 0 FERNT 5. REENL, POLAR I H7#H 4 I — OB
iz Wik L 7-#iE & 72> T Y (Figure 1.19), BEBIEID 4 >0 #54; (ACL, PCL, MCL, LCL)
BUAYr—T7 NV TRL, ZOFERMEEATY VT OEMTHEL TS, BOEFEEE LT
i, SR OMOENRT v a A—=Z I CGHIIEN 5.

\ Thigh*
(Flexible)

Knee Joint*
(ligament restraint
system)

Leg
(Flexible)

* Improved its
dynamic response

1: Knee spring
2: Knee cable
(lateral ligament)
3: Knee cable
(cruciate ligament)
4: Femoral condyle
5: Hard Urethane
6: Tibial plateau
7: Tibial condyle

1: Knee Spring
2: Knee Cable

Figure 1.19 Knee joint of FlexPLI 2003 version/3
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Z @ FlexPLI 2003 4F/3— 2 > & W T, Kerrigan &MU 2 22 572, kA Z FHV 72 KR
BEIR 3 RN IER, TR (Fhds K OB &2 S Teikiik (LT —IEIE SR & FES) 2 5T0)
Y 3 T ERR S J OWRBIETEIY 4 sl IR Bl S, FRPEEL S IS 2 Ze o7z, FlexPLI

TIE, AEO TEREBICAFES 2848 (Tibia), WFE (Fibula) &9 2 5044 1 SO THRE
LTV 7, MNMETAL DBFEEITISH < IEEEITIC X D E — AR OIS BB T
Tl &, FRREY —/L & LT repeatability <° reproducibility & #L L7z Z &2 X DRI H
b0, KEEH, TR, BEE Hi2, ko EEVC legform (5 LA SERE AN KIEIZ )
ELTWA Z LR ST,

FlexPLI %, ZO% bBAFMET HAL, 2005 1L, [E#[H B IEERfIHR 7 +— 7 A
(WP.29) DffifZ242 4 BEH5% 7'/ —7 (Group of Experts on Passive Safety : GRSP) £z NIk
SNIHBATEGREA 7 +—~ VT —TW, FlexPLI il 2 /L—~" (FlexPLI Technical
Evaluation Group : Flex-TEG) Z b bif, E+A0@EE LoD &, HANEREL 2o
fzl2lsl - Flex-TEG Tif, [EREOHIH—#E (UN GTR, UN Regulation) THUE Si15 HE)
OB TEIREVEREABRIE~D FlexPLI OEAZIRET 2 72 DI E R BARAIFERBIZ DN T
REfS .

Konosu 5%, m Ea—# 33 ab—i a2 M0nT, Figure 1.20 (2577 FlexPLI Type
GT (Flex-GT) O 7NV7 vy 7 VKRB TO NMROEER G235 272 572, Flex-GT OFAME
IZRMER D FlexPLI 2003 F-/3— 3 v L[RERCTH D05, REROEEO A 37 ZFTHH L O EM
R T D728, A /37 Z OWIE DS B ATRNZE T VTN D SIATRE O NMRZ FELL,
THEHOEEAREZ CHRLIZAMEFE €5 /1L, Flex-GT @ FE 5 /v %, BLijHijH, 2 fHfE
L 7=l 5 Hili & 7 /M ZHEE 40 km/h Tz S (Figure 1.21), FEEBOHIFE—A L ML
MCL OO KRIED AEET L & Flex-OT E7 /VOFEBIEA B Sz, Z OBFZE THL
LN SN ET L% Figure 1.22 (2759, AR % v R (Bonnet Leading Edge : BLE),
/X% (Bumper : BP) B8IX UV R TFEE (Spoiler : SP) @ 3 22 R—3 > RET /MEE L
TW5. fSHEWET VOMERER LOIRIOKEEZ R, L18 BRERZMATHZ & T,
18 MO S BT A OMER SN, AMEFE €7 VB L FlexGT €5 /L& D22 2 2 L
—a UNEES Iz, 18 TG T T L & OSSN b b7z, TS (Tibia)
i — A > B LU MCL HUOEDRKREICHONT, AMEET /L L Flex-GT &5 /L OFHBIBHA
DO—i% Figure 1.23 (/R $. ZDOHIE, A 2737 Z D) 2 #_ENS 75 mm 0O & CHL (2 fff
RIETHGEORRTHY, ZO%OEEATOSERAR TOFER T, FlexPLI OFBRIEICERH &
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NWTWAEHNTH S, HEMRENT, IEFdhFE—2 2 &, MCLHOMEIZK LEIE4 0.90 35 X
U0.66 L7 > TS,

Thigh region Thigh flesh
bone part part "
(bending (compression
structure) structure)
(combined
and metal
Knee region
(ligament constrain
system) Leg region | Leg flesh part
bone part (compression
(bending structure)
structure)
a) Inner structure b) Outer structure

Figure 1.20 FlexPLI Type GT44

Human model

Flex-GT-

prototype
model

Simplified
car model

Figure 1.21 Setup of impact simulations conducted by Konosu et al.4
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BLE elements
(Shell elements, Deformable)

BLE elements \ 900 mm

50 mm 50 mm
-

Fixed 500 mm
part [« part

BP elements
(Shell elements, Rigid) R

SP elements
(Shell ek Rigid)
=

BLE: Bonnet leading edge

BP: Bumper z BLE: Bonnet leading edge
SP: Spoiler X4y 8P: Bumper
SP: Spoiler

Figure 1.22 Simplified vehicle model used by Konosu et al.44

500 50
450 45
)
el 400 _ 40 F
29 8 <
L= 350 S S 35¢F
= E 5
§§;3OO 5 8230 o
L 4 Sw & o
] =& 250 B 3 % 25 8
S T © <
o5 %200 f o220} S P
Q5= Q3 )
E cg 150 p E, S 15 F 74
K (3
2 g0 y=09977x-12325 | 10 f p=RlCizhens 045D
I (R=0.90) I [Re=10:0)
50 5
0 N . N N 0
0 100 200 300 400 500 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
Human Model, Tibia Bending Moment, Max.-abs.- (Nm) Human Model, Knee MCL Elongation, Max. (mm)

Figure 1.23 Correlation of peak values of tibia fracture and MCL failure measures between
human model and Flex-GT model

Flex-GT I%, FlexPLI OFHIUINERTH 23, +F80HF (ACL, PCL) DR i
DIEAIERFIED G, BHIOBEEN LA CTH - TH, A& AR CREBRE RN R D L)
7 Flex-TEG 23 CHafi S 4, HF OB PHIBLEDN AR E 720 K o ICEE Sz,
7o, HEALI—OHEMA—H—I1CLY, BFEY —/L & LTO repeatability 35 L O
reproducibility D[] B0, &PEZFIHE L LIBROAFERIN O RIBEME O 7= O O/ AR 5
M7 &, FlexPLI OfcfktthE (FlexPLI Type GTR) 73BH%& Siu7-b2lsl = OF & AEARIZ O
Tl, Konosu 544178 Flex-GT IZkf L THEME L7z, 7T v 7 VIKRETO AR IR A
BIbh TR 727280, FlexPLI Ffd AR OB E IR x4 5 MRS E =AY
ICHARELZ 22> T o o E 72, (B EFHIHEIEOEREIZ VT, Konosu 5149753, EEVC legform
ET VO TR FSGIEE & AMEET A OEIITE— A o b EOMIZIFMEAN 2N L Z2R L
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TW2H00, FTEEFEIRHIEIE S L TOMITE—2A 2 FOZLHECONTIE, ZNETHSL
INCENT IR oTz.

FlexPLI D%, EEVC legform (25} L CAMAREE Z M L5 2 LT, BTH OGS
DOFHMIFEEZ M E L, BEiEOBTE R REI RO L2 U T, MTEFERIIL ot
R DRI D721 D DAVHWTH D, FlexPLI OREHE~DE AN L DR A S OE T3
BHITIE, BESNTBELEE & EEREMEOGREZ ERILT 57O DOEEMRE A KD D
VENRHSH. Z LT, EEVC legform & FlexPLI TiIEEF ML 72 5725, EEVC legform
O FlexPLI ~O & & z O 4VE 2 AR 35121, 5EReEE A A\ C, FlexPLI IZxd %
EEILEEDS, EEVC legform OEERLIEM L D7 L b RIFEORZEM LR TEHZ LA ER
HNRTER B 5.

—J7, FlexPLI1 %, EEVC legform (25925 MRMEREDOHIR/MBIENSH D B DD, < E
TANEOIEER AN HFI L 72D TH Y, EEOANKEZTERBHE TE 55D TIIRLS, &
LRHRBORMEH D, ZOFEOOE DN, FlexPLI DU NT L REHETH S, FlexPLI 1%
FREY —/L & LT 0 IR L & ISR G STV 5700, B OMT 2 HE8T 25081, 7l
ZERBRIZ B W CTHEARRNTHPEREN T S 5. £72, BEEORE S HEZ 7Y 71tk -
THBLSNTWD. ZD7® FlexPLI TiE, Hl & OEZEIC L2 )FHAMIC L g S i-=
RVFPFPET R LT L LTEZ DN, EHEREORBZFHET D2MAICHD. £z, FlexPLIZ
WTE DR DOBRZR G LT A X7 2 Th D8, RERS EsnsBiicn & 7e-> Tk, &<
Ry NORWEE & OFEZER STV T, KEEHBOERAA~OIRAZ S AR L Y H BT
RELRDGGNRHL. T LT, A 37 2R & KEREORAALDF L7235, FlexPLI O
GEEIL, B & OFEZEIFHE L TWARIORKIEL D &, Hil & OEftZ ks %D ) o v
REPEZIRIT DIKEDTT R E 720, Bl O REMERES BRI CE RN L3 5.
LD, UNU U REETOA 37 ZE# W R T 5 TEICOWTHRTT 2 0ER S 5.

12 RN B/

AR, AMTEHEOBEGFLICE O TR BIEAEBED S OEEE R I OWT, BEREA T =

A LG L S BERTE 55—/ & LT, MBS - IS FE €7 /16 JOSMTE & X —I
AB%E, WRTDELBIS, BTES I =ML 27 X 2 T BT O TH I RS
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REDE BRI FIE AT 5 Z LISk Y, BEWOSTHIE o Letm & d5Z &z A
e 5.

£, TEDEM & EHET DEROMEE A I = A L0 T oY —n e LT, SAESO
NAREEER 6 K OMIER O FHREIE L) FRE A 2 o B o — & B CHBLIT 5 AR - I FE
TTNVERETD. WIS, SFSERBEMOBITEMEREMREOR M2 nIHE & 35720,
POLAR II £5B17# 4 I — OGO R 2B 270 9 & L blZ, WRZ I —2 MW
FOTHMFIEEWHEGT 5. £ LT, POLAR II & X — OG22 ~— (2, Hl] OFBFEARRR
5 A A HMhEAER TG &2 SEIC BRZE S VTR A /87 Z FlexPLI IS\ T, NMAFE €7
N2 LT i) e Rl AR O s KL OB IR,  SCHRZ & DO NREFET — 2 36 &
OGN FE £7 /0 & OB Z & &2 LI GEMRBEROE, &0, GEREREEE
EEEEEOZAMRHEZ R 270 5. SbIS, HMIEA 37 2 O & b7 DI A 7Bk
BZRAEL L, T OBAISHEFEIOWTHHETT 5.

1.3 RERXDIERL

A L ORI T Figure 1.24 ("B ThH 5.

52 BT, BMTEOHBEFEA =X LOBBE B E Uiz, M - 5 FE €710
BHISIZ DWW G 5. 2.1 fi T, AAIERB O M EG 2 F- S\ CIE S & IEfI B L,
LR STERGHA ) & RO TR BRI SO L7 FE &7 4, JeATAFE TR SN/ b D&
B L7 FE €70, B8R0, 2 TOMTZREL T 57200, FEHBHO LEyET L
DETIMEFIEIZOWTHBA L, RWT 22 HiTlE, ZALOETNAOMNMEEEEE, AR
T L DI XD FRET 5.

53 ETIE, HMTHEE S I —POLAR II (232 I Fs K OMRBO W BARIE & A5 FHF Tk
OREFUZ OV T 5. 3.1 BT, k4 2 —POLAR T 00 AR EFZRE & kiR F25RE 4
EOHBIZ L VEHMET 5. )2, 3.2 fiTlE, kY I —OBEEOSR E, ZO MEEIE
BREEICOWCHAT 5. LT, 3.3 BB\, ot L7z VT8 OGS & A5
i 27200, GFEOFHATFE LAGFEHEORETFEI OV TR 5.

%4 T T, FEOBGERBRCH AR CIEH ST EEVC legform (Zxf L AKIE
FREEN M UTe, B > /37 & FlexPLI (2 & 2 RS EFHE FIEOREEIZ OV TR 5.
F9 4.1 8T, AEERICR T 2 E5E & OMBEOBWEEORELX B 285729 2T, TOHE
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BE% W, ek EEVC legform 35 & OY FlexPLI O MAESEEFHME 22729, LT, AMEK
& OB A 287 X TR DZERIZOWTH 0T 5. 4.2 HiTlE, FlexPLI (2 X 55EHE
PR TR DIV D EEME D EFEF MR 2 TS 57200, FlexPLI x4 2 55 e B DB
FIZOWTHIATS. 4.3 fiTi, V7327 LRBRIEIC X 2B TE IS EIM O & 5722 5k
FEW EDT2 b DEAHIE L, £ O BARRISETHED P DUV TR 2.

5 ETIE, AWIEREORGR L LT, FEMNA LN R DWW TEIEET 5.

Chapter 1 Introduction
» Background of this study
» Research objective

!

Chapter 2 Development of Human
Pelvis and Lower Limb FE
Model

» Modeling technique

» Model validation

A 4 A 4
Chapter 3 Development of Lower Limb Chapter 4 Development of Methodology
of Pedestrian Dummy for Lower Limb Injury
« Biofidelity evaluation of existing dummy Prediction using Legform
* Development and validation of modified » Biofidelity evaluation of legforms
dummy + Development of injury probability functions
« Investigation of lower limb injury evaluation « Challenges of new legform and direction of
method solutions

}

Chapter 5 Conclusions
* Discussion and conclusions

Figure 1.24 Structure of this study
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$2E  AKESR-RIE FE ETILORAFE

ABFFED BIIE, HATE OBRGEN Chi bR ABEN mOHEEIC O, GERBLFER
FOMGEHMEFEEMEET DL ThD. UL, BHBO Biicdh 2 KEVETEMRIL, BBEEE N
LT EMA SN TR, BTN 2 175Nt 2 52 58 Th 5. Lichi-
T, BRBOEE A B =X L& EHCHELT 5120, BERICOWTh, BT LOHE & AKEIE
DOIRFEZ B 2729 T ENEE L. £ 2 TARIETIE, B FE €7 LV 0OE7 /U K OWGEES
179 & L HiZ, Kikuchi HUIRER L7 FE €7 VA E L, ST OBEBEET — 2123 L
THERES 2 2 & C, B - S FE 7 VA Lz, £z, MkE Va1 MR TR LT
BrEETE, S - W FE €7V EMAAEDE DL Z LT, BMTERGETVEIERL, H
1T B B O B BURS FE 2 MRAIE L 72

21 ®ETIIILFE

BRSO RE OB, K&, BEE), BBEIMoOwGEM (EEa8H, AR, B, 5%
i — BN AR KOS & & de, 22t =— N PAM-CRASH Lol - S FE €7 1%
BiIFs L7z, RBET A ORIRIE, #8RE 251572 MRI Wi @mifgh HIER Lz, BRHOE R L O
WHLE OMEHEIE, S OSTIFE L 0 EDT b DE_R—2 L L, AAERIEET—4 L D—
BEEZEDDLHT-OIZ, HTOREEB oz, FHIZOWTIE, BMEO CT BT —4%28 &
IZ Kikuchi & USI23MERL L7 FE €7 /Ut L, SHESIR, BAET AV OBELL, BIf#E £
FOOBEMR EOLBIC LY MERFEEZEDZ. HROAAK FE £75/1CTdH 5 H-Dummy™?
DEVHET N A=A, WKLY aA v NERTHERSND BEFET VLR L, HERE
SEBR & DG, BAHER] O BRI 2 [RIE L7z,

211 ETIILRAK

H A AR O RERE SR> b FEBOMIES MRI #ifg 7 — % %, [EFRESES(E AR IeET
(Advanced Telecommunications Research Institute : ATR) JdiG@hA A — > 72— T
Huf3 L7z, MRI Eife7 — 2 ORI, ATR Oflz e B 20RO b &3 Lz, #ERE T
35 I BMET, 25 4 L — S THEDHELL ST D T A U I NERABIE LK (American
Male 50t Percentile : AM50) (ZEVWMEEAH T2 (B K 174 cm, K& 78 kg). HOET /UL
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(U, RERE-EEE) O R BIETE T 2 mm RO (transverse plane) MRI #if4 4 v /-,
B0 A E Vo 7o, BRBIEIN O &0/ S 7R O TR & FAEEE T 5 720121, MRI i Ofif
BEEZEDLLERDHD. T ZT, WHWIEICK L CTHWSD MRI 24/ L2 BEDICHEA L, #
Wril Nz, R (sagittal plane) 35 K ONEAKIETA (coronal plane) (22T, 1.5 mm f#]
R CiRE 23 27 o7z, RBIENEL O R W 35 K ONedk B o MRI B O # 4 Figure 2.1 (2
R BV MRI EHRIZIE, LUHBEGELY 7 v =7 2 W, MEROBER DB THK
TEH LA ZHE L=, TD1%, 3RIuBIREEELY 7 U7 Forge & HIVT, Wi
BOERE BEIC hL—X L, 3 Wtz L7, REIRT —21%, WO A v =24
Y 7 b TICASI LT, ARERMTHA v = 2Ep Lz,

(a) Sagittal section (b) Coronal section

Figure 2.1 Examples of knee MRI

MRI B 7 — % B AERK LT T L0 3 koIl % Figure 2.2 1R T. ZOET VL,
IR ORE CRERE, I8, BRE), FERBBEE#T (ACL, PCL, MCL, LCL), Ak,
ERAEN L, 5 —ARIAEAIRR L OB Tl ST D, PIRITICERWT, BEBIEIE RO —
HENFEA ARSI L, BT TS 33 2 R OB 6 L CIIR & 228 RIF S 702 L v
L7272, BERFBLIOENEHES LT D JO¥IEHE, Bk ET Lk L T
V. FE7e, B EVESIERET U OWTL, B S OERIZKT 58y R e L TORRED
I FFI, N OWTITET /UL TR0,

23



e, _

(a) Anterior view (b) Posterior view

(]

Figure 2.2 Geometry of FE lower limb model

HET /UL, Figure 2.3 1R T & 912, NMEOH OMELIFHMIE 2 LT 5720, BUEE &
ME CHERL L7z, BimlcdnTiE, WEOWEREZ Y ) v FRERTET/ULL, RuOREET
WREREN=D Y = VERTET /ML LTz, AMEORE T, EERIOTE®O BN EE
BECH7- ST 5 0, IRIEOMETH Y, /L FEI T 2 BRI LTl s
PERTE D LIE L. BRORERL, WERD LBEREN-D, YUy RERTET /UL
Liz. oL, —HOE@mTcs W CERREE T ORI FMTIHERITNSL2D, HHRY A
LAT T RIEFINE L Teofelzdh, 9 LI DWTIE, #HREZ A LAT v 7R8I
BEEE 25 K9, v VERTETUELE.

Spongy
- Solid

o
o
3
Q
8
:
w
o
5
e

(a) Femur model (b) Tibia model

Figure 2.3 Structure of bone models

4 SOFERIFFEEGIH D 5 b 3> (ACL, PCL, LCL) 1%, Wi, XU, BE
ORI & B OB A EMEICEET S0, Y vy FERTET /ML L7 (Figure 2.4). MCL
IZOWTIE, EENHEN O = VERTET /ML, +7EE (ACL, PCL) 1ZZh%£1,
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BRAED TF AL SIS E DRI % 2 SDOBMERIN B SN D & D & L7zelusllbol, = 2£ 71
\ZKF 5728, ACL B XL UPCL OET /L%, Figure 2.5 (TR T K 91T, EILEI 2 DORRHE
% (Anteromedial ACL bundle : A-ACL, Posterolateral ACL bundle : P-ACL, Anterolateral PCL
bundle : A-PCL, Posteromedial PCL bundle : P-PCL) Z43%| L CET /AL LTz, B OFHE
(L3R CD-ROMBUBAZ S U CTrE s, st % F#if & Rigid Body Thia L7z, FHK
O N, E 77 h—IZxh L PAM-CRASH O Tied Contact (A7 AT 4> 7 A X —7 =—
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Figure 2.4 Models for knee ligaments and menisci
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Figure 2.5 Models for knee ligament bundles
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Figure 2.6 Bony pelvis model developed by Kikuchi et al.[6!
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Figure 2.7 Pelvis model (including ligaments) developed by Kikuchi et al.l4¢!
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Figure 2.8 Comparison of pelvis model

B LOWRoE O FEFIL, H—EEEREET LY ) v REZRTEY, I6I%
DOFK%Z, HEIAHNLT DY o VERTE- . BEEITHIC O AL, BEBEICFET D/ —
REAFE SR DI T=0, Ry RELTOMENBEHETE S EE X, BIMUDRZEDIET L
L7

27
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B3 L OME & & HITMERZ TR L T D T2 DRI AR N & B 2 b D728, FfER &
IEHEIZ DWW CIIANR L [RIEO A HEE 52 2 0B S 5. % Z THREBIXEI o= 1727 2
v R TETMEL, FMER X OWEHEZ DWW TIEENENORHEDE L A O 7' 7 A FEB I
SV A MTHEILT., Kz, BEES, LREE, A onidztntnl1 7 A FTET
b L7e. RFRmB LOMEHEORIRIE, H-Dummy41o 6 0% Huv iz, SHERZ 221 Rigid
Body & LTETMEL, HEKEZ Y a4 2 FNERTHEGT 5 L & big, A0 A/ \—%HR
TET/ME LT SEERIT RN E T0E L, B 7 A MElEY aA v MERETHEATHZ LT,
BHEROIEIRAE R 2 FFEL L7z,

Head Neck
(Rigid body)
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Lower arm

Figure 2.9 Structure of full-body model
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Figure 2.10 Typical stress-strain curves of bones and parameters specified in model
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Figure 2.11 Tensile and compressive property of femoral cortical bone as a function of age
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Figure 2.12 Difference in material property of femoral cortical bone between male and

female
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Figure 2.13 Material property corridors of femoral cortical bone as a function of age

5E+4
g 4E+4 |
s
.
2 3E+4 | o
kel
o
=
» 2E+4 |
o0
c
>
S 1E+4 |
0 20 40 60 80 100
Age
300
& /_,_._\
= 200 |
1]
0
(o]
= E""B_%ﬁ 0
w
2
g 100 |
= —
o}
0 20 40 60 80 100
Age

200

150

100

Yield Stress(MPa)

50

Ultimate Strain(%)

Ave. 129MPa
nf § <A
b £ 8
20 40 60 80 100
Age
o [m]
[—
D
b 55
a
20 40 60 80 100
Age

Figure 2.14 Material property corridors of tibial cortical bone as a function of age
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Figure 2.15 Material property of spongy bone for femoral head and other region
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Figure 2.16 Strain rate sensitivity of bone material property!105/106l
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Figure 2.17 Dynamic amplification factor versus strain rate specified in model
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Figure 2.18 Stress-strain curves of human bone at different strain rates!107
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Figure 2.19 Typical stress-strain curve for knee ligaments
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LTz WO A & OFT BEEDORIRIC OV T B [RIERICED 7. HEErOT DO O Bl R AT
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ST — X ORI LD, B BRSO, BEO, BOTH L BROTHOLE,
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Table 2.1 Cross-sectional area of knee ligaments used in model

Ligament LCL MCL ACL PCL

Area (mm?) 29 37 46 77
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Figure 2.20 Ultimate stress of knee ligaments as a function of strain rate
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Figure 2.21 Ultimate strain of knee ligaments as a function of strain rate
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Figure 2.22 Ratio between ultimate stress/strain and yield stress/strain as a function of
strain rate
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Figure 2.23 Modulus of knee ligaments as a function of strain rate
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Figure 2.24 Quasi-static stress-strain curve for knee ligaments used in model

PAM-CRASH OBUEMAMEET L (VU v FEFR T VT NVZA 716, v VEHR <7
U7 IVE A7 105) BB LU A MCET /VICEH L7z, Yamamoto 16X, A ZADH
AKARNBFFTZ 20 OKRBEE-MCL-ISBEA A2 MW -BIR 58RI 2 550 L7z, OV 2l 4
11.8/s E TSI L 2 A, I6)1—OF HFHEDO BRI o7 o TOT Rl R T 5 Z
otz TORRICESE, BT EOBROTHHEFITNSREELRETH LT,
FHE_ RIS O 1T Ak 2 YR & LTV, Toe Region &7 72 I EIE IR CO A (KT
PEAEFF- 7. B OBMAEEICIE, PAM-CRASH OEZHIFRA 7 v 2 L BEIBIZEA L.

(3) BE

Kikuchi 5161, FEE ORE I L OMEREE OMERE L LT, Yo 73, BRIGH, s
71, BWTOT IO 4 DO/RT X —=ZIZONWTIRRN DT —Z Z BT L, TOWE L B FIREA
EDHTND. Z LT, KROTEFHEEZ S L1Z, BT MVBGREOBRR T, ERRIRIOEWET LD
THFRERDPF DD L9 MEZFIE LT\ D, THORER R J OB OIS — O3 2R

37



DT, Kikuchi 5 UI3SCRT — 4 &7 /VERENE A ol U 7= 55 % Figure 2.25 (239, Hi
B O — O F AR, EBEfEIE & F— S HELTWD. BE LR EEEITE,
PAM-CRASH OIFHEHIBMRERET L (V) v REFR T VT NVZ A 716, v =/LHEHK
~TUTNEAT105) AV, WA ERHIRA 7Y a ATTHEL TS, REICHWZH
EHET /1L, O s & §Bh b o0 BRGR 2 PR L 7o O 2l EE IR T 7 L &2 LT
. Fio, BRI ERTAN—ERITH L TUL, BIROAEZ T DI ERE T L& T
5.

4.0E+08 1.5E+07
— Literature: Average
Literature: Upper/Lower bound
—FE |
3.0E408 |- mode
. _. 1.0E+07
© ©
e e
2 2.0E+08 - 2
2 2
) 7]
5.0E+06 |
1.0E+08 - — Literature: Average
Literature: Upper/Lower bound
= FE model
0.0E+00 : : 0.0E+00 : : :
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
Strain (-) Strain (-)
(a) Cortical bone (b) Spongy bone

Figure 2.25 Quasi-static stress-strain curve for cortical and spongy bones of pelvis
determined by Kikuchi et al.[46l
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Figure 2.27 Model setup for 3-point bending of femur, tibia, and fibula
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A Failure

6 ms
(a) Femur

0Oms

T
Talalal

T
I

19 ms
(c) Fibula

Figure 2.28 Time sequence of bone bending for proximal third, mid-shaft, and distal third
loading (for fibula, foam is displayed as wire frame so that failure site is visible)
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Figure 2.29 Comparison of force-deflection response to failure between experiment and
computer simulation in dynamic 3-point bending

42



—~ 600 - - —~ 600 — —~ 600 — - -
c Proximal Third c Mid-Shaft c Distal Third == Experiment
£ £ £ — Simulation
= 300 g 300 g 300
IS IS £
(e} (e} (e}
= 0 Mdaas = = 9
0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0 0.01 0.02 0.03 0 0.01 0.02 0.03
Deflection (m) Deflection (m) Deflection (m)
(a) Femur
600 - - 600 - 600 — -
€ Proximal Third € Mid-Shaft € Distal Third
£ £ £
€ 300 f € 300 € 300 |
(] [ []
o o o
= 0 = 0 =
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0 0.02 0.04 0.06
Deflection (m) Deflection (m) Deflection (m)
(b) Tibia
~ 100 - - ~ 100 - ~ 100 — -
£ Proximal Third £ Mid-Shaft £ Distal Third
£ £ £
€ 50 T 50 T 50 |
IS 1S 1S
= 0 = 0 L = 0 ! A
0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0 0.02 0.04 0.06 0 0.02 0.04 0.06
Deflection (m) Deflection (m) Deflection (m)
(c) Fibula

Figure 2.30 Comparison of moment-deflection response to failure between experiment and
computer simulation in dynamic 3-point bending
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JEEPHEE DG & 720, ARFFICT A — M2 R0 AT, WO EWER T CEZEEIZA
27, ZNEERLZY I 21— a BT AT, AR HEEeiik s LTl #-o
TN 728, B &AM OEMAMENERE D LKLY, BR7ZDOTRiOFERIZBNT, ¥
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Figure 2.31 Comparison of force-deflection and moment-deflection responses to failure
between experimental corridor and simulation in thigh 3-point bending!46!
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Figure 2.32 Comparison of force-deflection and moment-deflection responses to failure

between experimental corridor and simulation in leg 3-point bending4€!
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Table 2.2 Test conditions used by Bose et al.[125!

Quasi-Static | Medium Rate High Rate
(1mm/min) (160mm/s) (1600mm/s)
A-ACL ] ]
P-ACL | |
A-PCL [ |
P-PCL [ ]
MCL [ |
LCL [ ] [ |
H available

IO OEBREEHET 5720, KERE @M, &G —BEREEi0E S oe7 v E i
7o, B L BRAMESNEWZ®, BET /L% Rigid Body & L CHV 5 Z & THERHHO
DR a X o7, B O B TSI, Bick L Rigid Body 56 L7z, G —BEE Ui & 220
IZEE L, KREREEAEEIIE, s 2 FEERIC I 55U DN O RFRE O S 2 5sifil 22 &
LThHXT.
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F7varEBMiL, WmnomEiZ BB, KRLE. B8 EA L, ko X ol iz
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Figure 2.33 Time sequence of ligament tension to failure
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Figure 2.34 Comparison of force-deflection response to failure between experiment and
computer simulation
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Figure 2.35 Comparison of force-deflection response to failure at 1600 mm/s between
experiment and simulation6
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Figure 2.36 Model setup for knee bending and shearing tests
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SODAT—=NT7 7275 (A) IZOVWTIE, FERSZ22FET7VOHE (176 cm) & LT, #k
KO EZFNTEDE. S, BAKOWTROE Y 87 v 7280 Th, EREREOIES &
DEHEIOR Z VDS, I OMEANISELI L Tl Y, T— A2 N —MAE L O E — R EO R
DIEE NEBFFERDOIZODZOHANTH D Z LD, RET /LY, iFB IO AN
T2 NMEBBEE ORIMESHBR TETWD b D EEZ HND.

0oms 15 ms 25 ms
(a) Bending

0ms 6 ms 13 ms

(b) Shearing

Figure 2.37 Time sequence of knee bending and shearing to ligament failure (joint capsule

not shown)
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Figure 2.38 Comparison of knee joint stiffness between experiment and FE simulation in
bending and shear tests

B LOHANE Y F 7 v 7 TOYI 2 b—2a AZBWT RIS, R -5
% Figure 2.39 1T~ 9. F7z, BBIEEVEREORAMRMOFIRER L I 2 b—a UFERO
iz, iftey 87 v, HANE Y F T v FIZONT, Table 2.3 3 LU Table 2.4 (2212
g, #hifey 8Ty 7T, EBROTRTOr—ATR L MCL OIS, I =alb—
arThwrHlEh. £, FEBRO 37— 1 F—ZATRGIZ ACL ORI L,
VIialb—varTETHENRP T, BAKE Y T v T, EBROTITOS—ZT

52



ACL OWEMrOL FEL, VI al—arTh, ACL OMOLN RIS, b0k
BN, KEFCELY, BFMOMITE LU ABNCEIT A AMEBEIE O 1Pt 2 Bl o X
HHLDOEEZHND.

AL A

MCL (intact)

« VCL failure

MCL failure A

21 ms (a) Bending (Anterior View) 25ume

ACL (intact)

(b) Shearing (Posterior View)

Figure 2.39 Ligamentous damage predicted in bending and shearing simulation

Table 2.3 Comparison of ligamentous damages in knee bending between experiment and

simulation
Test Test Test |Computer
#1 #2 #3 Simulation
ACL |
PCL
MCL | || | |
LCL

M Ligament failure

Table 2.4 Comparison of ligamentous damages in knee shearing between experiment and

simulation
Test Test Test |Computer
#1 #2 #3 Simulation
ACL [ | ] ] ]
PCL
MCL
LCL

l Ligament failure

7233, Kikuchi 5460, AT CTHI%E L7-BEIEET V&2 W C, Bose 5121 X 2 ERIHEI D
ST DOEN 4 ST RS R W T Ivarsson HI2ABNERR LT, B— A v h —AEIE
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Figure 2.40 Model setup for knee 4-point bending!6/
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Figure 2.41 Comparison of bending moment-bending angle response to failure between
experimental corridor and simulation in knee joint 4-point bending!4!
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Figure 2.43 Model setup for dynamaic lateral loading of pelvis simulating experiment
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Figure 2.44 Test Setup from Salzar et al.[56l
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Figure 2.46 Comparison of anterior and posterior support forces in acetabulum and iliac
loadings
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Figure 2.47 Acceleration pulse applied to 1¢t thoracic vertebra
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Figure 2.48 Kinematics of head-neck
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Figure 2.49 Comparison of head trajectory between volunteer corridor and simulation result
in lateral bending and flection
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Figure 2.50 Comparison of head linear and angular acceleration between volunteer corridor
and simulation result in lateral bending
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Figure 2.51 Comparison of head linear and angular acceleration between volunteer corridor
and simulation result in flexion
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Figure 2.52 Comparison between experimental trajectory corridors and simulation results
for head, T1, T8 and pelvis for small sedan (full-body model with modified pelvis)
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Figure 2.53 Time sequence of lower limb kinematics from FE simulation for small sedan
impact[132]
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Figure 2.54 Time sequence of lower limb kinematics from FE simulation for large SUV
impact[132]
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Figure 2.55 Simplified vehicle models
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Figure 2.56 Simplification of force-deflection curves of vehicle front-end structures
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Figure 3.1 Anterior and lateral view of POLAR II original knee joint (left knee)
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Figure 3.2 Disassembled POLAR II original knee joint (left knee)
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Figure 3.3 Schematic diagram of 4-point knee bending test configuration
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Figure 3.4 POLAR II tibia shaft and leg flesh/skin
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Figure 3.5 Schematic diagram of 3-point leg bending test configuration
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Figure 3.6 Free body diagram for proximal knee segment
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AT TE B2, BICM, OB TR, Vo AIKGFET 2HIZOWT Y, cE o
HZEELI.

X 3.3) ZHWTHBEEHICOE—A» M aFHET 5720, BEEO S b0, KEEfe— Rt
SRS B RIRE R OEAL £ COMOHEy (RPEEITALEE 7 A > b : Figure 3.6 ) O
EHEE—A L N EEMIEZRTVIEY 72E (Inertia Dynamic Inc.) THIL7z. AV U7
JVRRES L Ok BARIEBEER OISR EE 2 Table 8.1 (9. 2 (3.3) (BT DIEEIL, v—F
YN EE LIRS K 0 R L 72, &7, X (8.3) 1CBU 2 AILEEE, IO
FHAEZ, RRBOE Y a A > b &G OFEECER L CRH L.

Table 3.1 Inertial property of proximal knee segments

Mass MOl Xp X
(kg) | (kgm?) (m) (m)

Original 2.12 | 0.01362 0.1238 0.1345
Modified 2.48 | 0.01397 0.1225 0.1358
(MOI: Moment of Inertia)

Knee
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Figure 3.7 Quasi-static and dynamic moment-angle response at knee joint for POLAR II
original knee joint
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Figure 3.8 Quasi-static and dynamic moment-angle response at knee joint for POLAR II
modified knee joint

RN ZRETH2FEL LT, 7400 7 LEIGEEOD 2 SO HEZRABIZ. 74052 )
7T, K (8.3) OFHEDOWHERYIT—41Z CFC 60 ZiMH L, D7 —4% %z H VORI
HE—AV NERI U, BUREETIE, 7207 LaWET—2 20T, & (B.3) X
DIEBEIEICBIT 5= AV RERIIL, B—A 2 b — AR L CEERER 2 mA L.
AL N—AEISEIIRIL, 7o Z ) B XOSEAERAEA LR Y, 4 U
il L Ok BIEREE o nZ2U2onC, Figure 3.9 38 X O Figure 3.10 (2779, Figure 3.9
(R, AV DB 7 o v Z ) U7 L= A v AR, PIEICAD
T AV RBRRLID Z LR, BN EZ R L TS Z e D, BRI RIETH S
EEBZOND. WEMEREICIL, E7 —# ORI LIcE— 2 U b —ABEISE OIRBIOARIED,
AV TR L D bR NS Wz, WRREEICEWTE, 72 ) 7 LIcE
— AL b= AT L VBRERR DI > TS (Figure 3.10). UL, K& &34V Y
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FVISURRBEE & Hels U TRIB IS WS DD, FIIDADE—A o MIWERBEREES TH o5
%. MESIAMNHNF ISR O TIE, mERIE & bITIRTREeT— A v b —AEINEE R L &
EREL, REBRTHOLNET — 06RO TR 2 i 92121, CFC 60 & M-
TANE V7 XY, ZEARFEKICE D2 —T 7 0 v bR, L0#EURERE x5
H oL L7z,

100
Too

Filtered (3 tests)

80 4 Curve-fitted (3 tests)
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Figure 3.9 Filtered and curve-fitted dynamic moment-angle response at knee joint for
POLAR 1I original knee joint
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Figure 3.10 Filtered and curve-fitted dynamic moment-angle response at knee joint for
POLAR II modified knee joint

(2) THEER 3 sph(13EER

POLAR 1T FHEHS 3 st 5 S R% Ivarsson HUMOMRKINE 2 U R— L T 572, 3£
BRCIFONIZGHT — 235, i — 28 difds KO T e — A o b —Bfrihf 2k 7. A
WAL, A0 EEBICEE Lo r— RV CRRII L7223, RIS K DM D8 20T 57
0, WSFFEO NICEE Lizr— RV TRl L, SCRAEICIEE R S MO EOAF 2, AJ)
fiE & B7p Lie. FHRTITTREMO A C A2 52 77z, iife—A v MY, FEBX
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W F, %4 R B0 i SR E 2k Sy, La AV R&S, F=F+F, LT, FL/4,FL/2,
F,L/20D 3380 OFETHET 2 Z ENWRETH 5. ERFERO—FIZHNT, 20 3ilh OH
HFEIC LV ROT=E— A v b —AEMRA L Lo L 25, T— A v b —Edhf I EER—
Tholz. 22T, BfUbDT=®, T—RA L MIRIIIFL/4ZMW5Z & L Uiz, HEFIB X
O#fy 3 sl EBR» O ONA, WE-ZMiRE LT — 2 v N —ZiifiE, Zh2h
Figure 3.11 3 X O Figure 3.12 (29, @iFERCIE, il — 2l KO — 2 v F =27
BRI Z 3T HRREEDIREN S /. 500 2 25, B0 BhAgdh 928k &t 9% & IRimvh & <,
REEE BN, REIZRET D700 7 4 VE Y v 7RERBIC L D —77 4 v MIE
ZRRbiinol.

Quasi-Static (2 tests)

4] Dynamic (3 tests)
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Figure 3.11 Quasi-static and dynamic force-deflection response of POLAR II leg
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Figure 3.12 Quasi-static and dynamic moment-deflection response of POLAR II leg

(3) AR EEEHE
Ivarsson 5012403, BEBAEN & FREMOEIEERE R AR L T\ 572, POLAR II # X —0
EERERD 5 b, BFEBEROLEZEMEZ ) R—L g U=, BEIFEICBIT D H R DT —
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A b —FEIZONWT, ABFETER L7- POLAR I # I —0EBRFEE &, Ivarsson 50240
AMB0 [Z A7 —Y 7 LIZpMAIS S = ) R— & btk % Figure 3.13 12~3. POLAR I 42 —
DEBHERIZONWTE, 74 A F U v 78 L OERBIEIC X 2SR 2 R L TWD. AU )
JUISUEREEE, AROREBIE & T B 2NCAMEIMES, T— A v b — AR RE= U R
—OFR%Z FEl>TWS. —J7, RIS OET—A > F—AEih#RIE, 7412 ) 72k
HIVEMFROYINC BT HADFE—A v b ERTIE, BEA= ) R—ofHNICIZIERZEITINE -
TW%. THEED 8 s D EH - B L OE— A v b =B OFE RO, POLAR I
A =LAz ) R—LDHig%, Figure 3.14 3 X O Figure 3.15 (IZF 1 Erd. POLAR 1T
Z X — FEEBIZ BN TIE, WIHIORIMEOIRNEESERA= U F—X 0 b RE<R-oTD. Th
IZ, POLAR II % X — LMADIERD T, a0 & M- RIHESHROIES N 5720 LB X
biLd. BMAZEERTIL, B ORMOM—ENES R E O Tolr s hiz7zo, &ty M7
Yy 7RHZHEIZL VI TAY, F0 L (B EARTFOR) O, SAREBL D b7
STWERREMERSE . 208 %FRITIE, POLAR 11 4 X — FEEEE O IR B 572 B i
1, BRMADISE Y R—PIZIZERE > TN 5.
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PMHS Average

PMHS Upper/Lower Bound
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Figure 3.13 Comparison of moment-angle response of knee between PMHS and POLAR 11
dummy
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Figure 3.14 Comparison of force-deflection response of leg between PMHS and POLAR II

dummy
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Deflection (mm)

Figure 3.15 Comparison of moment-deflection response of leg between PMHS and POLAR
II dummy

POLAR II #1748 % X — ORI OV N D NI 2 #5729, Rhule
SUSINER LT, JEFHAEO efifEiE (Response Measurement Comparison Value) % 453
Bricxt L CHEI L2, Rhule 508285, 43I —252% (Dummy Variance : DV) 3 X Ok
KIX5->& (Cadaver Variance : CV) DjEF#% Figure 3.16 (2777

Mean + 1 Standard Deviation
Dummy Response

»
»

Mean Cadaver Response
Mean Cadaver Response

DV (1) Cr(n)

Force, Acceleration or Deflection
Force, Acceleration or Deflection

v

Time Time

Figure 3.16 Dummy Variance (DV) and Cadaver Variance (CV) as defined by Rhule et al.[135]
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CV B LU DV IR ORI L TER STV DD, ABFFETIE, BEESOE—A > h—
AER IO TR OME 20, HiFE—AL F—2Z2IIX LT, ZOFERLTESEM Lz, Wk
REER, &I —H L b, ZAETR OB VO TERY, BIEPH I — DSBS
E67, fRE LA FEMORZEN G ON L1280, AfFOZEAN, &L, e —%f—
OXHED & 5 EBAFIHN T A E %2, REHOBD 0N AR E L TRV 2 ERFEEE BB
5. XI—BME55% (Dummy Cumulative Variance : DCV), MMARFEIZSH>X (Cadaver
Cumulative Variance : CCV), X, IGZEFHAME D it fEEE (Response Measurement

Comparison Value : R) 1ZKACTERIND.

DCV = iDV(d)z (3.4)

CcCyv = Zn:CV(d)z (3.5)

R=Z—)EK (3.6)
ccv

22, d MBI A S U TP A SRR A Y. C oo g, VR
1, RACTEHEIREICRT 5 4 2 —1F b o & O REOMSHEE, RTINS D ikAE o
X DBMOWSHE ML L7EE2FE LTWA, LEB-T, YRS 1.0 X0 b/hSuE, &
T —BRIE L O X IRARRIE S OX L0 HAAS (WP BIEMKIE S X ICk B M%) =
LI, NRBEENMERL TS LB TX 5.

BIOIERIET E50s £ O PRI EBR O Z N ZHIc VT, VR OEHFEE% Table 3.2 BL
Table 3.3 |Z/~9. BEREAEIFERIZOWTIE, 7442 U 7, BRSO T O J7ETHIE L=
— A b= AR UCEME L7z, Ivarsson HU240E, SEHISE IS L, HEREHTST T
<, ISTEROBEHERZES AT, AEHRICED 2 R—2EHTW5. 0oy R—{ERHIE
DI, REREED FBRE & TR ED LR 50N E N e > T\ 5. 22T, =
) R—0 EBRE & FIRER V3540 CCV 22 n2hske, &) R—IcktL, Z0F
WA Ui, 4 Y DTSRRI ST VR 1L, T4z U v, BRI T ik
TOE—A Y b—AEHRRE 1T, 1.0 & 2.0 OFITHY, LRBEEETIX, WPFhoiiiiic
SLTHVR 0.4 X 0/ASU, FRREOME 250, BFE—A 2 h 2L iz, VR IZ1.0
L0 BASV. ZRBOFEND, POLAR I 4 S —0tk BRI K O F B H R O S
FROMIPHEE, B AMREEEL BT 5 LB X 5.
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Table 3.2 R calculation for bending of original and modified knee with two different
signal post-processing methods and two different CCV calculations (upper/lower bound)

Speci Moment-Angle / Filtered Moment-Angle / Curve-Fitted
pecimen Test #
Upper Lower Average Upper Lower Average

1 1.342 1.792 1.567 1.142 1.525 1.333

Original 2 1.354 1.808 1.581 1.138 1.520 1.329

Knee 3 1.350 1.803 1.576 1.134 1.514 1.324

Average 1.349 1.801 1.138 1.520 9

1 0.292 0.390 0.341 0.234 0.312 0.273

Modified 2 0.343 0.458 0.400 0.292 0.391 0.341

Knee 3 0.304 0.406 0.355 0.236 0.315 0.276
Average 0.313 0.418 0.254 0.339

Table 3.3 /R calculation for bending of leg with two different signal post-processing
methods and two different CCV calculations (upper/lower bound)

Specimen Test # Force-Deflection Moment-Deflection
Upper Lower Average Upper Lower Average
1 0.455 0.889 0.672 0.429 0.856 0.642
Leg 2 0.490 0.958 0.724 0.447 0.892 0.669
3 0.580 1.132 0.856 0.513 1.026 0.769
Average | 0.508 0.993 0.463 0.925 0.694

313 BE

POLAR I 73 4 X — Dok RIUBEIEF L OVFERBIL, ATHE BT D 25 DAL
x4 HRENRATTE— RTH D, JNFHOITE L ORTmMoOFIciEnN T, EOAREE
EEATHZ N, BAER2Y F—LDHEIZ LV Do oTc. LEER-T, Zhb OO
RRFIE L LCIE, MR E O RIREME & E BRI T 57200 — /L & LTl L7 b DIz > T
WHEEBEZBND. LnLAaRh, POLAR IT OKERERIZAM L TR RO TE <, B
&7V I OFFHED 2D, FRRIC ABEOBR L i U CGRRZRIEZ G L Tnd. 2ok, B
BT PR O BUA CHRAIVUEEWABEEEEZF L TWDL 00, 28%7 vt 7Y LIREE
T, BRSO TR U T PR R 2 B 2 5 KERERe, £ g oA 2 —7
= — A ABY T B RO NRBEENMENZ &1L, 7VA S — UERERICBN T, EREE
AR 2 E Rl 2 BRO RS LIS KiEFTEEZ N5, LIeRn-T, WEMEEO /et %
EHEZRHECE 24 I — 5720101, BRSO MREEEZ S TR 2 L NEEL
EBZoND. ZTIVHOEIE, 1 BTRRZL 51T, SUV I =R Enolz, HEOED
B & ORI K D EEFHICIWT, SERAEFENEWEMLTH Y, HEEEHn rIE7R
B OFFAZILRT D720 b, NMEBEEZ A LT REFMTHDH EVRD.

POLAR I1 A7# 4 X — Dok RIURBIEF L OVFERES O BARRRE L LCiE, BV ARREE %
BT 52 EDPMRRBINTN, ZIHOEOAIE, MR UAEMZATREE 35728, HE 50 km/h F
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TOMZEIZBRIZB T LN K D ITEREI STV D, —T7, AERORRRIEIC TRRERIL, 1H%E
KL > CIHEGEZ XTI 256030 5. AMRNZBWTHRENP TRISNDEEIC, #I—IZ3HE
G Cipdno 156, AREEML T O EARIERR S, M TITMMIC L0 s o DIZx L,
X —TIRINNELCRNZD, MREBEENCENEL, SEECET DR’ H 5. I
TR DM O, PEEBEENCE R DRI HOWTIE, ARIFERKLETHS.

3.1.4 &R

AT, POLAR I1 AT 4 S — DA U DF LR L Ok B MRS L OV PR 2 )
WC, O HRERR A FEE LT, RGOS BN 4 Sl ER T, ERIABOBA
ORIEREA, T— A2 b —fAEEICRT IR X 22 L biroTe, ZORERE
RS EBRET B 0OF—F OB E LTI, n— 27 (AZ L0 Y, SERENFEKIC
ED0—=77 4 v NN, X0EURERPSEOND Z Enbho7z. POLARII #
— DAY DT VBUERIEE, SO RIS AR L TS, Rhule 503800 et
(VR) 12, H—77 4 v MCEDE— AL b—AEEHHRICH LT 1.833 Th 5. KRBT
Ix, WA T Y 7 ORI EIC & AREERENS# L, Rhule 5030 (VR) 1%
=TT 4 MZEDE—AY b =R L T0.30 TTIERF LTS, POLARII # X —
O TR (TG TREAISE S 7 b & RBOF—ISEAE, REOT vEr7 V) 1%, #Hh
NI OB 3 SEIFIC BT B HE — 2500 KO — A ok — BTV T, R B8%

NN 075 B LVN0.69 &0, MWARIBEELGTLHZ Enbirolz

32 BT —DEH

%5 2 4TH X I —POLAR 11 OFFETH - 72, MO AMARIEZERGETIE, POLAR II &
BRUEBEHF L OV IS S WARIREE A G T 5 Z R TE . LML, HEOEmWH,
B & AT & OEZETIABEL D @\ RO RBRERIZ DWW T, ERICHIMEO S VEIE Th
L7280, TIHDOENZFHET S 9 2 T, MREEEOR EXAKETHD. £, ZnbOH
Az, BEBIfTIS K OVRBEI I L PRIBER R 2 G A DTML T HH Y, EHFF I—TDOT VX
) UBZEIZIBW T Y, BEREEISC TR OINE O S E 2 MR T D72 DI2iE, BEFRO KRBT O A
RESEEE FITE B/ CH S, ABFZETIE, POLAR I O E 4 I — (LT POLAR III &
FESY) & LT, HESIT TR SUV R =ANUINIH LT, EEO RN A2 & BRI EHE T
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LA I—AHEL, WED OCBRE, MEIE, THEM) ofEzREd e &b, ZOMAEE
JE&EMEELT=. 723, POLAR III 1%, POLAR II\Zxf U CHERSE L OMIEEO AMKRBEED X &
BN EEKSTEHTEL I —ThHY, Y- ofEiE T POLARII Z3itH L, BHEEED 2 Ik
TERHINC X D EEFHMESRE DA Z BN L- b O TH 506, F7-, BEHEOUL R L OAAESE
FERFEIC DV TIE, Okamoto HWTAHRE LT 5.

321 HRIEE

POLAR III # X —Ji{o> POLAR I1IZxtd 2ot R A, KERH~OZET Al g ORI
LA NEEEER E, BXO, o— FeALoBEIEE KBRS O LT AR/ L2 KERFER IO
[ DB AR ORI TH . £z, BRIV TIE, Okamoto 51372 LV, POLARII
TT N FFEDHIR T o > T BB E T TRER I I S 41, BERO NMABEE R B2 &
TWW%. POLAR I ®4£fKX % Figure 3.17 (/53 MZ2FEBR COMARNL, B, BREEHE, K
JBRES, HRBAEN, TR ZNZNG — BN RE Y 1T 5725, AT, I X OO
BEELIRT 5720, Hi—EESEREZI0 A LIREBZ R LTS, B, KERE B LU
BOREAOEHSIIHIER TH Y, HHMOEEANTK L CARITIVISE 2R~ T L D1, #Ek
RREEE L TN D.

Figure 3.17 POLAR III pedestrian dummy (with pelvis, thigh and leg flesh removed)

POLAR IT KRB H1F, BPEET CRBRESASHES), B, v— Nel, BEEE ol sh
TWD2, WIERBHES L IFTIUSEVEET, AMFEOFLD etz a L Tns. 1
— FEATHEFHIZTE S 00, HIERAALFE L ERD720, sHlllEz MR 56
FENES D72 D OB AMER T E A2V, KEREIE, ATE DM EL AR T b F8 48
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FED BN FBRECHRBEEI O ) PSR RS & 52 D Th D & L b, HREOEE & Offf
RIZBNWTIE, BEEOREFHENEWELCHHD. £ TET, KEEOLE TRe/efiE ~D
s R A a7z

JEBEERIE, PTE OBIER B i A B A SE CREL L, M0 IR LEEIC BT R 2 &) RN D,
POLAR II [FIERIZ @505 Ok L 72, Bl POLARIL TIE7 VI OHFEMTH LS, ZD

TR MmICEE W Z 5 2 LT, AMEREEDR EZK-7-. POLAR I CHEEMEEHHNICH
WTWE RS e — R v BEll U, IxPEE=ACED & IRBAET A 2 bk < Bt iz, L]
REZ M~ L E S X 72, TS OV TIE, POLAR II CIIMEEMFHAO =6, WA, i
ZTNEIUZE — RV EARLL TWAH2S, KERE & FRERIC, BTz L, AR
P OFERRME A B3 5720, m— FEAZEEILL, BIEHSAER L. 612, KIREBIW
G DL ATRE TN & e AT D72, RBIEiORGH & B L, EEISE R ED AR IR
B L& b o5 ORGHETIZL Y, BTN Amo~-HEZMm)E L.

POLAR III OiEREE1#EE % Figure 3.18 1273, POLARII Cli, BE bV OfE5IEET LD
ez Bk L ONEIIR 2 ED 212, NMEDETRITEWERZF L TS, LL,
POLARIII TI¥, FEEISERHEO NRBFEE R E2BEE L, 208U TAREL Bbnd, Bid
TR DI IEESBNANL 2 T, NMERIEIZBOH 5 b DDA 2 LI TG L. £
DFER, KERE &AM & OHflm 2T 5, KEFFEMORIRIT, POLAR II & [F—JRik &
LRI G, 2O EEIZOWTIIMmEA L, SR OSIRR L 52 5 A7) 7 OKHER O
A7 2 fi BRI 5 2 & C, BRBIEREA O RBREMA 0O R 5 o ~HE A RN LTz,
27U 78K, POLAR I O NMRBFEEMEEDOEIGT L7z, BB ORHEICHE T T
54, POLAR ITIZHATREBENOEL 220, BBEIO LT HmOHEEMRFICFG LTnD.
AL, BRSSO NMRBFEZ IS 5 HHR LB R bihT2), POLAR IT & FEROTERES
FOMEE Lz, —J, BEZZ F—13, BROB\BIMENS MEESEEIITEEN W EE X B
L7, ETFAHMOHER ML, G v 7 MiA )& < B d K 9 1ICEkE L 72, POLAR 11T
DG % Figure 8.19 107, XHOIREOEHS DS, BRI CE AlRe/ei i 2323, K

HiE, WES ¥ 7 hEu— Loy zslEflo sy 7 MIES#z, BREHEO L T7mos
BULIZ R 2DORE S ZHEKE L. EET ¥ 7 M, POLAR IT THEMERH CTH o728, [FIERIC
RSO EF Mo/ b — REALDOREIEICE Y, FORSERKNET A2 LT, AMFEE
FEom ExK o7z, KEFERS L OG> v 7 FOME & LTI, POLARII & [FA%ORT, AKX
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OISR E 2 FRELT D DIZHEM BRSNS D, BIHIAF LT VRS LT, AU A%
U AF LU (Polyoxymethylene : POM) %£:H L7-.

Modified Knee

x

Ligament
Spring

Shortened vertical

Ligament Shortened springs

|
POLARI C%®  poLaRII

Figure 3.18 POLAR III knee joint structure

Modified
Femur

Flexible
Shaft

AN

Modified
___________________ Tibia
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Shaft

POLARII POLAR IlI

Figure 3.19 POLAR III lower limb structure

322 NMAEBERERE

POLAR TIT OIS RAED AMABEREIZ OV TIE, Bose HISIAHE LTV 5. Bose
& 0e8liy, FifEiC POLAR IT ORI L OVFBRERIZ 6t LN L 720 & [AIfkOFE T, POLAR III
ORI, KEEHI LOTFBES (W b i —IEIE G IR &) O MARFEERGEA I 2o 7.
KERE D 3 ALl DA SR &%, THEEL & A4k Ivarsson 5243 RIAFEZBROME R % AM50 A4
WZA—0 73 5B 404 mm & L, KREBHOARNALEL, TS & Rk A/ Sk
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Tho. BEREENCRIT DI F M OT—A > MZOWTHE, 3.1.2 HEFERZK (3.3) 1L D18
PEIRIEZ B Z 72> TvD. Bose HIEOFEERIZIWTIL, BEEEHINEZ D2 TREM L7
%27, X (8.3) THHLIZE—A Y NORZIBRIZH v b A7 834 200 Hz O 4 ke —/ R A%
— T =R 7 4 NA A LTS, EBREESL & Ivarsson S04DFMED Y F— L DRl A3 27
W, B OB 4 SEHFTOE— A v b~ AEEIRE, KRR L OV PR OB 3 s T o
HiFE— A v b —BAUE L bIZ, FERRERBIREERERO 2 ) R E 2 2 LRSI
TW%.

F72, AiE & FERRC, Rhule HUBI8EE L7, ISERHIMEORHRIEIC L5, AMABEEOE
Bz 2> T % (Table 3.4). Biffi Cik~7= X 912, Ivarsson HIHOIERR L7z=2 Y R—
DIEIE, HEREIOBEER 721 T, MNEHOENERZE O TEREN TS 720, F
P & ERRAERS FOTIRIED 2D E72 > T D, RHIZIE, CCV ORHNEEE L EIRED %
WSS, TIRIEE OEZHWESE, B, TOFEHEEZRLTWD. ZOFEHEDOR
EBR Y — 2 (RO F TS 1, WG 1.0 &Y FE-THY, POLARIIL # 2
— DIVERIME & BRIR DO LGB RFE O 2D BB, BRIKINE OIEERAORRIE L 0 b/ S0
ZENRDND. ZD X 51T, POLAR I HFBORT 0 OIS ERRET, T8 Sl TR 72
ARSI ORBRES,  TREE ORI 7 M3 X OWRRIES T 123BW T, KIRE S Z 6, &
MNMEBFEEEZG L TNDZ EPHERSILTND.

Table 3.4 /R calculation for bending of knee, thigh and leg

Test \/E
Specimen

Number Upper Lower Average

1 1.034 1.034 1.034

2 0.390 0.521 0.456

Knee 3 0.799 1.067 0.933

4 0.565 0.755 0.660

Average 0.697 0.844 0.771

1 0.167 0.449 0.308

. 2 0.174 0.467 0.320

Thigh 3 0191 0513  0.352

Average 0.177 0.476 0.327

1 0.550 1.099 0.825

s 2 0.601 1.201 0.901

3 0.596 1.191 0.893

Average 0.582 1.164 0.873
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323 E%

POLAR II O KERE#ERL, 7L DR EM THEREINTEBY, TO TFEIZIZr— Re/LaEd
BEINTWD., L7enioT, m— ReEAZiH L, B8ilosz BHEHMmICE S X 72551,
2 — R L ORIPES NMED KEREIZ R TE L@ ew, KERE O 5 B2 rTRe /e #ifH 23 I
[ZFI 720, KEREREORIEZ KL FZERbDIZT 52 ERREETH L. [k, REICD
WT%, POLAR II Cidulrfiidn, mASmENEiUIE— READRREINLTWAHED, m— Rk
VA LTS aE, IR rTRe R RE S 41, ANMREFEE DR ESEEEE 220, B & R
DEFNLEIZ K-> TE, & I —IOISENE IR et 5. £ 2T, POLAR III
DORIFETIE, POLAR I CEEMEFHINC AT RERESE L OV PR o v — R v &2 FEIE L,
HE R A B TRE G~ EE 2. Z o), AFETE, KETHR~RD X951, K
BRI K OVFERE D = — R E/UZ K S 2R WEEMEFHITHEDBRFEIZ b D fATZ.

POLARIII Ti%, POLAR IT TR ATEEISE Om W AR S RS S4v7, REIHET & T
I A, KEEEBIZ OV T O ARIEIZEE & MGE S A072. KBRERIS, RIS & s L7 T 0,
IRBASF L OV ERERIZ kT L ) A i S 2 5- 2 DEAL Tl 5 7260, RERE O AR R) BT,
Z DEML OFEERISERHEDO IR BT, ATE OB NHE L H22T 5, Wb D T LA — Ll
ZRITHRWT, BRI D F O OERISERMEDO MAEEER L2 HFET 26D EEZ LN
%. [AERIZ, Okamoto HUTANIS Z 72 o7z, AT rlRe/e B EIE DBATE I KL ONIA B FEE MG,
POLAR IIT D 7 /L A - — )VEZEIZ I\ T, KRIERESD & R OEL O E LIS E R D AR ESREEA) E
IZHETHLOEHGFTX S,

3.24 #EiR

5 2 M THE X I —POLAR I OFE TH o7z, HEOm B & BT & OflifZe THAL
FEM ORI O MNMABEZE A M BT 5720 O B#EEZ, 5 3 478 4% I —POLAR III
DOREEER & LTHHFE L7=. POLAR II TiI@ER Th > - KIRE 2 #iERIcT 2 2 & T, AMED
KERE LR M O IR 2 B L7z, 72, KIRE 3 X OE O AlaeH 2t /15 < Bt
v, NMEEEELZ®mO L0, BEEO LT HmO~NEL &K/ 2MEs L, KiEIR X
OIEE DO — eV ABEIEL-. ZORE, KRR, T, BRBIEI L $12, Rhule 51350
Response Measurement Comparison Value (v/R) 7% 1.0 & F[A9, POLAR II TR L 7=
BAH, TFREIZMZ, KEEHIZOWTY, mOWARBIEL AT 5 Z &0 Bose H188IZ J o Thife
AN TS, POLAR II O KR O NRBFEE R B, KEESOEE T RIMERER Bicnz, Bl
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EOBITERENRERRE (V7 2T L3BRiE) ITBWCGHEikS & 72> T3, BREEIR X
OV RT3 2 PRI RS ORI LA @ U T, 28 7 VA7 —/)VEBRTO 2 b DL
OEFPSEBBREEON LICb T 5T 5 Z L0l TE 5.

3.3 HIEMEZ F M F i DREY

AHFFETHI%E L7z POLAR III #4784 X — T, KBRS KOV RIS oD A ARG ERE 4 1)
%728, POLAR ITIZFBW TEFMEFHIRIC 2006 OFNAC VT e r— R Lz BELR L.
L7228oC, KERERR L OVFERERICH L CiE, m— M urcfbaEEEFIITELED, BEF
FHMEFEEBRRE T 20ER S D, Fio, BTESF I3 IR LA EZ RIS ST s e
O, NEOEEMEE ERSARBIMND 7356 T, ARSI LV iE L LTnd. i
BRI, BRI ZERLT L~ THEVRRET LT 725, e bR L Rod-U S O Rt & T34
DINEMCED, HOHOAFTRIENZL L, EE THICHET SRR H Y, Zo8ICo
WTHBAPLETH D, AWFFETHIE LI MBI FE £7 L & DHE IS 2R 57280, T
POLAR IIT jii FE 57 A &2BI%E L7z, £ LT, ZOET /L& ANMAES FE £ 5 /L OfHEISE D
®HIZE D, POLAR I 21T 2 R EERAT FEZ Bt L.

3.3.1 HATES I—HIER FE ET L DBAFE

AT, #1784 I —POLAR 11 OKIRE, €E, B ® FE 7 /1 Z1Fr L, Bose
DHUSSIANES Z 70 o o FHRAE R & DI KV KERGER 36 2 o7z, 72, BT /VORSEEFHmIZIE,
AIE & [FERIZ, Rhule HOBINERZR U7, IGEFHAMEO i1 (Response Measurement

Comparison Value) % H\ 7-.

(1) ETILE

POLAR III #47# # I —O KRG, K&, KD FE €7 1%, BWGHEa— R
PAM-CRASH ECfERLL7=. KB, IEHICHOWTIE, PEOMBMES 7 &Y U v N
FTET MU LTz, MEFET UTITHBMEMEIET NV (7 U T4 A 7°36) &Mz, Kb
BLOEEMEOY o ZHIE, NTA—FITICE D ERER LR LRGN AEE L
T 1.33 GPa lZRE LT, F£7-, Bose HUSENE Z 72 o - MEFRAYIS L OB 3 sihiF FEBEFL0
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5, MEHMEOBEREME T NS W Z LB LT D72, B/ NT A—Z [TEEL T
720N,

Figure 3.20 |Z POLAR III JEBEffi D FE €7 V23, KERE I L ONSE OB IR 5h O
7% Rigid Body & L CTET /UL, BIIEROY-ARIZY Y v FEETET /ML L. FEAKRD
MBFET ZITHIBHMEFET L (w7 U T A A 7 836) MV, BREMEEERD D15 57 FF
PERT A =B B LTz, W — 7 W OW IR E B L OBE N L EH L7202z )
—HERTET UL, ATV T OJEMRHE % A — BRI ORHEICE S MR 72, MEFET 1T
FIERES IR BFET L (7 U TV A 7°205) & MWz,

Distal femur

Ligaments St
(Rigid body)

(Bar)

Meniscus
(Solid)

Tibial plateau
(Rigid body)

Figure 3.20 POLAR III knee joint FE model

(2) FEEEARGE

KR F L OISE OB 3 sithiF 3 L OWERIEI OB 4 SHHF IOV T, Bose & 13810 J28hE
Rz Ly FE 7 /VORSEZRGEL .

Bose 513813, POLAR III 74 & X —KERE, I€F, MEIEiOEihTI=REZIL 220, A
RRFE= Y R — & ORBIT K0 B IR O AR A RRE L7z, KERE IS K ONEE o 3 il
T, AMRFRET — 2 L Ol D 7=, Tvarsson HI203 27— o ZIZHW ARV E X (K
R : 404 mm, J§F : 334 mm) MV, AFHEE S Ivarsson 62D FER & [FIERD 1.5 m/s &
LCW5. ARLEIL AR Hge (Mid-span) 21z, WXFENHAREESD 3O 1D 2
s. (Distal third, Proximal third) (Z2OWTHFEML TW5. 70d5, EEIZOWTITHFRMEND
Proximal Third O#& % FEfi L T\ 5. EEEO 4 S FEBROAFHEEY, Ivarsson H12405%E
Buca bt 1.0°/ms & L, BBIEICHAET 28— A2 ME, KIRERICEE L7 e— M Tt
B U7 E I E— A2 bnh, 31.2HEFERKICA (8.3) ICXVHEH LTV,
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Figure 3.21 {2 KB E R L OVSE 3 Ml RGEICH W =T V273, ARLE L Bose 5138
DEBREERRE LTz, ZFFor—7, % 7 MaROT X7 % 18 L OEM T3 Rigid Body T
ET M LTz, I 8 RENFIZHRT 578y ROFEE/ T X — 41, Darvish 51220 FEEER L 0
DT, AREICBITDE—A L MERIFRICBIT O EVEI L, =42 b &A1
ZEN RO BRZ Bose HUSSIOEBRFER & bl Uiz, KRS 3 X ONEE o el % Figure 3.22
B LW Figure 3.23 IZENEHRT . [&F 3 sl Proximal third 1238V N TIF SRR RO TE
IIREIR R HND 0, TSN D 7 —AIZo0 T, FE #HERRITFERER 2 L<HRL T
LT EDDOND.

Mid-span

} Ram
Support

Roller

Adaptor

(a) Femur

Proximal third Mid-span

. ) Tibia '

Figure 3.21 Model setup for POLAR III femur and tibia 3-point bending

800
a Experiment (n=2)
z 600 F—— FE simulation
‘qc: 400 |
§ 200
s L
0
0 5 10 15 20 25
Deflection (mm)
(a) Mid-span
800 800 .
. Experiment (n=3) _ Experiment (n=3)
5 600 | FE simulation £ 600 [ e FE simulation
S 400 €400
£ £
§ 200 Eo 200 |
0 0
0 5 10 15 20 0 5 10 15 20
Deflection (mm) Deflection (mm)
(b) Proximal third (c) Distal third

Figure 3.22 Comparison of moment-deflection response for POLAR III femur
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600 600
- Experiment (n=3) R Experiment (n=3)
\251400 | === FE simulation 5400 | = FE simulation
5 5
§ 200 £ 200
= =
0 0
0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 60
Deflection (mm) Deflection (mm)
(a) Mid-span (b) Proximal third

Figure 3.23 Comparison of moment-deflection response for POLAR III tibia

Figure 3.24 (ZEBAEH 4 ST HGEECHW=ETVERT. T4 —2, AT, TETHEBEX
O'r— FEu3ndius Rigid Body TETZ /UL L. BEEICHIT 5E—2A » FORHIZE—
R TOFHENEEZ WD 720, o0— RELDOTT L EFRT2HE L, B2HA LR
A v ~EE# (Bracket Joint) TORS I ETE—A L NOWMAOEFHREE LTz, BBEFIICBIT 5E
—A Y MZE, 312 HEFERICA (8.3) 1KV HEH L. BEfEICRIT 28— A b &l AE
& DEMRZ ik L7554 Figure 3.25 (<7, FE SRR TITAMRIIC W T, S L7
F—7 R E LTI H-7e 2 LI2 L5 E BN DMK RE—A Y FRETTWAED, I
ORI AEDOEIIAE S T— A 2 FOHIMNIT L FHR I TN 5.

X-translation

Y-rotation /' \ f Y-rotation
Adaptor
Load Cell

Figure 3.24 Model set-up for POLAR III knee 4-point bending

Experiment (n=4)
— FE simulation ‘ /

Bending angle (deg)

Figure 3.25 Comparison of moment-bending angle response for POLAR III knee 4-point
bending
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Fr & FE SR O 2 & AN HEREET 5 72, Rhule 553222 U 7o )& G HANE O Hrii
REAZ W (3.1.2 QBM). AMFFETIE, Rhule SIBOFEICEIT 5 AMRIGEEFEH I —
DIVE, NRIGEDIERER AR EYF I —DIGEDITH O LA 2 T FE SHRSEOE &7
ZEH L7z, s I —DISEDIXS S X, BRI L LT 10%% Ve, S GEET
—ATDV \’C\/E ZEM L7 fE S % Table 8.5 129, f&F 3 milliiF D Proximal third {225V T
ITEFH R OBITIRE N W S0, R 4 milhiF o FE FH5EICIRW TR, AN I T
BEILADET IS E D b DL BDRAENE—A L FVELTNSZ 27D, VRIT1.0 % L
B> TWD2, TRLUSOEFIZOWTIIFIE 1.0 2 Flal- TR Y, HEEkoEEIHMGifEEC
BWTH FE T NVOEEEPHER TE /2.

Table 3.5 Quantitative assessment of validation results using JR

Validation case JR
Mid-shaft 0.376
Fe’gg;;-ngm"‘ Proximal third 1.075
Distal third 0.782

Tibia 3-_p0int Mid-shaft 0.531
bending Proximal third 1.213
Knee 4-point bending 1.500

3.3.2 KERERS KU TREERDIGE FHEF £

AWFZE TR L7478 % I —POLAR I O KR, 5, BRI FE €7 /L%, POLARII
DEEFET NV EREG L TEY FE 7 VAR L, Bl & OEHEY I 2 L— g UIZRITD KR
R LIS HOINEE NMERFE €7 VLT 5 2 LIk, ¥ I —DEEREE R L. £72,
POLARIII CiZ, KIEFEFB IO EFIZo— FELEZHWRWEEE o TWA T2, OT A7 —
TaAWIEHT =2 bl E— A v FEREIT S FEERE L, 3 Rl ERICI Y 20
YA REE LTz,

M EHETIL

BATHE S I —CTHOW D EEREZ AT 2125720, FHERGEBI AR TOAMERB LU0 I —
Feth7 — 2 OFBIRIR S, AR TOEEREE 27—V 7 L THWS HIEREZ bLD. L
P L7eA 5, POLAR I A TH 4 L —O KB B L O EIE, AificrLzLH g, AHMAET
DNRBEEREE TR SN TS b DD, BEH I —ITHAAATIIRE COMGEER SFL TV R
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V. ZOTEDFEBICH I —NEH SN D EE TOMEREOINETIE, MEEOZERNAT 5 ATHE

PR &5, 2T, POLAR I OKRBRE, FEF I X OBEES AMHAALTETH X I —2H FE
TFNVEAER L, B E DEREY I 2 L— g BT D KSR L OISE OIGE %2, Aif7ET
BHFE L 7= AR FE 7 VARAIGAA TSHMTE 2 FE €7 VT2 Z 212k, BT

LT DG EHERBIME A R L.

JHRRE T MZIE, BIECYERK, MGEL7- POLAR T KERES, WEBIENR L OV FERERE T /L CHE
fi% L 7= POLAR III JHIERE 5 /L % U =, Figure 3.26 (W2 IIERE T L &2 07d . B8 FH O
BT MT, Artis ©ERINTERMEE OHGHALS & TR Z FW T 272> 7281y 3 Al 325
Xt URRIE L7 E7 V& vz, Shin 9%, #47# 4 I —POLAR II © -5 FE €7 /L % B
FEL, FEBRERE OHBIZ LY, BENLOBMEEE, 7 vt 7 U TORMI L ORS8Ok
AR M L. HURREMEE LCiE, B LA %y K, BRSO B REAZ BT D A by t—

, BT +— 2, M a A b, Y a A > b, BESE L OES OGRS LT
W5, Ty 7 U T, BNV T 27 53R, W0 T 2 T AEERES KON AT
TV T RA = NEEREBRI T A BREE B 2 > T D, F A FENI OV T, Kerrigan

& DANESGEEE 40 km/h TIS 272 o 7 FHRFERICKRT L, BRERELL, MOHE Bom, s s O O
ERERLC DL 69 AR A2 EE L T 5. Figure 3.27 1Z Shin 51390 F¥EE5 )L 4777,
ZOEH FE 7V ERBES T FE €7 v ERE L, 28 FE 7 Va2 ERk L7, BB
TOMEITT a A > MR, M Lo rE8EiHA2RE Lo, BEVEEMm & OEZEgIHIic
M2 B E E3D 2 e biSET L TH4r Ll L, Rigid Body TETF /UL L7z, BB &AL

PO & OFEAICIE, BRBIET L RS a A v FEFEE A, [Xia o nlEhHEEEH A Sk L7z,
Figure 3.28 |Z4T# 4 I —4:4 FE £7 /L &5

Femy ;eshlSkin
Knee : .
\
Tibia

Figure 3.26 FE model for POLAR III lower limb
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Figure 3.28 Full-body FE model
(POLAR 11 pelvis and above combined with POLAR III lower limb)

(2) REBERS KU TRREN DG ERIIE

YRR LTe T8 4 I —28 FE €7 /v L, AR T LIAMTE RS FE €720, 3
MO R DR 2 A+ 58l FE 7L E O I 2 L— a VAEM L, 18O
775 POLAR III KERERFS L OV FERERIC 4 2 G ERIEA B L-. MLy, I=-0BX
U'SUV @ 3D FE 5 /L%, #E 40 km/h THITE X I —B L OAEDO 4L FE 51
IR SED FE v ab—ya v a2l Ihkolz. gt Y1 3—121X PAM-CRASH % -

X —BILOANEROLEAL ORI, A2 RN U CENCKREED BRTZICE 10°EHs L, AR50
& HLl ORE T LSS I /22 S H7-. Figure 3.29 [CE25E T /L &7~ T
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Passenger Car Mini-van SuUV

(b) Human model

Figure 3.29 Car-to-pedestrian impact simulation models

HUE & OEZRRHIIE, ATHE OIS R ECHITE— A MR EEZIT 5, FIRMHEIT
FE LT OBEMEIC L2 b0 THY, BIEICK L T—IC /b SWMis e s, 22T, Kk
B ERFICELLITE—2A Y MZERAL, ZREnOoEROHFIES (Mid-shaft) &, Wifm)»
HEOEED 34530 1 OfL#E (Proximal third, Distal third) ¢ 8 Wikl U 5 HiFE— A > K
DIRAND E— 2 Okt Ei% 4 L —FET /N & MEET VTR LTz, f538% Table 3.6 IZ/~3. A
ECOEFEREDOAr—1 V ZICHWD T, X I—FT7 LV ENMEETAOE—ZEOH G HE
L7z, F£7-, FUWmICT 5 B — 7 EORBEGIC L Y B b7, 8 HEOELMESHEH L
7o, BSCHIENEOEOC LY, ¥ I—FT AV TOMITE—RA Y FOFBRENGE /SN
o MNRIET 223, 3 BHAEOFAETIE, WITHNOWIEIZ OV TH L I —E7 /L TOMITE— A
YROFPREL Y, MEET/VEDIIT 1.156~1.65 L7e o7z,

Table 3.6 Peak moment comparison (moment in Nm)

D/H : Dummy / Human

ssen(]:! ’\\//I:anr:_ SUV | Ave. ssen:iz:'ll '\\//I;nri_ SUV | Ave.
Dummy | 83.6 | 30.2 | 615 - Dummy | 63.1 53.7 | 89.0
Prox [ Human 48.3 347 | 714 - Prox | Human 61.4 221 79.0 -
RatioD/H| 1.73 | 0.87 | 0.86 | 1.15 RatioD/H| 1.03 | 243 | 113 | 1.53
Dummy | 123.0 | 30.2 | 61.5 - Dummy | 704 | 37.8 | 88.8
Mid | Human | 68.6 | 34.7 | 714 - Mid | Human 321 225 | 83.0 -
RatioD/H| 1.79 | 0.87 | 0.86 | 1.17 RatioD/H| 219 | 1.68 | 1.07 | 1.65
Dummy | 137.0 | 26.4 | 36.2 - Dummy | 76.6 | 29.2 | 75.7
Dist | Human 634 | 21.0 | 37.8 - Dist | Human 30.2 36.2 | 85.1 -
RatioD/H| 2.16 | 1.26 | 0.96 | 1.46 RatioD/H| 2.54 | 0.81 0.89 | 1.41
(a) Femur (b) Tibia
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Ivarsson 50241%, BRI KBRS & TR 2 FHWCENY 3 ST ERZ B Z 720, #hifE—x
v N =BERDFERT —Z2 D, SERBIORN B D GERERhfR 2 Rz, Z 2T
= OEEHERR) DR E D KERE B L OIEE O 50%EEMRITH 5 S E— 2 > M, BiE
TRDIEF I —FTNENEET VO EFT U T, SMTEHEX I —KRE, KEOEERMZHAR
L7z, Ivarsson 5023 KERERES L OVFRERO Iz A L EROALEZ B ZR>TNHT0,
oW (Proximal third, Distal third) (Z-oUNClE, AR MRI Eifgns 5 R d 7= & Wi O Wik
¥ (Z) O & DA R, FIRETHOBIEIZ 2 aE T U5 2 & TR, AR % Table
3.7 \RT. BITE L L —ORBEE R L OISH IS 25 ERBIEE, Wimlc kv Zhh 490~
577 Nm 35 L 18 394~520 Nm & 72> 7-.

Table 3.7 Tentative moment threshold (moment in Nm)

Human |Correlation| Dummy
threshold| factor | threshold

Prox |0.953| 426 1.15 490
Femur| Mid |1.000| 447 1.17 523
Dist 10.885| 395 1.46 577
Prox|1.090| 340 1.53 520
Tibia | Mid [1.000| 312 1.65 515
Dist [0.896| 280 1.41 394

Z ratio

Q) KR ESLUVREDMIFE—AVMHAFE

R Cib~7= & 512, POLAR IIT O KRS 3 L OWCE Tk, AMRBIER o= oiisRo v
¥ 7 AR LICREER, v— RerzHuniniig s 2o Tng. £ 2 TARIFETIE, K
BRE 3 LONEE OREICHT L2 OT AT =207 =200, R BEaZ2 O Tl E— 2
v NERET A FELHETL, 3 AT ERIC XY FEOZ SV REE LT,

BATHE L I —OWROKRE 36 XL O, PEOM W Z AT 5MHHEE TH 5. Figure
3.30 \Z/RT K DT, KIRE E 7213 O—EWME ORI OT A7 — 2T L, FH L7
EFHEOOTHENDS, FWEIZAECLHFT—2 0 MR TAZ L2525, T
F T, WraNOAEE DR (x, ) IECLDRFHROOTHIKRAD L HiIckshd.
£(X,)) =6+ AX+ A,y (3.7
v L BEFHOOT R, 4, A, WTENOOTHEEED D EHTHS.
BTH S L= L ICAFMPIIRINCZLT 25813, €, 6> A, A, TRHROB L7225,

ZZT, ¢
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BFENOOFHBERET DI, by, A A, D 3DDST A —F EED HBERDD. G
> C, —OOWHMNIZITHRIL 8 DOOT AT =B E LD, Tivh 3 DD/NT7 A—H(%, 3
SOOFRF—VDx, y S L BEFHFOOFHOFHNEE VT, KRICEYRD BN,

81 1 xl y 1 gaxial
&l=l 1 x, y, |4 (3.9
& I x5 A N

ZIT, IRF 1~3: OFT AT —VDFES, &~¢&,  KOTHT =V TORFHNOT HEHH
l, x,~x;, yy~y, FROTHT—TOx, yEETHDS. BrimlELHHTE—A 2 ME
MW CTir o Z L 25T 5 &, AT IVRDLND.

M, =-EA]I (3.9)
M, =EAI (3.10

ZZC, E YU g ] WiE _IRE—AL N ThD.

ZOUOTHNLDOEITE— A > FEHITES, 3 il FEERIC X W MGEL72. POLARII X
TR 35 K OB Ol \BE W R ORE LIZ, RFEFROOTHEFHIT 272000 HT—
ZREA L, YERY 3 plT 3R A B Z /e > 72, Figure 3.31 IZFEBRE v b7 v FE5Rd. AR
R &3, Ivarsson HUADOERIZADHE TR, EITHLZN£ 404 mm, 334 mm & L
2. OB =D E AT BRI, A/ S ESOfR (Mid-span) &, FLEFRNS AR
EED 35D 1 ONE (Proximal third, Distal third) & L7-. #&WriioFm Ei2iE, Figure
3.30 \Z R T L DI 4 EFTT DO A — (KYOWAKFEL-5-120) # 050 {1572, A

Mid-span & L, AFH#EET 10 mm/min & L7z, £SO Fi2ide— KL a2RE L, K%
L7
3 Strain
‘ F Strain F Gage
A—>: | / Gage
[ I—=— ] x
Distal | PrOX|maI
Third : Third Section A_A
AP Mid

-span

Figure 3.30 Strain gages in cross-sections
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Flgure 3 31 3 p01n1: bending test setup

OFHNGHNTE— A MR 5120F, mifi R Lz & 912K KBmcxt L 3 SoOd 47
— S BEEL T D, FRTIIFMNIC 4 SOOTHT — Va2 Liz720, BHTHN L 0T 4
T—H DFEFITIT 48 OMAEGOERREE 70D, £ CRIEFEOZ YRR O—IHE & L
T, BHAEPOE TR Lz E—A 2 FORZIEL IR L7z, #ilé LT, I¥E Mid-span (C
B HRER% Figure 3.32 1R T. KIHFONHNZIT HHTFE, BELZOTHAT —UFKEOM
HEPEETFT. 400N —7HFTHFRI—HLTBY, KFEOZLYNHERTET-.

w
o
o

—123
—124
—1-34
—234

N
o
o

-
o
o

Moment (Nm)

o

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Time (s)

Figure 3.32 Bending moment from different combinations of strain gages

WIZ, BWIHIZOWT, OTHNLROT-HITFE—A2 b a2, o— R THRI LK IS
RKDOFET—AL N L., v— REILDR NS DOREIHOE— A > hoBE TR %2 H

Y

1
wia =— FL (3.11)
4

1
M e = EFL (3.12)

ZZ7T, M, :Mid-span TOET—A> b, M., :Proximal/Distal third TOE—A> k, F :
0— FERAIDOEFHE, L AN RETHD. KRS LOIEEITHT 5 s R 4 Figure
3.33 35 LU\ Figure 3.34 [ 2 2HuRd. KM CIEK 300 Nm, FSHCIEK 150 Nm £ Tl

OTHPBEH LT E—A L MIr— FEARIINOEH LT E—A v M I —FL

TWBD, ZNLIRITOTBENSFE I L2 T— 2 FOLFRRRRE L o T A.
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500 500 500

E400 | == from strain 400 | Ea00 |
Z — from force Z Z

=300 =300 | — 300 |
c c c

2200 | g200 | 2200 |
2100 | 2100 | 2100 |

0 I I I I I 0 L L L 0
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 20 40 60 80 0 20 40 _60 80 100 120
Time (s) Time (s) i s
(a) Proximal third (b) Mid-span (c) Distal third

Figure 3.33 Comparison of bending moment determined from strain and support force for
tibia 3-point bending

300 300 300
= == from strain € g
2200 | — from force £200 | £200 |
< < <
£ £ £
£ 100 §100 § 100
= = =

0 0 0 ! ! ! ! !
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Time (s) Time (s) Time (s)
(a) Proximal third (b) Mid-span (c) Distal third

Figure 3.34 Comparison of bending moment determined from strain and support force for
femur 3-point bending

3.3.3 RRBAEI DS F i F&

POLAR I 7% & X — 2 FW ST EAR G O Pl TFE 2 a3 720, POLAR IIT &
ONEDOEREET FE ©7 0% AW COMKHROMT Y 2 b—ya Va2 720, BRGNS
B —FER OB RMERIE ARG Lz, 72, SMTHEY I —428 FE £7 /L% FV o HfifEise
VR a b= a ORI O5IRMEORAM A2 B THERITb L, BRIEER TOGERAIR
P& e L C, BIEOZ YA RGE LT

(1) BRERE) w1 IERIHE

HTHE RN TIHTE O 0 b I 5MEZE T 2 858532 < M0, 478 O AR O
D HE & NI DM OBERENE, SNTMOMTER 2% 5 ZLiled. £2T, &
BIEDSNT I DT TS 252 T RO NE & & X —DIGE 7> &, POLAR TIT 2 V2SR
NGO T RFIEZ BT Lz,

POLAR IIT OB CTIE, S OG5 IR A B LA T ) 7O FimllfilE Llee — M
ML, BIRMENGHIISND. LEEd>T, AY I —%2 W CRBERERE O T REME 2 -1
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T2, #I—ICBT KR O IR E & AKIZIT 2EHREORREZ I S 0N T 5 M HE
N D.

e 4 L —ICB I D EEREA R 2515 LT, BT 2EMICIREA A L kiS5
ERBEDARMIEMCH I — 2 AW EREZER L, & I —ICB DEEFHUmEIE O FHAME & ks
EBRCTORGBOHBBERETDHER DD, L LN, B OBz 3250k
DIARFEIA 72 <, Ivarsson HMOMFTETIE, BEBIFIHUAZ AV TOMN T OIS it
ZFRINTROTND b DD, FEL SN2 EIHHREGIINANRIRIENS OBEGIZR S TnD. 22
T, TR S E D TSR O ATREME A TR 2 FIEEA R 272w, KRH Ok E T
DBG [GREFE 2 ERNARGE U7, AWFZECRRRE L7- BT FE £7 /1 &, 3.8.1 TR L4
L — BB FE 7 V&2 AW OSBRIk 2 3 Z /e o 72

POLAR III 474 % 2 —8 L ORI FE €57 /W30 b, Bose 523 RIKD RIS
ZHWTI 2o 7B 4 SRR LIRGES TV D, £ 2T, Bose 52005 &
[FIRRDEERGIE T T, ANMEB L O I — 0B FE €7 V& W 2SN7 1R OB 4 kil
Ralb—varaBIRy, X I—IZBT 2K O5 RAE & MRIZRIT 2 RGOk %
Wi~<7=. Figure 3.35 35 L U* Figure 3.36 12, A& KO I —RBHi FE €7 /14 7z 4 5l
FrIalb—varoky N7y ey REEOWNRZ A FITHE L, & FILe ey
Ay FeREL Ty ORMEEREL 5272, £z, BEMOE Y a A ML x
FOWHERBES 525 2 & THMEFERMEE L, v Yaa s hoRlE 7 +— 2712k
D2 TAML, 74 —27 2L D AMRHE IR T /HE DS Bose 51210 EER & [FIHIZ 1.0%s
LD X OITIEE LTz, NMEETMTIIT 28808 ORI ORE % Figure 3.371Rd. S
FORTE2 52 TV 5720, 79 MCL 23S A 14.7° TR L, kT PCL 2% 22.0°T, ACL
A3 29.1°CZ N Z BT L7z,

Displacement V4

Fork
NI
Pinftranslational &8 = = Y X

joint

/ N
Pipe / / _\Load cell
Potting Knee joint

Potting

Figure 3.35 4-point bending setup for human knee joint
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Fork Displacement v4

N Y
Pin/translational Y X

joint

Load cell
Adaptor

Pipe Adaptor Knee joint

Figure 3.36 4-point bending set-up for dummy knee joint

Knee angle : 14.7 deg
(Posterior view)

. PCL failure - ACL failure

Knee angle : 22.0 deg Knee angle : 29.1 deg
(Posterior view) (Anterior view)

Figure 3.37 Knee ligament failure predicted by human knee joint model

=B LXONEKRE FE ©7 /U303, Bose HI207332)E U 7= AASEBR OFE RIS
NI DE—RA v b —FHERNEEZ G T 5720, NMEET /B TG T A LT Rea &
[F CHRBEE T AT, 4 I —FE T /MTBWTHNT S8 U 5 iEME A 7. Figure
3.38 |24 I —F T /UK 2 EBAH N A & AR OB IR EOMR A~ T. KPo@iE, A
KRBT /AT ISV TRENH AR U 72 R4 C O BAER Hh 1 BE 2 e 9~ 2 05 0 5 i B2 — b A
R Blo 7 my FLIb D THD. BRICHINT 54 I — OB IR EN S, AMEET LT
A LTRSS 5 &4 X — COR S iRm B 25RO 72, Table 3.8 IZHi R & 7”d. ANMAE
TR DERIGIGT 5 & X — 85 R I, MCL, PCL, ACL (Zxf L £ £71 2.99
kN, 0.52kN, 1.12kN ThH5.
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Figure 3.38 Knee ligament force as a function of knee bending angle (POLAR III knee joint
model)

Ligament Force (kN)
O-aaNWhOON®
T

Table 3.8 Knee ligament tensile force measures for POLAR III

Ligament force @
corresponding bend.
ang. for dummy
knee model (kN)

Bend. ang. @
Ligament | failure for human
knee model (deg)

MCL 14.70 2.99
PCL 22.03 0.52
ACL 29.10 1.12

(2) 1EIGRAE D Z L EAREE

# I —® MCL, ACL, PCL Zxt LakiE L 725 R E OBMEDZ 4P 2 MGET 2 72 %, Kerrigan
BUSBINIS Z 7o o/ Nl 2 B LUNSUV & AW T B TE IR E 225 A 4 X — 28 FEET /L
EFROHMN FE £7 02 AW THBLL, BIE CERITb Lo & I —80H [9RA7E & BRIAZERRIC
BT DEVEAREG OF AR A bl L7z

BATHELEY R = b— a3 U, R CER LTI TE 4 L —428 FE 7 /UL, B
% Okamoto 513173803 L7- POLAR III ‘5#% FE €5 /VZEE#azx 72 b D% H =, Kerrigan
S, /NIY &2 3 LUK SUV OFPEEAZ A Ly RiZw D v b L, SATREADRA (7%
HFARICKT U 8 1K) OR8> B 40 km/h THEZE S5 EBRZ B 220, BRI A
U B EAZFEMNCIH T2, A2 T, Kerrigan 508810328k L FRROEEN Yy M7 v 7 LT-
178 % I —POLAR Il 2HET NVOLAHEND, FRTHW LT/ MR Z 2 3 JOKRE SUV
ERIEBIARANERL L CTO D Hl D FE €7 VA3 40 km/h THEEISELH Y IaL—va a2k
Z7po7-. Figure 3.39 (THMTHEEEET VAR T. A OMENIRIE T ENZEI 10° [FliE
L, Kerrigan 503805k & SO A AZ % FICRE Lz, 2825 70 ms £ TOM DL 2EE)
Ze, /NE 21 UYL SUV & OfiZ2ICH>WTFNEH Figure 3.40 3 L O Figure 3.41 (Z7R
. MmO Z BT < T5720, FI—HFNOOHRBTRRL TS, K SUV
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L OEZETIE, NN TEITESE IR Z FF I 7 WO RTESAIR D 7= 80, N S FEA~OE O A Z
WX VBB OMITEENRRKE L 2oTWD. /B X TlE, a7 308 OB L0 TR
HOAND ZAFTR SN2 NE DD, KEBBOMEIILZ A2 L0 BB 2 E T T s,

40km/h .

(a) Small sedan (b) SUV

Figure 3.39 Model setup for small sedan and large SUV impact simulations

¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
rwir ir
"L f) ms l1‘() ms 56 ms :50 ms
¥ ¥ 8 ¥

40 ms 50 ms 60 ms 70 ms
Figure 3.40 POLAR III kinematics for small sedan impact

i

40 ms 50ms  60ms 70 ms

Figure 3.41 POLAR III kinematics for large SUV impact

TEZEREICAN T M DO BT 2 42 U 218240 CH1AD) BERAEiZ >\ T, #I—o MCL, ACL
BELWPCL OFT /WA U5 EME ORI A, /Mt 2 38 L O SUV & ORFZEZO0
TEIZ1 Figure 3.42 35 X O Figure 3.43 (TR 9. /Mile &, KA SUV & 12, BSOS
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FOFANTATRIC £ W MCL 23 & K& 2o iR E A A L. £/, K SUV & DOEZE T,
TEERD N N FAOBEZ ALY, WNEEX L OEE L0 & RE WS [sRATEN A Uz,

FRNHACE U7 5 R E ORI 2 2 N E N OBIE CER T L7508 &, Kerrigan 50330
TR TR (N &2, K SUV 22Ukt L 3 1K) ORRBIERIH:, BB L OWFEIc4A
U7 EORARZFEIE L7z, Table 8.9 35 XU Table 3.10 12, /Ml &' L 35 LUK SUV (Z
KT HRERAETNZIURT. £H T Sed1~3 BLV SUVI~3 I THkiEE 5%, x13EH (G
EETITEY) OFEZRT. /MEX L OMEZETIE, MCL THERITAL S U725 R E DR
KIEAS 1.0 Z#2 TRV, #HITE% 2 —I1L MCL 0fEE THIL TV 5. ZHuskt L Kerrigan
SUBIOERRTIE, 3K% 21K (Sedl 3L Sed3) TIEEH & L IFEBEHAREL, ZhbH0
BRACIE MCL I3RS L COZRWA, BI04 Lieh - 7= Sed2 Tk MCL 2MEE L CTh5.
KA SUV & DfEZETIE, & X — CTOERIub S 725 iR EOR K EIL MCL & PCL 22\ T
1.0 2z T\ 5D, ZHUTK L Kerrigan HII0OFEERTIE, WINOBME LT - BEE BT 24
L THHT, MCL, ACL, PCL O _THEEL TN 5.

- — MCL
| — PCL
| — AcL

Ligament Force (kN)
O =~ N W oo OO N

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
Time (ms)

Figure 3.42 Tensile force time histories of POLAR III MCL, PCL and ACL for small sedan
impact

7
<6} — MCL
®5 | — PCL
= — ACL
L4
3t
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€21
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21 | .
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Figure 3.43 Tensile force time histories of POLAR III MCL, PCL and ACL for large SUV
1mpact
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Table 3.9 Comparison of normalized peak tensile force of POLAR III MCL, PCL and ACL
with injuries observed in experiments for small sedan impact

Ligament / Normalized Injury observed
bone Ligament
Force Sed1 | Sed2 | Sed3
MCL 1.15 X
PCL 0.99
ACL 0.41 X %
Tibia
Fibula - X X

Sed1-3 : Subject number, X : Injury

Table 3.10 Comparison of normalized peak tensile force of POLAR IIT MCL, PCL and ACL
with injuries observed in experiments for large SUV impact

Ligament / Normalized Injury observed

bone Ligament
Force SUV1 | SUV2 |SUV3

MCL 1.95 < | x | x
PCL 1.81 X | x | x
ACL 0.78 X | x | x
Tibia
Fibula

SUV1-3 : Subject number, X : Injury

334 E%

7% 4 I —POLAR III OKREEEIS J O MREEOEGHBRIEOMFTIE, Hilf FE €7 /L&
POLAR Il £HET NVOMEZEY R o L— 3 VoAb, #iiFE— 2 2 FORKEO AMEE
TINZKIT BN 1.15~1.65 L 720, X I —TORKEDH N AMETORKELY b REL 2o
T 5. POLAR IIT BEBARED NRIBFEEERGECIE, KA L OISO g2 Adki L7z 3
HETSC, BB D 4 ST CORE 2B 20, MW AKREBEENHERINTND. L
L, POLAR III O KBEECIE T, BRI EFHmo/NMUEer — REe/LOBEIEIZEY, A
RIGEWHTREZ AT 5% 7 Mz R < Licb oo, Bz 2@ & O
GlX 7V IEM TR ST YD, ARE D SRR EWZ SIFAGNTHD. Bl & DOfEZET
1%, HARATRBOLGIC L #ftmfgn RE <20, & ATHBEEIZEm O/ N \EFITAES D
Tosh, HE & T 5 AIREMEA RV, D7), BHENAL DO ASMFESAEL D b RE L 2D
MZH Y, HIFE—AL FOEKED, MRIKHLRELS holebD B2 bND. 12720, Hh
FE—A Y NORKEDOAMEE DEBERKTSH 1.65 ThHo7-Z &b, ME72fEE V-
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2k, BTES I TSN EEEN D, MECTEENRAET DHEREHEET 2 Z & 23w
BThdLEZLND.

AW CTHWE, KERE, BEOUOTHNLEITE— A &R T2 AL, HEFR 3 Sdh
FEBRICEVBRIEL TEY, BINSM CORGETIR 2> TR, LNLZRR D, BMTHEH
—POLAR III DK, [EE 0 3 sl IR T, MR AR & B AM CRIMEZDNIZ & A
EROLNBRNZ EPHERSNTEY, AFEFEISRMETITBW T HABEIOMEER R &[RRI
BT 2LEZbND.

OB SRO - — 2 > M, Figure 3.33 33 X O Figure 3.34 (2”87 X 912, mAMHK
IZBW e — RN DRDIZTFE—A > F LD b REVEE 272 Zhug, BFEE
DRE L RDITHONTHEHEESES, T BEEROBEHOZLGHMET T 5720 B2 6
L. LinLen b, EMERICITE B2 OB CH L Z Li3dEmThy, —EDHITE
— AV N Z DB T G AOMIELZ N Z AU, EH RIX#TE— A 2 FOEEFHMES EA
FHRICB W T HREEE B BND. T2 THIE LT, 8 Mid-span (281 5 O¢HN SO
F— A v MHREEICK T 2MIEA#RFT 5. #iFE—A 2 b 150 Nm BLEOFEEIZ W, i
AL hOERL, OFHNLEH LT E— 22 FOBUREHH~- L 25, BB TR
FERGEEITE D2 Enbholz. 22T, RN BRI LY ZOMIEREEE T, #hift—
A2 1 150 Nm PAEOREEI RT3 2AERZ KA & 9 1TEDT-.

M'=M-0317(M —-150) (M >150) (3.13)

ZIT, M OFTRMSEELEZHTE—2 2 FNm), M' : EZOTE—A> FNm)T
b5, ZNEHWTHIELCHITE— A v MEer— REAR)nGROTZHITE— A | &g
L7=b D% Figure 3.44 |33, m— REAKNINGERDIZHTE—A > F &IZTTERIC—EL
TRERME SN, FALIIHIEIC X mARR S SO THITE— A > FOERFHEA FTRETH 5
ZEnhol.

250
=== from strain (compensated)
€200 | — from force
€150 |
5
£ 100
o
= 50 |
0
0 20 40 60

Time (s)

Figure 3.44 Comparison of bending moment from strain (compensated) and support force
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ABFFETIE, MNMARRBIET FE &7 /W TR A LIRS CORRBIFIM T AE A b
(Z, EUHHEEGITIN T D & X — B R B R A HEE L7z, A CBA% L7z, MBAHT FE €7
BT AEEET VX, Bose 5125035 KO van Dommelen 502617335 Z 7 - 7= F-80F LA D

5 IRERIERONEENL VR EZ AT 5 2 E PRSI TWD T, B&RE LT I —EH5 iR
HOBMEIZMMEIZ I T 2 I 72 W R E RS LT b D TH D EBE X BIVD. L LR
5, YHET VORGECHWZERT — 2 137 — 2 EDRR LTS T2, SIS fE=R
50%IZXTIET D EMEA KV RERHEE L, & HIZHERRDIAMRITH T 2 BIEIZ OV T H iR
T5120%, KV OBEERT —Z OFRPLETHS.

#4748 % I —POLAR I 38 K ONKET /L OBERIEINITVT LS, Bose BTN Z 72 > 744K
JFIORRAERIER 4 AP IR ISR L TREES TV D7, AMEET L & DT L 5 4
1T A X — s 5 | R EE O BMEIIANCS T O 1ot LTt Lz, FMCF o i iz

TV P 22O EBRD & LCL 72 1072, AMFZE Tl LCL D5 3R BB EI 3G L T
22N LN L7s b, 822 & BOHMRI O IR L & OEZERFIC N MO T ER 2520 2728
LCL D5 3R EBEIZ DUV T, SN MO NRRHET — 2 35 5 VRSO THRET 5 4%
ERdH 5.

KILSUV & D221 5 POLAR IIT #9455 | 5541 EEREIE OO RFE T, Table 3.10 (T~d & 9
i, TARTOBKIZIBOTHED ¥4 L2 MCL 3 X OV PCL 125U Tid POLAR TIT T % 5351
HEMEZ A TMENEEL, TNOOMEOHERENTHIS . L LR, BMAFERTIX
ACL OB TN TOBMETIEAL TWHDIZK L, POLAR III TIE#E LZBE LY H/hE
VMRTEAE & 720, ACL OEIX RIS 72~ 72, POLAR I OBSTEIHIL, 0K L%
AREE T 5720, MEIZBWTHERENAE L D LIV 2B X To AR L THI-ENE L7220 K D

ICREEF STV D, 2o, METITRBEFIOMIT AR & 0 IEREVFRES A L, WL
TN ORFEREIIE 1 £ 22D DIZ% L, POLAR I TIE AR TOEBG L~V A B2 THATED
BN UGS D72, ORI ORFE I AR E il L C/h&< 72 5. Figure 3.41 (2”9 X 9

(2, KA SUV & Offiize CIIBBEOMT AN K E <, 4 [l AmRE & FERIC MCL 2SR
BETLILOEEZLND. WEHEETOLOAFEH LV POLAR IIT TiE, SAIOHHEE
ILEEUNCFH T & 523, FhUTHe < BIHHREIZOWTIE,  ERROFNE D bR D RTRENED R/ NGF
fishdbDEEZLND.

IRl & L OFfZETCIE, Table 3.9 1R K912, 3IKDMRIAD 55 2 4k (Sedl, Sedd) 123
WTIRE S L<IEBFF O RE LTZ. Kerrigan 532 AUE, MEO T RIZZENZEI Sed
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1:187.0cm, Sed 2:178.5 cm, Sed 3:185.9 cm THY, Sed 1351 T*Sed 3% POLAR III
L TODKERABEO A E ¥ 176cm) L0 620720 HENEL, Sed 21345
RITEW. Sed2 [ZBWTIE, HEEHMAL/EOE S ORIGRND, HLFA SN IEE
FOWEE OBERIERTEE~D AIDE 2 HILDDITRE L, Sedl 3 X T Sed3 TIFAHRIAIC L 0 L
MBI A ENT B2 6D, B L OWEE ORinfE IR TREWZ &5, Sed2
TIFEEE A3 E U3, Sedl BE TV Sed3 TIIEIMELTZbD EHEESND. MO ET
WELDZ LT, B ~OAMKI S RE ELZIT D720, BITE L I —IT L DIRE
HRE TR ORAEL LTiE, HE2 POLAR I U < MREBEHTOFA L TR0 Sed 2 & Hhi
THONZYE LEZ BN, Sed 2 & DH# T, Figure 3.40 (TR EEOZEIRI D, )
(ZHBE LT HEE S D MCLAICOWTE, POLAR HTICE W CHIRER FHI ST 5. £,
BRSO b O &2 FHEL L7 POLAR 1M1 T, SANCHEET 28 LMW TGO A
REMEDNE NG S 5 728D, POLAR IIT 23 7l L 72 BT MCL O 2 & 72 > TV 543, kI
FHRCIT ACL H#E L T 5. Sed 2 T, /ML L ORI 100 BERIF L 0 & R A
BT HMEBMRICH U, ACLEEORAIZIE, ST ROMIT 7T T EAMEE L8 L
TWAHDEBEZ NS, AL THW = POLAR I 3 XK FE ©7 /113, RO AW
EICREIZER T 2 NMERFET — 2 NF E A LN 2D, HAMRTF M ORHERFED 7 STV
R HAMETE b & ORGSR OMETH 5.

3.35 #Eif

H7# 4 I —POLAR Il O KIRE, &H I L OBEEI O FE 7 VA% Lz, KikE, g
D 3 HHTFIZRT DT E— A > =273 L OO 4 Kl FIcsT 58— A = illliF A
FEIZOWT, FEBRRER L FE BIRBROMREZ B Z ol 24, K8 3 Ml o FEERfE Fo—
IR SN DIRENIE &, ERIGEOET T D b0 L Ebivs, BB 4 SdhiF o FE &
BB 2 AMUIFIORK2ET— A v M &RE, FE FEBRIIERERZ LHHLTND D
Lotz £7z, Rhule HLMER L7#EZE S I —D MABEEFHMEIRZ BT Lz & 25,
PR 2B ERE, VR b LIGEVEE R, ERMICHEORENTER TX T

WTE 4 I —POLAR III OKRIRE, [EF 5 KOO FE €7 /VAMIRA N TEBTE 4 I —
424 FE €7V & NMEAEY FE 7 VAV, R LHEHRAZAT 2 5 FE €7 /1 & OFi%E
Vialb—YaraFELz. KRG, KEOFBImIAE T M E—A 2 b2 L7 R,
HEWOIFEEClIE, BMTESY I —FT MIAKET /UK L, Wil X 0 KERE Tl 1.15~
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1.46 15, IETIE1.46~1.65 5 KREL 2D LB bhoTz. F£2, ZOkZEHWT Ivarsson ©
124> 50% EEMESRITXT T2 KBRS, TRES OIS E— A > MiEEE 27—V 7 LTfER,
HWATE S =12k DG ERBEIIWIHE IS K D RBERE TlX 490~577 Nm, f&H Tit 394~520 Nm
Elpolz.

OFT BT = VIR D5HT — 2 b, BTEY I—DORIRE, BEIELLITFE—A M
SRR D BRI K W R D FELAMET L, YR 3 i T EBRERICER L2 & 2 A, KijE
T3 300 Nm, JEH TidA 160 Nm LU F O T, v— FEAKINGRO i £—2
REEL =BG LN, F2, HFE—A 2 ML KXV T, OFa0nbE
HUTCHITE— A FOHBREL ROHEMP RGN, FEH RIEE S 2 MEFELZEAT S
ZEIZ XY mARR T OERN ATRETH D Z L vboTe.

W78 5 X —POLAR 11 35 L KR ORBAH FE €7 V& W AN T R O @) 4 S8 o <
2 b= arERBIRW, AMRIZEIT S MCL, ACL X0 PCL OBBEIZHIET 585478 4 2
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NEAOCTHEL, ¥ I—F7 /U LD TRISI- AR & AR CoBIEHRER AR %
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FAE BB/ O3ZRAVWEHITERNRGETMFEDHEE

FlexPLI Ofc# A (FlexPLI Type GTR) Ti¥, KCEBHOFGIIEE L Cliif€—2 >k
PR SNTWD. JHEA R0 2 OEFERIEOZ SISV TIE, Konosu HUI5%, EEVC
legform &7 /LD FEHLEEE & AEEF A OIEE T E— A > k& ORICITFEREN 20 2
AL TWDR, EEITRHEIEE S L COMIPE— 2 FOZSHEIZONTE, ZhETHL
MITETVR. TR TIEET, @R EEIRHEEOREIC OV, R L
R FE ©7 L EMAANTEBITH 2 FE T VEAWEEY I 2 b—a VIZKORETL
7z.

FlexPLI O MNMKRRELEIZOWTIE, BEHARD 1 OriotE (Flex-GT) (2%F L, Konosu 44
INTNT w7 VIRBETO NMRREEMZ B 272> Cd. Lo, FlexPLI HcféttARizxt
T LRI 22TV RN, AR TIRIE L oG ERHIEEE A2 VT, FlexPLI Hoféft:
FROBEETHER 0 2 MERFEEOEETMMZ I Z R o7z,

FlexPLI DA TEIRGERAE~DFAD L2 MRS 2121E, FlexPLI OEFEAEE(EIZ L H 1%
RN, 1RO EEVC legform DOEFEILEIC L HR#EMNR LR LT, D7 LbHETHD
&%k, BEEMIIKRGRET 20 ENH S, L, FlexPLI &HEkD EEVC legform Ti, H\5
GERRENN R 5728, GEEEEISHST D RENRORISME 2 BEES 5121, WA 37 X
(X G EEEE Y, GERRBEEICL VEEREMRICE SR, TORFEEHET D4
LR L. £z, FELEEAEHICLY, COREOMEEGRAEAKORBIHETE S
MEHEET 2 Z &1%, FlexPLI Z W e A TH RGBT — SEORE~DOEAZHFT 5 O 2
THETHD. ZNOORFEFREE T 5720, BIEERT —ZICESX, SMTEHOREEH
FEARI R D G E MR B BT LTz

—7J7, FlexPLI OFEDOE DL LT, FlexPLI ® VU A2 REERSH S, L IRV F v b
DR Hl] & OEZETIE, FlexPLI OEFEEAS, Hilj & B2l L TWOABORKEL Y b, 20tk
DUYNY L ROBPEAZIT DIRENC LD KNMED S NRE L RDGERH L. AWFETIE, UA
Uy REPECORB 2RI L, (GEREORNEIC & 25Hl 2@ B b 5 72D D TR OV T
FL, kO BOFGEERET .
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41 HIERA 2 IR0 3D ANFBEE

]

A TE R ARV ERERBR FH 2B % S 7z FlexPLI (3, 7k EEVC legform (Zxf L, ‘B D7
bAROBEOFH O/ L12 Xk, AMEBEEOKER EAK 5N TS, EEVC legform <°
FlexPLI O NMEEFEEIZBIF 2 ZivE TOMFZEBIUe ¢, AMROIE B & LTl E—
A RBRANLITNDD, ZOFLHECONTIINT LHIAREIC > T, E72, ko
EEVC legform # X O} FlexPLI O AR U ClE, EBEORBRSM L FR%ED, 74T vty
7 VARBECONREIZED, T COEFEEEICR L CafEMICREES TR 2w, [liA
XY B OBAGFEFIEITRT D B O E A TE TORY. S HIZ, fiA /37 ZDNK
SR DOZERMNE U DWEINERIZ OV T S, RaZ2Sh TR,

ZZTAMIETCIXE T, ZNETOMETHO LN TE - 18 FEOMGHEEET L&, A
FTHA%E LT TH LY FE £ V&2V, MEOISEBHHEFEE & L Che b ilbl e feisic o
WCRRT L7z, &Iz, fliSBEmTT L8575 28 FE €5 /1, EEVC legform 3 X Of FlexPLI
® FE 7 V& HV, DEFEFHMEEEICOWTARE A 37 X OMBIEARGELTZ. 51T,
FRBIMED LR b K Z Do T IS HHEIEIC SN, S HEWET L LA L3 ZEF V%
W EZENT, B RO, TEESHAET VA W EZERATIC LY, ZROFAEA T =X L%
AfL7z. AREiOMHRZ Figure 4.1 1277
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Full-Body Human FE Model

 Developed in Chapter 2

* FE Pelvis and lower limb models

» Upper body model represented by
articulated rigid bodies

4.1.1 Simplified Vehicle Model
* Model structure

» Geometric representation

« Stiffness representation

4.1.2 Identification of Tibia Fracture
Measure 4.1.3 Development and
« Impact simulations using 18 simplified vehicle Validation of Legform
models and a human FE model Models
+ Correlation analysis between tibia von Mises » EEVC legform model
stress and candidate measures * FlexPLI model
* Identification of measure with best correlation

4.1.4 Correlation Analysis between Human and

Legform Injury Measures

* Use identified measure for tibia fracture

* Impact simulations using 18 simplified vehicle models and
a human and legform (EEVC legform/FlexPLI) FE models

« Analyze correlation for tibia fracture, MCL failure and ACL
failure measures

« Correlation between human model and legform model
(EEVC legform/FlexPLlI)

4.1.5 Analysis of Factors for Difference in
Correlation

« Large difference for tibia fracture measure

* Analysis using simplified vehicle models

* Analysis using isolated leg model

4.1.6 Discussion
» ACL failure measure correlation
* Factors for improved tibia fracture measure

correlation of FlexPLI
4.1.7 Conclusions

« Conclusions reached in this section

Figure 4.1 Structure of Section 4.1

411 BHBHERETIV

AHFFETIE, HEHARHRO S £ SE 2R KORMEZ 8T 272, Konosu & MIEBIA -
18 FHO M 5 il T 7 /L & FEEDOTT V& iz, i U7 5 il £ 5L ORER % Figure 4.2
R E e, SE S ERERAFR A BT D EICHWZIBIR ST A — X2 OEFK% Figure 4.3
(R Y. 77— R%eHE (Bonnet Leading Edge : BLE) 1%, #T3 & OfZERFO AT L 2 PEfilia
FDIBAENKRE N, BIEARERY = VBEFRTET MEL, SIROMENEE 5272, —75,
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/327% (Bumper : BP) & Z3A 5 (/323 F#B, Spoiler : SP) (%, Rigid Body TE7 /UL L
7o, ZOETIMETII AN ARE OB X HEREREOZA BT E RS, N/ EihilE
WIS EER TR AR EDMEN 2D, N/ R DL IETE S D EGEA O Hftimfg e b i
BIIhSnWEEZ, NIEEZESLLTIRIRE, NG L S OMEREL 5252 LT,
INT A — BT COFEREEI X FTRE L FIlr L7=. BP B X WNSP 1L, A7V 7 HEHFEH LT, H
MR E LT 1500 kg &A1 L7 iA &G Liz. BLE O 7 momissEL, FRgRICEE L.
BLE OffEREHEIT Y = VEFEOHRIE TRE L, BP 3L SP ORFEEEITY 3 1 > N EFHRITH

— BN RHE R EF LTz, BP B8 LN SP IS il — 2N A% Figure 4.4 12”3, &7z,
BT MHTEMESET, IR KOMTERHE T A —2 OKYEfEA Table 4.1 1273, Zhb%
L18 BEAARICHEMA T 5 2 & T, 18 ORI L O BRI/ 7 A — X DG &G, Z L T,
INHOMAEEE AW, 18FEHOMSGEMET VEIERT D2 & T, /37 A =X DL
IRNET VETTHETTE 5 K 912 Lz, 18 FHDM 5 BT £ 7 /U 54 /3T A —Z OKAEH
DA% Table 4.2 |2/~

Rigid

—

BLE
Shell

1500 kg

BP Rigid Body

SP

Figure 4.2 Schematic of simplified vehicle model

1
T an T
|B SP L2: positive in
H3 _):-|(— L2 rearward direction
1

Figure 4.3 Definition of geometric parameters
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Figure 4.4 Stiffness characteristics for BP and SP

Table 4.1 Levels of geometric and stiffness parameters

Parameter Unit Level 1 Level 2 Level 3
K1 (BLE thickness) = mm 0.4 0.6 -
K2 (BP stiffness) - B C D
K3 (SP stiffness) - A C D
H1 (BLE height) mm 650 700 750
H2 (BP height) mm 450 490 530
H3 (SP height) mm 250 270 350
L1 (BLE lead) mm 125 200 275
L2 (SP lead) mm -20 0 30

Table 4.2 Combinations of geometric and stiffness parameters

Model | K1 | K2 | K3 | H1 H2 | H3 L1 L2 | Model | K1 | K2 | K3 | H1 H2 | H3 L1 L2
S1 04 B A | 650 450 250 125 @ -20 S10 06 B A 750 530 270 200 -20
S2 04 B C | 700 | 490 | 270 | 200 | O S11 06 B C | 650 | 450 350 | 275 | O
S3 04 B D 750 530 350 275 30 S12 | 06 | B D | 700 490 250 125 30
S4 04 | C A | 650 | 490 270 | 275 | 30 S13 |06 | C A | 700 | 530 | 250 | 275 | O
S5 04 C C 700 530 350 125 -20 S14 | 06  C C 750 450 270 125 30
S6 04 | C D | 750 # 450 | 250 | 200 | O S15 | 06 | C D | 650 | 490 | 350 | 200 | -20
S7 04 D A 700 450 350 200 @30 S16 | 06 | D A 750 490 350 125 O
S8 04 D C | 750 | 490 | 250 | 275 | -20 S17 | 06 | D C | 650 | 530 | 250 | 200 | 30
S9 04 D D 650 530 270 125 O S18 06 D D 700 450 270 275 -20

412 BEBIIEIREDEE

MNMEEE FE €718 LCE, AWIETHIE L7TeAMTE S FE 7 2 e, ZOMEE
TR L, 18 FHED S T T V4, ERUTINN HHE 40 km/h THEHEISEHE Y I =
L—yarvaFEfiLic. €710ty 87 v 7% Figure 4.5 lZR"9. A L /37 ZET VORGSR L
Hled 5720, FZEMENIESAE & U, A A BRI E DV I 20°mHE Lz, JEE OB
— B RSB E B2 T BRI RAET D EE L, Figure 4.6 DX 512, FlexPLI D 4 HFTOE
Bl FE— 2 > N FHINTEN ST D WA U D I —8 A& ) Uiz, Bl & OfiZERis,
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HATH ORITEARFREBIZ IR > TRIIVATe /2, THREBIZIZF & L TIEMRIC K D5 RmE L, /N
WNEDERIZEDZEAWMEL LIS E—2A L MR4ELDEZx BN, £2T, EEVC
legform CICHEPHEEL L THO LN TWDCE FamhilE (EIEIA S 66 mm 7 CHHA
HINZ, A UEEWHEICREET D IO OIELA I LT, SEEORKRMELE I —B RIS Dk
KIE (4 2 FTOWIRIORKAE) & OFBIZF~z. Figure 4.7 I[SHRZTRT. ZHbLOEEOF
T, #FE— A N ORI 0.79 LMD AFEEICE <, IXEOZME /SN &R
PG, BIIEMER IO AMREIL, T —A 2 MR TEL I BEEICRE V. &
FIRIEEE L, T—H O 28 BIEFE T T v MO LTEY, BV 1S OFT—X1%, fhoT
—HHENOIFFIIRESTHEL TV D, ZORRNS, AMEIZBITDIEEEIT L Kb R AHRET
LEEREIHTE— A FTHDHLEBEZOND. LEER>T, UBOMHICIL, MEOKEE
PR LT, diifE—2A v FEHWDSZ L L.

I 200"
(a) Side View (b) Back View

Figure 4.5 Human model setup

I FlexPLlI
it Tibia Moment
=i Measurement

Figure 4.6 Measurement locations
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Figure 4.7 Correlation between peak von Mises stress of tibia and peak tibia measures
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o Cantilever FTT Thigh shaff =0l i
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Figure 4.8 Structure and instrumentation of EEVC legform and schematics of EEVC
legform model

FlexPLI DM ES L OFHIER & FlexPLI 7L L7- FE £5 /L% Figure 4.9 {275
T KSR X ONSEIE, T AEER(L E =— e 2T UEHIERIDE 44 (Bone Core), /XA
% (Core Binder), "7/ (Exterior Housing), #&ffiZ7 /3— (Rubber Buffer) Tk
TS, AMEOKRERE B LOWSH OMIFREE, F& LTHRMICE Y FRINA TS, 4 D
OF AT (MCL, ACL, PCL, LCL) #UA Y/ —7 /L CHELL, ZOMmsmIfs
LA o 7C kY, FHROLIRRENSHR I TWD. BEOFOHMIZIE, 4 EFTicod
KT =TI ENTEY, FHIISNZOThzlhliTET—A 0 MIE LT, e Iaides
ELTHWONS. MCL, ACL & XU PCL OBEZHOWTE, ST OMUEREZRT v a A
—ZZCRHM L CGRHBC AW B D . A 237 X RN T R3—— R B LU EH (Neoprene)
TEDOIL TS, FlexPLI ® FE €7 /UZHBWTE, BLM, 73—y — bMBIOREME, &
FrREZ2 Y V) v RERTET /MEL, N ¥ P 71 Rigid Body TET /UL LT, B
W=7 MIN—ERTET ML, WO AT Y 7 DIEMREZ 52 T2, 7 WVIREEE, &
DMEER, KEEET v ey 7Y, KRBT v 7Y ORI 3 SlllF, 7147 vk 7Y Tl
VT a7 NikBR, 5N & OEZEEER, BRO, FEHEE OEEIERICH L TR oMl g
DA 3 S EFEIERRBRIZ OV TIE, Flex-TEG S B Gifi s T g, Ez, KiRE
7Y, BREETT vk TV BROIEE T v 7Y O 3 ST RERE, BRO, X7
2 7 LIERERIZ OV TIE, UN GTR No. 9 @ Phase-2 SEZRMI IR S 0TV 5.
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Figure 4.9 Structure and instrumentation of FlexPLI and schematics of FlexPLI model

414 NMREA 2192 DOIEBEMERRETE

EEVC legform 3 X O} FlexPLI ® FE €514 T, € EIHHEOREICIHVTAK FE
ET V% FCEEN U 7-fRAT & [FERIZ, 18 FEOM S HEE7 /L & OME 40 km/h OfFZET
alb—varEEL, KEEY, MCL#EE, ACLEEICxT 2 &R oW, AKX
TTNERA LT BTV E OMBIMEEZTI. #2240HE, EEVC legform (22> Tid UN
GTR No. 929, FlexPLI {22\ CiZ UN GTR No. 9 @ Phase-2 diiEZEM8 L [a]— & L. AAE
TONOEEFMIE & UL, SEEImc o adthife—2 > b, MCLBXWACLE#HIZo
WV O FAORE 2 BB L, MOEET AW, &A1 37 21250 TiE, UNGTR
No. 92935 L 08 UN GTR No. 9 ¢ Phase-2 SiEZMN I BUE S 41T 2 FHIHEEE (15547, MCL
#1553 LV ACL#EIZxt L, EEVC legform : &8 ESRAHEE, BEBIEHF M4 3 L ORI
AWHZENE, FlexPLI : [ i€ — 2> b, MCL{HOER L ONACL HOE) 2 M7=, fHEIR
FEDFER % Figure 4.10 (TR, AR E OFBIMIE, MCL #HEEEIZ OV TlE EEVC legform
DIFHRREND, NEFBEITEIE & ACL HREFRFEIZ OV T FlexPLI O 3 HE 2@ < 72> T
W5, BRI BB ITHRIEIC oW T, EEVC legform €5 /LS ESILEEE 2N KT T A%t
LADHBAZRLTEY, X6 2FDREV—HDOT—FZRNTHIZE LTS, BT Ty
NeFHBI 2R LT B Z Evn, EEVC legform O E EughlE Y, KEEIfames LTl
TWARNT ERbING.
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Tibia Fracture — MCL Failure g ACL Failure
& 600 - 2 . E 8
e k) | R=0.75 £ R=0.09
= . = 20 . 61 o .
& 400 R=-0.22 c 15 A R . @ o« %
<‘-(’ ° < ° o 4 A °
E 200 < T 10 1 o’ & e
> Sz 85y ° 521 o
w0 - Z o — = 0 s
0 250 500 0 10 20 30 w 0 2 4 6
HM Tibia BM (Nm) HM MCLElong. (mm) HM ACL Elong. (mm)
Tibia Fracture —_ MCL Failure — ACL Failure
—~ 500 E 40 E 15
| R=0.87 ¢ £ R=0.56 = R=0.71
Z 400 ° et 30 - .° 5 10 *
E 300 1 ° .' 5 20 | . o. A < :)Q/
© 200 - S u bl oo e
E 100 Q 10 1 Q
oo . = 0 — 20 —
0 250 500 0 10 20 30 0 2 4 6

HM MCL Elong. (mm) HM ACL Elong. (mm)

BM: Bending Moment

Bend. Ang.: Knee Bending Angle
Elong.: Elongation

Shear Disp.: Knee Shear Displacement
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HM: Human Model

EM: EEVC Legform Model

FM: FlexPLI Model
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Figure 4.10 Correlation of injury measures for tibia fracture, MCL failure and ACL failure
between human and legform models

415 HHEMHDOZER(ISITHERS T

MRS EFRAE O A 230 2T 0 & NMEET IV E OFBf#T OFEE, EEVC legform (Z%f L
FlexPLI Ti¥, IEBHHEE L ACL HEHEEOMBEMERKE <M EL TS Z EnbhoTz.
& TIEE BYEIE T, EEVC legform &7 /MIAKET L L AOMEZR L, FHEMDZER
MRENZ L3bhote. £ TAUZETIE, B EIHRIROMBINTEIC 2R E U Rz D
T, BEHBEER O 237 2 OFRIEOE OB BT Lz,

() BHAEBETIILERL=2H
FEEBHRHEFREEORFHZ W THWE 18 FFED MG Bl E T /WY, L18 EARKIZ LV Hik
D NT A =2 & RAIFHI T XA —FZ ORKEEZFN AT TNWD T, BT MUETHICERD
IRF A= B OKUE[ENRR/ > TS, 22 ClE, BP ORIMZELOEEZHMCT 5720, 5
HET /L S112%F LT SP lead (L2) % 30 mm |2, BP stiffness (K2) %/K¥#EB»5H/K%ED
IZ, BLElead (L1) % 275 mm ([CZNZTNEE LIZETLER—RET/LE L, ZIUK L BP
BELOSP O E SP OfE A Z( LS HT=ET N EHNT, A V37 ZET VL OFE 40 km/h

DEZEY I = b— g o &EFER L=, Figure 4.11 173 X 512, BP 38X O SP Ofif i — 74
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PEAERI 2 &4, SP Otz E< Li=ET mzxf L, Figure 4.12 D X 512, SPlead (1.2)
Z 0 mm B L0020 mm (2 (L& E7e. A2 X7 X7V E LTE, EEVC legform €7 /L%
— (2, Rigid Body & L THLY > Tz FEREOE O ¥ o 754 2 F—/LFHY (Tibia Stiffness
=Steel) & LIZHA L, AMAEE O/THIME (555.6 Nm2) &2 & 72 5 ¥ > 23 (Tibia Stiffness
=Bone) & L7260 2HEHAZHWT, TSRO EZMG Lz, a2 b—ra &3
L7/ —AD—H % Table 4.3 (27"

BP SP
15 15 1
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Figure 4.11 Stiffness characteristics of BP and SP

( bie
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L2=-20 (V5) L1112 =30 (V1,V2,V3)

L2=0 (V4)

Figure 4.12 SP locations

Table 4.3 Impact simulation cases

. . Tibia
Case BP Stiff. | SP Stiff. | SP Loc. (L2) Sif.
V1-B Base Base 30 mm Bone
V2-B Stiff Base 30 mm Bone
V3-B Base Stiff 30 mm Bone
V4-B Base Stiff 0 mm Bone
V5-B Base Stiff -20 mm Bone
V1-S Base Base 30 mm Steel
V2-S Stiff Base 30 mm Steel
V3-S Base Stiff 30 mm Steel
V4-S Base Stiff 0 mm Steel
V5-S Base Stiff -20 mm Steel

EEVC legform 123U T, /307 $58 SO NREE 233H S, FlexPLI OfiFE— A > k
b, NUNE STV Tibia-1 (Figure 4.6 ) DNRKfE L 72 2560132\ 2, Z 2 TlEBP
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& S OEI A CTo il e — A > M s KOMEE O f RAEIZ DUV THel L7z, BP 38 LU SP Ol
P2 Z L SET- V1, V2B XN V3IZKIT SR NEA, V1IZRIT DR E THERIUE LIk R %
Figure 4.13 (27", JGHEE L gl FE— A > hOIK T, V2 OFERICELND X1, #ifE
— A MEHAIRE DO F BRI LOEEROOCRE L 2o TS, £, BORIMEDEND
HEBECIE, RERIC V2 OFREBUC BN D K 91T, RIPED @AM A L SR BT b3 D16
NSNS, KIZ, SPAEZZLEET-VSE, VABLO Vs IIZBIT AR KEE V3 ICBIT 5
KA CEER AL L7455 % Figure 4.14 12”4, SP L& & RIFICBEIT D266V, ife—x
NMIRKRIES R T2 DIlzx L, ML RN L TR Y, FORMIZ L 53, dhid
AL N EEECTHOBMAALND. Eiz, BORWEOENTIE, #ifE—X 2 MW
TIIEORPERNENF D, ZAERET/NE 8o TWDDITKL, MEEICBSW TR EDRR0R
REL2>THEY, BOMWEDEZEIZONT H T E— A b EINERE THOMERA RN D.
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(a) Acceleration at BP height (b) Tibia bending moment at BP height

Figure 4.13 Peak tibia bending moment and acceleration at BP height with changing BP
and SP stiffness normalized by results from vehicle model V1
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Figure 4.14 Peak tibia bending moment and acceleration at BP height with changing SP
height normalized by results from vehicle model V3

(2) TRRERE(AET ILERL =04
B HEMET L E2 W0 TliE, BP BX O SP OO A ZFNENEEET-5E &,
SP fLEDAHE S E TG EIZHOWNT, HIRHIIESCA /X7 2 OF ORIWEDE W D2
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ST LTz, ZOGHTTIE, MEHA Lox 7 212kt L BP &SP D 2 DO DARTES AT S
7o, WIMER L ONLE T A—2 Z B TR L ST GE ThH - Th, A ™7 Z~DAT)
PIEDOAFHE & FMA TR OAME (BP 3L SP 706 O E AN 22 1 S~DOffE AT
TEIMRTZHEDAIRONE) HEBIZE L TWDLbDEEX BN, £ T, AR
DRE S EATLEZMN LTS ET25G 0, BIraHiifEEds L OV ORI 2821~ 2
723, G EMET /L B9 THWZA 37 22T 00O TR EAREZ FWT, BE—0ATf
¥ (Ram) (2K 23 40 km/h OffZ4Y I = L— 3 & Efi L7-. Figure 4.15 [ZET /D&
v 87w 7 %3, EEVC legform €7 VOFEFHD 7 4+ — 26 25 e ThEZ HVY, .5 H#
ET ML DM LIRS, BOY o V7 RORRD 2FEOET NVEER LT 4.1.5 (DB,
72, BHEWMET LD THWE BP OFFAOR%E, EWMYOERE (1500 kg) %
B2 i e A7) o VEHETRA L, HE 40 km/h T FREEEAE T /UICHEZE S, 27 Y
VT EROME—EAEHEE LTI, Figure 4.16 (ORI ffE L-LD R 5 2 FEEHD T 7B
BabGzio. ADCElE, TRESHEAET L0 Thn 5 250 mm, 350 mm 35 KT 450 mm O 3
L L, @& 450 mm ONE CTHITE— A 2 NS L O 2 ) Ui, g 2 920 L 7= 7 —
AD—% % Table 4.4 |Z/R”7.

Impactor Model

(Rigid Body) Tibia Model
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Rubber (Solid)

1500kg

Figure 4.15 Setup of isolated leg impact simulation
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Figure 4.16 Stiffness characteristics of ram
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Table 4.4 Isolated leg impact simulation cases

Case Impact Height (H) Force Level Tibia Stiff.
H1-S1-B 250 mm 25kN Bone
H2-S1-B 350 mm 2.5kN Bone
H3-S1-B 450 mm 25kN Bone
H1-S2-B 250 mm 5.0 kN Bone
H2-S2-B 350 mm 5.0 kN Bone
H3-S2-B 450 mm 5.0 kN Bone
H1-S1-S 250 mm 25kN Steel
H2-S1-S 350 mm 25kN Steel
H3-S1-S 450 mm 25kN Steel
H1-S2-S 250 mm 5.0 kN Steel
H2-S2-S 350 mm 5.0 kN Steel
H3-S2-S 450 mm 5.0 kN Steel

fEMTHE % Figure 4.17 B XN Figure 4.18 (R, AJME LUV DB LRS-,
Figure 4.17 Tl¥, &7 — ALV CWEL~ULV S2 (i Efl 5.0 kN) CTOEHEME (e, dhif
F—ALN) & S1 (WEMHE 2.5 kN) TOEFE CERILL LI-ARE R LTV D, AJIfE
LoV OB X D EFMOZ LRI, I & i e — A > b CHEERZRIIEO LT, T
B OE ORPEDENZ L > THREREFAE L TWRNT ER3bMD. RIS, ATNLEOFE
ZF~5H 728, Figure 4.18 TlE, &7 —ZIZHOWTA 237 hE& H1 (H=250 mm) OF5HET
R LTl A R LT D, ATINCEORETI, IHEEIZHOWTIIATINLED EH-T 514
S THINT 2Dk L, #iFT— 2> hME H2 (H=350 mm) 2B\ TR T, H3 (H=450 mm)
TIXH1 05 X0 b LTEY, MEE L E—2 0 T, ATINLEOZEIC L 565%

AL OMEBNTEZIC R D Z ENbnd. 12, TREEBOE ORIPEOEN TS 2 &, 5HE
B OMERIIINEEE, #ifE—A 2 b EHEORMEIZE S TRETH L, EEMEOELEIC

DUWNTIIE OREIIEREWITRBEZEICRE < 72> T .

—
—

9 30 ® 3.0
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2 20 1 220
©
215 - 215 -
210 - B 10 -
T 05 5 05
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(a) Tibia stiffness: Bone (b) Tibia stiffness: Steel

H1  H2  H3

Figure 4.17 Normalized injury measures (S2/S1)
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Figure 4.18 Injury measures normalized by H1
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HHAEDEADIE Y 2GR T DI, WA v/ ZITH L CRESNTEEREMEIC LSS
NOHTEREN I, EEMIZHEET 50805, L L, EEVC legform & FlexPLI T,
& AT B BT 2 MBI S BRI 22 720, BTG FER Lol Z 2709 =
EISTER. LER- T, RERORANT, WA 30 kT HEELEEZ, (5EHER
BB Lo TIEBEMBICE SR, BFEEROUKREZBIRINERDD. TOHITIT,
FlexPLI 2k} 3 A G EMEBNLETH S, £, FlexPLI ZE L7 LS THE(RERLUE
AT HERCIE, FEEGADOHESIIELEE LT, ZDORMEZTE T 57O NE B (B
TeBR R, WAELET M L) &, HAEEAIC X DA TE OEFEBBICE D B O T 5
EERHIET D, Wb BRI A E L, RPN ERE EEloTWD Z & AR T BN
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bo. FOB, FHEEEANCLL29RERET DI1L, FEEEAIC L D EEREMEDRT 5
ZRODHVENRD Y, ZOTOICHIEEMEEED VL2 5.

AR TIE, BRMAERD D DRI AR T — 2 IS &, TRV ETE L ORI
BRI x D (B e BIs 238 U7, 72, BifiC3EhE L 72 A% L O FlexPLI @ FE &
TV IO TR BIRRTRE A I, S8 U 7 AMRIS RT3 245 F e B s A FlexPLI {5 {EIC %]
T HEEMRBEBICAR L=, £ L, EEVClegform & FlexPLI & CHERAIC 72 5 5 E R A
FBRE 2 O TV BB EITC oW T, EEVC legform ONMEEEHRIEI 535 MR B & 1Rk
THZ LT, MEFICKT DEFEREMECKHNT DG EM R A L L, FlexPLI (x4 % 455 AL UE(E
DFGHEEGE L2, AEiOHRK % Figure 4.19 1277
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4.2.1 Development of Human Injury
Probability Functions
* Tibia fracture
v Apply Weibull survival model to
published human data
v' Geometric data scaling
» MCL failure
v Apply Weibull survival model to
published human data
v Average developed function with
published function
v' Compensate for the lack of
musculature in the human model

Transfer Functions from Human
to FlexPLlI

« Correlation functions determined in
414

IARVs used for Legforms
4.2.2 Development of FlexPLI Injury « EEVC legform IARVs defined in
Probability Functions original UN GTR No.9129
» Convert human functions to those of * FlexPLI IARVs defined in UN GTR
FlexPLI using transfer functions No.9 Phase-2 amendment
proposall’43l

IARV: Injury Assessment Reference Value

4.2.3 Validation of FlexPLI IARVs

» Re-analysis of tibia fracture probability function as a
function of upper tibia acceleration

» Comparison of tibia fracture probability corresponding to
EEVC legform and FlexPLI IARVs

» Comparison of FlexPLI IARV for MCL failure with that
converted from EEVC legform IARV using correlation
function between two legforms

4.2.4 Discussion

« Correlation functions used to convert injury
probability functions from human to FlexPLI

« Validity of tibia acceleration as tibia fracture measure

¥

4.2.5 Conclusions
» Conclusions reached in this section

Figure 4.19 Structure of Section 4.2

421 AR HIGEHEEREHBOEH

NI D U EMER B A G T 5121, BAERT — 2 BN ETHSH. LavL, KBS
TP (ACL, PCL) IZ oW T, BMAERT — 2 8T & A LRV ONRFERETH 5. % Z T, FlexPLI
DEEFETHHIFED 5 5, BAFERT —2 NbHFER LD, KEEITE MCL 5k 515
EHREE AN L L LT
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OFS=4-¢7i

HMTEFSCTIE, BHTEORE, BEWDSHTE ORBTIT 020 OEZE T 5358082\ D, fif
ZERF I e N AR & H2fil 3 2 O 1L, =& LT AKDOB A MNP & (Lateral-Medial
direction : L-M ) ICANE%T 5. 22T, EEINTE— A MR 2G5BT
F—% & LT, Kerrigan H028ZH R STV D LM J51a 0 FEEHFSLl@hig 3 i th i F 326555 54
Ans Z &b L7z, Kerrigan 50230, J2ffi U 72 SEBRHERIZ, Nyquist 5045135 L O Kerrigan &
DIBEITI 2o T FERRERWIBIA N 2, GEMERES A G L T\ 5.

Nyquist 504535 X O Kerrigan HU2BNZHE/R ST D, FEBRIZH W IZmATE ) & FPrEo 28
BHIFE—A Y FEEF L2 D% Table 4.5 (27, BMA FEREO-HEE LT, Nyquist 5145
ITRENGIE T N —F TOEE (Tibia Height) %, Kerrigan 502331 F & X (Tibia Length)
ZEHAILTH Y, Kerrigan H02I%, ZHENOEER X L LT 460.7 mm, 378.7 mm %\
T, BNRFOMITE— A v FERMFERICA T —Y 7 L TnWAh. —7, FlexPLI %, TRL
Legform &IZIZE[E—D~HEZA LTV, TRL Legform O~HEE, KEI O H U RPEASENIE
AT (University of Michigan Transportation Research Institute : UMTRI) O STZZAD IRk
NBPEERR T — &2 0461 % ¢, LI ZTED HAL T A R 7 = CAIFSETlE, FlexPLI O~k &4
WoObHHT—2 A= 7%B27 57, UMTRI 7—4 15455472 Tibia Height 483
mm, Tibia Length 402 mm ZEHER S & L, TIRHBETE— A > FOEMFIRr—1 v 7%
KA E VBT,

L 3
Mscaled = //{,LsM =( ;fj M (41)

ZIITC, M ARSI E— AL b, Ma : 27—V T HROMTPE—A N, A R
SAT—=NT7y 2%, L :5tE (Tibia Height / Tibia Length), Ler : fEERSTHSH. =
DAL AL — ) 2 7T, BREOBERY > 7R OBNEEE L TORNTED, HHN5E
EMRBIE R D BN D EEF ML, FlexPLI 3FHBLL TV 21k LR —KkD S &%
IRAATENCRIT B (E I ERER D VAN Tl % LIRS 5. Table 4.6 (82— 1 > 7
B OFPHREHITE— A > FO—EEIRT.
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Table 4.5 Leg fracture moment data from literature

. Anatomical Fracture
Test No. 823:2e Age | Gender S(t::;r)e V\?:gg)ht Measurement Moment
Type (mm) (Nm)
N-126 A 58 M 1740 73 TH 480 224
N-129 A 57 M 1780 99 TH 500 349
N-147 A 57 M 1780 84 TH 405 431
N-127 A 56 M 1760 79 TH 465 237
N-124 A 64 M 1770 82 TH 490 287
N-118 A 54 M 1820 68 TH 520 395
N-132 A 57 M 1870 45 TH 445 264
N-148 A 57 F 1630 75 TH 420 254
N-152 A 51 F 1630 68 TH 430 274
K(a)-134L B 44 M 1702 73 TL 420 416
K(b)-D1 C 54 M 1905 88 TL 445 463
K(b)-D2 C 54 M 1905 88 TL 450 485
K(b)-D3 C 68 M 1651 51 TL 385 290
K(b)-D4 C 68 M 1651 51 TL 385 309
K(b)-D5 C 65 F 1727 60 TL 378 416
K(b)-D6 C 75 M 1778 65 TL 395 306
9.1 D 66 M 1829 79.8 TL 397 277
9.2 D 69 M 1702 81.6 TL 418 433
9.3 D 62 M 1829 60.8 TL 416 259
9.4 D 54 M 1880 117.9 TL 479 482
Data Source A: Nyquist et al., 1985 [145] B: Kerrigan et al., 2003(a) [40]
C: Kerrigan et al., 2003(b) [41] D: Kerrigan et al., 2004 [123]
Table 4.6 Geometrically-scaled leg fracture moment
Standard Scsaled Standard Scsaled
Test No. Length A Moment || TestNo. | Length A Moment
(mm) (Nm) (mm) (Nm)
N-126 483 1.006 228.2 K(b)-D1 402 0.9034 341.3
N-129 483 0.966 314.6 K(b)-D2 402 0.8933 345.8
N-147 483 1.193 7311 K(b)-D3 402 1.0442 330.1
N-127 483 1.039 265.6 K(b)-D4 402 1.0442 351.8
N-124 483 0.986 274.9 K(b)-D5 402 1.0635 500.4
N-118 483 0.929 316.5 K(b)-D6 402 1.0177 322.6
N-132 483 1.085 337.6 9.1 402 1.0126 287.6
N-148 483 1.150 386.3 9.2 402 0.9617 385.2
N-152 483 1.123 388.3 9.3 402 0.9663 2337
K(a)-134L 402 0.9571 364.8 94 402 0.8392 284.9
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Table 4.5 15000 K912, 207 —FDHH 37 — X TLMERRIE TREBDOT —# & 725 T
W5, TREROTRO ZRIZOWTIEM PR T — ) U ZIC XV IES D72, MRINZ XY
BORME A BN H DT L=, Lindahl 56713, & F &£ X OMERORED,
KRERE B L O EREE 2 &85 iB g 2 VT, HESIEIEEREZ I 22\, RErREE, Rl
BNEE LOEMERICH B R B LN e W &R L, F7, 2.1 HiCB% LEMRET LTl
BET MG Z DMEHFHEICOWT, STHRFHE ©FF Sz KRG BB O sESREs X OGS /) &
FEHOBIRE BLNRATZ. ZOT =2 L FREEZB o7 b 25, BESR, BNIST)
EBIT, B%AEKETHBICHEZITERO HLT (G  p=0.167, kS : p=0.309,
RRTE), t-HREIZBT 5% A B/KE T IEEMEICH B DGR Lo Tz (HPEE  p=0.681,
W7 - p=0.753, WillE). ZhODFEN G, GEMEREBOENL, BhliT—% %
HAnpZ &Lk

AR A — UV THEABOIITE— A > MR L, SMUBREE LTAIL) 7 - 757
ARTE (Smirnov—Grubbs test) Z H{IREIC TR Z 72> 7-4ER, Table 4.6 O N-147 D7 — X
N BNHBAKMETHE Cholo. £, 7— XMV 722 & 258 L, IQR (InterQuartile Range)
D 1.5 5 AWTHEZR I 278> THRBEOFRERBIG b iz, [T —2 &8 iE e LThrst
L7z. 728, Table 4.5 (TR T A7 —Y » ZHIO#IFE—A > b TiE, N-147 OF —& OVHE
EDENPE TN D, A7 —1 ZIZHV = N-147 @ Tibia Height 405 mm (Nyquist
HUBIZFEIHED) DOZLMENEERIH SN D.

Table 4.5 D7 —X% D 5 b, FERFE S5 N ThiE % H DIE Nyquist 581235 L 7= FEERFE R C
HDHD, FwXHIT, THITFE—X Y MITANVZHOT =2 D7D, E—7 @R 10%EK T LT
W5 EOFREHNRHD. LNLERNRD, 10%DZE POV THERE TE HRtdliNA N Y72 67
W2, ZOREHNEND, EEEOEPTREITE— A > ME Nyquist 5407 —% L0 ¢ KX
WD LRI L7=. —J7, Table 4.5 \Zit#inhod>T —#1%, Kerrigan HUBIOERFERTHY,
T AN A B Z RO TICHITE— A FO—7 A L T\ 5. £ I TRIFETIE, £
175387 (Survival Analysis) FiEE AW TEEMEEEZHEHT 2L & Lz, KAFIETIE,
Nyquist 5WM4DT—% D L 512, BITDFEE L7 WERFETOMITE— A FOIZNR D> TN D
BaE, ARHTEIY  (Right Censored) 7—4 & LT, Kerrigan 502807 —2 0 L 9512, B
REDEHITE— A > R DNEREIZ D> TV DAL, FEFT81Y  (Uncensored) 7—4 & L THY
ITENTHRETH D, £z, T—H O E LT, IRBHIMEROE D Z LR TE D120,
AT v DG DEFHEERPE0IZ/2 0 T EMRGES VD Weibull 2340 & Wz, 7eds, G5k
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FKEBOEHIZIE, ZhETrYAT 4y Z7EFRSIA LS HOONTEED, ZOFETITH
i b, EEORAEL THRWT —XIIHARTEIY 7—% & LT, HFEORE LT —Z IR
19 (Left Censored) & L CH(W #5728 (Doubly Censored), {5EFRAM L TOIEM
7 —% (Uncensored Data) % &ie7 —XIZu VAT 4 v 7 EIROHTZEHT 5 &, FEBEN
EEMREENGOND Z P, Kent HMIORFIET/REN TN D.

Table 4.6 [T B PR — U 0 7 2@ LI TR B — A b OTF—2 75, FERE
5 N-147 OF —Z 4B E LTHIML, Weibull 4347 & RE LI A1E00 FiEE O CEEE
R AVER LTz, 50072 TREERHIT T — A o b S EERAEMEROBR Z AR T

P =1-exp[—exp{5.775 - In(M)—34.51}] 4.2)

2T, P THREEVEITRAEMEE, M TIRESEhFE—2A 2 (Nm)Th 2. Weibull 7341 DJE
WoRFGA=21L5.77T ThHDH. TIEEITICAT HEEMEEKD 7 Z 7 % Figure 4.20 (37
Rh L RS T — A o b, R E AT MR TH D, E TR AEREER 50% xRS TRRED
i E—A > MIK 370 Nm & 727z

1

1 o o
ES o ©

Fracture Probability

o
N

0
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700

Leg Bending Moment (Nm)

Figure 4.20 Human injury probability function for leg fracture

(2) MCL 815

AT EZERH AN B & Hefihd™ 2 MO RRIEINE, —MRICoMNT RO #T (Valgus Bending)
T D, T, WA D ORI A TSN R o Bl FEERAE SR A Uk 0 il L
MCL #5 o5t o EmeR e Rt T 52 & & L.

Ivarsson HU24E, Bose HU2MNENE L7z, BAIAHBIEIOINSCH MBI 4 sh i BRG]
W, EREEI O TT A & MCL BIEHEROBIRA KD 7=, GEMERSOEITIE, K
WFZE T IR EHTICR L CTHW = FE L RERIC, Weibull 754 2 KE L7 AEF T FEDH WD
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NTW5. H7z, MCL #HERARSIZOWT 2 FEEOERZ VG, ot L TE SRR
BEEEH L TWD. ERA TIHTFE—A Y FORYIDOE— 7 RS GERER RS L, TR
B Tl RS — 2 v MEARERZEFERAER L LTS, Bose H0121% 8 /r— 2 D& 4
RENTERAZ S 2> TV D0, EREOMHIFTR T, 17— XA TWFHRENRREAEET, 1 7
—ATMCL O7E2WE, 6 77— AT MCL OFWiES T Ehnsg4d: L, MCL LS OEIHHAE
IEFAE L TR, K 07— A3 T MCL 2SN LWL L TR n 2 &b, )
IZEFE A M LTIE601E, GrER MR 2 W REHI S 5 AlREMED m W &I L, ABFZE Tl
Ivarsson SMRADEEMHERERO > 5, EXRBICH ESNWZLOEA L. BT /A &
MCL {5 DR &2 kAU~ T

P =1-exp[—exp{7.43354-In()—21.937127}] (4.3)

Z 2T, P :MCL#EHRAMSE, £ BSTTmihiTAE O)Tho. 723, Ivarsson H124
OFICHRIIE, EEMEREECEHIC AW 0T — 2 IR SV, E£70, B4
TR ITCED =D, B FHT —F 20— U TIIARETHD.

—7J7 Konosu H1491%, Kajzer HBINB 72572, BIKEH & - RBIEIOBISM B 52
Bt 2 T, [RIRRICIEREER T A4 B & MCL SR OBR & E -, ABFFETIE, T4
OIEHENER Lo 7=, Tvarsson 512433 10O Konosu 5 M9 DS EESRBIR O N5 % bk L7 (53
PR OREZ AL Z & L LTz, Konosu 50149 F, Nakahira H2368% L7=FiE (Modified
Maximum Likelihood Method) % N TIEEEREEZTH L T 5720, Konosu 5149973
WeItT — XL HIR Y, 5729 T, Ivarsson 6024 & [EERIZ, Weibull 5347 2K E L 7244757
Wr k% AW TAGERERR A EH L, Ivarsson HUMORIEE OV E R 209 Z L L LTz,
Konosu 5149738 Fi - B0 EBRFE . 4 Table 4.7 (R d. EAF0HT 2 AW - 5 E MR B Sk
ZdT= o> T, EENRAE LI —ADOT — 2 TR EHR AR R OAE L e L, FFETEI0 T
— 2 LT o7z, FT, BENRAE LD olr —RZOWTE, ARFTEI0 7 —2 & L
THO o7, FHFON T EMREEE RN

P =1-exp[-exp{3.493-In(8) —10.81}] (4.9)

Weibull 753475 DFAR/ T A —213 3.49 TH D, EEMER 50%( 5t 2 EEIE TS A EE X 19.9°
L7210, Konosu HI9IDFERE (19.8°) &l L-fE S E ST,
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Table 4.7 Knee valgus bending angle from Konosu et al.[149]

Test No. Ber.1d|ng_AE le (d.eg) Data Censoring
No Injury Injury
2B 19.5 Right Censored
3B 14.4 Uncensored
6B 14.7 Uncensored
7B 21.9 Right Censored
10B 15.5 Right Censored
11B 14.8 Right Censored
14B 10.0 Right Censored
15B 12.6 Right Censored
18B 20.4 Right Censored
22B 12.3 Right Censored
27B 10.2 Uncensored
30B 14.3 Uncensored

X (43) &N (44) 2T L5iEE LT, GEMR2 T 251EL, ihiTmEL ¥
YU DHENBZONDH, T2 TR, HEHFRHEEE TH 2 EEmRR LD b, WEEHIET
& % Wi S B 2 S0 3 2 st & B 2 7o i A R A T S 726, (4.8) B LU (4.4)
WAL L CORSEE & o7 i AEOTIEIC L0 15 SN BHEMERBE S 2 U T

exp(ij{—ln(l —P) A+ exp(ijj{—ln(l —P) 4~
2

B= 4.5)
ZIZT, A, Bi, A2, B3 (4.3) BLIOK (4.4) THW=ZEEZRET
A=7.434, A4>=3.493, Bi1=21.94, B>=10.81

Thd. X (4.5) TELN-EEMREED 7T 7%, X (4.3) BLUOKX (4.4) ofiRL Lt
(2 Figure 4.21 |27~ 9.
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Figure 4.21 Injury probability function for MCL failure

4.2.2 FlexPLI [Zx19 A5 EH XD EH
FlexPLI E5 /L & MEET /L & OFEBIEIE A FIW T, BEO TR #TE— A > 38 X UYMCL
OEICKT A AR COEEHLERE %, Flex-GTR EEEIC KT AEERHRBEBIC LR LT,

) BEEH

RATECHEM L 7= AR CiE, Flex-GTR 7 VB L OMNEET /LD FERES 4 T O#F £ —
A2 N ORKEE, 18 FHEOMSERET L L O 2 2 L— g VbR, ZOMBRIG
7 (Figure 4.10). ZOfERND, AMEETVE L Flex-GTR E7 /L0 N #h IS E—
A Y FOBRE LTRADE DL,

MFlex - GTR = 1.259'MHuman—72.80 (46)

22T, Muma : NMEET VL TO FIEERINTE— 2> FNm), Mrex-cmr : Flex-GTR &
T TO TEEEAR#ITE— 2> FNm)TH 5. Flex-GTR TO FERE AT E—A > hETF
BRESE TR AR & ORMRIE, X (4.6) 2 (4.2) ITRATHZ LI iEensd. 29LT
15517z Flex-GTR FHEREA T E— A > MMk 2 5EMERE % Figure 4.22 1777
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Figure 4.22 Leg fracture probability function for Flex-GTR maximum leg bending moment

(2) MCL 1815

ATENC I L 72 AHBIMT <1, FRRES & ARk, ANIRET L ORREEEhT# & Flex-GTR &
7 /L0 MCL HOMEOFBIBR ZF~ T\ % (Figure 4.10). —J7, Lloyd 505003, #kRE 5
DFERIND, BREEION G DOT— A "3, i —IEESHROZEC LY 10+6.3%HI13
5E LTS, £ TANZETIE, MBI AE LT —A 2 M ORICERBERZEL, AE
DR T 2 2 _EFOFIBIRIR T Flex-GTR @ MCL fiOMRICE S 2 HBRIC, fiiogEs
KT 272D DFE 1.1 28 A LT, ZORER, NMEET VORI NS A & Flex-GTR €7
L0 MCL HOEDBIfR E L CTRANE B,

&:lcx - GTR = 1 1 . (05338 . ﬂHuman + 8972) (47)

22T, Paman : NMEETVTORSNT AT AE (), ke -ar : Flex-GTR 7 /L TD

MCL 0 (mm)CT® 5. Flex-GTR T MCL fiOME: &, MCL 855w & OBfRIE, =X

(4.7 %0 (4.5) ITRATLZ&IckvGEonsd. 295 LTHELAL Flex-GTR @ MCL {ft
BORREN T 55 EMFRI% A Figure 4.23 |Z777
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Figure 4.23 MCL failure probability function for Flex-GTR maximum MCL elongation

4.2.3 FlexPLI |29 B 5 EEEMEDZ L IMERAE

AWFFETIE, BITEEH RFHRICB T LEGEFEOEREE L, EEIMRETO TREMEO MmN S,
FlexPLI OFEREEO 2 G MMGEEL, JEFEIré MCL I\ Tk 22 >7z. MCL £
(22T, EEVC legform OGEFT Tl 2 HEBIERM T4 B2, FlexPLI DOEFEIRE TH 5 MCL
O S Hic, AMAD MCL MO LIRS D Z 23, BIfiORGTCHLNIZR> TN D

(Figure 4.10). & Z T, MCL#{EHRIEICOWTIE, #2737 & OIS OB O BRR )
O, EFERAMEOZAMEEZTMM L. —7, EBFTOEGEREEICOVWTE, EEVC legform T
ITASHE ESRIERE, FlexPLI Ci FEREAKIC 725 4 AT COMITE— 2 > b ORI
b TEY, Figure 4.10 760705 K 912, MEADIEFHITE— A &L OFMBEMENRE <R
7259 %, WERICRERIBE Ch 27280, GFEIEEER L OMBEBIR) O Z U A HGEET 2
EMTERV. 2T, GHELEMITHST DEEMEEHNT, REDIROIBMEEE I 27

-7,

() IEEZAV-E BB ERERO BT

EEVC WG17 @ L7R— RT3, [ IMEEE T3 2 I B e B R S Tnd. Zh
%M T, UN GTR No. 92ZHE ST %, EEVC legform (x4 5 EEILAEM (17 i
IEREE 170 G BLF) kST 5, EEIEEzRmtd 5 2 LI Thsd. LrL, ZOLR
— MZHBHEH SN TWD 2 ORI, AT 4 v Z7RRICE Db DL, IERSAHEREE
BC L2 b0 THY, WY, AHFFET FlexPLI (Zx1d 2 5 EMERBIE A 1B T DB AW
7z, Weibull 5347 & AW AT A L I3 5 FIE TR STV S, £ 2T, EEVC WG17
D L AR— NI BRI OERICH O S 87— & 2 FOHr L, Weibull 204 & U
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TR FHEIC LY, IEEIMERE RS D IS B B iR B A 7 BT 2 2 & T, WA v
R B OGEREI G T D G EMRRA T DB, —BEMoH o TtE 5 Loz Lk.

EEVC WG17 2MERK L 7= 85 ek BI%kiE, Bunketorp HUSURE /2~ 7-, BREERREA
FEROFERIZIEASNTND ., ZOFEERTIE, EHOEMREOREZFHET 572012, MINEEZ
BREICEE LTz, BAEEEAR OGN TWS. 2 OmEIIERC, So Bl — Nz
PR U7z, WML L 72 BRI E 7 V&, BT OEZESE TS, NURE s, R 45
cm (High) & 32.5ecm (Low) O 2FEEHE LCW5. F£7z, AU NiES 2 %H (Rigid B LW
Compliant) & L, ZHHOMAEEND, 4 FHEOSFMHTEREZBZ /2> T5. FEREMHIC
xF LT 5 [El, &t 20 [EIOFERN B Ziebil, KEIMEEORKMEE, BB, THEE, &R
~OEERFARPDTER SN TND., BER I ZE0IMATE R, ERRIEE, K855 ZOWE
BEYTORAERI A, Table 4.8 ([2F LD TRT. FREFSOEYNIL, 20 7 —AH 9 r— A THRAE
LT (FEEES 1, 3, 6, 11-15, 18). RPOEFERARIICHOWTIL, 0 1FEFERL, 1
IEEH Y BEKT

Table 4.8 Summary of isolated leg impact tests performed by Bunketorp et al.[151]

Tibia Peak Tibia

Test . Test Age | Gender | Length | Accel. | Condyle Tibia Fibula
Configuration | No. Fracture | Fracture
(mm) (G) Fracture
1 61 M 400 230 1 0 0
2 80 M 350 260 0 0 0
High/Rigid 3 77 M 350 285 1 0 1
4 81 F 360 295 0 0 0
5 77 M 380 245 0 0 0
6 71 M 390 95 1 1 1
7 76 F 350 85 0 0 0
High/Compliant 8 65 M 370 70 0 0 0
9 72 M 380 85 0 0 0
10 54 M 420 100 0 0 0
11 73 F 380 225 1 0 1
12 73 F 370 275 0 1 1
Low/Rigid 13 75 M 350 200 1 0 1
14 86 M 390 270 0 1 1
15 - - 370 280 0 0 1
16 74 F 350 70 0 0 0
17 75 F 340 80 0 0 0
Low/Compliant 18 83 F 350 115 0 0 1
19 76 M 380 120 0 0 0
20 69 M 400 80 0 0 0
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EEVC legform TI%, F&E FomhlsiE 2 AV TSSO rlaetE 22 M2 720, Brasss4
LieTr—# & LTS, EEBIZEIVENPBELLEr —ADOHRERHWVOLERSHS. £z,
FlexPLI O #ITE—A > MIXIF 288l BT EIRERAOT —ZITHESNWTEY,
MR BRI IS BT S CERBE D TR 20, BEERMEIrS38E LT — 213
FHRLE LTV MENRHD. ZD XD BlA) 5, Table 4.8 1ITF & 7 HRAER A A L
7. FEBRFS 11 BEO 1320 TE, N N&ESE Low ThH, IE7'T h— L HFENE
PrLTWD. NSU SO 220y, KEaYriiE (BBEELTS) X0 bEEIR
M ThoTeHEESND =D, BETT F—BIEE TR IMENT I > TRAELED
DEBZBND. LU, FERWEREREE TH D I8 0B, I OERRIMEEIZ
LU AREERSH D, 20T, ThbDFr—RZonTE, HEARLE LTERVHES OTiE
2oL, AT OERINT D Z L L Uiz, EBREE 15 BE 18 TiE, BEFOANEIT L0, =
NoOr—A3EFER L E LT HoT.

JE B B MR EE T — 2 1213, Table 4.8 IZRTEER S 2 W TR FRIA T — I 7 & L
2. JREOFHER S & LT, FlexPLI OEEFHFREEEEH OBV 402 mm 2 W5 Z &
T, OWTC—BME R, EEEE L HMERE— L RE LI P A r— 1 7T,
RSDAT—NT 77 2% A L3DE, MEEDRr—NT7 77 2131/ 4 ToH%. Bunketorp
HUSURE Z A o7z 20 RIOFERIZKT L, BRSDAT—NT 7 7%, Ar—Y 7 LI EE RN
W, BXO, HEOAMEE, Table 4.9 ICFEOTORT. ZOT—X v MIxtL, FlexPLI
OIS EMRBICE I A2, Weibull 204 & AW AT RiEZ@A L, wklTtRand,
A MR N5 D I B iR BIAS DTz, MERBI% D /T 7 % Figure 4.24 |-

P =1--exp[-exp{l.831-In(G)—10.43}] (4.9

ZIT, P REEITRAERE, G JKEIMEE (G)THD. Weibull pAi DR NT A—2 13
1.83 THD.
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Table 4.9 Length scale factor, scaled peak leg acceleration, and injury classification for
twenty tests by Bunketorp et al.[151]

Length | Scaled . Length | Scaled .
Test Test 9 Injury Test Test 9 Injury
Configuration No Scale | Accel. Classification | Configuration No Scale | Accel Classification
9 " | Factor (G) 9 " | Factor (G)
1 1.0050 228.9 Injury 1 1.0579 212.7 Not Used
2 1.1486 226.4 No Injury 12 1.0865 253.1 Injury
High/Rigid 3 1.1486 248.1 Injury Low/Rigid 13 1.1486 1741 Not Used
4 1.1167 264.2 No Injury 14 1.0308 261.9 Injury
5 10579 | 2316 No Injury 15 | 1.0865 & 257.7 No Injury
6 1.0308 | 922 Injury 16 | 1.1486 | 60.9 No Injury
7 1.1486 74.0 No Injury 17 1.1824 67.7 No Injury
High/Compliant 8 1.0865 64.4 No Injury Low/Compliant | 18 1.1486 100.1 No Injury
9 10579 @ 803 No Injury 19 | 1.0579 @ 1134 No Injury
10 0.9571 104.5 No Injury 20 1.0050 79.6 No Injury
1
z 08 ]
o
g /
o 0.6
o
o /
2 04
[&]
©
L /
o 0.2
(0]
-
0 L L L L
0 100 200 300 400 500
Peak Leg Acceleration (G)

Figure 4.24 Leg fracture probability function as a function of peak leg acceleration

(2) GEEEBOR LIRS

AHFZECIERR L7z, EEVC legform 35 X O FlexPLI 244 2 I B iR Bk & ¢, iAo
XY BT D B E T OGE RIS 2 I B BT Atk L 72, UN GTR No. 929
(ZHLE ST % EEVC legform OFEH FolladE O FHEEIL 170 G TH Y, UN GTR No. 9
@ Phase-2 WIERMNZHE ST D, FlexPLI OfSH S E— A > F OHAE(EIT 340 Nm T
5. ZNET, AMEE EEVC legform O Sl ORI ML 2 72 0i TOZRWAS,
IR ~DFEN b REVWEE 2 HND THROEREIE, AMAL EEVC legform TRI%ETH S
Z&nb, ANEE EEVC legform OfSHE ESnLEE DA HBIHIIHT, EEVC legform OfSH
SO O REME 2 ERE (4.8) ITIRAL, B EYTESRZ R T, SIEEEICKHN T 2
BYTHER O L% Table 4.10 1273, ZOFERD G, FlexPLI IZHW BV TN D IEEBHr D e
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NS T D B EMERIE, EEVC legform OB GG T 2 FIEIE L IXITFETH 5 2 & D36

WTED.

Table 4.10 Comparison of leg fracture probability between EEVC legform and FlexPLI

. Injury
Injury L
Legform Threshold Probability
Measure
(%)
EEVC Upper Le
A 170G 30.0
Legform Acceleration
Leg Bending
FlexPLlI 340 Nm 29.2
Moment

MCL 522\ T, RIETOM A 237 2 O N E OFABIENTC5hE L7-, 18 FXHD S
HEET L EDfEZEY I 2 L— a3 OFERN D, EEVC legform OB L, FlexPLI
@ MCL O & OB 20T L7z, fES % Figure 4.25 (2”7, WFEIEMOMBEIXR <, FHES
2¥E0%0.90 THS. ZOMHBHRRBF O AHEEE A T, UN GTR No. 9 @ Phase-2
IERMNZHE SH T %, FlexPLI O MCL fiOMEOILHENE 22 mm 2Z5H 5 &, ®isT5
EEVC legform OB 1% 18.1°L 72 Y, UN GTR No. 929 ZHLE S 41T\ % FHEfE 19°
F 0 BN E W, 7205, FlexPLI OFEEED T3, LRGN RENZ LdbhoTz.

o
o

y =1.1566x - 7.3403

N w
o o

Bending Angle (deg)

-
o

EEVC Legform Model Max. Knee

o

0 10 20 30 40
Flex-GTR Model Max. MCL Elongation (mm)

Figure 4.25 Correlation between Flex-GTR MCL elongation and EEVC legform knee
bending angle

424 ER

FlexPLI Ti¥, %tk EEVC Legform (2%t UEBIEIREMED NMRRELE 2 i 57200, AED
JEREERIC I D 4 DOFEEFEZTA Y or—T N ERT ) 7 THELTEY, MCL &0
2L LT MCL OSSN TN D, —J, BRIAERICIWTIE, BIARRRO B O
ORZEH T 2 DIZHREETH Y, Bose 5127, Kajzer HB4735 i L 72 BEBAEI OBl 1T F25%
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TIX, MCL #HE5Icxtd 2GFRIE S L TOOMKA MO T AER NSO TWD. ZO72 DA
ZETI, AIRITK 2 RSl A 2 V7 MCL 1815394 % FlexPLI OEEFEIEI I3
DRERFEBUCET DB, NEET A OISTT AT AE & Flex-GTR €7 /1D MCL fIUVE
& OEBERRZ iz, Z oL, BFEOEEEIER EOMBBIRIZE W TR O ZE# 4 5%
fEL7=bDTHY, FOREME, MRIZIRT 2T R & MCL OEOHEBIMEIT KT
5. B CAMKE Flex-GTR OGFARIEOFHBBIR 2RO H - OI2F i LTz, 5 HmET /v
EDEREY I 2 L— g T, AMRET Lo MCL MO & RIS, BRI AE S 4
HZENARETHD. £IT, ZOEEY I 2 L—ra VOREREND, AMEET VORI
AL MCL OMEOMBIRIR & i ~7z. #E % Figure 4.26 [T~ 7. ABRET/VICEIT D1
Bl T4 & MCL R OMRI 3R TRWFBINE A "3 2 L 03l C& 7=, $£72, Figure 4.27 | TR
TAEET VL Flex-GTR €5 /L0 MCL i OO, Figure 4.10 1281 5 AMAET L O
BESEh A & Flex-GTR €7 /L O MCLAROEOFHBI S AL L 7= oA 2R3 2 & bR T 7.
INEOFRERNG, BERED AMEND Flex-GTR ~DOEHIZEBN T, AMKOREBIE I 4 E &
Flex-GTR ® MCL fOEDFBIBIRZ AV V2 & LCh, ZHREEIIK T L7222 &bz,

w
o

y = 0.9464x - 2.2486

N
o

Human Model
Max. Knee MCL Elongation (mm)

-
o

o
o

10 20 30
Human Model Max. Knee Bending Angle (deg)

Figure 4.26 Correlation between human model maximum knee bending angle and MCL
elongation

w
S
L |

y = 0.5584x + 10.335

N
o

Flex-GTR Model
Max. MCL Elongation (mm)’

=
o

0

0 10 20 30
Human Model Max. MCL Elongation (mm)

Figure 4.27 Correlation between human model and Flex-GTR model MCL elongation
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AT TIL, MET — 20 D15 ST 5 EMERE % FlexPLI 2% 215 R B i X 4
z 585 X (4.6) BLOX A7) DX, AMEOEE L FlexPLI OEEEOFHBIRIEN O
oD, FURziE L WERERRZ Oz, MEOEFENE e &7 5 REICB VT,
FlexPLI DEFE G B r & e 57280, ARITFAZ@E T 5 EIREREZ D& TH L. L
L, ABFE COEERRBBOMIET, EEOMF—HE%E (UN GTR, UN Regulation) (235
WTERT &, FlexPLIIZx ¥ 2GHEMHEORELZ ARIOUL DL LTHEY, Biffo EEVC
legform (234 2BUTOEEFRAEICH LT, D7< & b RIFSEOREMERZ MR T 5 2 & ANE
Thololz, EEEEEIEOMEBBGRE L EMICFHTT 5 BT, KEMIFoT — 2 it
ZHWT, FUEEZEET S &V MRS T PICERBESERE L. 7771, (s
CIZBIT DEFEMEI/ NS WGE DEEREMRPRFIRR E R D550 L 512, KV IRHEFHRT
— 2 W THITT 25A I8V TE, Az EiE T 5 NS E MV TSRO L%
BIROVERHD.

EEVC legform & FlexPLI D5 EHAE I ST D IS BE BITHER ORI, IE i E— 4
v B L ONEE IR 5T 2 B BRI STV S R E—A v MIxT 5
EEMREREEL, 23T A =2k U THEIICER (p < 0.01) Tho7on, KEEEx
THEEREEITIL, T A—ZD 1D (A7 —/VHE) OFGHEEMEIHEETE 20 o7 (p
=0.304). ZAuE, JEEINEE &JEEEIOMEMENZ E 2R L TND LBEXLNDD, A
JECHERE L7z, EEVC legform OFEFEEMIIKST D IE BITHEERIT, HEHAICAHEERBE L
TN W S ITEERMETH D, £z, RIHIOMHBEITICBN TS, REIEEE I—E R
SIS & DFRBEMENZ ERA BN TS Z &bk E XD L&, BN 2 a5 drfefe &
LTHWSDIT#EY TRne&E 2 binb.

425 #55R

FlexPLI O fc&ttAk Flex-GTR (269 2 G E MR G 5720, A b O ANRFHET
—RITHEDE, MRITHT DIEFEMEM AT L. 5FHBIEE LT, FlexTEG 12X V2R
SNTWD TGS E— A > F & MCL OMEIZOWTRET L7, TRESHEITFE— 2 > Moo
WTIE, 7 —F O PR — Y U 7% T 20X, MAEEBET D MBI 2 L 2/ L,
SMUEZ BRI U725 2T, Weibull 7547 & W T2 A0 FIEIC L0 FREEREITIoxr3 255
FEAH A VERL L7z, MCLHOEIZ DWW T, 2 DDERR 5T —4 Y —A )5 Weibull 2347 &
T AL FHEIC & 0 B ST EEMER B T2 2 LIS X OB L. RS CHEM L
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7z, MEETZTNVE LD Flex-GTR 7V LG HEMET VL OMEEL I 2 L—a b iFbh
T A EFREOMBIBIR 2 I T, AR 2 55 R B5A Flex-GTR (2 xt7 5 55 R B4k
B LT, ZORE, MCL HUOEICOWTIE, EBEOBITE IR D i —AEIIE A i B
DIVFRM RTS8 2 B8 Uiz, AW TRRA%E L7z Flex-GTR (2% 5 55 B Z v
%Z & T, Flex-GTR % W =AM TH R REMRERBROFE R D, ThEHREHrI KO MCL 48
ENFAET DA ERIINRD D Z L3 AlRg L e o7z,

FlexPLI |Zxtd A 5 FEUEE O UM A REET 572, EEVC LR — k26 O IR %
T OIEE B IR A R L, WA 280 X OEFERMEMZ R L7z, 2 ORSE,
FlexPLI O #lFE— A > b OFREIEMEIT T 2 E5EFHERIT, EEVC legform DOfEE FimhEEE D
FEEI ST D5 ERER S ZIFEEMTH Y, FlexPLI © MCL {HUEO L IX, EEVC
legform DREBIEIM T A EEDOEIEE L ) &R RPRE N E3binoT.

4.3 FBIERA > RO DREER IEFiE

FlexPLI O MABFEEICHOWTIE, 4.1 Sl T, X TOEEMHEEICOVT, AMATE
FIL & OFBMATIC X D RGEA I 2 72~ 7=, ZOfE%, EEVC legform (2% L FlexPLI T3, €
BEIHEIES L O ACL BEHEIEICOWT, AR L OFRBEIMERIEIC A ELTWD Z E3bho
2. ZOMIEERY, EEIHHEEO R A ONTOAME L OMBMOFHECH 572, [FkE
(AR O RO E CHERER T 245 272 O, Bl DA THE (REMERERER T D FlexPLI Off ]
DEGVEE BT DI E 72 5. EEFHEFEAR O K RO A & ORBIMED, 1€k EEVC
legform (Zxf L CR&E < kL7, FlexPLI ZATE M ReEMERERHMABRIC W2 Z & T,
WO RFEMERED & HIZA L35 Z L WiIfF S b.

—J, L.1LATH T2 L 512, FlexPLI OFEDOOE D& LT, WEROEFOIREIRS,
DRINZ L D KEEBOPGATER U, BT E—A > M3, Bl & OBHitA Ko7 % 0 Y N
Uy ROBEMETRROREKEL & D588 580305, 2O X 5 7RGE1E, Bl OB
REDSHEENCEHI CX W2 LI/ b7, U AT Y REEECORE T E— A v N OMIEAE =
SN E D BRUBIZOWTHRFTT 2 0ERH 5.

F72, FlexPLI TiE, MREBREIERERBRICHIT 2EZEES & LT, 127 ¥ PO EgEn
75 mm EEDHILTWAME L, FE E7 V&AW AR & OMBIfTICB VT, b R
IR FEBAME B D K O ICHR L Lo/ R CTH 5703, EBEROIMTEOMIEDE S % 256 mm &
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LE, FEEOBTEOMHERL Y $ 50 mm 5 THl L fZE X4 C\5 Z &Il 5. RkD X H
(2, FlexPLI IZMEBOLABEE L CTH Y, KEE L LRS00 OB BMER Ligned,

& ATHEAMRVH & OfZETIE, KRG B EEEOSTHE L0 bEmAllcRE < fh i
fES, HMATH OZR A 2 NMEER2NE Y 235 K 5 72288034 Tlo < v, AR & OFERE % i
b U7 E2em & Tk, FEEEOATH LY b 50 mm BEEMIEICE RS TS Z LickoT, &
DHEBDOEREMET HIERH LD EEZBND. LL, ZOEERIOEE, SHITEHED
JHIER & B oD RS & ORERRIE OBUR A AL ST 572, AR & OEZERFOMFBOZEECH
JPREEZ L0 IEREICHELT D121E, FEBROBTE L FA—DERE S T, BAFMGERRIE OB
TR T DMEN B D.

AHFIECI, M2em S 242 2 L 72 <, FlexPLI OEE T E— A > b OREZIFED AR
FEZRmDDHIZOD, A 37 ZORBOFMEEZIMT 2 2 & 2ilArc. H2ETHB L
BATE2E FE €7V, 418 CH% L7 FlexPLI ® FE 5742 AV, 418 THW:, &F
S FE R H M AT L O ERAEE FH L7 18 PO S M ET /L & OfZEy R 2 L—
AVERIRST, REHIFE—A L PORZIEZE Uiz, WRIZ, KETE—2 2 RS
NS T D7, FlexPLLE7 /ML, WS ODOMARERZRBL.. 2L T, ZD55
ROIROD S TAMEET L, L OEM ) ZMHIET 57290, FlexPLI L [E7E L 72BN
BREFHMBEDEETVEER L. ZOFT/VE, FERC 18 BREOM S HEilit T /L &
EEHLVIal—va vk, EEGIOMELZBI b PICHEmML, Kk LR EORE
BT — A v N OREZIEE RS X OGS E AR O RIE~ OB A Fi~7-. $£72, FlexPLI T}
HOARKRH Y I 2 L—2a VBRI OERERRET MLV Iab—va vzl iy, §
HHITE— 2 v N OIRE A KT 5 72 O O FERIZ OV TR L 7=

431 R EHHITE—A NEZIFED LB

B2 ETHE LIS TE S FE ©5 /0 &, 4.1 #iCTBA% L7 FlexPLI ® FE £5 /L% FW,
4.1 fiTHW 18 FHEDM G T T /L E DERY I a2 b —va 2RI Ro72. T LDE Y
N7 v 7% Figure 4.28 (-7, 18 FHEOM S HlET V%, NMEET VORI HIEE 40
km/h CifZ% SH72. STE MR REMERERER TIE, A v /7 ¥ 2 ENCIRRE CHR|ICHEE S E5
7o, IR A BN ALE & U, AR A e BB £ 0 0 12 20°R1 5 IZ[EE S H% Z & T, FlexPLI
DY ab—va URERE RS THETE 5 LI L BMTEOMUKD S S 28T H7-9
Fe R DJEE & EA D 25 mm ONLEIZERE L7z, FlexPLI €7 /Ui, #ikSW7-f5 HltT
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(2R U CHZE ST, Z0%a, HmE SRS OMINE &% 5 2 7 iR 2 25MICEE
L7=. FlexPLI &5 /L O 22O 1%, UN GTR No. 9 @ Phase-2 @IERISIZHEVY, 75 mm
IR LTz, 4.1 BnC3E L7-H28y 2 = L— g LA, Figure 4.6 (IRT X911, AKE
FIUZEBWNT Y, FlexPLI @ 4 B FTOISE fhFE— A > b FHINLE S D W4z C 5 #hiy
FT—AL bEHALE. MEET L, FlexPLI £5/1 &%, 4 BAOHIFERD S 5, [EE T
F— AL P ORKENRE S KX K RBABIZONT, [T E— A h ORI il L7-.

Side View Back View

y

Side View Back View

Z
[ 200"
(a) Human model (b) FlexPLI model

Figure 4.28 Model setup

J&F BT — A o MR O A Figure 4.29 (2777, FlexPLI &5 /WZ—fRIC, AKET
L& HARTHEF T B — A o FORFZIENIRE) LT\ D Z L dbing. G EmE7 /1 18 fiff
Do H, EEFHITFE—A2 NORZIBEOE 2 B —7 Nk ERDFHITR L7223, S1
ESH4IIZONTIE, H1E—7EE 28— DOREINIZFIFRFTH-72. ZHIIXL, S6°
S17 72 & TlX, AMEET L, FlexPLI €7 /L& b2, WS 2 B — 27 1XR b7,
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Figure 4.29 Comparison of tibia bending moment time histories

B4R

=1

BT E— A > N ORZIEEZ gD, FlexPLI &7 /WIMMEET L AT, 26—
DNEREE S AN H D 2 L b =128, Bt T— 2 2 OB B4 T X
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HHFRZEE % FlexPLI £7/VIZHH L7z, ABFFETIE, BLTFO 3O EIZ OV TR L
7z,

1. B OB O BORBL

2. B OMEHE~D E ATV & AD

3. MHRBOE &34 O NI F

fOBRAA /37 2 LTkE, FlexPLLIZHWTH, FEHIIHHINTOHRN. 2ok, K
RS S ARA R LICHBICEIK 2 &N TE 525, AMRICBEWTE, KEVEEE S5
EREA U CRBIEI 2 TR L TN B 723, RERER Fiod /2RI RIS 7 5. Z 2RIz kY,
EZERHZ KB O I ~DO T AKX < 720, FlexPLI OfSF #hiFE— 2 > b OIEE) & HEiE4
LATREMED 8 5. FlexPLI ‘B /UM OMBHRHEIC RS 2 B A3\ T, FptED e THER) T
HY, EATYVARRLNRNT LRI TWD, —F, AMEOBIZHBEIEMEICH Y,
TR 5 HFRE DT R LREORN D D120, ZOEGIEE T E—A > FOIRBIOER & 720 15
D, Fiz, B EHIREARE LOEEOMOE BT, FlexPLI & ARG & TR IZHR
725 TCW%. FlexPLI OF#0E, AMABRRL 0 HBAFICEH . 22 LD, TIRERERE D
EA R KR E < BAeh, KFEHFE— 2 2 NOIREIET 2 /REMER 5.

EH OB OEOFR, BUMOMESE~D e 27 U oADK, BRBOE R3O
MNAEEEREEA) D 8 DO 2% 0 A AT FlexPLIL €7 V2B L, AiHE CIE T E— 2
¥ N OREGE A AMRET L & FlexPLI €7 /L& THEZ LIZBEER—D® v 7 v 7T, 18 FiH
DHGHEMET N L DOFEREY I 2 L—a rEBI kol WO, &5 T T %
L, K#FE—2 2 b 4 FFTOFRENLO 5 5, ROV I 2 b—3 3 T FlexPLI O~—
254 LTI (HREEE A L TWARWET L) THWEAE & R UACEIC I8 2 R 4 Ll
L.

) L+ 50FEBER

FlexPLI i%, EEVC legform 72 & OO A 2 /37 &2 L[Ekk, FRAIOMRT (CREESS Fo
AL ZEELZLOT, REFIIEBESATOR. TSN T, 28 ARETL,
NABRBHAE T L, KEREEIC 28 kg (LEHET LVOBEREOKN 1/2) AN LI MR EL
BETND 3 ODETNDOMT, #i5 /N /3ET /LD 40 km/h CTORGFMOEZRIZIT S, B
BAEE AWIENL I KOS A L L 28 S & OBIfRA ik Lz, ZOREE, BINg &L
NI BT 7L C15 B AL 72 RS BT il A & 728 S OBIRIE, IV &7 L oo A AT L
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HRETNED b, 2EETAORBICHEE IV b otz ZORBITIESE, MEICE
F B RERE ARSI AR B ALE OIS 28 kg OIBINEEZ ML (Figure 4.30), [E&E S E
— A2 FOWREIEZ FlexPLI X—A T A &7 /L& g LTz,

28kg | I

(a) Side view  (b) Back view

Figure 4.30 Upper body representation

2) B DS

FlexPLI O/F . 0bIE, H T AL E =L 27 AR O 72 DM EN T 5. Z ok
WIS E R E— A > FOIRENZE L T D AREMER S D720, B UMET VORTET V4,
A ERE T L0 & HIBMEAEHFE T MICE R L, Figure 4.31 DL I ATV VA% 2, B
DA DD LG ~T-. FlexPLI S28ClL, Figure 4.6 |2~ d 4 BT COTAZFHAIL, =
NzphFE—A 2 M 5. FlexPLI £7 /L THREBEORETIEEZHNTN DD, B0 O
MEHREICE ATV S 2252 5 &, BIEOTHBEITE—A » MRS TLE > 720, bR
FiRF OIS ST — A 2 b ORFZIFR I IR R F IV EC T LE 5. 2R aENET 57280
OTHNOHEITE—A Y FEFHET RO VIS, HA N HRD LW O ITE— Ak (F
TNOH LW Z I L THURESNDITE—A > ) ZHW:. o=, Wimt—A 2 M
L DT, BB T E— A v ML OIRE) 2R 2 7o D OHARE R 2 Kk L 7= 2 TDET
Uz LG L7z,

300
g
-
2 100 - :
_g _—” with l'
n 0 e Hysteresis ¥
0 0.002 0.004 0.006

Strain (-)
Figure 4.31 Representation of hysteresis
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Q) EENM

FlexPLI (X NEDMEBIZ A, BEAELS, fi—NEEAIER KORKBEND, HEEIED
HEE LT, RS OMA B EOE &2 EREICHBLL T\ 5. FE & i —IRIEA B L O
F e L O OEERL DL T UL, FlexPLI OfE#ITE— A > MREZEOIRENZ & 2034
UbEBEZLND. B~ TRFEARB LOERLOEED, BHOEEICxHT D%, FlexPLI
TTNENEET VL THEFT S & Table 4.11 O X 912725, RIS (BREiO L) &
TR (B0 ) Zh ikt L TR L7z, FlexPLI CTlif, 713—f@&x4+71L—r0
FRDNE RS & BTGB L CWORWEAL CTH S 728, FlexPLI €7 /LD T /8\—3— K LA
L— 2 a2 — BRE AR LOERRITHHE L, ZOMO =T EEIZFE L. FlexPLI O F
B DRI L OMEMEREE, AMRICBIT 2 @2 B AT b DIZR> TS, ABFFETHWEA
KET LTI, BEHOFBEZETMEL TN, ANMEERBORBEE ETickiT 5, &5 e
— BN AR ORI OE R, VT e— L MEKEF L Y —3 7 A (Global Human Body
Models Consortium : GHBMC) 73Bf%E L7 AMARET ASIA R L TED . Bl D2
ERARDI-0, BROBELAEFTDHZ 12X, FlexPLI €7 /VOEEE i —IEIE AR X
O R & DEEAL 2 NMAHES T OB &R NTAT L.

Table 4.11 Comparison of mass ratio above and below knee between human model and

FlexPLI model
Mass Ratio (Flesh&Skin / Bone)
Human FlexPLlI
Above knee 8.755 0.520
Below knee 3.230 0.220

@) 2alb—LaliER

18 FEE O S T T L DOZNZIUIONT, AMERET L, FlexPLI X—R 7 A ET VL&,
e — 2 o MG OEBE O -0 0 3 FEOMHEET (Lo EH (Upper
Body Representation) : JXBASILE~DE & 28 kg DiEN, &L OMEHFY: (Bone Material
Property) : ‘& /UM OMEHHE~D E AT S ADR MR, B85534 (Mass Distribution) : f —JI§
WA Ffe & BB &Ry & NMEAET NV COBEBRUNIER) & R L7 &ET /T3
%, EHFE— A NEEZEO ik % Figure 4.32 (2R 7
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Figure 4.32 Comparison of time histories of tibia bending moment between baseline
FlexPLI model, human model and FlexPLI models incorporating measures (cases for Upper
Body Representation, Bone Material Property and Mass Distribution)

FlexPLI &7 Wiz B OEM B OB £ %800 L7=554 (Upper Body Representation)
1, REZIREOE 2 ©— 27 ONAHNT 7 ML, 32 B —7 ORE IN—RIZHD LTHhDE0, HE
OIFFNIEIRE L THEE-> T 5. FlexPLI 7 VO F UM OB E A7 Y o A Z i LT-
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%4 (Bone Material Property) 1%, 72< &b 4 SOfGHEEET /MK L TE, F2E—7
DRE SPBZFIMRL LT, LU S, FREBHEOTHARE W= (Figure 4.31), FRfarf
72— RZBTHITE—A L FOETVEET, AMEET /WA LNRMER TH D 2 &3
Figure 4.32 220H0703%. FlexPLI 7 VO —ENIHEGIR RE LBy OB &A%, MK
T IUZEIT D EESAMICAEET-5E (Mass Distribution) %, 4 COf#i 5 Hf€7 /WIx LT,
JEE T E— A FOBEERE 2 ©— 7 PR 6N LR Y, BiET L STEOHAREE 0P T,
O NEET VORI D & 72 o7z

433 REBHFE— AV MEZIEDRBDFKEER

FlexPLI DOfEF i€ — A > h DIRBOFAEERN L5720, BB 2B o7,
FlexPLI N—2J A ET VL, F—NEIEAIER R L BMOEER & MEET MZEETZ
FlexPLI €7V L2 HWT, TIMBOBRRE S I 2 L—ra a8 Iholc. £/, ARKRE
VIalb—va rTHI LZERICOWT, KEEBIRE & HICHEICT 2720, 1[TRESRET
I T filAT & Sk L7z

(1) BEHRERES I aL—ay

FlexPLI ~X—AZ7 A4 &7 /L (Baseline), 383X, i —MRIIEAKR Kk & EHMOE &Ry
% NMAET AT FlexPLI €74 (Mass Distribution) % MV, FEREEOD M HREE)S 3
2= arERBIkotz. 5ty T v 7% Figure 4.33 (R, BFLD ¥ (IKE
77 h—=BLOED L) &, Z OO — IRES I,/ R b & TZEmITH L CREE Lz
HHIREIY X = L—3 a OO 20 ms O], HE8O FmDt 7 A > M, ETHmolHER
HEZ 52729 2T, BAMANMIEIC 50 mm OMHIEN Z 5 2 7. RIZ, B D20 PR
REA1S 5728, ZD% 180 ms O, HIO FMOL s A F&ZficEE L. £ LT, B
D FOE T A S OWHREAFEMERL, THEA B RE S &7, ZOAMSEMATIE, Tibial
(4 EFTOFHALE D AT Figure 4.6 2/ TOISH T E— A o b ORKIED 4 fEFTOF
HINEED 5 H TR TH 72120, ZOMBEICBITEEHTE—2AL e, R—2F5 4 FF
IVEBERVEER LTS L E THg LTz,
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Displacement
Release

Figure 4.33 Model setup for free oscillation simulation

Hsi R % Figure 4.34 1279, FlexPLI N— 25 A LB UK LT, BRI % MEES
JWZEET FlexPLI €7 /VClE, IEBEIOEEEMET L CWD. £, BEE DA AMEET UIZ
4472 FlexPLL ©7 /L ClE, FlexPLL _X—2 5 A L EF /L L AT, HRIEOBMEIV NS,

Baseline
Mass Distribution

300
200 -
100 -

Tibia Bending
Moment (Nm)

-100 -
-200

0 200 400 600 800
Time (ms)

Figure 4.34 Comparison of time histories of tibia bending moment

2) [(FRERRET LA

FlexPLI N—2 7 A &7V L, HERL % MEET MZAEET FlexPLIL £7 /10, Tibia 1
(2B DIEE S E— A MRFZIEOIRB A OZLICER L, TOFEERITHOWTEET D
728, BMITHREARET VEIENR LT, FlexPLI X—Z 7 A &7 /L (Baseline) 83X OVE&E
Bty 2285 L7~ FlexPLI €7/ (Mass Distribution) @, ‘&l & i —HEIEAIK FRE2FEL
TIZE AT T V% Figure 4.35 1279, FE &2 2 L—y 3 U COHBIEENE, FEEERO S
THo7=n, HHbD=0, IFREARET MI 1 BREOWHEET LV E L, BB L O —
WEIE AR RO EEE, TNE MB L M TR, BEA &2 E L7z FlexPLI €7
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D ML, FHRBIOSNBYEOBEHOE RN D, 1 kgl & L. £z, HEEANYEZEEL
72 FlexPLI €7 /v D Mo, AWFFETRDOIZ NI COE &L (Table 4.11 ZH) Z vy, 3.23
kg & L7z, FlexPLI R—Z T A U EF /BT, DEE (M+Ms) (TEERSZEFE LI
FlexPLI €5 /L E[Rl—& L, Zi1% Table 4.11 ® FlexPLI FRRERICIS 1T 2 E &L T M & MelZ
Bl Lk 2 A, MR 3.47 kg, M3 0.76 kg L7xo7-. #FITHR (KBLIOWK) #HNT,
ZNEIVE R LOF —BE SR R ORWEE R LTz, FlexPLI ~N—2F A &7 L OIEE
HF £ — A v MEAEOIRE O FHIEH 40 ms D72, K OIFREH%E 1.04X105 N/m & L,
K —(M+Mp) 2 DEARE O AU —8d 2 X o2 L. B~ IRESR /FRE OREE
B LD DEEE IR, K DOIXRERIL K OIFRERD 1/10 8L TON1/100 & Uiz, FhEE
% Mo \ZH 2 ZBROBEN ORZEE %, FlexPLI _—2 7 A4 &5V I OWVEER/ &2 F Lz
FlexPLI ©5 /L& THH#R L7z, PIHEL, FlexPLI N—Z 7 A &5 /L EHERZEE LIz
FlexPLI 7 /L & C, ITRESRICE 2 bV D EB) =R /L XN[E—I270 5 K 2 ITEDTZ.

Baseline

Mass Distribution
K; K,

Figure 4.35 Spring-mass model

FlexPLIN—2 7 A BT /L LOVEEE > 288 L72 FlexPLI 7 VA& L7z IZREARE
TIND My DENOREAED g%, K ORWEDR K ORIPED 1/10 DA & 1/100 OEEIZO0
T Figure 4.36 (2757 (Figure 4.35 2 /) . B0 K — (Ma+Me) 52 O HIRE O RIS CIER L L7=.
K oMtk 59, HEAy2ZEH L7z FlexPLI ©5 V4% LIIEREARETT LTI,
FlexPLI "—2AF A ET7NER LICITRERRKRET VLD b, SRR NERS>THDHO
D, EENOEEEIMEL 725 TS,
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Figure 4.36 Comparison of time histories of normalized displacement of A between
‘Baseline’ and ‘Mass Distribution’ models

4.3.4 FlexPLI {#RZ 5 D FF

AEITIE, FlexPLIIZHIT % 2 SO EBR AR Z AR T D 12050 & 72 0 155 % EFE
AUIMECT D Z LA ARE L, 1 DHOEIRNES, EthTE— 2 b ORZIEOIRENC X
552 =7 OMKFHETH Y, 2->H OEIFREIL, BMTEOVANCKIT 2@EmS L0 H 50 mm
m LICHEE S TH L. AEITCHE LIERER D 5 b, EEAAELEDOHRP R RE N
Lotz =77, FATHIZENZ RN T, S Ll EE L 7oA INE I L 0, s

X9 % EEE OB ORBEEHETE D Z ENHBIL TS, LnL, 2 DOBEM7ZR%ER
Fi (HEAGOEE, OB EHET2MINEEOBN OME®IZLY, HMTED
SAAZ BT DEZE R SITR W T, MRS E #NSE— A & b ORFZIEDNE 512 BT D
WTIEHB DN o TRl FEiz, A 237 21, EERIEORKEI L > TEERED
AREMEAFHIS 2 720D — L T 578, FlexPLI DR, KGEFRIEOH RO N
& ORI RITTREIZOW TS Z EHLEETH S.

HEA 2 NMEET NV LRICEE L, REREEIRIZHET D ISR EimiLE S 28 kg O
BEEZBML, B FlexPLI €7/ (Modified) Z#1EskL, AMAET /L (Human) &I[F-—
OfFZEEmS (M 1& 256 mm) T, 18 DM S HlE7 /L L 40 km/h TEZEIE, KE
FE—A L FORZIEZ NMEET VIR LT, 25 L LT, BEflnit NMEET VIZEDET
FlexPLI €7/ (Mass Distribution) %, Hi @& 75 mm CTHZESH7/54 T L7-.
A O HZIZ 1Y, AffSHEmET ZOWNT, FlexPLI X— R 7 A L ET /L EANKET LD
DB AW FHAINLE & [R] CAZE CORE T E— A > R &2 W2, ik L7253 % Figure
4.37T 17T, WL OPOFESEMTT BT, 2 20 FlexPLI &7 /LI CREZIEE DR 235K
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Figure 4.37 Comparison of time histories of tibia bending moment between human model
and FlexPLI models incorporating measures (cases for ‘Mass Distribution’ and ‘Modified’ at

ground clearance of 25 mm and 75 mm, respectively)
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JEH T — A > b DIFZIFED Lol
EDNEET /L & OFEBIME

INAT, JEF#iFE— 22 b LU MCL fiOEDOF K
ZOWTH, [AREIC FlexPLI X—2F A &5 /L L 2 5D FlexPLI
F7LTHIE L, FlexPLI OHARE B AMEESAR D ARIED NK & DFABIIEI RIF T 58S

Tl 1I8FHED G HEMTT L& DEEY I 2 L— 3 THELAE, KEMTFE—X 2k
B LU MCL O EDHEKRED AMEET L & ORI, 150 3 FifHD FlexPLI €7 /L [# TH
L7=#E 5% Figure 4.38 1T~¢. FAHBAEBMRICOWT, v/ EA2 W RIEENFIC X 0 FHE
Ba koD, MHBURER 25 L7z, FE— A2 M3 HMHBRENS, FlexPLI _—2

FA LTIV, BEES B NEET VSR T FlexPLI 5L, X BRR FlexPLI &7 /LI2%t L,

ZDOW

H«( A,

ZIZ10.83, 0.81 BLVN0.88 Th 5. £7-, MCL HOEIZKT 2MBREIL, FIRICZENAZE
1059, 0.71 BXVM0.74 THD.

Tibia Bending .
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Figure 4.38 Correlations of maximum values of tibia bending moment and MCL elongation
between human model and FlexPLI models incorporating measures
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435 £

Figure 4.29 |Z~7, FlexPLI X—A T A VET/VOMEZREY I 2 L— 3 UFEROWL DT
Roni, BEHFE—22 FOE 2 ©— 27 OEKFHnIE, TS EmFTm ST Y
Ny REETRLND. ZOMKFHhiSN/ZH 2 B —271%, FLLT2O0HERICEILbDL
Bz bbb, 1o, TSSO B BIRENC L 5, FOEMIZM D HFrohF OFAamToH Y,
b9 121, KEFOEEIZA D H~OMIFTh o, AMEOKBIEIAR Y T 2@, B
B OWEPEN 2T 512D O B48 L7284 (Upper Body) (%, KEE O HE A~
HECP M &I L 0 RERREN AL, REHITE— X 2 FOE 2 B — 27 OAHDEN CTIRIE
WS polebDeF 2 H5 (Figure 4.32 1) . UL, INVE &L FERESOEA HREEL
(WXL 72020, BT E— X v FORFZIRIIKAR L LT, FlexPLI X—A T A4 ET /L
& RERDIRENEL T % 7”7

O OMEMEIZ e A7 Y U A% KB L7234 (Bone Material Property) (%, S5, S11,
S15 3B LU S16 1ZHBW T, EHITE—A L hOF 2 BE—7 ORE SHRBEFIER L. i
b O 5 HMET /W, SP & S 3 18 DM S W7 L OP TR bEWET L LR>TND.
LML, oG HEmET /BN TIE, SP mEININ LD bRV, RED U Ny R
FUREHIZRAEL, TIEOFAM S RE-> T HERE 2 E— I PRETILIHDLEEZEZIHND.
Fo, RERFBEEBPHEOT S (Figure 4.31 ) IZXVREAET D, diFE—RA 2 FORKELL
BEDRBIMIME FIIARET L TIER LN, ZOZ LD, Bl ~DE 27 U & AD K
WP LS RO #TIE O AR IR BICHET 2 LITRL 2N EEZHND.

FlexPLI FEEHOEHE &M —IEIIE G RE OB &R &2 MEET VORI A 25

(Mass Distribution) 121%, IEHEFE—A L FOE 2 B —7 OiKFHEIT A 5T, o 2
OOAFEE L L, FEERIEIINEET UCH RIS (Figure 4.32 ).

FlexPLI _X—ZX 7 A &7 /L (Baseline) ¥ X OV N OE &y & AMEET VICHETZ
FlexPLI €7 /L (Mass Distribution) Z MW\ HHREID I = L—3 3 T, FEBOE &R

53 % NEET WIZEHT- FlexPLL £7 /L D703, IEF T E— A > N ORFZIREDOHRE) O JE R
INEL, e ZavhEw (Figure 4.34 ZH) . i —BEGIK / REZICHONBRFND T3
—MBLOXA T L= ATOT HEERFEEL BT OME CTH D728, T OMEE R HERL
FTFIUTL, OF IRl A KR L. 2078, IRBIOEEEDME T 5 &, O
LIETL, HEADEZEE L FlexPLI £7 /LTI, ¥ BV ZRMETT5 2 LT 5.
Figure 4.32 (283 X 912, HEAy & A E L7z FlexPLI €7 /WZBWT, EHITFE—2 2 K
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R OBAE 7255 2 B — 7 BEONIRNZ LD, IRBIOFEEEIR TS E #hSE— 2 o RO
2 B—7 O KGHIERIC RIE TR, F oV 7 RETOREL Y bBEEICRE VDL
B2 LD,

(TRESRRINTICI T D My DR ORFZIEOIRENT, Ki—MRE Ko—MeF0D 2 DDORST
RS T, ERE /Sy AZZF L7z FlexPLI 5 /1% % Lo idRE S RETT /L (Mass
Distribution) TiX, M OEEN M LV bBEIZRKE L, KOMMER K L0 HEEEITERNW
0, Ki—MBZEBLO Ko—MRN, ZEEO SRR SAROER ARy 2 00ET 5. Lo
L7235, FlexPLI X—A 7 A U ET NV ERTIZREARET /L (Baseline) Tl, M OEEN
My OEELY SRENVD, 2 OOZRDEAREEN T 720, Figure 4.36 (T3 XL H1T, X
D#EE ST L 22 o7z, FlexPLI OB &HE A ZEE Lo ET VER LIITRBESRET LD
%6 (Mass Distribution) (ZR.61 5, K—M RIZEDIRED/NE < JEEED @ OIREN T,
FlexPLI OFEMIZ I TUL, Fi—IEIIEGIR RROOT s ERAFEIC K D 7 v 75T
K35 (Figure 4.34). L7223-5>T, HHREIY I = L—1 3 8 LONTRE SCRIAT ORGSR
X, B EEAR  REOEEEZENT 5 L &I, B L0 bEFEICHIMEOR PR &
L, M—IEWEEIR, R OEAREE AT 2 2 & T, FlexPLI OfEEEIFE— AL i
KAl S 725 2 27 2B L, [SE M E—2 v MEABOANEREEZED DL Z &
MTEHZILEERLTWNDHEEZEZBND.

Flex-TEG £ J O Z Ui < S 78 1R# GTR Phase-2 1 > 7 +—~ /L2723, UN GTR No. 9
? Phase-2 SUERMNZ AT CHRE L7 BRIE I, BHEIRIEO A O N & oFBEIH: %
F1H 5 728, FlexPLI O 285 & 2 M TH ONALICHBIT HEEE S LD $ 50 mm 7 < LT 5k,
BATE DT E L E2ET D, WHEEROBIX I, EEUHICR O T RS OB MO B
IREN, ZO% BN & EHEEST 5. ZOBROEIE OFFKNC LY, HEATHEIZH - 725
HORTA RRFAET DD, EHHE TRV /37 2T, BRI HRATHE (25 £ A0
T, 1 EEAEATA RIZFA LRV, FlexPLI Off%EE & % 50 mm &< 45 2 &%, 20X
DEEMETHHRN DD LD LR TE S, Lo, B2 S 2L F43huE, Hipimm &
A 2Ry B L OEZELEOMAENZEL LT UE S 72, EEROPIE % EHCHET 51203,
HREIEZEE LN ENEE L.

H28m S A2 B HEEPIS, NMEBFEOEWVIEE S T — A > MR 515 FlexPLI Of:
REEOH L LT, B OB % AIVE B CHIE L, B &R0 4 MRICEE 72U RAR FlexPLI
E7 /L (Modified) Z1ER L7z, ZOETNOZ4YEE, BITEDONNIZIT HEZER SITHBW
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CRHE L7=. Figure 4.37 \Z73 K 918, E&ER D% ANEET /MIEHET: FlexPLI €7 /L (Mass
Distribution) IZ8BWCTH. 55, [EEITE— A > MREZIBOHE 2 ©— 27 OIKFHIOHE R,

WITH DSINAZ I D824 S TOWER FlexPLL €7 /L (Modified) TH A o4, E T
— A 2 N ORI AAET L L RO 2R LTS, E I E— 2 2 ML MCL {if
VEORKEIZET %, FlexPLI €7 /L& AMEET /L & DOROMBIMESHTORER (Figure 4.38)
T, EEAYZZHE L7z FlexPLI €5/ (Mass Distribution) (23T, MCL UMD
FRBUTTFEICHIM L TOD 8, B T — A > S ORMBREITE TR T LTV A, ZHUSH L,

BHER 7y OER, (INEEOENFR L OEE R S 2 TE DA BIT 5EEES S & LB B
FlexPLI €7 /L (Modified) TiZ, i/ OFHBIRELD FlexPLI ~<X—2 7 A &7 /L (Baseline)
IR L CBEFEICHEIML TS, ZoZ &b, AFENEET 5 FlexPLI OfARZEREIL, AT
BHONPAZBIT HEREE S THWT S, gl E— A 2 MREIEE, SERmO R A OHRINE
DOWE T, FlexPLI O AKEREE A ESED 2 Lnbinotz, 12721, AR Ot L7k
EREKMLT5E Th->Th, Figure 4.37 2V RT XL 918, BARDIGIKCmERHEIZ L - T

MNEET VL FlexPLL €57 /L & C, [RFHITE— A2 NOREZRBROMANERDZ 0L 5N,
AWFIETI, RO ORBAEFHET 5720, IV &% BBIEIC Y 3 A A1 E I EE L
7273, MNMEOREEIENCIT 2 BHELAZFHELL T /v, F72, FlexPLIIZFTHH LR THWS
AR CRAFE STV 72D, KERERS TARE ORFH M RE R A —E TH D25, MRIZEH
WCIIWm RN LT 5. 29 LI 2RI, Hilj & OFERFORE Tt — A > MIEET S
WFEEZBN, S5RHNEEEER EODOUBIZONTEEBET L T BERDHS.

Flo, T LEANEBEEDOE LM EE, HmOFRGERERIZ AW DMl —/1 & L ToOfilK %
WNLT DY, FEBEOY T VAT AFRBRICE T 24TH LB O HAR~ DL F/MET 5720

OFINE ORI, AT THRE LI RE TUN OB SI2 DWW T B RGTT 2 0E 0 S
D, B%IEA LT B OHARDOEEICINT T, A 237 X ORBRFAEROFEE S SITEEN
(SRR D MBS B.

436 &

FlexPLI & OEHS & i — NENEGIR R OBEER D AZE S 52 LI2X Y, FlexPLI X
—ATA BTN TRLND, REHITE—AL NOF 2 B —7 O KFH 2 B KT E 5
ZEBbholo. Fio, ZoRITFELE LT, H-MEHEAER REOEEOHINCE S, Z0
L OEA RSO FICL D2 bDOTHL Z ¥ bh iz, £ LT, H—RBEAER R0 &
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VU TREDORENT, BAERIEOZEIICHAD E/NSNZ E LN o7z, FEEOE
PED A FBL 2 72O D INE EOBM, T OE ER > O MATRRE & OFS, BET,
HATHE DAL IS D EZEE S O % KM U7z FlexPLI ORI LY, [E T E— 2 > hEE
GIEED NMEBEEE A B4 5 & &I, EFE LU MCL EEEEOF RMEO A & OFHBEIME

SHIZmETHZ Enbhot.
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FSE

OREIZIBWTIE, REERIOZSEFHIEE ClIIATHE N A lERE R 4 FEl> TRrb <, it
FRENTH THIMTROAE ORGP R b mOWEDOOE DL 2> TEY, SHMTEREDOEEMIIIE
WITEW. ZOBTEFBIZIBN T, BEEORAEBEN &b m RS EIX, EEVC 2558% L7
YT LART DA T B DT E OB TE DM ERERABRIE CORMBEHEE OO & DL 725 Th
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