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Development of the Apparatus for the Evaluation of Hamstring Tightness
and Experimental Validation of Effectiveness
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Fig. 3 Measurement algorithm of developed system
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Fig. 4 Experimental validation
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Fig. 5 Comparison of knee joint flexion angles

Table 1 Pearson correlation between fixed knee joint flexion angle
by knee orthosis and detected knee joint flexion angle by the system

Correlation coefficient

Pearson correlation 0.947**

Sig. (2-tailed) 0.004
**_ Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)
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