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Analysis of COM change during manual walker gait for power walker walking Control
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Table 1. Subject information

age helght(cm) Welght(kg) number of

person

76.5+4.95 146.4+2.97 39.4+4.10 6
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Fig. 2. Center area of BOS and COM markers
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Fig. .3. gait with manual walker
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Table 1. average difference between right and left side,
between anterior and posterior side

right and left | anterior and posterior
side side

CASE1 -8.70 ~ +8.86 -14.41 ~ +26.10
CASE2 -12.88 ~ +11.10 -21.41 ~ +17.88
CASE3 -11.49 ~ +15.70 -30.61 ~ +22.37
CASE4 -8.10 ~ +10.05 -25.97 ~ +29.30
CASE5 -9.80 ~ +20.51 -34.99 ~ +32.88
CASE®6 -23.99 ~ +21.54 -31.32 ~ +47.33
average -12.50 ~ +14.63 -26.45 ~ +12.50
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Fig. .4 . comparison of manual walker and walking velocity
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Table 2. average of walking velocity with manual walker
walking velocity (m/s)

CASEl1 0.76771

CASE2 0.72347

CASE3 0.70157

CASE4 0.63816

CASES5S 0.78822

CASE6 0.76207

iy 0.730898
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