Lo X
e

}OI'

shEEYUBerE 2011 T EAsaT

ﬂﬂ“iﬂl
fetetn

HE 8t

Development of Finite Element Model for
Safety Evaluation of Spinal Manipulation
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Fig. 1 Motion segment modeling; (a) Geometric data
from CT, (b) Resultant FF Model
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Fig. 2 Simulation; (a) Boundary Condition,
(b) Example of the resultant deformation
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Fig. 3 Applied forces and resultant stresses;
(a) HVLA thrust, (b) MFMA procedure
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