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Dynamic mean ankle moment arm (DMAMA)
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Effects of Speed on DMAMA
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Our Study

Can DMAMA reflect biomechanical
changes caused by stiffness?
DMAMA will change with stiffness across all
ambulation modes

Control stiffness in a biomimetic
way
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Effect of stiffness on DMAMA

@ Soft mModerate B Stiff

—
|



Effect of ambulation mode on DMAMA
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Conclusion

DMAMA may be able to quantify biomechanical changes

caused by changes in stiffness and ambulation mode
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Thank you!
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Effect of Stiffness on DMAMA
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Effect of Ambulation Mode on DMAMA
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