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(b) Sensor positions and
coordinates
Fig. 2 Acceleration measurement
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(8) Wearable accelemeter
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Table.1 Experiment parameters
PR 6.0 [m]
Al 0.5  [m/Z7]
L 12 [F]
JE 1 40 (& /min]
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Table.2 Average acceleration difference between footwear
thicknesses of Ocm and 5cm

A B C D
X -0.231 | 0.057 0.116 0.272
S1 Y -0.255 | 0.010 0. 344 0. 328
Z 0.121 [ -0.065 | 0.047 | —0.486
X -0.568 | 0.156 0.045 | -0.193
S2 Y -0.457 | -0.019 | 0.152 | —0.184
Z 0.113 0. 057 0.013 | -0.223
X -0.595 | -0.065 | —0.043 | -0.039
S3 Y 0.080 [ -0.307 | 0.001 | —0.626
Z -0.076 | 0.193 0.422 | -0.100
X -0.115 | 0.124 0.228 | -0.147
S4 Y 0.132 [ -0.031 | 0.198 | —0.346
Z 0. 206 0. 163 0.196 | -0.020
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Table.3 Maximum acceleration difference between foot-
wear thicknesses of 0cm and 5cm

A B C D
X 0.22 2.05 4.13 0.15
51 Y -3. 54 4.02 —-1.57 0.51
X 3.01 10. 01 -1.18 2.70
52 Y -3.54 8.29 1.32 4.52
X —4. 55 -2.44 -3.49 -2.89
53 Y 2.26 4.10 1.94 1.78
X 4.03 6.75 -0. 81 10. 23
> Y 0.01 1.54 3.15 2.44
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