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• CG locations were 
based on a standard 
male subject 

• Individual CG variation 
is expected depending 
on how different the 
subject is from the 
model 
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CG Shirt-Sleeve Locations (POGO) N~' 

Backpack 

CTSD 2005 Baseline POGO 
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• (0,0), Backpack and POGO had 
similar results in metabolic rate, 
stability and subjective ratings 

• Performance was worst with the 
CTSD 2005 Baseline CG 

Unexpected - this was not seen with 
the other high/aft CG (POGO) 
Possible reasons 

Alignment with gimbal axes 

Differences in model calculated CG 
location from actual subject's location 

Could be a bad CG 

• Biomechanics results were more 
variable - showed mixed results 
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