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Abstract: This paper describes a new solution for an articulated low-cost artificial neck with sensors
to assess the effects of head impacts. This prototype is designed as a new solution to evaluate the
neck’s response after suffering the head impact. An overview of existing solutions is reported to
evaluate the advantages and disadvantages of each one briefly. Problems and requirements for
prototype design are outlined to guide to a solution with commercial components. A prototype is
developed, and its operating performance is evaluated through a lab test. Several tests are worked
out considering the biomechanics involved in the most common accidents of head-neck impacts.
Results show a response on the prototype similar to an actual human neck. Future improvements are
also outlined for better accurate responses considering the results from the lab test.

Keywords: biomechanics; experimental mechanisms; head-neck impacts; testbed

1. Introduction

Head impacts events are common accidents in daily life activities. These events could
lead to mild injuries like traumatism up to severe injuries like different degrees of paralysis
or even the death of the person who suffers it [1]. According to the literature, spinal cord
injury incidence ranges from 13.1 to 163.4 cases per million persons in developed coun-
tries [2,3]. Meanwhile, in non-developed countries, the rates varied from 13.0 to 220.0 cases
per million persons [4,5]. The broad ranges might be due to different methods and scopes
from the investigation [6]. Several head-neck models can be found in the literature. How-
ever, most of these are used in humanoid robots to mimic the basic movements of the head.
For example, in Ref. [7], motors and gear belts show four rotational degrees of freedom
models. Various head-neck mechanisms were presented in the literature [8]. The first
one consists of a wired mechanism, the second one uses a parallel platform with a UPS
(Universal-Prismatic-Spherical) configuration, and the last one consists of three degrees of
freedom serial manipulator. In most cases where a neck model is developed, the motion is
controlled by a user, which means it does not help when analyzing impacts on the head [9].

The most common head-neck model used to evaluate head impacts is the Hybrid III
dummy. This dummy consists of a humanoid model with anthropometric dimensions.
It is provided with accelerometers and loads cells to obtain data from head impacts in
several experimental events [10–12]. It is the most Anthropometric Test Device (ATD) used
to evaluate vehicle crash events and many other events that could injure a person. Many
studies evaluate injuries [13–16] to mention a few examples: test bench design, which is
capable of reproducing impact scenarios by applying a compression force to the thorax
produced by the seat belt in a car accident [17], characterization of the impact on the head
in terms of acceleration and force, among others [18,19].

Different works like Refs. [20–22] show comparisons between Hybrid III and THOR
(Test device for Human Occupant Restraint). The mannequins are tested in frontal impacts
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as reported in Ref. [20] and tension-bending [21]. In Ref. [22], the mannequins are tested
under several restraint conditions. THOR mannequin is better in special conditions, such as
frontal impacts where airbags do not exist [20]. The THOR mannequin is developed to study
specifically impact conditions and has two force cells on the lower and upper neck zone
and one accelerometer on the center of the head [23]. In contrast, the Hybrid III mannequin
consists of the same cell forces. However, it adds an accelerometer in the neck zone, which
is important for acquiring the neck’s acceleration data to evaluate injuries under the HIC
(Head Injury Criteria) and NIC (Neck Injury Criteria) criteria. The articulated neck consists
of one accelerometer located on the center of the head, one accelerometer on each cervical
vertebra model, and cell forces located on each axis of the cervical vertebra model. The
force is acting on the neck moment of the impact. The sensors evaluate the injuries on the
head and neck through different criteria like HIC and Nij.

In this paper, the design of an articulated neck is presented considering a three cervical
vertebra model. The articulated neck is provided with sensors on its vertebras to obtain
acceleration and payload data during a head impact event. Performance analysis of the
articulated neck model is presented considering three study cases.

2. Problems and Requirements

The head and neck are complex biomechanical structures since they are composed
of more than twenty muscles and ten bones [24]. The neck consists of the cervical spine,
the only part of the vertebral spine involved in the neck motion. It lays between the head
and the thoracic vertebrae. It consists of seven vertebras C1–C7, two of which are given
unique names, such as C1, known as Atlas, linked between the skull and the C2 in the
neck, known as axis, as shown in Figure 1 [25]. Each cervical vertebra has six DOF (degree
of freedom). However, many researchers consider the overall neck with three DOF as
pitch, roll, and yaw to simplify its motion analysis [26]. Head-neck models like those in
Refs. [7–9] are used to give the robot’s head movement. However, these models do not
acquire any information from the neck.
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Figure 1. Anatomy of a human neck: (a) a scheme; (b) market model.

ATD Hybrid III from Humanetics, Michigan, USA; is the most common dummy used
to evaluate human injuries under various circumstances. ATD helps increase the tests’
repeatability and creates a new method to study crash simulations and fatalities. However,
ATD is developed based on the human body. In addition, the durability and reliability
requirements make an ATD limited in terms of bio fidelity [27]. The neck model in the
ATD Hybrid III consists of segmented rubber and aluminum discs with a cable through
the center. Additionally, according to the dummy’s specifications, it is found that the
instrumentation used for neck evaluations is limited in terms of neck injuries analysis
since it consists of only two force cells on the neck located at the upper neck and the lower
neck [28].
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Requirements for a suitable articulated neck can be considered with the following aspects:

• An articulated neck structure able to realistically simulate head impact events.
• A model of an articulated neck can consist of at least three cervical vertebrae if the

neck motion ranges are fully achieved.
• The neck motions are considered in terms of flexion angles from 50◦ and extension up

to 80◦; rotation angles 140◦ (70◦ to each side) and lateral bending 45◦ to each side, as
shown in Figure 2 for the complete neck motion range.

• A mechanical design should be defined with low-cost solutions for reasonably easy
replacement of broken parts after an impact test, which commonly fails the ele-
ment tested.
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Figure 2. Neck range of movements [12]: (a) flexion-extension; (b) lateral bending; (c) rotation.

3. Modelling and Construction of the Articulated Neck

A new articulated neck model was designed, taking into consideration a support base
(6), three flexible joints (4), three cervical vertebra models (2), eight muscle springs (5), a
mannequin head model (1), force sensors (7), and IMU (Inertial Measurement Unit) sensors
(8), as shown in Figure 3 [29].
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Figure 3. Design of an articulated neck for head impact testing: (a) a complete scheme; (b) a vertebra
segment [29].

In Figure 3a, the support base (6) is where the articulated neck model is mounted
in a prototype solution. It consists of a square shape plastic box of 30 × 30 cm with a
height of 7 cm. The base was filled with cement to increase its weight and its stiffness.
This element’s main objective is to keep the model in its position and prevent rolling over.
The flexible joints (4) are cylindrical aluminum elements. Their sizes are 2.5 cm in height
and 1.8 cm in outer diameter. A hole goes through the cylinder to fix the flexible joint to
an axis. The flexible joint (4) acts like a metal spring. It can be compressed by 4 mm or
extended up to 6 mm. It can also suffer a maximum angular misalignment of five degrees.
The motion range from the flexible joint allows to design of an articulated neck in terms of
the requirements proposed above. Cervical vertebra models (2) are 3D printed.
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The cervical vertebra (2), shown in Figure 3b, is 3 cm for the outer diameter and 1.9 cm
for the cylindrical shape’s inner diameter. Four beams (3) are located on the perimeter
of the cervical vertebra, each one is located 90◦ from the other one. They are defined by
rectangular shape dimensions of 4 mm height, 2 cm width, and 4.2 cm longitude. These
beams give the neck a larger diameter and allow to place the elements that will simulate the
muscles of the neck. Flexible joints (4) are fixed inside the inner diameter of the cylindrical
shape of the cervical vertebra model (2). One is placed on each cylinder’s face to create a
chain of three cervical vertebrae and three flexible joints, as in the CAD (Computer-Aided
Design) design in Figure 4a. Using spring muscles, the beams from one cervical vertebra
model (3) are connected to another cervical vertebra model. These spring muscles (5)
consist of a metallic spring and a plastic square printed in 3D. The metallic spring sizes are
9.5 mm in outer diameter and 15 mm in height. The square plastic models apply pressure
to force cells located on the cervical vertebra beams.
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Figure 4. A CAD model of the proposed articulated neck [30]: (a) neck model; (b) neck with head.

The objective of muscle springs is to simulate the actions of the muscles on the neck.
The mannequin head model (1) is fixed to the highest cervical vertebra model. It consists of
a polystyrene head model. Weight is added to the head to make it like a real human head.
Force sensors (7) are used to measure the force applied by the muscle springs (5). They
are placed on the beams of the cervical vertebra model. They are resistive force sensors
with a sensor area of 8 mm diameter. Eight force sensors are used to acquire the data from
the cervical vertebra’s beams. IMU sensors (8) are used to measure the acceleration of the
head impact. Three IMU sensors are used in the prototype. Two IMU sensors are located
on the cervical vertebra models, and the last one is located inside the head to measure
the acceleration from the center of the head’s mass. Figure 4a shows the assembly of two
cervical vertebra models, one flexible joint, and four muscle springs. It is noted that the
plastic plates of the muscle springs are attached to the cervical vertebra beam, so they can
only move vertically. This is applied to ensure the pressure of the muscle springs against
the force sensors. Figure 4b shows a complete prototype design CAD model without
sensors [30].

Figure 5 shows the articulated neck model, whereas Figure 5a shows the prototype
assembly of the structural elements of the articulated neck, and Figure 5b shows the location
of the sensors on the CAD drawing of the articulated neck. Force and IMU sensors are
connected to an Arduino MEGA 2560 to elaborate the sensors’ data acquisition and send
them to the user’s computer in force, acceleration, and angular displacement. A low-
pass filter was applied during IMUs data acquisition to eliminate noise from the values
obtained. This filter also allows to reduce the noise at the moment of sensing the angular
displacement.



Life 2022, 12, 313 5 of 14Life 2022, 12, x FOR PEER REVIEW 5 of 15 
 

 

 
 

(a) (b) 

Figure 5. Prototype of an articulated neck: (a) main structure; (b) articulated neck with sensors. 

Figure 6 shows the articulated neck prototype once all the elements are connected in 
a lab setup. Red wires connect the eight force sensors; USB cables are used on IMU sensors 
to ensure a good connection. 

 
Figure 6. Test layout of a prototype of the articulated neck for analysis performance. 

4. Test Modes and Results 
The articulated neck is tested considering three different study cases. Case 1 and case 

2 consist of a static test. In the first case, the head is bent towards the forward. In the 
second case, the head is bent towards the right side. Case 3 consists of evaluating the head 
after a hit on the lateral side of the head. These cases are the most common when a head 
impact event occurs [18]. The force was applied by using the human force. A user was the 
one that moved the head on the desired direction. 

The user keeps the head on the desired position for ten seconds and returns it to the 
initial position for cases 1 and 2. In case 3, a user gives a minor hit on the head model, 
simulating an impact on the lateral zone. The articulated neck response is evaluated with 
force applied on the muscle springs, the acceleration and angular displacement on the 
neck’s cervical vertebras, and the center of the head’s mass. Figure 7 shows the snapshots 
from case 1. Figure 7a presents the initial position of the head model. Figure 7b shows the 
head bending towards-forward by force applied by a user. 

Figure 5. Prototype of an articulated neck: (a) main structure; (b) articulated neck with sensors.

The Java software was used to acquire the data and show the plots in real-time to the
user, as shown in Figure 6. A user can save all the information visualized in post-processing
and discuss the results.
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Figure 6 shows the articulated neck prototype once all the elements are connected in a
lab setup. Red wires connect the eight force sensors; USB cables are used on IMU sensors
to ensure a good connection.

4. Test Modes and Results

The articulated neck is tested considering three different study cases. Case 1 and case 2
consist of a static test. In the first case, the head is bent towards the forward. In the second
case, the head is bent towards the right side. Case 3 consists of evaluating the head after a
hit on the lateral side of the head. These cases are the most common when a head impact
event occurs [18]. The force was applied by using the human force. A user was the one that
moved the head on the desired direction.
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The user keeps the head on the desired position for ten seconds and returns it to the
initial position for cases 1 and 2. In case 3, a user gives a minor hit on the head model,
simulating an impact on the lateral zone. The articulated neck response is evaluated with
force applied on the muscle springs, the acceleration and angular displacement on the
neck’s cervical vertebras, and the center of the head’s mass. Figure 7 shows the snapshots
from case 1. Figure 7a presents the initial position of the head model. Figure 7b shows the
head bending towards-forward by force applied by a user.
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Figure 8 shows the results of force, acceleration, and angular displacements acquired
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cervical vertebra model. The results show that the sensor’s force on the front suffered
an increment on the value while the force sensor on the back reduced its value. These
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to its original position as the head moves forward. Figure 8b shows the force values from
the sensors on the upper cervical vertebra. In this case, also noted is an increment on the
front sensor.
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Figure 8. Acquired results from the front static test of case 1 in terms of (a) force at lower vertebrae;
(b) force at upper vertebrae; (c) accelerations of the neck; (d) angular displacement of the neck;
(e) acceleration of the head; (f) angular displacement of the head. Acronyms: FD—Front Down;
LD—Left Down; BD—Back Down; RD—Right Down; FU—Front Up; LU—Left Up; RU—Right Up;
BU—Back Up; R—Roll; P—Pitch; C1—Cervical 1; C2—Cervical 2; Acc—Acceleration.

The increment is similar to the suffered one on the lower cervical vertebra. This model
suffered a significant decrement on the right and left sensor values. This means that muscle
springs’ action on the upper cervical vertebra’s sides reduces the pressure when the head
bends toward forwards. Figure 8c shows the acceleration values of the cervical vertebras.
In this case, the acceleration values represent the movement applied by a user to change
the head’s position. The plot shows a small increment on the accelerations on both sensors.
Figure 8d shows the angular displacement on the cervical vertebra. These values need to
be checked by a user.

Figure 9 shows the snapshots for case 2. Similarly to Figure 7, Figure 9a shows the
initial conditions of the lab test, and Figure 8b shows the snapshot of the test while a user
applies the force to bend the head towards its right side.

Figure 10a shows force at the lower cervical vertebrae when the head bends toward its
right side. It is noted that the front and rear sensors sense the same force value in this case.
A sensor shows a decrement of the value, but then it is increased as expected. Figure 10b
shows the results from the upper cervical model. In this case, the results are similar to the
lower cervical model. The front sensor does not change its values, and the left and right
sensors show a decrement and an increment, respectively. The acceleration of the cervical
models is shown in Figure 10c. In this case, the result is similar to case 1. The sensor does
not show a considerable variation because the user is the one that moves the head. In case 3,
a lateral head impact is evaluated.
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Figure 10. Acquired results from the lateral static test in terms of (a) force in the lower vertebra;



Life 2022, 12, 313 9 of 14

(b) force in an upper vertebra; (c) accelerations on the neck; (d) angular displacement on the neck;
(e) acceleration on the head; (f) angular displacement on the head. Acronyms: FD—Front Down;
LD—Left Down; BD—Back Down; RD—Right Down; FU—Front Up; LU—Left Up; RU—Right Up;
BU—Back Up; R—Roll; P—Pitch; C1—Cervical 1; C2—Cervical 2; Acc—Acceleration.

Figure 11 shows the snapshots of the performed test. Figure 11a shows the test’s initial
conditions, Figure 11b shows the impact of the user’s force, and Figure 11c shows the head
model after the impact.

The results show oscillation due to deformation of the springs and flexible joints when
the head’s movement is experienced after impact. Figure 12a shows the results regarding
the force of the lower cervical vertebra model. It can be noted that the force cell located
on the left side is the one that has a more significant variation with values from 0 to 0.8 N.
The force cell located on the right side also has slight variation, but in a range that goes
from 0.8 to 1 N. Front and rear force cells present a variation from 0 to 0.1 N. Figure 12b
show more significant force acting on the right and left sensors, while the front sensor does
not change its values. Figure 12c displays the acceleration of cervical models. The plot
shows that the upper cervical model has a more significant acceleration. The lower cervical
vertebra model is closer to the fixed point.
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Figure 12. Acquired results from lateral impact test in terms of (a) force in the lower vertebra;
(b) force in an upper vertebra (c) acceleration on the neck; (d) angular displacement on the neck;
(e) acceleration on the head; (f) angular displacement on the head. Acronyms: FD—Front Down;
LD—Left Down; BD—Back Down; RD—Right Down; FU—Front Up; LU—Left Up; RU—Right Up;
BU—Back Up; R—Roll; P—Pitch; C1—Cervical 1; C2—Cervical 2; Acc—Acceleration.

The HIC evaluates the possible injury on the head considering the acceleration suffered
at the moment of the impact. The formula to calculate the HIC is the following one:

HIC = max

 1

(t2 − t1)
3/2

 t2∫
t1

a(t)dt

5/2
 (1)

HIC evaluates the acceleration of the head in a 0.36 s. Figure 13 shows the interval
where the HIC is evaluated for this case. In Table 1, HIC values from tests performed
are presented.

Note that the HIC index value is small due to the force used to generate the impact.
Also, it is essential to note that the IMU sensors acquired information on the period required
to evaluate the HIC, which was 0.36 s.
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Figure 13. The HIC Test.

Table 1. Shows the HIC injury criteria from 5 impact tests performed.

Impact Test HIC Value

1 0.298
2 0.311
3 0.294
4 0.305
5 0.302

Additionally, it is possible to evaluate the Nij. This criterion evaluates the force and
momentum on the neck at the impact. This information is obtained from force sensors on
each cervical vertebra of the designed articulated neck.

Nij =
Fz

Fint
+

My

Mint
(2)

The values Fint and Mint are critical load values established by the NHTSA (National
Highway Transportation Safety Administration) for the maximum axial load in tension
or compression and the measured flexion or extension bending moment established by
NHTSA [31,32]. The values Fz and My are calculated from the results from the experimental
tests. Fz is obtained by multiplying the mass of the head by the acceleration obtained from
the experimental tests. My is a function depending on Fz multiplied by the angular distance
the head moves measured by the accelerometers during the tests. Figure 14 shows the
results from the impact tests for the Nij Index. Also, it is possible to observe the limits of
the index criteria. These limits indicate the maximum momentum (flexion and extension)
and force (tension and compression) a neck resists without injury. It is noted that the results
of the tests are small and that they are only visible as a dot on the graphics. These results
were expected due to the type of force applied to generate the impact.

Finally, the motion response for the articulated neck was previously evaluated in
Ref. [30], where the authors present a simulation of the articulated neck. The motion results
are compared to confirm the motion range between the prototype proposed and an actual
human neck. Force sensors located on each cervical model are constantly under pressure.
The force is measured considering the force applied when the cervical get closer on each
road, and the sensors measure the increment of the force.
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5. Discussion

The articulated neck presented shows a prototype implemented for lab test experi-
ments to evaluate head impacts. The performance and motion response to the force applied
to mimic the response of a human neck. The articulated neck results are evaluated on head
impact events similar to those obtained by the authors [30]. The force’s application needs
to be controlled and to have the same magnitude in all the experiments performed. Using
an operator’s hand to perform the impact does not assure the experiment’s repeatability.
It is important to apply the force or impact by using a mechanism or a testbed that can
measure the magnitude of the force and give the same magnitude in all the tests performed.
IMU sensors are located on each cervical vertebra to sense the acceleration and angular
displacement that results in the articulated neck’s biomechanical response.

The location of the IMU tries to be the closest to the center of mass of each vertebra.
The work shows that the force sensors on each cervical vertebra measure the force applied
at the moment of the impact. The prototype can simulate low-speed head impact, as shown
in the results. Following the development of the prototype, it is important to evaluate
the articulated neck on the head impact testbed like the one presented in Refs. [33,34] by
the authors.

6. Conclusions

The reported lab experiences successfully characterize the proposed articulated neck’s
response regarding the forces suffered on each cervical vertebra model. During tests for
cases 1 and 2, the muscle springs show head movement as a natural human activity, while
case 3 shows the neck muscles’ response with significant values after receiving an impact.
The data acquisition in terms of force from each cervical will help understand the cervical
force and moments that can lead to severe injuries from a better specific point of view. The
articulated neck increased the number of sensors in the neck zone. This helps to evaluate
better the forces applied on that zone at the moment of suffering an impact. As shown
in cases 1, 2, and 3, the neck can evaluate the neck’s forces when applied to the head.
Flexible joints and springs help to simulate the biomechanical response of the neck. The
mechanism mimics the neck’s motion ranges, considering the six DOF in each cervical
vertebra. Springs are also the elements that simulate the muscle response to return the neck
to its initial position. The articulated neck evaluates the injuries using the Nij; this criterion
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is based on the impact between the moments and the force acting on the neck. The paper
shows that the articulated neck prototype permits measuring the force magnitude on each
cervical vertebra.

Additionally, the moments can be calculated easily, considering the geometry of
the cervical model. The authors considered improving spring elements to increase the
articulated neck’s stiffness for future works. Authors will also combine the research of this
work with the application of a testbed to evaluate head impacts as reported in Ref. [34] to
increase the biofidelity of the head impacts analysis. Finally, this research motivates future
efforts to design equipment to prevent head-neck injury [35].

The analysis of the head-neck model by different injury criteria allows to observe an
advantage within the designed model, which allows the analysis of injuries by different
criteria by acquiring the necessary information for the evaluation of the different head and
neck injury criteria.

7. Patents

Collo artificiale articolato per testa di manichino “Artificial Articulated Neck for
Mannequin tests”, number 102020000005596, submitted 16 March 2020.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, J.L.R.-A. and C.R.T.-S.; Methodology, M.C.; Software,
J.L.R.-A.; Validation, C.R.T.-S., M.C. and J.L.R.-A.; Formal analysis, M.C.; Investigation, C.R.T.-S.;
Resources, M.C.; Data curation, J.L.R.-A.; Writing—original draft, C.R.T.-S.; Writing—review and
editing, M.C.; Visualization, J.L.R.-A.; Supervision, C.R.T.-S.; Project administration, M.C.; Funding
acquisition, M.C. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of the manuscript.

Funding: The authors acknowledge the financial support for realizing this work from the Government
of Mexico by the National Council of Science and Technology (CONACYT), the Instituto Politécnico
Nacional. The authors also thank the support of project 20220646 and an EDI grant, all by SIP/IPN.

Institutional Review Board Statement: Not Applicable.

Informed Consent Statement: Not Applicable.

Data Availability Statement: Not Applicable.

Acknowledgments: The authors acknowledge the support for realizing this work to the University
of Tor Vergata and Instituto Politecnico Nacional by the Double Ph.D. Programm.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest regarding the publication
of this paper.

References
1. Kumar, R.; Lim, J.; Mekary, R.A.; Rattani, A.; Dewan, M.C.; Sharif, S.Y.; Osorio-Fonseca, E.; Park, K.B. Traumatic Spinal Injury:

Global Epidemiology and Worldwide Volume. World Neurosurg. 2018, 113, 345–363. [CrossRef]
2. O’Connor, R.J.; Murray, P.C. Review of spinal cord injuries in Ireland. Spinal Cord. 2006, 44, 445–448. [CrossRef]
3. Pickett, G.E.; Campos-Benitez, M.; Keller, J.L.; Duggal, N. Epidemiology of Traumatic Spinal Cord Injury in Canada. Spine 2006,

31, 799–805. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
4. Löfvenmark, I.; Norrbrink, C.; Nilsson-Wikmar, L.; Hultling, C.; Chakandinakira, S.; Hasselberg, M. Traumatic spinal cord injury

in Botswana: Characteristics, aetiology and mortality. Spinal Cord 2015, 53, 150–154. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
5. Sabre, L.; Remmer, S.; Adams, A.; Vali, M.; Rekand, T.; Asser, T.; Kõrv, J. Impact of fatal cases on the epidemiology of traumatic

spinal cord injury in Estonia. Eur. J. Neurol. 2015, 22, 768–772. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
6. Kang, Y.; Ding, H.; Zhou, H.; Wei, Z.; Liu, L.; Pan, D.; Feng, S. Epidemiology of worldwide spinal cord injury: A literature review.

J. Neurorestoratol. 2017, 6, 1–9. [CrossRef]
7. Albers, A.; Brudniok, S.; Ottnad, J.; Sauter, C.; Sedchaicharn, K. Upper body of a new Humanoid Robot—The Design of AMAR

III. In Proceedings of the 6th IEEE-RAS International Conference on Humanoid Robots, Genova, Italy, 4–6 December 2006;
pp. 308–313.

8. Beira, R.; Lopes, M.; Praca, M.; Santos-Victor, J.; Bernardino, A.; Metta, G.; Becchi, F.; Saltaren, R. Design of the robot-cub (iCub)
head. In Proceedings of the 2006 IEEE International Conference on Robotics and Automation, 2006 ICRA, Orlando, FL, USA,
15–19 May 2006; pp. 94–100.

9. Gao, B.; Zhu, Z.; Zhao, J.; Jiang, L. Inverse Kinematics and Workspace Analysis of a 3 DOF Flexible Parallel Humanoid Neck
Robot. J. Intell. Robot. Syst. 2017, 87, 211–229. [CrossRef]

http://doi.org/10.1016/j.wneu.2018.02.033
http://doi.org/10.1038/sj.sc.3101856
http://doi.org/10.1097/01.brs.0000207258.80129.03
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16582854
http://doi.org/10.1038/sc.2014.203
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/25420494
http://doi.org/10.1111/ene.12478
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24948203
http://doi.org/10.2147/JN.S143236
http://doi.org/10.1007/s10846-017-0502-0


Life 2022, 12, 313 14 of 14

10. Bruneau, D.; Cronin, D.; Panzer, M.; Giudice, S.; Kent, R. Comparison of the Hybrid III Head and Neck to a Detailed Head and
Neck Finite Element Model with Active Musculature, in a Football Impact Scenario. In Proceedings of the International Research
Council on Biomechanics of Injury 2018 (IRCOBI 2018), Athens, Greece, 12–14 September 2018; pp. 322–323.

11. Cruz-Jaramillo, I.L.; Miguel, C.R.T.S.; Cortes-Vásquez, O.; Martínez-Sáez, L. Numerical Low-Back Booster Analysis on a 6-Year-
Old Infant during a Frontal Crash Test. Appl. Bionics Biomech. 2018, 2018, 1–6. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

12. Martinez, L.; Reed, M.P.; Garcia, A.; De Loma-Ossorio, M.; Torres, C.; Bueno, A. Crash impact dummies adapted to people
affected by osteogenesis imperfect. In Proceedings of the IRCOBI Conference Proceedings—International Research Council on
the Biomechanics of Injury, Malaga, Spain, 14–16 September 2016; pp. 768–769.

13. Cruz-Jaramillo, I.L.; Torres-SanMiguel, C.R.; Leal-Naranjo, J.A.; Martínez-Sáez, L. Numerical child restraint system analysis in
6 years old infant during a dolly rollover test. Int. J. Crashworthiness 2020, 26, 404–412. [CrossRef]

14. Cruz-Jaramillo, I.L.; Miguel, C.R.T.-S.; Martínez-Sáez, L.; Ramírez-Vela, V.; Urriologoitia-Calderón, G.M. Numerical Low-Back
Booster Analysis in a 6-Year-Old Infant during a Dolly Rollover Test. J. Adv. Transp. 2020, 2020, 1–9. [CrossRef]

15. Ramírez, O.; Torres-SanMiguel, C.R.; Cuautle-Estrada, A.; Rivera-Hernández, M.A. Design of a test bench for a sternum prosthesis.
J. Phys. Conf. Ser. 2021, 1723, 012056. [CrossRef]

16. Ramirez, O.; Ceccarelli, M.; Russo, M.; Torres-San-Miguel, C.R.; Urriolagoitia-Calderon, G. Experimental Dynamic Tests of RIB
Implants. Springer: Dordrecht, The Netherlands, 2019; Volume 68.

17. Ramirez, O.; Torres-San-Miguel, C.R.; Ceccarelli, M.; Urriolagoitia-Calderon, G. Experimental characterization of an osteosynthesis
implant. Adv. Mech. Mach. Sci. 2019, 73, 53–62.

18. Cuautle-Estrada, A.; Torres-SanMiguel, C.R.; Urriolagoitia-Sosa, G.; Martínez-Sáez, L.; Romero-Ángeles, B.; Urriolagoitia-Manuel, G.M.
Simplified Test Bench Used to Reproduce Child Facial Damage During a Frontal Collision. In Engineering Design Applications III:
Structures, Materials and Processe; Öchsner, A., Altenbach, H., Eds.; Springer International Publishing: Cham, Switzerland, 2020;
pp. 23–29. [CrossRef]

19. Arreguín, J.L.R.; Miguel, C.R.T.S.; Ceccarelli, M.; Vela, V.R.; Calderón, G.M.U. Design of a Test Bench to Simulate Cranial Sudden
Impact. In New Trends in Medical and Service Robotics; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2019; pp. 225–234. [CrossRef]

20. Yoganandan, N.; Pintar, F.A.; Moore, J.; Maiman, D.J. Sensitivity of THOR and Hybrid III Dummy Lower Neck Loads to Belt
Systems in Frontal Impact. Traffic Inj. Prev. 2011, 12, 88–95. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

21. Dibb, A.T.; Nightingale, R.W.; Chancey, V.C.; Fronheiser, L.E.; Tran, L.; Ottaviano, D.; Myers, B.S. Comparative Structural Neck
Response of THOR-NT, Hybrid III, and Human in Combined Tension-Bending and Pure Bending. Stapp Car Crash J. 2006, 50,
567–581. [PubMed]

22. Albert, D.L.; Beeman, S.M.; Kemper, A.R. Evaluation of Hybrid III and THOR-M neck kinetics and injury risk under various
restraint conditions during full-scale frontal sled tests. Traffic Inj. Prev. 2018, 19, S40–S47. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

23. Ludwinek, K.; Jurecki, R.; Jaskiewicz, M.; Szumska, E.; Sulowicz, M. A test stand for the experimental analysis of physical
quantities during crash test at low speeds. In Proceedings of the XI International Science-Technical Conference Automotive Safety,
Casta, Slovakia, 18–20 April 2018; pp. 1–7.

24. Patton, K.T.; Thibodeau, G.A. Mosby’s Handbook of Anatomy & Physiology, 2nd ed.; Elsevier Health Sciences: Maryland Heights,
MO, USA, 2014; pp. 119–124.

25. Nieto, N.J.; Vinciguerra, A.; Brach del Prever, E.; Ceccarelli, M. Estimate of Torsional Stiffness and Shear Moduli of Human
Cervical Spine Discs. Anales de Ingenierìa Mecànica Associazione Spagnola di Ingegneria Meccanica Murcia 1987, 5, 193–197.

26. White, A.A.; Panjabi, M.M. Clinical Biomechanics of the Spine, 2nd ed.; Lippincott, Williams & Wilkins: Baltimore, MD, USA, 1999.
27. Arosio, B.; Mongiardini, M.; Mattos, G.A. Comparison of hybrid III and human body model in head injury encountered in

pendulum impact and inverted drop tests. In First International Roadside Safety Conference; EEUU: San Francisco, CA, USA, 2017.
28. Humanetics©, Hybrid III 50th Male Dummy Parts Catalog, Humanetics Innivative Solutions, Inc. Available online:

https://humanetics.humaneticsgroup.com/products/anthropomorphic-test-devices/frontal-impact/hybrid-iii-50th-male/
hybrid-iii-50th-male (accessed on 15 January 2022).

29. Ceccarelli, M.; Rueda Arreguin, J.L.; Torres San Miguel, C.R. Articulated Neck for Head Mannequin. 102020000005596, (Submitted
on 28 May 2020).

30. Rueda-Arreguin, J.L.; Ceccarelli, M.; Miguel, C.R.T.S. Design of an Articulated Neck for Testbed Mannequin. In Advances in Italian
Mechanism Science; IFToMM ITALY; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2020; pp. 94–101.

31. Parr, M.J.C.; Miller, M.E.; Bridges, N.R.; Buhrman, J.R.; Perry, C.E.; Wright, N.L. Evaluation of the Nij Neck 416 Injury Criteria
with Human Response Data for Use in Future Research on Helmet Mounted Display Mass Properties. In Proceedings of the
Human Factors and Ergonomics Society Annual Meeting, Boston, MA, USA, 22 October 2012; Volume 56, pp. 2070–2074.

32. Kleinberger, M.; Sun, E.; Eppinger, R.; Kuppa, S.; Saul, R. Development of improved injury criteria for the assessment of advanced
automotive restraint systems. NHTSA Docket 1998, 4405, 12–17.

33. Rueda Arreguín, J.L.; Ceccarelli, M.; Torres-San-Miguel, C.R.; Morales Cruz, C. Lab Experiences on Impact Biomechanics of
Human Head. In Mechanisms and Machine Science; MESROB 2020; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2020; Volume 93, pp. 229–237.

34. Rueda Arreguín, J.L.; Ceccarelli, M.; Torres-San-Miguel, C.R. Design and Simulation of a Parallel-Mechanism Testbed for Head
Impact. In Mechanisms and Machine Science; RAAD 2020; Springer: Cham, Switzerland, 2020; Volume 84, pp. 400–407.

35. Fernandes, F.A.; de Sousa, R.A. Head injury predictors in sports trauma—A state-of-the-art review. Proc. Inst. Mech. Eng. Part H J.
Eng. Med. 2015, 229, 592–608. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://doi.org/10.1155/2018/2359262
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30116294
http://doi.org/10.1080/13588265.2020.1718464
http://doi.org/10.1155/2020/5803623
http://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/1723/1/012056
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-39062-4_3
http://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-00329-6_26
http://doi.org/10.1080/15389588.2010.521210
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21259178
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17311177
http://doi.org/10.1080/15389588.2018.1524141
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30543308
https://humanetics.humaneticsgroup.com/products/anthropomorphic-test-devices/frontal-impact/hybrid-iii-50th-male/hybrid-iii-50th-male
https://humanetics.humaneticsgroup.com/products/anthropomorphic-test-devices/frontal-impact/hybrid-iii-50th-male/hybrid-iii-50th-male
http://doi.org/10.1177/0954411915592906
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26238791

	Introduction 
	Problems and Requirements 
	Modelling and Construction of the Articulated Neck 
	Test Modes and Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	Patents 
	References

