Mechanical Response and Brain Injury of Swine Subject to Free-Field Blast
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Linear Acceleration Results

Frontal Occipial Swine specimen

O Adult Male Yucatan pig
o Weight: 50-60 kg
O Intracranial pressure (ICP) measurement
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Data Acquisition system: e _ il : Resultant linear acceleration results are
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The three figures above showed the typical intracranial pressure readings, linear acceleration and
angular velocity, respectively, in low IP exposures.
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