Can Cue Location Influence Postural Sway Control in a Post-Concussion Syndrome Case?
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Hypothesis 1:
Vest device will show greatest reduction in postural sway, rather than belt device
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or belt and vest devices together.

Hypothesis 2: Light touch with vest vs light touch with belt vs combination of vest + belt + touch.
Light touch with vest will show greatest amount of postural sway reduction (due to protocol
changes mid-way through project, only light touch vs light touch with vest could be analyzed).

Figure 3. COM excursion over 30 seconds with eyes closed and subject
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Light touch with belt and vest will lead to greater reductions in postural sway, than many constraints on COM may lead to overstimulation.
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Conclusion:

light touch with vest or light touch with belt.
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