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e NVI immediately or as a secondary injury °
e Focus on Cerebral Microbleeds (CMB), a subtype of
NVI

e Relationship of force impacts and ingjury
patterns is not well understood yet
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e Link vascular strains to CMDBs occurrence

e Ellipsoid representations to ensure computational efficiency
e CAD models for geometry, center of gravity and inertia

e Scaling brain model and corresponding

center of gravity

e Quantitative CMB comparison
e Scrutinizing strain rates
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e Lobar and sublobar structures, csf, skull and skin

e Amalgamation of parts to create single image of head
e Process image to ensure csf surrounds brain completely,

e 6. Monson, K. L., Mechanical and Failure Properties of Human Cerebral Blood Vessels.
Dissertation, University of California, Berkeley, 2001.

e Full computational analysis and representation of case
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