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Effect of the Angle on Driving of the Wheelchair Caster Fork
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Fig 1. Negative Camber Caster
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Fig 3. Caster Balance
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Table 1. Measurement of the Caster Fork Angle
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Fig 4. Caster Dynamic Balance
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0.0 310

309 312 310 310

0.5 310

313 313 312 312

1.0 313

314 314 313 313

1.2 330

335 340 342 336

1.6 410

411 415 419 413

2.0 480

495 490 499 419
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Fig5. The Driving test used by the trace of wheels
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Fig6. Angle of the Caster Fork
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