
 

  

 

Aalborg Universitet

Kinetic comparison of upper extremity between fastball and curveball in baseball
pitching modeling: a case study

Chen, Shu-wei; Andersen, Michael Skipper; Rasmussen, John; Tang, Wen-tzu

Published in:
Proceedings of the 14th International Symposium on Computer Simulation in Biomechanics

Publication date:
2013

Document Version
Accepted author manuscript, peer reviewed version

Link to publication from Aalborg University

Citation for published version (APA):
Chen, S., Andersen, M. S., Rasmussen, J., & Tang, W. (2013). Kinetic comparison of upper extremity between
fastball and curveball in baseball pitching modeling: a case study. In Proceedings of the 14th International
Symposium on Computer Simulation in Biomechanics (pp. 64-65) http://isbweb.org/~tgcs/iscsb-2013/index.htm

General rights
Copyright and moral rights for the publications made accessible in the public portal are retained by the authors and/or other copyright owners
and it is a condition of accessing publications that users recognise and abide by the legal requirements associated with these rights.

            ? Users may download and print one copy of any publication from the public portal for the purpose of private study or research.
            ? You may not further distribute the material or use it for any profit-making activity or commercial gain
            ? You may freely distribute the URL identifying the publication in the public portal ?

Take down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us at vbn@aub.aau.dk providing details, and we will remove access to
the work immediately and investigate your claim.

brought to you by COREView metadata, citation and similar papers at core.ac.uk

provided by VBN

https://core.ac.uk/display/60531982?utm_source=pdf&utm_medium=banner&utm_campaign=pdf-decoration-v1
https://vbn.aau.dk/en/publications/d176df5c-654f-401f-859b-8cfe1618ab76
http://isbweb.org/~tgcs/iscsb-2013/index.htm


XIV International Symposium on Computer Simulation in Biomechanics  
August 1st – 3rd 2013, Natal, Brazil 

 
 

KINETIC COMPARISON OF UPPER EXTREMITY BETWEEN FASTBALL AND CURVEBALL IN 
BASEBALL PITCHING MODELING: A CASE STUDY 

 

Shu-wei Chen1, Michael Skipper Andersen2, John Rasmussen2, Wen-tzu Tang1 * 

 
1 Graduate Institute of Athletics and Coaching Science, Nation Taiwan Sport University, Taiwan 

2 Department of Mechanical and Manufacturing Engineering, Aalborg University, Aalborg, Denmark 

Email: wentzutang@gmail.com 
 
 
INTRODUCTION 
To prevent injury, breaking ball can’t be thrown 
in youth baseball game. But previous studies 
showed that breaking balls, just like curveball, 
may not be more potentially harmful than the 
fastball for youth and adult pitchers [1, 2, 4]. 
The aforementioned references reported on 
inverse dynamic analysis by rigid body segments 
without soft tissues (muscles, tendons, and 
ligaments), and it is well-known that the computed 
joint reaction forces in the absence of muscle 
forces may be severely underestimated. The 
purpose of the current research was to calculate 
the joint torques and joint reaction forces of upper 
extremity with muscles in the AnyBody Modeling 
System in baseball pitching in order to investigate 
the risk of upper extremity injuries on fastball and 
curveball pitching. 
 
METHODS 
One elite Taiwanese male college baseball 
pitcher (age: 20 years old, body height: 177 cm, 
body weight: 75 kg, maximum ball velocity: 42.2 
m/s) who played in the first class college league 
volunteered to participate in the research. A radar 
gun (Stalker Sport speed gun, Applied Concepts 
Inc., Plano, TX, USA) was used to measure the 
ball velocity, a motion analysis system (Eagle 
System, Motion Analysis Corporation, Santa 
Rosa, CA, USA) was used to measure the 
position data of reflective markers, and two force 
plates (AMTI BP600900 & BP400600, Advanced 
Management Technology Inc., VA, USA) were 
used to measure the ground reaction force. 40 
reflective markers were placed bilaterally at bony 
landmarks of the participant. After warming up 
with his own routine, the participant was asked to 
throw three fastball and three curveball randomly 
from an indoor mound to a strike-zone-size target 
located about 9 m away. The data of the fastest 
strike pitches were used for the analysis. Marker 
position data were filtered with a low-pass 
Butterworth filter and output as a C3D file by the 
Cortex 1.1.4  software. The cut-off frequency of 
each marker was decided by residual analysis [5] 
and ranged between 5 Hz and 25 Hz. The 3D 

musculoskeletal model of the full body, named 
GaitFullBody, was downloaded and modified from 
an open-source repository of the AnyBody 
Modeling System (AnyBody Technology A/S, 
Aalborg, Denmark). There were 62 segments and 
131 muscles in this model, and the 7 segments 
that we focused on were clavicula, scapula, 
humerus, ulna, radius, wrist-joint-segment, and 
hand. After importing the C3D file of the marker 
position and the ground reaction force data, the 
body height, weight, body segment parameters 
and the length of segment, marker position and 
starting position were set to fit the trial. An object 
(with official baseball size and weight) was 
attached to the hand segment to simulate the 
inertia effect of the baseball. Then the model was 
set to move with the markers and a motion and 
parameter optimization was executed to optimize 
the kinematic parameters and the model scaling 
to the experimental data. Subsequently an 
inverse dynamic analysis was executed to 
calculate the forces in the mechanical system 
with muscles included in the model. 
 
RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 
The elbow varus torque of curveball pitching 
during arm cocking phase was greater than 
fastball (as Fig. 1). The valgus forces that 
generated during the late cocking phase can 
cause micro tears of the ulnar collateral 
ligament, with subsequent weakening and laxity 
of the ligament [3], and UCL reconstruction is 
commonly performed in major league pitchers. 
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Fig. 1 Comparison of elbow varus torque from 
arm cocking phase to arm deceleration phase 

between fastball and curveball pitching 
 
CONCLUSIONS 
Curveball may produce larger elbow varus 
torque than fastball during arm cocking phase. 
At least, curveball may be harmful as fastball.  
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Subjects 
21 American 
collegiate 
pitchers 

14 Japanese 
adult pitchers 

1 elite 
Taiwanese 
pitcher (NPB) 

Pitches FB CB FB CB FB CB 

Ball 
velocity 
(m/s) 

35±1 29±1 
33.1±1.

73 
27.4±2.

08 
35.3 26.9 

Arm cocking phase 

Shoulder  
IR torque 

(Nm) 

84±13 81±14 
59.7±9.

42 
56.5±8.

67 
130.25 122.65 

Elbow  
varus 
torque 
(Nm) 

82±13 79±14 
60.2±10

.15 
59.0±10

.22 
26.89 32.76 

Shoulder 
anterior 
force (N) 

  
332.3 
±48.7

2 

314.9 
±45.0

6 

518.3
1 

493.9
8 

Shoulder 
proximal 
force (N) 

  
454.1 
±104.

03 

418.3 
±111.

06 

203.1
7 

185.2
9 

Elbow  
anterior 
force (N) 

  
226.8 
±47.0

3 

225.2 
±48.1

5 

-
461.8

5 

-
416.2

1 

Arm acceleration phase 

Wrist  
flexion 
torque 
(Nm) 

6±4 7±4   12.48 3.72 

Forearm 
pronation 

torque 
(Nm) 

5±4 5±3   5.37 3.72 

Elbow  
flexion 
torque 
(Nm) 

40±9 41±16 
49.9±
7.74 

43.8±
9.99 

47.67 37.56 

Shoulder 
proximal 
force (N) 

1057±
157 

998±1
55 

  
1238.

95 
1077.

82 

Elbow 
proximal 
force (N) 

988±1
10 

934±1
03 

  
-

1622.
94 

-
1609.

16 

 


