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Age Effect on Strain and Stress of Artery
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Fig. 1. Experimental System
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HrUYs(c), o0& d3(d). AAN A
P2 FY 94492 EXdEY dolgelo),
Shown are the age vs strain gradient(a),
maximum strain(b), minimum strain(c), mean
wall stress(d). Solid square is for thoracic and
open one for abdominal aorta.



