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To test and learn the benhavior of the proposed
model several simulations runs were executed with
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Dampers with front ribs tend to offer more
resistance to applied force.
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Figure 2. Pressure zones and sole shoe dampers distribution.
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Figure 7. DAMICORE, most influential variables.
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Table 1. Mesh reduction test parameters.

After the data analysis results (Fig. o), we conclude
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Figure 6. Objectives relationship f1 and 2
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