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Cheng, Cheng-Hsin (2008). Analysis of kinematics and electromyographic signals during

baseball pitching. Unpublished master thesis, National Taiwan Sport University, Taichung.

ABSTRACT

In the baseball competition, pitchers’ performance is one of the most important
factors for winning. A lot of studies that have been reported about the biomechanics of
the baseball pitching were focused on the mechanism of throwing different types of
baseball. These literatures revealed some differences on mechanical parameters and
electromyographic signals among different types of baseball pitching. In addition, the
consistency of baseball pitching is one of the most important factors for pitchers’
performance. However, there was very little study about the variability analysis during
baseball pitching in the literature. The purposes of this research were: (1) to compare
the difference on the kinematics data and electromyographic signals during throwing
different types of baseball, (2) to compare the difference on the variability of kinematics
data and electromyographic signals during throwing different types of baseball. Five
collegiate pitchers were recruited. MA300 electromyography analysis system and Vicon
MX motion analysis system were used. Electromyographic signals and kinematic
parameters were analyzed. One-way ANOVA with repeated measures was used to
analyze the differences of average and coefficient of relative variability among different
types of baseball pitching. The kinematics data and electromyographic signals showed
significant differences among different types of baseball pitching. The coefficient of
relative variability of the trunk rotation angles and trunk tilt angles were higher than
other parameters. But the coefficient of relative variability of the kinematics data and
electromyographic signals showed no significant differences. The current results
suggest that the stability of trunk of Taiwan collegiate pitchers is lower, but the stability

of pitching show no differences among pitching different types of baseball.

K eywor ds: Pitcher, Kinematics, Electromyography, Variability
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fe bz - VR G R G E R o B A E AP E L Y

22



R g e R FOFEEF A TR ERE AR
B R 0 G R R F h i R 2 e R b e g s i ] R4
1 zf i o Yamanouchi (1998) ™~ 10 =& ¥ K £ 2 10 =
2R RSB F R ET e g EMG B 0 4
SR .S Iiféiﬁ%;ti%i?aé & e p E S ”’L‘”ﬁ ok B R
md o £ HCE oo s d gt F e o po e fe OB g b B
LA T L i G 5 i S S P

¥R 2 B % 3k B2 EMG 8 0 & it Sisto, Jobe,
Moynes, ¥ Antonelli (1987) I * 8 = = & # £ > & 7 F #K
Bork & sk pF oo W odp vt . 9z g 9v (brachioradials) ~ #E R By %
e~ iy dp W %@ (flexor digitorum superficialis) ~ #& ] # % &
Lo~ R W oms g v~ g w [{] Sv % g {8 9 (supinator) X @ &

ep o EMG UL B R A W B - s W 2 B

ks

B OBE o R W m R v e R W omE R B L A R R
WOk oot B MERE R E G o MR e 0 3 K F 0 Saito
£ (2001) S o E R L L EFEE o FEGRE N R R
82 = ggam\sﬁ:._ggsm\zf;gv])gna;;?sm\%i:;ﬁ[ﬁ]am\f;%fguj}g”s;;gsm\
Be ] ® oBs e s W ogg 9w 2 % ] W o#s s (extensor carpi ulnaris)
EMG 5L F OB % > # W EH Fl v B4Rt & 38 ik 2
TR RF AT Y R HYH ek o BER A B
FUR B R W B LR R B th E R M 4 % T R v E o B
o E k2 EMG U B 4p Fﬁégkgﬂar% 4, d4 £ ¥ &> f
G PR B LR ER R KN T LR
o it gk i@ * e FO72 4 oo

23



24 BHARIRFICTARAN RER
T 5~ &K e poen i % ¥ %
v 5 = £ 20 G- - S S #FOR OB R oL B PR
Frank %
W g e RO OB AR TE s e E R o 3 R A
(1983) 2 L A AR - S
IR o VA
4 = B NS 2l o S P S VRN [ : sy 8: - Fg oAU B
Frank % L S Ea EF S 2 B i
R N ST Mmoo ¢ B R o oM B %
(1984) LN R 4E T R Az i B B0 oo @@ 3 % s s
ok s B A IR B o B v v iz = U 2 W 4R
LB - WA A e R R OFE B ok o R
_«gﬁgm%@io
. 7oA B PR O RBREEFRE L OMERL SN Tz f
Gowan #
£ 2 6 = ¥ A v T B AL R o Bov o B R R oF 0 kD
(1987) £ Lo~ ol [l At fe sz = FF 4T B
3oL AR hE B 0 o %
o o F A e @ B 0 2
EFoOVv R E_ g v v R OB OE o
P e
. i 8 =~ F & £ O O O RS S B - BN A S L
Sisto *
BEooow R L e T 2 BN B F W 0 R R %
(1987) B £ oy & R OM ow o dm ovu o E
LN A N
oM e o 2 B OF o
. 10 &= F ¢ #% s 4 3 % 7k T oo g Bk L M S P e
Yamanouchi
P £z 10 2t Ll - A s = LG T S S S < £ S
(1998) S N Ll ) B & HOE P oo e
e
Saito % 50 F o) 4 # etk 2o RS HowmoF] o R B dR B R
in - Eg Y%~ 9z = Ef fin 2ok PFOBEOF & 0 K fin o
(2001) Ve s R By mBoRv L 3k s B R 0 W R A o 2
O e o~ M ROA B ¥ ROE BB Rt oh st §osu L &
U HE ] OW oBe v v W Ijzggjsgff:cf%y—"%?Q;’gn],&h
;}EIH%E.’%I'E\]H L= L OH o
uR W OB e B R o

24



* - s
\%&\ \%&\ e F}.

l=

-

\H |1 \\?{r (Q{.
J

PN <

<ok

i 4y

&

i

(-

i

-

Y
Iﬂ;
o= o

St

S
%

\\?{r

i
&
T

ho

5

T

‘?ﬁ‘&

a8

o
P2

{

%

A

25

i

ES

W F_k

@

3

=

=%

P

5

Y

X
=

.
3

i

vz

b BN

=

#*

3



T & OE e o X

bt 2

)

0%
=

¥ %

el

L7 A HEERT BB AP DL RS R
EMG 3t 5 » » F SRt L@ bW fLE ivh@ & § F
o F I mov g e EMG 3 OBE e 0 A FF e

¥ - & R % ¥ %

r N =B VA AR LR S BN - £ I SESE - - S TR
FEEER R RZOCE AR IR A F R YW
P e A BEEEREFATTEFERER
2 (e 1) ,—f"'?,%}'ﬁﬁlﬁiﬂ_\d\?,i% (4 2)> Fl::
E I oo~ sk I E R R YE Y oge

2 hPkE s fE MR R ZEES XGOSR XG
e
¥ 8 F%PFRFyE
B B 1 2008 # 6% 5 p 3 2008 & 7 % 15 p -
A B RN AFEAFE TSR RGP RF
¥ 8 REHREHG
AP LR RRAT A FAME G E RG> H MR A
SRR S - A L L R N - SO R
B ® 2 F R k@Y o

26



- ~EMG & # % 2( MA300, Motion Lab Systems, Inc., US)
EMG & # % 31 & d 2 4& 5% (B 9) ms & 52 & (K
(B 11) % pk i Mg &y

-

o s BL 0 5§ T A o e

h
w
B T T BN R E R P Ve BB o A A g

|

o

LA L S B RS S I S S G A A A

B 9 EMG 7 & %

27



B 10 EMG 2 % & & ¢

28



-~ g A~ E PR E®R(CVICON MX motion analysis system,
Oxoford Metrics Limited., UK )
A ER A RS BEARERE (CCD)
(R 12~ 13) A e F (B 14) B %X %2 F k3t (H
15~ 16) &+ > FP W O B 4o B 17 J1 % = @k P

-

’]'Iﬂ%%é-?.éér_i"'%ﬁ"ﬁ L F g sk ook o B OB ok B 5’%‘\2’ AR
FEPGT R REE B 3BT % R B SHE
Bl & 3L en Workstation V4.5 #t 8 > # £ kw2 H 7 i
A= P e S

IR - - B S A L

AEG BB R 36 BN AW R L EE 1S AR

AP L 2.5 2 A ek koo g B F R o

CCD ( # o )

B 14 VICON i 3 o3 ¥

29



15

Fok s

B 16 £ %t
Y
=

.3 .] z
B

I m
e 5 R i
.4 .E

30




C iR R BT R

e (B 18) 5 3 2 ¢ E ~ 22 € T2 R Are B
P 5 S R o 0 H oo é_*?.%%j%%-ﬁ:?iﬁ%{ﬁ’!%[ﬁféié&%
F o N RE R EARBB D o KM (R 19) #
LS B U R S R R I

= Pb o

B 19 F & ¥ ok

31



=

>~
=
»
o
]
"

|

>~
P
e
o
[k
=
|
|
Ty
an
N
N
<l
ik
\_
/4
=
T
[rh
BTN
\_
ra
=
o
W
<%
e

~F 37 1 * Workstation V4.5 - MATLAB 6.5 - EXCEL
2003 # SPSS 12.0 % sr ® ivr F # HiF & 2 £ 45 - Workstation
V4.5 gt 8 2 & % & # F F i 2 EMG WOEL g 2 R
MATLAB 6.5 #t % 1 & * 3t F 4l i f5 «7F & » EXCEL 2003 &

B% 0 F R B dh eh I 2 SPSS 12.0 # W B 4 7 R 1o

al;mbb ?%ﬁ‘%

AE kRS IHEBZERASNTHE R REZ
FE L A A S B S ERNL (O SRRIC N NI 1 AL B
fglym?,%}ﬁ,%"
- BBz ERAFTR

FAN S 3 MEFERMEREHIF - WE > &R
1/‘3:1‘%—?i‘ﬁfé_iﬁ'lli/v\“v'liﬁ‘lféﬂ!ﬁ’éﬁ'fﬁﬁ?lsi%{»‘Ti%ﬁ‘qi\
%'ﬁj‘ﬁ;{ﬁ—\—kagz{, \,J~)?3'i.{ N i{, ""’?i‘iﬁiﬂ"?ﬁﬁﬁﬁ

Bl oE B b Rk o2 AR BEFE M > & B0 B P R Y o 2 MR L
2 LA Rk 5o

32



b £ B D ox kb OBz B4
Bt % Bt I EY E R g
* R TR T O )

BO% P ER 2 B L BE A A E A

e £ F A S P Dk bR Y %2 B R

N O S S RO SRR R 55

(o
bl

%1 B R WP R R X DR A

£ 8 3 & R o X F A R X 3 OE L

“mj:

W
b

[e=2

bt

A

o
Eis
l

5

L py

rPREZEZE 2R

AR P R EHEESER AP REEFF L
B > £ R RTEF DL B T
e T3 5 A% R Y o I RER A
prE kst 0 VOB AR R R R &Y RER
Bl e R BEPBITLRBDE > BEP R
T % 250Hz -

33



-:_\B’L‘#&"\é

e

S e v
0 0F L ®T

Aig o A

L EF R KRE

fc & p¥ . EMG 3

S AR U

Lo g—:}jé#‘\ﬁ;_{\
v 5.1 = & v 6,

=
Yo
=%
‘-\-'

N

o g R R

ko4 Hi B 17 @ P EMG

P oifos R iR N

e Brog £ 2 X L4 & v g

oo £ @ E Ly X d

ot B PR R = o R OJC
1.9 = 8§ " 2.9 = g o

B w7 43 Rl U b AL e

SO 9B T R RIS R R e 10028 3 Tk ) R 7

oA R

R

Bz EMG 8 4 5 10 B # 3 k2 & (£

PEEEREAET B
% EMG 2 8 e & 4

ECE I S R I R TS

1";’!‘ %
2o F 0 3M EF A AR B R

Rt P E R
SIS R |

X hF kR R
DR B

A
ol
[

fo & e pl 3R

e (% 6) B K

P S R

Pl 3 85 1F % 4k 0F -

-

R YT ) T i I
B RS

=F
Db
1‘3-\-
o
1‘3—,

<

CE G L R

=y
&

|4
g

B e & EMG @ 5L

BB fs B oAk & 4 o

EIR =L S
EMG £ B % %
G N
#-r F ko
& EMG =z 55 9
3.3 < v 4w =
8.2 H 3k W g 4
B odko s L
6) e

Wi L ko B

F*
X
é/ﬁ:
&

B ¥

?T?EJ»!I Foan e
kil

XREEF LR
a?’l”j@f’?’i’bl}éﬁ,‘
Foir 7 B fA#

3
=
2

5
ﬁfl

"
o2

:,K"B-d‘}ﬁ‘&f—;r 31/},ﬁ*§ﬁﬁ~

34



06 R @ EF R EIEZE RS L
S BL 2 O
Eh . # 1T
ad
P £ o2 o oo 1 R & By o
S 2 OB & 0B
Bk £ oo %o 3 BOMOE kTN
k£ 2w = & o 4 AOM S B o
ok £ 2 = & o 5 AOM & ok T bR
P+ 2 B OF o 6 BB OE W OE
o R R 7
F . R L NN
ok R TR 9
BTos A (SR EE W OB )
s I L ol L 10
T~ 3R OHR B TF R
Podin g TRl 0 AR B fi A4 BBk R EMG £ B
GAR KR o BEBR SR P Y DR SiE g
FEcfr # R 0 EMG UGB o S b Lok v T2
L7 FEHALAMEDS @ME T FT OREF M BEREXRE EMG £
Bl kst B frov g ke 2 f L TR RO RERERE £ F R
RFF PP u % E P E L L.Sem 2 2.5cm 0 kX 4k ge 3
£ 363 0 & § I de B 20 fo & T L7 @ F ki 2 g 7
FEHRPFELHMOES N ER A T W EMREAF 2 3M B
FRF B R FE BB LG 5l dF koot % A B
BABEE o RE R FERE A PR E R

35



ks

Tk
ki

-

e

=
T

|rml

T

=4

o)
B

S A
& » B

i«\g
hond

ol
']
b ‘“.DH- T

-~

g

Fim L ®REDERLLF £ > 3§ HX R D
R UH o Rk AR R R AR o
MM R A 2k s b b F kR B MR G -
RERERAEL LR LN A RIART LS
g RENER S LR RERPFR S R
e A B S B E R LRSS RS RS
B2 AR E R RR S U FE R i@
oo W OB L E T TR 4 (8 0 B o4 3 fin b TR R
FRRFE TR AR EREE S
Boadh e o 2 L B o f 3 R K

B

’ﬂmﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ,
2 % Tk B e b E IR X Z BB FOEIRE
o PR B s ISR Bk o R s RREHOT
R 0 R T B IR B BT e

PR R RER LR TR e R
WATAE B AR Y PR R ERF DR R
A o PP RA S R B T OE ORI K- AR I

ki
=
-« R 3

>

36



B 20 & kR EE Ak F LR

37



2007 F R fREE AR 2 BB A (FR PR R F R )

Y B o &K # 3t

1 CER7 I

2 STER LEIE

3 XIPH LEIE T

4 LSHO S

5 RSHO + KO

6 RUAI1 R S S N R
7 RUA2 = & %oz oF ko3 z & %
8 RUA3 Z ok % f5 o F ko3 R
9 RLEL(LLEL) 55 foeb o Bomox g
10 RMEL(LMEL) LR SN ;!

11 RLWR(LLWR) BEE R

12 RMWR(LMWR) 2 FE R

13 RFI2(LFI12) ¥ o¥ fpoMow R

14 RFI3(LFI3) 5 = ¥ %

15 RFI5(LFIS) I ¥ 4 M oE R

16 LASI U A S L 13

17 RASI U S TR 4

18 LPSI U T 3

19 RPSI R T L

20 SACR B i

21 LTHI R T

22 RTHI R A U

23 LKNE SRR S ;!

24 LMKN Z O F A oA BOR £ A
25 RKNE LT SR !

26 RMKN + o o) o AR E Ao
27 LTIB AR N R 1

28 RTIB R 2 - 1

29 LANK = Bl BB & bR

30 LMAN = BB & pOAR poRoE Ao
31 RANK + B B M & 4

32 RMAN + R OBR OB & AR Bk oE A
33 LTOE SRR I £ £

34 RTOE S O T £ £ R

35 LHEE 4P R BB R 4%

36 RHEE +oyr iE o B 1 4%

37 BALL EIE - 4

38



$I& TR AZES R

AR %A YL BT R AR D FR S TR AR
PV AR AR A EHREME CELRY ST e Rk
B%?%‘m%b&_k Eﬂ%ﬁ‘uﬁ’lfﬁ%}ﬁ ~ —'\,J‘ ﬁ;/”\’}:fr o
- EFEFTHAEZELNR

"FT' £ % * workstation 4.5 # % 5 ¥ F - B & kg 7 oE

A 4o b 2 (tracking) M R B A 54 2 47 e
EARE BB B N £ F R {1 Matlab g 8w B o B 8
£

e

ERRER AW ARIE T o AN RK D 2 OEE R
TR R S O AP OMS W B ch B & & B o
% ¥ > ¥ % 4 2 % Escamilla %

(1998)F &% #r it * chiF & § S 4> ¢ K H £ ~ % F 4% M &

Byow & B O~ SRR R A B O~ LR OE AW & B ~ K M OE Y E &
B o~ A M & KT N d B ~ AM&SN e R IFHT &R
FoRP At 8BRS FHRERE oo FEE S K
Au R AR M E ER R e d D B RERT 2 RE ERR

T%Q*%?LL?}QO

39



2 8 ik &
> B - f T & Bl T
# & BOMr Mr oL 4P BE FE 3R B 21
S S S TR A Y Aongr o2 %4 m 22
S i @ & R Wop e H oY 2R A R B 23
iR & B W & R ELI. - B S S O 4 ® 24
AR OH R &R PR BRI 2 %k Bl 25
A OB & kTR 4T bk R P RE A K 2 %k B 26
OB & p 4 R ETI Sl B A E I 8 B 27
i n M A B BR iR & 4 o2 % & B 28

40




B 23 SR & R

41



v R

Ay

LE Y

24

42



B 26 A B & kKTR i R

B 27 A M & P EE R

43



Bl 28 SR v M & B

Yoeb A d T 4B A PR E B S
SRR VTSN SUEU AN - R - 38 SIS A i A AR IPAA LS
S LA (A S A A

BH Y TR LI EFRME TR AR D

B ERY %M eI B3R AM e E DA R
S E S S SRES -~

A M E E P AR R TR 2 o

@ Wik E 3R M S E R Ak RT R R Y

-

&~
~
(?Qi.

i

= ‘Bm?,“;%gfu)?@g—&/’\*&
B h ¥ § Fl ehyeF 28 > * workstation 4.5 @ ## ﬂ:rg?l
B0 4% F i@ % Matlab $t 88 2 7 Jg A (filter) fv T F (smooth)

[T LA %—ﬁ;#iﬁﬁagmﬂﬁf%;‘}g% T B LA 8

44



(bandstop)’ # 60Hz enfe 2 jg # > & ¥ 2 F i@ (bandpass) #f
F 4 7 480Hz jg 4 » & 18 * 6Hz 2 = K i@ (low pass) g A
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29 ERAHFHE
S B o0 " ? Iﬁ,&: o+ xR
(2> A) (27 (£)

1 182 92 12 - FOA
2 173 75 12 + 3/4
3 183 78 11 + [ARE:N
4 180 74 12 ES i
5 181 90.5 11 + [N
6 182 85 9 E2 A
7 167 55.5 10 = A
8 182 75 9 + i
9 186 90 9 + 3/4

T 33 E 180.0 79.4 10.6

- F Z 5.5 10.9 1.3

10 I S R S

Yo B ES I % B 2 % B 3 % B 4 % B S
1 )5S ip I ¥OIR
2 % @ 5 WO o

3 i % i I W o+ T

4 & ¥ & I ip I

5 F Tk ip 2 3 (LI S £ 4

6 by MESS B % I :},;3 X If IS
7 )5S % ¥ IR ¥IR
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ATt Bk B o0 R 2 B IR A w RN HE S BoIR ok
Lo > g R ek Al L Erirerrroim(2 11)
FEBFR KW BT FPRBERF O RE G EF LR R R
sk i (112.3%4.4 Km/h) 4 5 (98.3+5.4Km/h) 2 % i 3}

(95.3+6.5 Km/h) ® & #& & (p<.05) -

% 11 @ T H@E ANOVA - F 4

% K I f& T o £+ H 8L PiE %k
E 112.3 + 4.4
>
g K i 98.2 + 5.4 0.000
B>
(Km/h) % 95.3 + 6.5
T 35 101.7 £ 9.5

* p<.05

2 %R GE

At rrdc B oenTk @ B o0 R A OB IR A R RS H R
B N R EKE NI RFRERAFEF AN (£ 12) B %
FR o KA R 2 R KT AP LR
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> K % A T e+ R L PiE % @v R
H 81.6 + 7.7
B+ H £ F 80.8 + 7.3 0.580
(¥ % %) B 80.5 + 7.0
T im 81.1 + 6.7
E 79.2 + 14.3
U T 80.0 £ 14.0 0.754
(&) 5 79.8 + 15.3
T 5 80.1 + 13.5
B 67.7 £ 29.6
8% #F i i x 68.5 + 28.8 0.669
(&) 5 66.8 + 26.3
T 3a 67.6 £ 30.9
H 101.2 + 13.1
R H R W F 99.4 + 12.5 0.186
(&) s 98.4 + 11.0
T35 99.7 + 11.5
H 91.9 + 10.2
A OB o& ot B F 89.5 + 10.2 0.339
(RB) = 90.3 + 12.2
T35 90.4 + 10.5
P E 114.5 + 15.3 ‘ ]
Ko e ’ﬁ 120.7 + 13.6 0.021 ¥ >%
() s 115.7 + 16.7
T in 116.9 + 15.0
H 122.7 + 16.3
EOMO& o F 123.4 + 17.7 0.489
(&) e 125.2 + 15.0
T im 123.8 + 16.2
H 106.3 + 37.9
§% §% % 1 F 108.0 + 38.4 0.881
(&) s 108.1 + 34.0
Doy 107.4 + 40.8
* p<.05
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2 14 HM& B R %FEBEK (%) ANOVA - F £

¥ 2 F TN P i
B 206+ 1.10

¥ o5 i 1.79 + 0.69 0.894
7 s 2.00 £ 1.25
T 1.95 + 0.94
B 3.12 £ 1.29

S 4.07 +1.69 0.265
ERLE § 2,94 +1.37
Ty 3.38 + 1.40
B 17.20 « 17.91

o ; 16.18 + 17.98 0.956
RS % 17.15 « 11.44
e 16.84 + 14.38
B 3.05 +1.10

; 89 + 1. .

R R I 3071210 0o
T s 3.00 £ 1.52
B 3.81 +2.30

cwanx § i
Ly 3.48 + 2.12
B 4.33 £ 1.49

AOB & i 2.88 + 1.74 0.448
S NIEES 5 3.72 + 1.49
T g 3.64 +1.53
3 6.99 + 3.44

; 19 £ 1. .

P 360287 oo
T 4.93 +2.87
B 1520 « 13.65

PR i 13.22 £ 10.00 0.432
‘ 5 19.45 + 12.18
Ty 1596 + 11.07
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2015 A H @R ITHmE (§) ANOVA - F %

5 ¥ 23 AR oA P&
B 0.81 + 0.11 40.6 = 4.6

g i 0.82 + 0.09 40.7 + 3.7 0.465
g % 0.83 + 0.10 40.1 £ 4.6
T 35 0.82 + 0.12 40.5 £ 4.6
i 0.80 + 0.17 39.2 + 6.6

B i i 0.78 + 0.15 39.0 £ 4.4 0.064
W 5 0.81 + 0.16 39.8 = 5.6
T 45 0.80 + 0.15 39.5 + 5.3
i 0.12 + 0.08 6.4 £ 3.9

b i i 0.13 + 0.08 6.2 £ 4.1 0.101
= # 0.13 + 0.09 6.2 £ 4.5
T 35 0.12 + 0.07 6.1 + 3.7
i 0.27 + 0.06 13.8 £ 2.0

S i 0.26 + 0.05 14.1 £ 2.2 0.066
% 0.31 + 0.06 13.8 + 1.8
T35 0.28 + 0.06 13.8 £ 2.5

16 A~ HpR®E ik (%) ANOVA - F 4

B 759+ 6.29
. e * 11.12 + 3.84 0.115
G % 7.16 +3.23
T 35 8.62 +4.52
B 330+ 1.59
, ; 4.08 + 1.43 0.757
R
Bt B B 3.44 +£1.74
T o3n 3.61 £1.46
B 11.57 £ 8.02
s i T ey R
@ 4 % 11.02 + 8.41
T oy 11.34 £6.55
B 6.77 £ 7.20
‘ : 8.81 + 3.94 0.751
i H ¥
R % 7.52 +4.20
T 35 7.70 £ 4.83
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32 & ANOVA - % #

% ¥ o ] LT T h % 1 P &
E 77.4+ 7.6

# £ F 77.9 + 8.1 0.719
(¥ 3 %) e 77.2 £ 8.4
T 35 77.6 + 7.4
B 37.6 + 18.3

B R & By W F 33.3+£19.0 0.202
(R) = 34.0+ 19.1
T35 35.4+17.5
B 46.6 = 32.0

§% i i F 41.4 +£25.0 0.184
(&) 5 40.9 + 25.4
T oin 42.9 £ 26.8
B 59.0 £ 31.5

" B T F 59.4+31.9 0.311
(&) e 60.5 + 30.5
T 35 60.0 £ 28.5
H 92.7 £ 7.8

KoM & o B w 92.3 £5.9 0.344
(E) = 91.1 £ 8.1
T 15 92.0+ 6.9
P B 7.0+5.5

KEn g ;i 5.6+ 4.8 0.215
(B) e 6.5+ 6.0
T35 6.4+ 5.4
B 46.1 £ 34.6

OB & ok 46.4 + 34.7 0.221
(B) 5 44.2 +33.6
T 35 45.2 +30.4
H 34.4 + 40.9

§g ¥ W M F 30.4 + 35.6 0.229
(R) B 27.9+32.6
T3z 30.9 + 35.5
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2 19 @ @EiEH Y FETHE ANOVA - F 4
o S % f T oo fc o+ R B P i
E 70.9 + 6.4
# £ F 70.7 £ 6.9 0.783
(¥ % %) E 70.1 + 7.6
T 3m 70.7 £ 6.4
E 42.7 £ 11.9
OB W By W i 42.8 £13.9 0.356
(&) e 44.1+12.9
T 3o 43.7 £ 11.7
A 521 +37.8
5% i i F 43.0 +£29.7 0.176
(&) 5 41.1 +£26.3
T 35 452 +38.4
i 255+ 39.2
iR R W F 22.6 +41.4 0.187
(&) e 28.4 + 46.5
T 3m 26.3 £39.1
E 89.9 £ 11.5
A OB & b E F 88.2 £10.1 0.171
(&) e 89.8 £ 11.0
T o35 89.1+10.3
B 25.1 £ 7.1
fl’a“*gﬁ’ﬂ,{ ¥ 27.2£09.5 0.068
(&) % 29.0 8.4
T o3m 27.3+ 8.5
E 71.4£17.0
A I N 74.3 £ 13.7 0.166
(&) e 67.6 +10.5
T 3m 71.6 £ 14.2
B 52.4 +40.1
5% #% Mg F 40.7 £31.6 0.068
(&) % 39.8+29.5
T35 44 .4 £39.9
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24 A
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(%) ANOVA -

i

av]
frmk

0.645

BB o Ry W

L»JUJO\NOOOO\T‘;

0.420

5% i3 i

0.221

R e By

0.269

0.473

0.483

H H H H[H H B HH H B B H BB B H B B B H B B H H H B

32.07
37.24
42.59
35.44
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$r & EMG W % 2%

P A B R AL B LT A T A
(8= & v s B U s 3Tk R Rk A e s 2E o3k fp] b AL e s
Fozk R Bz 22k R BRI EMG S A < BT A
500 H o2 BB Lo 3 R OA KR 5 p A f< ¥ (maximum
voluntary contraction . MVC) & 3 iF 5 EMG U 5 2 £ ®
W2 hF F AR R AT 7 1 EMG UL E E Y MVC iF
v > Pl B EEA TR EE S FPr AF TR D nE
g sv g EMG 208 H ¢ gk 4 fE o fF oL o o E Lo A8
(100%max) > # 2 v &y &2 H & + B s & o

Foobosod 2z Z FFv A St G Rl e p ¢ 2 EMG R

fu

AP (R 37) & k=
RE o2& fF % wvz - o T gt 9z = g v EMG OB bkt B P
BEogh ~ B B M b b @ A F (B R %A IRE/ BB R FE Tk
C R E R R ) AR R EASF (KBRS
rEEIFERFIERBEARARFRT) 2 FERFERF (KB %R
B4 BRI 3% 2R ) S FacE (B 38) F A ¥

BEvL LM d v hE R
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At e B oo EMG 2 kB % B 0 23 oIk B A u R
£

M H S BREHTHmE L E REEKE IR AR
A (4 21) 0 X % B o7 ot A Fr v g ¢ s BE Z ER T s W =

£ovz B oF ovh EMG &+ 0 & BB Y F OB FZ

s
e

(p<.05) « i& — # T F {5 v A 5 > 92 - s oyeh i & B 7 o

|l

¥ 9 & = EMG & (70.0+14.2 %max) P & =+~ » jF i
(61.3+11.6 %max) % % i# 3 (59.5£11.6 %max); % = & »%¢h
25 H o > 2 o3 (73.1£12.2 %max) fr % @& 3 (63.0+£12.6
%max) ¢ EMG & P % =~ * F 1% (52.0£14.6 %max) ; B #
1% % B A 0 Bk (64.1£21.3 %max) # EMG & * 3 F 5

(51.7£19.7 %max) > H v “7p & chdvp B R 25 & 5 ¥ £
Booofe & 5 Byep % R R DB R EMG B EE S 0 £ 7

A=

|k

PR v o E R AR RO R R
A et e Boenve g EMG B 4 B o0 R 3B 3R B A B R
B S5 Bk B il NERLEKRE SRR KL
At (4 22) B R F R > TRl R oen 8 Fovp o2 %R ko
A F LR oz e EMG B+ B % R ¥k = 3
Be B AR iT o %2 Z EF MU O~ B3 A Mt s w2 & vt o {5 Z & vu o 4R
kP FEOeh AL s N o2E o

ORI b A e 2 Posk R B RO ok 2
A G F L RER AR T R R R
B IR 2 R R ERE YRR R & kR
ZOEE MU g K T s m = Pt 15 2 & vt Tk ] R Ao
AP R A PR R BRIE R DR LERT AR
L0 W E R o BF U APk R ERIE R DR TR R
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# 21 EMG & = & (%max) ANOVA - 1 %

g A T o £+ % B P & EARGENTES 33
E 70.0 £ 14.2
= - g e i o 61.3 £ 11.6 ;g‘_>;§§
- %R % 59.5 £ 11.6 0.002 >
PR 63.6 + 12.5
® 82.2 + 5.8
A * 71.8 + 18.1
2= % % 76.0 « 19.4 0.595
EL 76.7 £ 15.1
E 71.4 £ 30.9
i L i 76.8 + 15.1
R 5 77.3 + 17.5 0.710
> 3R 75.2 £ 20.8
E 73.1 + 12.2
B & s F 51.9 + 14.6 B>
% 63.0 £ 12.6 0.005 B>
EEL 62.7 + 15.1
z 83.9 + 5.2
a= 4 s ¥ 76.1 £ 9.9
" 5 76.2 + 5.3 0.225
> 3 78.7 £ 7.6
E 64.1 £ 21.3
I iy 51.7 + 19.7 ~ .
%3 % 52.9 + 22.3 0.038 2> 0F
> 3w 56.2 + 20.4
E 74.2 £ 16.4
Fok P F 64.8 +21.6
gtk AL 5 57.2 + 20.2 0.067
> 3n 65.4 + 19.5
E 61.4 £ 16.0
ELINE N £ | ¥ 51.6 £+ 19.8
LY AL 5 41.2 + 23.5 0.075
P 51.4 +20.4
E 56.8 £ 23.2
oIk F 38.7 + 22 .4
B o vo e 46.1 + 25.7 0.137
PRl 47.2 + 23 .4
E 72.4 + 15.8
ELINE N S| i 61.8 +17.5
B oo % 64.7 + 13.8 0.317
> 3 66.3 £ 15.3
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4 22 EMG # B % d (%) ANOVA - %

L g A T ok + 8 P &

i 25.1 + 19.9

- g F 25.0 £ 25.1
e % 25.4 + 20.1 0.999

> 25.2 +20.2

il 14.4 « 11.7

T i 20.3 £ 27.6
= Ef T 2 283 450 0.657

> 3N 14.5 £ 17.0

® 15.8 « 11.3

a4 s i 32.1 + 31.8
3 e 225 + 24.9 0.335

> 3 23.4 + 23.4

® 25.9 + 18.0

2= 4 s i 46.3 + 33.2
% 33.5 £ 26.2 0.411

> 3N 35.2 £ 26.1

z 10.6 £ 4.1
sz & ’g 23% - 3564 0.256

> 2 14.4 £ 16.0

i 35.0 £ 33.6

T i 20.6 + 31.9
B o#F s @ s e xzgs8 0.608

> 2 27.7 + 26.2

il 25.6 « 21.5

3Tk i 32.1 + 26.4
O AL e 15.2 + 11.4 0.349

> 3 24.6 + 20.5

il 38.0 + 24.2

ELINF I £ e ¥ 42.5 + 30.4
O AL 2 28.0 £ 24.3 0.398

> 36.2 + 25.3

® 334 + 17.2

TR P ¥ 38.4 +£21.0
Bogw v % 36.6 + 19.9 0.895

> 36.1 + 18.1

E ® 45.7 £ 66.5

P s | * 40.7 + 34.3
B owk v S 24.1 + 27.0 0.583

EE L 33.3 + 38.5
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2 = B v EMG # f#ic @ ANOVA - & #

B5 Y 3 T o+ %8 P &
o A 55.4+6.2
= ; 56.6 + 4.5
o g 56.0 + 3.2 0.835
> 3R 56.0 + 4.5
‘ z 1993.3 + 1827.9
Pk g 1809.0 + 1652.2 0 639
=" >4 .
(%max/# ) %& 1927.9 +2153.2
> 3 1910.1 + 1750.8
N i E -2473.6 £ 2140.9
B Y ; _
D A ; ;380.3 +1874.3 0.779
(%max/# ) a -2663.8 £ 2867.6
> -2505.9 £ 2162.8
b3 B 0.332 +£0.03
R i 0.333 £0.05
g i,.ﬁﬁ& % 0.328 = 0.03 0.976
> 3 0.331 +£0.03
iz 5 EMG % &2 ik & (%) ANOVA - f 4
Ik fa T o £+ %8 P &
E 14.36 £ 11.72
& i 20.30 £ 27.65
43 % 8.85+£5.02 0.430
> 3 14.50 + 16.98
E 12.12 +£5.08
B B ¥ g i 12.14 £ 4.23
be i AL A 8 7.06 + 2.43 0.364
> 3 8.89 £ 6.56
E 11.81 £10.09
B B % g ¥ 5.86 + 3.42 0.368
RO AL F % 11.07 + 7.76 '
> 3 9.58 + 7.56
E 22.77 £ 10.29
B B ¥ i ¥ 16.24 £ 7.91 0.304
EER 5 17.70 + 14.23 ‘
> 3 18.90 £ 10.69
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j\ﬁﬂz“,l‘JST:ﬂ’?“—'éﬁ:fLi:%;%;‘éi%"ﬂiﬁﬂiﬁfﬁmﬁ
w5 %82 EMG 5 > ~ {5 {7 F R FDE T $ &
A EMG U 0 0 R E G B R EREE TSR %S

Bor oo xR ~ A& KT N Tk B oE R Z F T R 2 g
o B & e EMG 35 6 < B 0 B

oA ALY N ERNNY G 2R R Gk L
R EREF LR R T HHRE - FRF R

% EMG ““’l;‘ ‘g? /47\ ‘;—JJ T/E‘ g‘} EAHT] /47\ _%,_/r o

R

=T

-8 2 tw

R L a7 o S FERENS K EZ - B
FEH OB SR PR E S BRI RELGT
BoahiE o2 - o e REIRE R E > AR I E RE
ki BRAIEH S i B 2 L 3 F AL FR T kg
2. B e M % (Matsuo % ,2001) > ™ 32 7 K 3k @ L £ F H IFop
Z B (Stodden % ,2005) > @ M %2 5 £ - 2 H F { 7 - {

e Aok P RS (2 EF %R EE 0 2007) -

BE B B R g M oo H % K IR T oo

=\

Escamilla

126+7.2km/h (n=16) > # % T 53 # 5 111.6+3.6km/h (n=7)
MOE R i 3k T ¥zt o 5 108+7.2km/h (n=16) ; Fleisig %
(2006) F ¥ M % B 4 L 3FE A B oIR B E 48 Sl G,
%% nd o T 2 126+3.6km/h (n=21) F 3 T 5
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% # % 111.6+3.6km/h (n=6) 1 2 % ¥ 3 T ¥ 3% # %
108+3.6km/h (n=19) > ¥ & F] 5 A A $H 73 F > & 3 2% B F
g T ko R R M o e 2 Rk o Bk o R AR e

Escamilla % (1998) % Fleisig % (2006) th#&= 7 4k ( %
25) o

#0025 v gk H R A

% # E5d Escamilla ¥ Fleisig % E S

K B (1998) (2006) (2008)

& i i 126+7.2 126+3.6 112+4 .4

(£m7h) it 111.6£3.6 111.6+£3.6  98.2+5.4
% 108+7.2 108+3.6 95.3+6.5

AT REERET O BKEAFRREMFSORE G P LR
Toxk oehzk i@ (112.3+4.4km/h) P B < Y B Ik P och Ik @
(98.2+5.4km/h) » ™ 32 B R % 3 O H O @ I B o I @
(95.3£6.5km/h) > @ 72 F g 2 FF % 2 G &2 P B 4L 8 >
2B ARG R ZFOE G PEARE O OEEF - AR
ik AR 4 RA AR FT R L SR
#o00F € F SRR RE A R TR 2R

P& SFEFELLHB

Bk 2 W ARDFY L2 - 0 30 R P LN
BB o L F Y AN FET R K LN R
o 4p B ¥ + (Heitman, Pugh, Erdmann, & Kovaleski, 2000;
Clements, Ginn, & Henley, 2001; Matsuo % , 2001; Stodden
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$,2005), # ¢ & vt HEREF E LR DT o PP FH

g5 4

B = 3

% )’
X =

E

o

/TJ;’.‘

5

ETTS

% 26

B TR ER I RN GO Y B R
24 RQE B pE o B (TP B AT B 4F R > B gt o B B
S F A EHPEFR TR BEEALTR Y P 3 E

# 2 Escamilla & (1998) % Fleisig & (2006) &
2. R % ¥ 3 o4p T ¥ B Escamilla & e 37 2 # £ &
sk 2 R A B 5 84x5. 87+3 2 845 (% ¥
Fleisig % eham 3 4 u 5 70447142 2 7044 (%% & )
HH E &k x B & B 2 82+8 -~ 81+£7 % 80+7 (% ¥ %)
A Ay B RE (4 26) TS kF T kA
X2 R e

C B hEHE A

\“Xr

Escamilla ¥ Fleisig % E S

¥ (1998) (2006) (2008)

#

(%% %)

84+5 70+4 82+8
87+3 71+2 817
84+5 70+4 807

E
™

A | R

A
[ERANA
H o#c i
BB A

e

R EPFORME AW & R Escamilla ¥ o 3 2 ¥
5 4613 B ~ 5312 B 2 55+11 B » Fleisig & eh #& 3
Ao G 2912 B~ 27£10 B 2 39£12 B 0 A &x D
BlL 43+£12 B -~ 43+14 3 44+13 B 0 B A YA A A

B B (4 27) 4 471 AAEF ST B s E Y
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% 27 %Fﬁééﬁé;ﬂr’i&?‘[}%%ﬁﬁ%

% # 55 Escamilla % Fleisig % ~ 3
K B (1998) (2006) (2008)
3 46+13 20+12 43+12

% B & ' =
* Fﬁ”(dg‘g /i”é' i 53412 27+10 43+14
8 % 55+11 39+12 44+13

kL P B S 9 A4 & R Escamilla & en s § 3k @ 4
W 4 245 B - 2445 B 2 28+5 B o Fleisig % e A7 7 # ¥k @
sl L 29+6 B -~ 26+£4 R 2 33+6 B 0 A A § ik B A Y 3
25439 B ~ 23+41 B 2 28446 R » H T B E fr 1 P A F F AP
T ARy A RE S Y &R R (% 28)

28 MM EAY ERCHRE L

% E53 Escamilla % Fleisig # By

7 B (1998) (2006) (2008)
R & R W E 24+5 29+6 25439
*“(d‘e ;” ‘ & 24+5 26+4 23441

s % 28+5 3346 28+46

Fleisig 8 ch#@ 57 o @ 2 B A B & % B & B > & v i
96+9 B ~ 94+9 B %2 99x10 B » & A F 7 #K @ A W 2 90+11
B~ 88+10 B 2 90+11 A - H B & F R L F s> A M
&b B &2 B F R M (% 29)-
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029 A ME B &R RHREL
% EE3 Fleisig % A3
7 B (2006) (2008)
B 9649 90+11
OB & bR -
: %dt : 5 94+9 88=10
s % 99+10 90+11

Mo& kTR jc kB

5 10£9 B -
HoL 1248 B

10+7 B %
~ 11210 B 2

» Escamilla & (2006)
168 B

» Fleisig

167 B » & &*

2547 B ~ 27+10 B % 2948 R - fr i 2 &

LR TR

7 #kE

Ao

v

T et B 18.44 2 <

Z_ W

s
A

kTR ok R YR H R A

* 7T
A K B BE 4 R
TR R
e F] 3R BE A 2 & N B -
i
B op e d (4

b AR

Ea SR

~=ie
o ok

NN
30) o

Escamilla %

Fleisig %

Ty

B | B

10+9
10+7
16+8

1248
11£10
16+7

25+7
2710
29+8

AT RN

B R

PR 2 oz
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¥ =28 EMG® 8 2% 2 HH%H

EMG 2 5 2 7 f%

v E A
Al 0 R A M E B R chiE B A > B 4 A b

e

B2t R iE & 0 EMG 3 5 &~ 17 (Glousman, Jobe, Moynes,
Antonelli & Perry, 1988; Illyés & Kiss, 2003) » H ¢ % 3t
EMG = 5L 4 & it 53 2 > 5 f| % & =« p 4 ﬂifﬁﬁ (maximum
voluntary contraction, MVC) BF eh i 5 3k tfg ~ & iF pr e T 35
# t§ (mean dynamic amplitudes, m-DYN) % # it 7 & < &
tg  (peak dynamic amplitudes, pk-DYN) % = ;2 L A #
(Bolgla & Uhl, 2004) -

A F f R A 20k < p 1 4t ¥ (maximum voluntary
contraction ,MVC) iF 4 EMG it 5 2 A& # » H #7324 ¢h EMG
2B B 4 B % 4 H MVC 2 EMG U 3 & # (>100%MVC) -
[llyés & Kiss (2005) # ¥ B ¥ % # & & [ & 7 & #cpF EMG
MWE DT > SR BT H S Ay RS YR P A
3 (100%MVC); Gowan % (1987) % 48 < & #c 4% 7% p5 £ M &
EMG 3 5 i dx 33 » 2 ¢ 32 - ggryveandk * 5% B 5 5 41%MVC >
o= kR (= A el A AR E S0%MVC e A~ 7 i EMG
g % ) MVC B > % = &30 EMG 2 3 5 4 @ 7 i
252%MVC: {4 = & %~ EMG = 5. & ~ & B 3 143%MVC: & &
e A ERN L R R e S LRl v B S g P

lendg 2 2R EMG 3B > T A F 7 (8 ko @ & F R

(e
b
A-

f

s F RS F R REHTS (2008) 48k hF g 32 N
E TP T B P E GEeep EMG OB P ok X E TSR
# oo A (100%max) 0 ¥ H U M 2 B B4 R R

%
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(pk-DYN 2 ) o

AFT G OR R BT o0 L HERA B IR B P oM hE - F O s
oz ez BA v EMG W X &3 MFLE o % - 5
U o MR E Ik P o0 EMG B ko < @ (70.0+14.2%max) P
BEO& Y 3 #R F 3 P (61.3%11.6%max) 2 & Hiv ¥ @& % @
(59.5£11.6%max)> % 7  # 3 3f PF 92 = 5 v R G iE B A
B Z 4 v A 4 E 3P EMG B X & (73.1+12.2%max)
2O OB % # TR P (63.0412.6%max) PO < Y 4 OF 3k pE
(52.0+14.6%max)> % 7 t 4k #x % & 3f pFr 3 = & so P & E B A2
B o o~ 5 B OF e A O E o @ 1 EMG A & &
(64.1£21.3%max) M & + > 3 s F sk B (51.7+19.7%max) >
Foor R EE RPEFRFCE R R R § O R KRR T
P e R R o R e E R R T R DA

v

R S R B A Sl SRR T S R
¥

- 2 R o R o3P EMG B E L 2 %P % &Ko
X I EFALRE AT HCEFET B IR T AR R
B2 3 R v g v EMG B B oo & ¥ 3§ F L KRR
RN L L B ek A A I S S
*FE T EE T ORI R IREBERF O 22 g e as EMG
W FHE > X EFLE AR EI R
e e E A2 B E R N e B LR G LN -
B 4 HE A BB 92 2§ EMG R Pl SR R
B X FPEALRE A AR B E 2 AR

ok g P B EEORS oA § R R IR A
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4 ¢ (Voorhees, 2003) > 7} = B 2 £ jy chiF

Bk k- B F

AP LR EKRT A FRBEESF Z EMG R
TEPREAE AT RFEERR &G T 0
o E sk s 2 RO LR AT o B
8 A s f M kR 2 E LR ORIE
o E Loy Foep 2 @R F 42 EMG R
P AR R ZZFESF 2RI K ERRZEE
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