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Chang, Shih-hsi (2010). Change in electromyography of shoulder joint after kinesio taping in pitchers.
Unpublished master thesis, National Taiwan College of Physical Education, Taichung.

Abstract

Background: Shoulder joint account for 28 % function of overhead exercise, and
muscle tendon unit is the main source of stability in this joint. Purpose: Aim to
investigate the effect of kinesio tape on post-fatigue muscle of shoulder joint.
Methods: 6 college second level baseball players are to test the maximum pitching
speed and recoded EMG of maximum voluntary contraction. After previous test, data
were recorded by surface EMG from four different muscles in pre-fatigue, post-fatigue,
and after kinesio taping. Statistics: Repeated measures analysis of variance was to test
the different between pre-fatigue, fatigue, and after kinesio taping. Tukey’s HSD was
enrolled in finding source of difference and paired ¢ test was used to compare change
amounts of fatigue vs. pre-fatigue and after kinesio taping vs. pre-fatigue. Results:
RMS of biceps brachii (18.57 + 4.82), anterior (14.53 + 4.07), and middle deltoid (19.33
+ 3.32) after kinesio taping are lower then fatigue (biceps: 28.72 + 5.18; anterior: 21.66
+ 5.64; middle: 24.76 + 7.03). All of the muscles after kinesio taping (biceps: 87.35 +
2.41; anterior: 90.51 £+ 5.23; middle: 94.22 + 6.34; posterior: 90.65 £+ 5.74) had higher
median frequency than in fatigue(biceps: 77.32 £+ 4.12;anterior: 79.49 + 5.14; middle:
83.06 £ 5.26; posterior: 78.26 + 6.15). Conclusions: Kinesio taping could increase
muscle recovery rate from fatigue by increase amounts of motor units recruited and
improve sport performance. Suggestions: EMG had to be more powerful to explain
how muscle works after analyzed with kinematics. Thus, there were more information
about mechanism of pitching for coaches, pitchers, and athlete trainers.

Key word: overhead exercise, proprioception, kinesio tape, joint position reproduction,

active multijoint position reproduction
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% f &A%t B (Golgi tendon organ) > " f F A 4L @ »~ 2
W KNSR REEL S LB A S R
LRI S - S 4 ﬁéimﬁé‘é&:‘:’&ﬁﬁﬂ’bﬁt’ﬁ—.fﬁf}ﬁﬁ;;}i
£ 0 3l 4R F o %fbﬁ]/\ A B RS o A B vE gk
B BB AYWRE L F 3 &y &gk 4 (tension) > M a8 f
B AH P ¥ A E B EL S ER LR TR Y ¥
P FERAYAONE G E ;S AR AR T B
T & & ¢ T2 - B AR A# (Voight £, 1996) -

X R B 0F 4R

T

- & L S

_smpé \ /

A >4 AU
-R}%’ . ’F' i%ﬁ"’” -\
AT —> o T A2 3 —> 4
o= E / \
i T §T
Wi X R

B 2-4 AR P A 1| =
£ (1997).

Lephart %
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¥ - & P AREH e AHE K

AME S AHMERERER e aFaf o3
oo PR ER A - B3 RBFLITHE RO E T H LK

W B BB A hE R o WAt AR s R
Hosoes g R E > B ER R L AR M Rk
i

B (stretch)® i@ & B M & K X 8 < v B 4 > %gé P E B

F oo = ow B A B % £ # (laxation) £ (& B M & H R
(compression) ™ & F] & * b > K B F 4 @ P AR S A £
R M EFM Y TR E ER RGBS T g (Wilk,
Meister, & Andrews, 2002) o

gy Logpt s K E P FHPFLER R R L L
TR OB & A ¥ # N i g 0 B 4o v p % %X (muscle
hypertrophy) ~ #~ 4 3 4 ~ = & F % % B W 4 ~ & F H 4 -
bR M e o po R RS P s R e 2T M E R

+ & #H R OE TR o o0 # OB R T8N e R R o
(scarred)(Safran % , 2001) -

Akt o EE PR REAME G TN AT ER R
(overuse) ~ & ¥ ch ¥ ¥ (extremes of motion) ~ ¥ =~ 1 4 & 3
M A R R R E R R R (AP e E 2T % (strain)) > A

B a4 6844 T FMadXg R THERNIXG DS
B g M e o B 4o e p v H i (musculotendinous unit) e gL
B o B o iRkt oog kR i g - B SR B e R
(labrum) * = % 3 A (tears) & & Z *2 B & % H (posterior
glenohumeral impingement)(Armfield %, 2003) -

Ao Ay FENAE MNF 2oz f 2 3 % > Angela,

Philip, Stephen, 2 Dominic (2008)3x 5 + % eh F 45 &2 J ™
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2 % & t# (scapulohumeral rhythm)3 B > & 2 & 3 p ¥ 3t 4
oo gl o & A ko B2 e ¢ o b T A 3 et (upper
and lower trapezius) ~ # 4% %% (serratus anterior)* 3 & & >
FOOCp R M e T A L > BE R A W F e 3% (elevation) o
+ # (upward rotation) -~ %  (anterior tilt) » L & - #H p| &
AR T A FEEREM G

YA EH R EPFRF RS HER B SE Y X
oo~ M E Y iﬁﬁ@fﬂiﬁﬁjﬂiﬁﬁl”?ﬁ"b; g

® ~ R ¥ T % > Safran & (2001) % ﬁ 3R

A&
7
Ea

PA B AR A AMEEPLE S MR kT B RR LR

ORI OF B R R 5 AR A hh R R R R
HER R AME R TS EES g e #EA R
AMER T AR BA N AARHERRS DRRT (5%
Box by g A ey f ch AR R (FR LM S

Ra o FE N TR M R KE R4 B KR
¥ # (circumduction motions) > ¥ R M & & & ¥ 47 £ W @
e o o MoH M A2 4 i B e R % > Myers, Laudner,.
Pasquale, Bradley, £ Lephart (2005)% %
% (scapular plane)t 4o FF » L R AE p &F &
Per 2 ER LG LR HER AT
(upward/downward rotation) ~ p / ¢ ## (internal/external
rotation) ~ @ /{& " (anterior/posterior tipping) ~ F # /T '}
(elevation/depression) ¥ = R /s 4 (protraction/retraction) -
FregEgmizd PR L P ERAE DA P N
o b~ F\ﬁ—‘:’i’?é.‘%{ﬁ’ﬁﬂi‘ﬁéﬁﬁ R EEER R AL G
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z@’fé-ﬁ.é«_ié’ﬁ%%iﬁuj*ﬁb’%ﬁﬂ’K,értﬁg-\,;;:,ﬁﬂﬂ,

7"’7&%’4\2

~ % g % » Dover, Kaminski, Meister, Powers, ¥ Horodyski

(2003) Rl 3+ Bk B i » A 225 % £ eh kR E L

2o B2 5 K

L

SO A B
9 ,{3‘1

PR AN

,J‘ EN

W
T
P

7T
B oo 3 B R B
i

3

U
s

L ?\u:y\/ 3
R
z
E:)
g
g

=
ECIE 2 & & vV A LR
Soyvp o2 2 4 Gy e

Illyé 2 Kiss (2005): R B £ 5% % £ & kB &

(&
T
p:iiip |

214
£ R Rl
P

& e A¢

o

S
#& (push) ~ # (pull) ~ + 4> (elevation) ~ + K 3 #ix (overhead

throw)s A B & v pg F & £ £ > i?é‘“ﬁ; 9 =B ¥

Bol6 =R FEHE I A e R T & (surface EMG) & &
%

oA e gk e (0 A L ) s T

#E

T

sm\:‘_:_@um‘{;_:_@sm\si;gﬁam\siigﬁgamgﬁamggm
.o P I B RS EGFEP R A3 k3 ET hFE
A 0 BOE AR E S A PR = & e g A e E T f
BPEY AFEHARE B 8 e P LR RITA R K
20 g s B s PRk T o R ER R DR = e s R
PovE g T v B R R ERREESF SR Y
TRINFERFEE BEFEERF R FERAPEZ RN
peE e o B R g ep E R R & T 100 % E < p A
fc % (maximum voluntary contraction, MVC) > # 3 % % 5 #
HEERERESFZ G EF 4 v B ~ v p o LA R o
F2 & v ¥ e LHER
Carpenter % (1998) #& 20 2 & % 3 F > R & & & M
R R 2 AR BRI 2LIRLBFLHE R B A
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e LT S 'fqz%fr'r%ﬁﬂﬁ%iﬁ"f’%‘iﬁu ° e k@ R R
ﬁi;irfa‘l%ééfﬂ’éiééﬁ?%ﬁffﬁgéﬁfiﬁgi%ﬂf#%@i = F BT
Bt PR S R B2 A8 2 4B X R OR Y AR
B4 73 % PR FWsCR RY ERBFEMS R R
MM e kR R RAMET MR EY - BET
2 Z & BRI koo Safran ¥ (2001)F F F B M G
xiaﬁfmii“é#ﬂﬁé%%%ﬁéfﬁ:?%i’é#:%i?ﬁﬁ{?ﬁ%%fﬂ
HE R 0 B FERE S NP L Carpenter E%‘F“flﬁﬂi‘#ﬁ
oo

Lattanzio, Petrella, Sproule, £ Fowler (1997)% 3 #“ ¢
K Y H B E AR AR RN BRSO

A4 (g MY E S 4 60 ) P E R L BHME 10°%
60°F 10 % B =% » P EFRAEY & AHE L %L
ek w ot o ME AP ¥ € EA LM E S E (oint
receptors) ¥ = ¢ £ % (muscle receptors) » & # ® ¥ X ¥
ER P AME LR o AW 240 BB A A e
B oo M S R A A MRS e BT E B
> P B s T G @ 4 v g 2 ¥ %2 F 3 > Voight %
(1996)ch 3 % & B & » B # # A& (middle range of motion)

2.

A2 E

i

5 OB ;7R R ¥ 2 18 > % & B E XL (absolute
angle error)#f 4 » # @ EH o o p R ¥ @ AL E T o
R L ¢ gk + % (supraspinatus) ¥ = - gf v (biceps

é—]ﬁ:
brachii)® # %= ¥ & & % 20 B ch 2 B > %2 = g v i = F % &

BT O o i 4 R e R R A 4 4 A A w R
I IE SR - SR N A S B A B I SR S
M gz ¥ i E R > 2 2 A M 2 4E > o B 2-5 (Armfield,
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Stickle, Robertson, & Towers, 2003) -

B 2-5 L SN - B SR LA A

TR R R

Armfield, D. R., Stickle, R. L., Robertson, D. D.,
Towers, J. D., & Debski, R. E. (2003). Biomechanical

basis of common shoulder problems. Seminar in
Musculoskeletal Radiology, 7(1), 1-18.

Chen, Simonian, Wickiewicz, Otis, ¥ Warren (1999) 1

T RERFLRY B B MBS ER R

0°% 135°+ B » & 45°:¢ (7 ¢ & ’Eﬂi‘,ﬁé%%\»frf}i¥"§f’3é%
Eﬁﬁ’]t‘luf_‘!’_‘a‘ﬂg&ﬂ]"i’F?\?:ﬁ%‘%égi’g‘gﬁﬂ:ﬁff’_ﬁ%?
0° P vb p & W K > 45°2 (5 9% F B i~ # P B B 4 o Teyhen,

Miller, Middag, % Kane (2008).:& 7 8§ w &2 3 > 2 &~ 7 P
7R L dF o g ek ¥ 8 2 o0 = # (migration) > ¥ Chen

~

73 P 2 B s % F B M F (sample rate)30 Hz 43¢ 8 R #%

AN

P

¥ # (fluoroscopic video)® & % % g = % 2 % |

I !

(w

Frp¥s gty £33 117 mm> & F % 2 %3 F
T
P

= R A M S R G E MG ESNE A S RS T A S
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a

Za

(physical examination)® =+ B & & ¥ » & 3 H &% & B <
2

¥ (4 K OB O

ol

BoeR R ¥ L B 0 BRI A M E P

B ) hkm T oz f B on @ bt A4 i B o

Frd RAHIAHRELE T RR

CRpe g A A BB AL B v A ok
4

B
bees

PR SN R I IR BT A R RN S S
¥ e o Bl AT 5 Rl g R o 1R A

Dr. Kase * 1980 # = # T 3 sv p g pb# > H 18 25 g7 %

o
R

wS ol A R E 2 AR A WS F S gy R
ZAU N 3x BE F ,,‘«;“gg} U 3T B F 2 B AR R B BB R E D
U I g SN R G T e T R 2 U

4

EE B AR DGR Sk o B R
4o Bl 2-6 &R 2-7 - vep 2 pEAF OH P oA 3F ¥ o 2 A TN
F&gi(l)ﬁﬁﬂﬂfb]&ﬁﬁ:?ﬁg%t%'ggi\;ﬁjﬁvﬂm#%ﬁﬁ;;,} ’
’ﬁg"’%’gﬁiﬁai‘gf‘éﬁkfﬁ’i‘a"“%!?"ﬂ“#i—éﬁ%%[ﬂo(z)yﬁg
FRTLEZAE DT TR LHFEY R ERLME

2 F ML EEERS(HEPE 1999 2004) -

A
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B 2-6 uh s BE FOIE R S
ol ph A o2 Ep s AT o% A
ok

FH &R
B o3k 0 20040 i HLF R LS F L RE-FTHGEF
g 10 F s o;dﬁ:ifgﬁj{ﬁ;ﬁo

BSTEEEAT S

=Fail GIEEE L PTG

B 2-7 L O O A A

=B : &AM iR R Y zZ B2 o d 9v @ ik o= (insertion) L 4=
# (origin)pb 5 + B 5 B M B & % 35 2 vep o2 phE o d U
AL = L b = R o

TR kR

BTk o> 2004 BB A R P LG G E pEFH TR
& I F ) o a ¥ Bl E R ORI R A o
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T SRR A B e 2k b F R Y R MO A R
RESZ LB &% % a3 B8O a ks

AR oo e AR RS AME Tl R F

Lou (1999)%

ke

Murray (2000)# 4 % - F & 4 < § & W o ¥ H £ 5 & F

5

)<

"

S

il
[
|

OB FOUN L BEF B LS B E AR R P B
AR AHRE S bt A FaRET RS R

THECE E FEE DA IR E e X s s R e
BB B R R R LM E % A F &AL F S EMG
Boiol4o RRCCRER ST R RS R TP ER

v

Btk o Bl g 40 % L e P K bk s R

e

oL N ok pEFOfE o s E T g B g s 4 @ RE O 4o o

Murray ¥ Husk (2001)# 3 KX RbRE# ~ Bb v pb ~ & |+
REE kR T o BB & A ME R AT AL 20 =&
MM E ey d 2 e R EE A 30000 & R
T o 7 i P % & B £ % (active replication of target
angle) » B & & B &~ w i 26° -~ 10° -~ 8° i A (plantar
flexion) » # 3 % % B -+ & 10 & B » 7o p 22 b B @ 3 42 P &
T RN BEEF I ERALEEEEER S R ERT
LA S S LA T O SR 13D\ AL L SR Sl °

Bop ™5 8 goroep e ph o2 AR R DM R
Lou (2002) #& & 9 % ¥ & 8 &+ B I REF » A pH
voRERE R v s b A 2 AR T o E o e s R RE PR
& B LM OE B 4 20°-39°. 49°H A MR K o B % A o7 o4

Ly

&

PATRE B R = R R TV O L AME R o Tl W
BU~ BB S A AR i L s R s R R T o &

B F ok hME L R EETR
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Selkowitz, Chaney, Stuckey, & Vlad

(2007) 4

BMoa g g ¥ EHSEAE N RS o B
e e Bl AT ¥ R RBRAOEE A
L o~ @ 48 v (serratus anterior) ~ §R T vV o MU R L 4
B M RBEE PR REFREF
A e R B E P R T L T A S v poAg b
L A R S
Hsu, Chen, Lin, Wang, & Shih (2009)% 3 &
& X Fpop ok mE L 2 b s A E P REF OREAE AT
% B @ & B E s PR RS REFE
BT o s o oz R w4 s b e T A
TR B E LIRS R AR P R H Y
Mo oF R T OPEF o PR R R M e T AL S suE it g
U R ph B G odkorT T A B vz B it R R XA KR
Mo F] R o e BB B S 2 T AL A OB % 4R h B AT o
¥ I & R R 2B EE LS
LA BB CR w2 ARG M
AN SN e A B R T A U CONE Nl NP A | (O 2K
T HF LR E R R R > BT B F
LK oo xR @ H G T HER G AN SR I og

=h
Ua )

(kinematics) £ # 4

crofL @ ae b
PR R I P

® % ¥ (wind-up)

PR - H g G TR R -

SR o«
=1

A

e

LA}

PR BV FE AR FRS TR
g 7 & (kinetics) P » B & 7 f& §
Hixrs 3 0 (e &5 ow ) # o3k 3ok
LA s B WA IR M OE TR
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oot o i LR BT RS2 3 R iR
v Lo A 2 o s om gE e s o = & v ) s B (stride) 0 &
B HMHETE BRI E¥RE BREF RS DRE
A T I OEE o B FARAM S P E & KT ¢t B (horizontal
abduction) » B {8 4c F A B & ¢ o> 3 gt B E B oha B v
Bos = ok ve s R P e s gRTT o s bR S e 0 2 3P ) (arm
cocking) » @& 5 % B ¥ g B I A M & & % ¢ & (external
rotation) > S B 2 {5 o LR H U M BB K I T O S
SR i @ 1 OF B & > KM & &R 620 — 640°/F > SR iF & @
B 1200°/4 > @ B & h 1 (F 4 B 38 4 0 & % B 4 B F Y
e TS5°/F) W 4 X 3T 180°/F 0 B B > A B & &2 2 ow o iF
%

A e @ A Bk iE 450 N-m > % _§& A6 &2 %2 - Ff v~ Fa T

Lo~ o 4E P s = F vu R b 2 o e 4R g 0 5 D Fg MU s om0 & U
gk bosyvdE Fuz B w5 4e i ¥ (arm acceleration) 0 LA

-
3
i

Fh L b D B R o A OB S EY A 90 — 100°¢
PopE o B T A 30 - 50 F 5 p E B 80° 0 Aok
N & R Z T 6300 — 6500°/45 0 pEFR @ 40T

il

3
"
=1

o
=
¢
<
.

Fg T FUL N ,J‘ ]}ﬂﬂm\ ‘fﬁ_} gmg’i‘s*ﬁ—r };mﬂlj L2, B /g_#; iz &

|

e

®F ¢ 5 B i# ¥ (arm deceleration) » % & 5 g & 2
KoM & B4 pH o poPFA R 10F L Ka R

U ph ,gpepi—rum‘—kﬁsm\/J\]}ﬂam\gg%}am, ﬁ%%:}ﬁ.ﬂz%

A M OE R

Ik

=5

ELI TN < S W < A (I ST U N SR < S S
B o F R A H AP A B do kB P (follow-
through) » = & % A B & & =~ p # I & + K T p iz
(horizontal adduction)(Escamilla % , 2007;Escamilla &

Andrews, 2009) -
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Mario, Vladimir, Stanko, ¥ SaSa (2009)% = ™ % & 7
AT R F e g 2 R R AR Y DR g R
(time domain) ¥ #f # (frequency domain) - P*F ¥ (time
domain)é &~ 45 > 4 5 35 3 8~ i F I (zero crossing rate) >
B2 A g S F kR (level) o Rt F < AT F

ok B g F o # R F R A 2 LR R B M@ F (fire

rate) » d % % # F 2 & H v T P ERICF AR GBS o @ F
W EFFRPE D F LB (time domain)g A 45 2 &N 5 T 35
MmO F A FHT PR AR GHEF RPN TR R
8 % -

Stefan ¥ Bjorn (2001)& # "% p (vastus medialis) ~ %

“t (vastus lateralis) ~ % E (rectus femoris)it 4 % £ 4z S

100 % & + p 1 dc i chss R B aie @ Bk ibg (22 13) &4
(P = Fx ) ,,“%%%ﬁfﬁi::”;’f“lf"l RN S N B ' B

ﬁiﬂﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁ&%$ﬁ¥%m%ﬁm?$ﬂw%°
%

Bl o F 2 B oM

A-

I A
il

RTAGE A FHREH R S R B TR
oE o 4 R BN H e B RE T % Y R W ML
7?%’?5‘;!)“%5“?54%_1“5‘,ii:!‘5’f‘3mig—6g’g_é,\—v;};g_’;<d,’4ﬂ
= H 0 T o R A R A B3 R E T %Y P ko ML

B oo Bl R & e P A W ok % K w42 (Mario %, 2009) o

bR ERFCTRRAEL S F R ARG B

SN s G de B R R h Mg K R & = F O & (fast fourier
transform, FFT) > B] #& 7 i &
LEER B 2 g

N LT

Ny
b))

o4

A
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=B VA LA L T N L . S SR -
FEFEHE O BEXRFREIRFFEAH S PR T
md e HRD D RRETRRE%E FRXRERELLETF
oo AR ¥R LE o AAFRORE S Y X R

e
Ik
ra
M

b
22 g E B A FTHREAPN G ER P F
L i F Y kX Tk~ T A R
BB & B E § 3 om d (s s g o e i e g s B
R AN v F R 2EHN)EEL R DI R G
oo

g,{::\:[%?

¥ - & FRKE B INE
mpirical study) > p % 3 i " p R
R oy R ¥ v R F 5% 3 e s BB k%R L Cd B
H1 i B o
E R EKE

PR F R R F RIS S BH 2
R B R BRI BHE SR K B 3-1 K
T R W%a‘:a(l)m?,;m Bz g ok %o BoEog o oe A
5 BIOPAC MPI50 % i iF 5 # &t 2 H 3 B 2@ % 5% 0 4 [

>\_
it
o+
3
mf
¥
N
o+
—_

%

b

3_2A,gj\9}§{:3ﬁjxf‘;’;@ﬁv%ljﬂ%i10 Voo~ R R

P-4

(input impendance) s 1.0 MQ > »~ 7% % & ¥ 5 TSDIS0A > 4
B 3-2B> p B w B 3 % B (pre-amplifier) » % # & * % ¥ »
i o4e f6 0 3 F (gain) ¢ 300 QL%J% FE dw 0 100 MQ ;5 & & : %
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4 4% [F] % (tainless steel disk) > & & % 11 % ¥ (mm) > % &
FEE 5 35 % K > & 47 5% 5 AcqKnowledge 4 > (2)B] & #

# ¢ % 5 Stalkerradar > %] 5 Stalker Sport - 4 B 3-3 > B #
# B s 5-250 2/ F A £ 1 w2/ E o R G
#F % 5 24.15 GHz(K band) > & Bl 3k @ v 58 @ F o 8 B 97
TR 0.046 f) 0 37 EEH F 200 F R (60.96 2 ) (3)F
# P 3 F 5 Integrated Design Tools » %] 3. Motion
Pro X3 4 Bl 3-4 R 5 24 B 1280 x 1024 » # # 4 &
# 8 ¥ i 1040 Hz > ~ 7 #x % 5 MotionPro X Studio version
2.03 ¢ (4)iz *h & i~ 47 % % (VICON MX motion analysis
system, Oxoford Metrics Limited, UK): d ~ 5 MX F40 %
MR e s o B 3-6 2 X B o kR EEMEIFE 500
Hz o (5)F %3t @ 1 3 & 1.5 = & ehF kzp pb3t 2 & A % -
S R BN T TR N SR A A
% % 4m *» ¥ (sternal notch) ~ & X (xiphoid) ~ % - § & ~ %

Nt
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B 3-1 P % K E B
£ ED AR E R R F R KL R AR g 18.44 2
C B EEPBEL S b H R E B e D o
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& TSD150A

B 3-2 BIOPAC MP150 x st
Ad i atitE BT iE Y

Bl 3-3 Stalker Sport | & £
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MotionPro X3~

—
Bl 3-4 Motion Pro X3 & & # 2 1%
AT R e B2 A5 BEPERTF

LR M OB e R F 5 1000 Hz R & eh i B 5 % - F
sfbamﬂg\:&‘.ﬁ_:_ﬁ._um\c*_:_ism\f;’:_@am,r—gﬁ%%#&;ﬁq;}gﬁ
WA F 5 500 Hz > & 2 12 3 4] é:l_iis?l ~ (trigger in)& 3 B iF 3

R B H o> 8 s a2 N e B 3-50 F T AR 3

Bk PF L # ¥ %2 BIOPAC MPI150: VICON £ MP150 F

% & 4] * VICON MX Ultranet HD Jz & £ & & MP150 > # 3

5 @ » VICON 2 # o
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B 3-6 VICON X ¢ % # 2 4 % %
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LRFrRATRFPEHR LS N FREL S BT
LRt R MRHE Y B ERHETEY
K oofg A K2 aFpd & F > %K+ EMG R
A2 o B F AL mREOT RS Y O3M B F %A R
4 o TAATF T B EMREE kBT
WA R 0 B A T R e F kR T Y R
LR EF R L AR RS SRR RS
AR ORE Y K E AR 3-7
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Fhofch bl hE LT R KEBE L SH o R
FiF oL vl dk A p oA EE L S5 # (maximum voluntary
FAhw S g FE e o P F 10 i E g ka4t

FCR T o E Z ROV R R R L M S MY 9 ° A

isometric contraction, MVIC) > 4c & B & 5 15 F » B 4 & 2

—\
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90° > 4 F % F L HFH L R REA Z Eeme F LA HE

35

% 4 vy
CEE N SRR A
Tof B2 p i B R feEHa T UG R R
At FEREY PR RS E D EH S
AR TEFRE->HGd e &2 T LT HEMT
%

dot ek

=
W

FEEE LR TR E R R F NS E s
Ik o Fjo- g T EARLE S L/ B EAT

-_
H
=g
o,
o
&

CiE oo @ T E ot o B~k B G ok s IR oo
95 % > P E B # E T E R ¥ P p R
4 Tripp, Yochem, ¥ Uhl (2007)z# 3 > =
90 % # % 3 i o B~ k& o o0 R
R A T A NI I

i

-
§
i

=

hud

(= (A
N
3
=

%
[T
(=i

-
55
3

i
:\‘B’\\_
E e
frd .
%
-

T e & OF %X ZF IF (set up)fs ¥ W A o B o T 2
oo E B R FR T gk M P R RE o 2R
Bmf’é’am%ﬁ?fé’#i%?ﬁﬁ&*?%éﬁ—‘ﬁbi}gj A e B 5 %o
FEa e Rl e AR EFTHRE S B3I EP 2R
e s b B 0 B A G N e e R 0 B2 % e BT ok g
Medifk Fr2L8 FXFRHFEBAEFFTH -
¥ = & N - LA VA

AF R E DT ICT R E R T M E N e
# % 5 AcqKnowledge 4 - % m & '3 »% @ 2 & (infinite

impulse response, IIR)# §& ;& &% f2 (comb band stop)ig & >
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Ak 60 Hz
response,
o " Rk

¥

? ’1"/\.3' (l’IlOViIlg WindOW)B’* 2= *]:53 (r()()t mean squares) 5 ‘?‘J— N

R
L9

FIR)h # & jh # = 3 & &

2

“::‘{L F % ) _E V) F

% fF B & (finite impulse

20-480 Hz 5 §# B &

B F R A Y R 100 F f h B B

%

-t

4o B 3-8 A% = 33 2 g ok A o
S ()
fx,
_ i=j—s+1
F(xj -
s —1
M 3-8 2 RapE R
i-F o kR X #ic i K (index of source
value)(1l,..,j)
j-3t B % % v 4 B # (index od destination
value)(1l,..,n)
n-# A~ ¥
xi,xj—ﬁ #h 7 @ (values of points at horizontal axis)
f(xi)-ﬂz' 4 i@ (values of points of a curve)
F(xj)- ¥ M h ff 4 E (integrated values of a curve)
s-# % % ¢} (number of samples to average across)
=g 33 *}Q;félw\ e A S U L ) S R R VRN -
oH OB L 3 2 R o B JE B oih g B (on set) & B
(rest) » F & pF R 2L 2 RFF 2- B vv g F oL EE s
7 ¢ VICON Nexus 1.4 & % & 47 §c # $f “7 Jc § & & £ 3k f 5~
EEEE MR @ A ERFE S BYHR DT
BB EFH B FFFH e E s PR
PR B3R R AT AR RE o A R B
B AR ARE D ERE S R S R L e E - g
Bt oA e s B RAE L L TR
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#f % (median frequency)ia & & » B R B IfF 52 & 4 ¥ chpPF F
AR T I ERRELERKRE &
TR %k B g A ﬁg?] > 3 Microsoft Excel 2003 » £ W
SPSS 14 & 7 s A 47 > fl* £ 4f € #& H 7]+ ¥ & #& » 7
/3

(repeated measures one-way ANOVA)® #& & 7~ p

\

£l

Bois v % 3 VU sk PR A S ek R T > K OB &R S e
R > PR FH AELEPE > Bl Tukey’s HSD & 7 %
6 5 £ g > d % SPSS 14 & # 2 7 £ 4 B ik Tukey’s

1

f

{

HSD » & % 3 ki 2 (2004)h 2 34 > 4o B 3-9 0 # 2 & >
32 Excel & % i F {5 % f 4 & £ o o TE R ¥ 6 — R
F B L B (FV)E e p s pb & 8 — o & % 4 & (KV) > o
Fedt ff L R BAREHRY S LT AR AR SR

w4 Bk B R S oa i .05

MS

n
B 3-9 Tukey’s HSD ¢ £ §E ¥ 2% = ;¢

res

QI—a,(k,N—k—nle)

q = g~ fr 2 A
a i B OF K%

k 5 -k % %

N 5 # % &
n;i?é"ﬁgt
MS, % % £ # & £
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- % AAFHREREA B
FCAATH

6 R H PR AT AL 41 E R F T HE GG
169.8 + 7.4 24 » T8 & 5 655+ 6.7 &7 Tin#

A 3.6 1 2.4 & 5 6 ERBHY S TR F R

5 108 + 1.36 = 2 /) pF » R T H ¥ 5 F A VK E o

35



- g Wt I A B4 oo
(cm) (kg) (&) A (km/hr)
1 166.0 75.0 1.0 + 108.4
2 172.0 72.0 2.0 + 109.0
3 163.0 58.0 6.0 + 107.3
4 163.0 60.0 2.5 + 109.5
5 173.0 63.0 3.0 + 105.7
6 182.0 65.0 7.0 + 108.2
T 35
5 169.8 65.5 3.6 108.0
*%; 7.4 6.7 2.4 1.4

A

Tl Bk B X kL 3 AR RS T IERE x 6 R

i

#H o & 18 £ A R T R R AR F A
B R AR, REEAEL L 42

2 435 AL E R BT B REKRRT LEG
(F = 22.13:; p =.0001(< .05); 5> = .82 ; 3 %
(power) = .99) > d = = B -k B (g ¥ % ~ K ¥ -~ v p oxp
B ) B ¥ &7 Tukey’s HSD ¥ & v ® 5 % B L m > o
4-4 w AR ¥ R B R F e kb R PR E Y G OP LA

ROF G E RS P H T ik L as (X,

fatigue ~ “* prefatigue

) %
13.83, > 6.01 ; »ep scph & & g ¥ w ch T B2 L hF I

( “Y kinesio — ‘Y

fatigue

T R F
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% 4-2 S sl o
g 5 RO E¥ SUN Ak Bl B
T (km/hr) (km/hr) (km/hr)
106.38 99.16 100.96
107.02 91.90 98.86
98.34 92.14 90.00
107.70 84.68 89.94
103.82 93.50 94.50
106.42 85.30 90.28
T 3o #i 104.95 91.11 94.09
Gk S 3.49 5.43 4.87
% 4-3 % R SRR
%%ﬂ éﬁ.i:- A P N 2
d b=
% R T e }g F p n power
% 183.19 5
e
¥ 779.90 12
? %
R
s 63618 2 N0 22D o016 g2 99
A 143.72 10  14.37
*p<.05
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¢ i# @Tukey’s HSD ¥ & &

R * ¥ Uk kB
RF W 13.83% 10.867%
RF 2.98
LI N E A R -2
q1.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 6.01

=

Y4 7 T Bz o Lo, W,gﬁﬁﬁ?}iﬁ»ﬁ%ﬁ%iﬂ

38

¥ - & PUR OB R L3 8 E e B

P =S - St o L S L A - S N S A
boverv R 2B 5 L B E O GE VU R N B L (s e R R
LR GE T fr e B X ) R R R P T2 LR 8o g
B B A - S T DN IS - IR VRS S I
fo g pF e e 2 3 17 Lo B 2 A od b B iF e g
B R PR FERENELE KL iR R
B R A v BT 1000 % 0 B OFiE < oA L 3o, T
{ L E Ese g el Bl Rk X S
i AR, M TS R EE L KB A
Tk 1 e T Bl Ao Bl 4-2- B 4-3 - B 4-4 - B 4-5>
Fle b B G ad TR i g P & iFx 2 amilFo
PUR il e F 3 R E A B 4-60 2 BIE TR ¥ W2
goense g kR > d BT e il = & vt E R AR RO H
EF o X E W o sz hivin G A B E > ¥ - B E
Z M E ok oo B 4-7 R TR Y B4 RMP T o FF
ECIIE S TN - S-S R * S SN I S B S R
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R E (volt)

0

R4 (volt)

1

200 400 600 800 10001200 1400 1600 1800028600228002400M0@600 2800 3000 32C¢C

% #)(ms)

Bl 4-6 & Fow E e o

144 287 430 573 716 859 10021145 1288 151BA2ABT82AF6T7 ABBHR20HDB 21462289 24

% #)(ms)
B 4-7 B A o iEvp chae P
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R (volt)

1 209 417 625 833 104112491457 1665 18782045 22892407 270SLH1B 31213329

% #)(ms)
Bl 4-8 oA OAUN T BE B (S w E v e § o3 3

dA S AR g = ERIR S R BF R F

oA e S REZ LRI LYY R R e

F v p BV Y F e E 2R

oo B Ve 4 it M dr & 4-5 R ¥ T kP G
HH T A fFRkR o KREEAAVTRELRE L WWE 460 F A
B W o~ R F R s A v s A S hiE Y RE G B F AL

B A E L F = 10.38:p = .004(< .05) 5> = .67

B E % 4 L 945 & Fie 7 Tukey’s HSD % & % & b & >

Mo R F P e R G OMF R (X X
R

10.33, > 7.12) > * &4 #vp sx pb A & g F 8 i@ 5 B ¥

i 4 (‘)?kinesio_)?faﬁgue = 10.16, > 712) » odre & 4-7 > jﬁf\ga ¥t ¥
TV OTER Y 6 — R ¥ v L B(FV)E % 4 e p s b — R ¥
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g-:f—‘&\'."% 4-8—%:3 %Q 4-90

% 4-5 5z - FF LR B L RMS P 4 i s 2t

T 5 = % i

(%d ~ &) i Hic

EOF W 18.40 6.13 6
R’ 28.72 5.18 6
Ll A A 18.57 4.82 6

% 4-6 = - v B CRMS g B A T & 2

% 2 CAR S S SN 2
d E=
% IR Ea }i F p n power
Jﬂz o 235.68 5
e
% p 621.87 12
9 %
*® A 419.70 2 209.85 10.38 .004* .67 .94

A 202.17 10 20.22

* 4-7 95 - Bp Ve B L RMS &1 Tukey’s HSD ¥ & v &

RF W ¥ N
S 10.33% 0.17
RF 10.16%
Ll A L
q[.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 7.12
oLt A o T BB F L E Sy B R R F LR
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% 4-8 2 - g e iR F P RMS i ® g b

B
((;;% BooORF
,,._0 g( 7}‘
B )
BF — k¥ w(FV) 10.33 6 8.08
) Ea TN 7}/ &; — eg __I%
PR R 0.17 6 6.80

(KV)

4 4-9 2 - Eg ek B CRMS % & o0 1 % T £
Ty O 95% O R OR t Ao

i i - F 1R B P
FV-

10.16 3.14 6.87 13.45 7.93 5 0005
KV
*p < .05

WOz ok v ol B de 2 4-10 0 = R R h T i g A
Hoi 16.69 ~ 21.66 ~ 14.53 > »ep 2z R # en T 35 ¥ 5 = f8 R
Rt R BT VO R RO PR VR R ER T
LR 4-11 % R E S R EAE T AERFY W - R F

v A R Rk B B RE G HFLE R E R F

_FJ
ke

= 14.8 > p = .001(< .05) ;72 = 75 > o2t & o 4
(power) s .99 > #% ¥ 1 i& 7 Tukey’s HSD ¥ (& % & v #& > X
prefatigue

Ok ¥ om (s oo T o %ifiﬂ?‘.’é%fe&:%(‘)(faﬁgw_)( —

4.96, > 3.69) » 4o *p < .05

L004-125 F B o % A VU R ph A B R N 5 B @ 4 3
'&F‘- %’ gﬁ- ﬂ (‘innesio_Xfatigue

TR E LR R kU RY S R P L E S

— 7.13, >3.69) v sk Bk B B og X

2.

e p R B — R ¥ P L BN F LR = 507, p



— 004(< .05)) > % 7 R N B i chk $ HUpN gk B B B &

yal

G 4R 4 E 4-13 2 % 4-14 -

% 4-10 oz & iR B L RMS 04 b s

ESE S = L5

(% ~ &) A #x

kY 16.69 4.43 6
R F 21.66 5.64 6
L N E 14.53 4.07 6

% 4-11 % = & v CRMS % B ¥ A 7 4 & £

% £ =4 L )
d a2

% IR T e g = F p n power
R

—fg i 285.508 5 57.102

i 214.392 12

S oubh ol Wa
o M=

160.243

[\S)

80.121 14.80 .001* .15 .99

T A 54.149 10 5.415

*p < .05

45



% 4-12 % = & i % L RMS ¢ Tukey’s HSD ¥ # » #&

K F oW B LN N
R W 4.96% 2.16
R’ ¥ 7.13%
O
q1.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 3.69

ol tA T Bk B L BNy BRSO F LS

% 4-13 % = & s B L RMS iz % B 04 i B2
T 3o

i % =
% B+ y
(,f # i
B )
B Y — R & % (FV) 4.96 6 2.91
uN ok R B — Rk A W
(KV) -2.16 6 3.50

% 4-14 o= b el B LRMS i g o0 T

= B F 95% G AR A4

i i = % 1R 3 P
FV- 50

7.13 3.44 3.52 10.74 7 5 .004*
KV

*p < .05

204-15 B oA Pz hovdhd i B R ¥ P h T 0 e
BF DT REL LR ¥R D 2.4 8 0 & R Y 5o p
CEUEE VA N S S A R BE SR S |
PRz P ke (19.33% 8 < ) 0 & 4-16 % B kA R
R F B s R F I~ % A N Rk B S ROE

B
¥ LR B E i F = 419> p = .048(< .05) > 5’
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= .46 > szt

ol
AR

(power) = .60 >

TRsEVR M ARRNT KL E RS
L A S

— ¥ _ n | ¥

‘X kinesio X prefatigue 6 . 3 3 = ‘X kinesio X fatigue

SOpe o oL ROR ¥

2

R ¥ omoh L B R AR R EH T AERF(

= 11)4 % 4-18 & & 4-19 -

% 4-15 Pz

Bt i

— R ¥ L s

Tukey’s HSD

s AN
¥F 4232 0

VoA ik L EREREE A
= 5.43>

o & 4-17 >
U F\ 3 E\.L _

=1.91, p

§ v O L RMS 1 4c it % 3

T 3 g

% 2 &) w=F 4L B
S 25.66 2.88 6
E ¥ 24.76 7.03 6
SN 19.33 3.32 6

% 4-16 oz & el B L RMS s % R Bk A 7 4 B £
. f
% 2 LR S o o4 2
R T e 9 == F p 1 power
i3
—-ﬁ s 175.50 5 35.10
<3
308.61 12
e
¥ 3 140.78 2 70.39 4.19 .048* ‘6 .60
A 167.84 10 16.78
*p < .05
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% 4-17 ¢ = & i % L RMS ¢ Tukey’s HSD ¥ # »* #&
ST K L S L 3
T 0.90 6.33

B F 5.43

LN 3 BE %

qr.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 6.49

% 4-18 Pz ok el B P RMS it ¥R a0 skt 3
T 3o i

3 a3
% B % .
(% i e
lE’_)
E ¥ — ok ¥ W (FV) -0.90 6 6.60
P A pk B — R W
’ -6. 2.
(KV) 6.33 6 93
% 4-19 Pz 4 L B LRMS it ® F D R &
P I 95%;&@ i
g 3 t p
< ES B
# - R R
FV
- 5.43 6.97 -1.88 12.74 1.91 5 11
KV
DA AN N I s I A A LI S S B S TR e B ST
PoBE - R F W L B R L RH kT A
WO de & 4-200 R ¥ — R ¥ B e T B R X 4 ou i

5.47 %E % B Ae 8.20 0 U N T PR B — gk X W ch T 0 jF i R 8
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LB % -2.05 2 6.17 7 (8 dop ¥ (s chv g AR R L g Y

R A e s R Bt e R R R R TR e i
tH LV T fAA AR R EPEFRHKRIEL = 675

p < .05 4o % 4-21-

% 4-20 o5 F e {0 RMS k% £ i dcoit B

Ey
( % =

%)
* ¥ — gk ¥ @ (FV) 5.47 24 8.20
NN T
! -2. 24 .
(KV) 05 6.17

£ 04-21 g oo B LCRMS % R h ot T
%f—r 95% & ¥ % B i
#ic f 4 B p

FV- 5.4

7.53 727 522 9.83  6.75 23 < .001*
KV
*p < .05

oy A A E gy 2 g2 B

[
=
\4
R
S
=

MR TR AW P R B AR F B s R & %3

U 2T RE B R e S ROE e g > F AL REGF Y e R A

F_&

S = LR = G T S S S S S R B LA ]

LR R Z B e N SR R B R RE PR R w2
B o F = 1074 p < .05 3 ¥ » g ¥ 5 ~ e p o pb A (8

SR w2z g E R Ty AR 0t =-439p<.05-
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% 4-22 2 - g vv B #F RMS 0 4 i s 3

L g i

S 2.78 0.66 6
RO 3.10 1.37 6
O I 6.33 2.80 6

% 4-23 i - v i HRMS g R B A PR £

. 4 = B
%dﬁi i T d E= i F p n® power
* R
1= B
-%Z i 29.20 5 5.84
<3 6.5
Lp o 6791
2 %
R
B 1.0 10.7 0.018 0.6
¥ 3 46.33 9 42.38 4 % 3 0.78
24 21.57 2'4 3.95

% 4-24 9z - g ow i # HRMS  Tukey’s HSD % # ' @&

*F *F R
R W 0.32 3.55%
R’ 3.23%
Ul
q1.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 3.15

Ho ot o T oMz B A AN owo Bor ok M E LR
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% 4-25 iz - gg ve i % # RMS i % & oh 4 b B3t
T pa i
1 £ 7
(%3 BB F
o #i %
& )
k¥ — % ¥ w (FV) .32 6 1.25
FLoph s Rh B — gk ¥ oW
’ 3.55 6 2.85
(KV)
% 4-26 2 - g ove i B HRMS i B 0o B oE
P 95% & #f 2
" 5 & d p
B TR + R i3
FV-
-3.23  1.80 -5.12 -1.34  -4.39 5 007 *
KV
*p < .05
oz oAb v ¥ 13 R OE P R D K F
416 p < .05 & (& ~ v ph o pb B (8 & g ¥ W o2 g E

,
L)

% 4-27 B = & e & P RMS Aot o
T 35 g ,
T 7 5 1
*F W 4.43 2.52 6
" F 2.95 1.38 6
BmF\ 3T E}-% 365 759 6
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- B 2 p

?i £ T d a5 = F p n® power
A K

-%Z i 66.85 5 13.37

e

Lo l44s D2

9 %

Boor

¥ 3 6.58 2 3.29 4.16 0*'048 (;.'4 0.59

LA 7.90 10 0.79

*p < .05

% 4-29 o= & v i ¥ RMS 0 Tukey’s HSD ¥ & #&

B W kA LN N
VS L 1.48% 0.79
*F 0.69
Ll S A
q1.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 1.41

ot o T oMz WA AN owo Bor oM OME LR

Pz ok ruchp N (5 8 VLN st ph B K B B P B L Y R

¥a oo F=7.76>p< .05 4 % 4-30 -~

2 004-31~ 4 4-32 5 A G5~ U 2 ph A S 2o & H
e R LR F TR AR o r=-2.855p < .05 4o

33~ 4 4-34
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% 4-30 Pz & e i B RMS 4o oif A3t

L g i

L 2.00 1.47 6
hE 55 45 6
Rk Bk A .85 44 6

% 4-31 Pz b e HRMS ¥ R B s 7 HE R 2

%i; £ X d a3 F p n’ power
A
-%Z i 8.32 5 1.66
<3
11.53 12
e
L 0.6
¥ 3 7.01 2 3.51 7.76 0.01* 1' 0.86
A 4.52 10 0.45

% 4-32 Pz & vt g B RMS e Tukey’s HSD ¥ & &

V- S T R N 3k PR OB
KA W 1.45% 1.14%
BF 0.31
L S L
q1.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 1.06

Ho ot o T oMz B A AN owo Bor ok M E LR
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% 4-33 ¢z 4 v # B RMS it 8 B 4ok st
T 43 #i

o s BBk
( %3 e i
& )
RE — R F B (FV) 1,45 6 1.21
SR BB — R ¥ B
; -1.14 6 1.08
(KV)
% 4-34 9z &R F HRMS i § £ 1 B T
T 5 o 95% 1 ¥ ® 2
" P 2 t d p
B TR R B
FV-
231 26 =58 .03  -2.85 5 .036%
KV
*p < .05
B B¢ A4 st ensup 3w o~ P N Az &, @ oz &
ek S e F R ¥ BT R R p = 050w 4-
36 o

% 4-35 o= & yvu s b B RMS &0 4k it s 3t
T 42 #i ,
DA {
KO W 16.28 3.52 6
b 12.82 3.51 6
A 14.36 4.59 6
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% 4-36  # z & v b HRMS g B B A R & 2

" 4 = 2

?i( R d ES I F p n® power
jia i3

-%Z mo 184.78 5 36.96
80.10 12

e

o 44

¥ 3 35.99 2 17.99 4.08 .05 '9 0.58

F A 44.11 10 4.41

oz b v it M dhe 42 4-37 0 B R R AR
4o 438 %7 > 5 F = 1898 p < .05 4 4-39 & =

ok m o £ B OR R R Y i i B P KR

(X e = K] = 18) % B e B & @5 sh g B2 28 1 2
25 4 = A A v v —
'fﬁ ’ i };]q ;&P lli‘— * }i EANE ( ‘innesio _Xprefatigue 1031 ’ 4 )i

24 a7 w g R W 22 s L2 > -~ . G54 93
f6 ~ e T RE B (S B R ¥ v oami g E A S 0 R Y ST

BOPOE X IV s Bk B B R ¥ w o B E 4 = -3.45 0 p

< .05 4o % 4-40 &= 4 4-41 o

% 4-37 Pz & vu s b # RMS e 4 it st
T 32 i ,
T i
b ST 25.26 7.64 6
b 7.26 5.50 6
U n 3T pE B 14.95 4.47 6
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[

% 4-38 ¢z kb b HRMS g B d A 4 & 4

% 2 CAEE N 2

. d = F P n power
X T

e 5

% 3
¥ 7 284.95 5 56.99
% 3
5 p 1236.87 12
F
o
& 3 978.92 2 48964 1889 .00* .79 0.99
7 A 257.95 10 25.80
*p < .05

% 4-39 Pz & vups b B RMS 0 Tukey’s HSD ¥ &
ST r¥ LSl N A
- T 18.007% 10.31+
¥ 7.69
R ok Bk
q41.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 8.04

Mo tA o Tk B LB o B oRGR

.
=
ok{
i
-]

3 4-40 Pz 4 sups 5 #P RMS iz % B 04k i s 2t

T ¥ i .
|
(% o i
. k:°d
7 )
k¥ — Rk F W (FV) -18.00 6 9.82
Emp\ *:‘:Eé'%—ﬁ»‘}m
/ -10.31 34
(KV) 0.3 6 5.3
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3
Ei3
(ﬂ}

% 4-41 Pz 4 s ) HRMS i g R

e pa % G E ;
w i i e
T 0 R B
FV-
-7.69 5.46 -13.43 -1.96 -3.45 5 .018*
KV
*p < .05

62 v gt B E P PR B (S R RE P R
B F B TR = Ak R T B R AE A WS 1631
18,10~ 11.99 5 & % £ &~ ¥t ¥+ = Ak ing P g L3
B E F = 13.62° p < 05> F {5 B 7 v osx pb B {5 P
B2k 3 R ¥ w2 s £ opE A #c % 3 3,300 o4 & 4-

42~ 4 4-43 ~ 4 4-44 w7 o

% 4-42 fe = & »ups 4 H RMS & 4 uft % 3+
T 23 #i
(%% < &)

¥ A4 B %

R OF A 16.31 2.95 6
Bk’ F 18.10 5.19 6
L NI 11.99 3.91 6
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% 2 A= A PN 2
d = F P n power

xR L

e 5
¥ 7 211.03 5 42.21
% p 161.99 12
L 13.6
& 3 118.50 2 59.25 2 .001* .73 .98
o+ A 43.49 10 4.35
*p < .05

% 4-44 i3 = & s # P RMS ¢ Tukey’s HSD % 14 1+ #&

R W RF LS L
RO W 1.80 4.32%
R’ ¥ 6.11%
U 3T Bh {%
q1.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 3.30

ot o T oMz WA AN owo Bor oM OME LR

U F (e s U s pE B (S B R B o e B OE O R B
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L N E 19.02 3.50 6
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K& R’ L e L
L 13.04+% 7.87
B 5.17
O
q1.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 10.89
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% 4-71 6=z Ay A B LRMS i % & A 74 & £
?i A T d 3= 3 F p n® power
i 3
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qd1.95,(3,10)] 3.88
w(HSD) 0.014
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Tukey’s HSD #% = % 2 X & » 4 % 4-81 #*r 757 - JR
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11.02(> 5.67) > 4 7 f % & ¢ o p 2k ph B 14 0 ¢ 4 5§ £
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;F}]( % 270.06 5 54.01
499 .83 12

S ol ol Wa
KT e
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