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1—1. ¢

RO B (RIEEN T F 4 A OUAHE IS Lo TAR S8R )25, A U CRIfESh 4 5| ZE 2
JZ&THEUS (van Ingen et al. 1995) . D728 | f OUUHERFE L &I EOTE BhBh g2 BfiE 32
ZLiT HIREB DO AT = A LEEED T THERZETH D,

PEk W DTEEV R ICBIL T, B EXNEIZ L > TABFAY 8L HEF il (Babault et al.
2003; Balogun et al. 2010; Brownstein et al. 1985; Duffell et al. 2011; L% 2010; Guido et al.
2015; ZE[I5 2016; FIFES 2012; Lawrence et al. 1983; Maffiuletti et al. 2003; $<EF 5 2014; —
FKB 2012; ‘EIRF S 2001; Papadopoulos et al. 2008; Pincivero et al. 2004; 2006; Shenoy et al. 2011;
N5 2015, BAEED 2009) SAVTE T, M AL, BBV ALK 2G0T &2 THE)E
ALELUTHADZE T, MRR-Fi L~ T D EB AL O #) B X0, BB E A E BT 5280
ARECTHY ., RMERB L OSSP R E P OB B R L H EORIIE, A BB BR N
FRONEHOZ E D% il (12D 2012; Lawrence et al. 1983; I 2001; Pincivero et al; 2004;
2006; #AED 2009) SHVTWD, FE7o, KERIY SR 256 G & LTl i i /1 36 i TUE, i O 15 B
FRE BT TR D ZENER (BER)52015) S TW5, HITHE—Ofick> TS
O T EENZAE T 2O DI IZ > TRERIZHEINDIE DO THLHT-D |
ZNENOIEEEBABILE T D LITFFHERERN (6 T BB A RD D7D ICEE TH D,

—J7 T AR D 1 F RV RIS O W TR B EEIE IS Lo TRl S 4L T 7o, M 0k 3
PEAE A% (Fukunaga et al. 1997) THY | fiiik /1 LB HZ2 LR (LLARS 2012) IZHDHTENFNIHIL T
Do o, W ADHIL TOKZETREDMIRL, i 710D 50% LA TIIMED IR B —EIT/2%
ZEBMHLMIIEINTND, ZO—EDfEEOBEFAO AR, O HE R (27 T747
A HRME) OFELL GRS TS (Fukunaga et al. 2002) , SHIC, D 520 ReE,
A4 (Pearson et al. 2017) , hb—=_ 7k (Kubo et al. 2001) , £ {af 58 % (Kongsgaard et al.
2007; Malliaras et al. 2013) 35 X OV IUHEAE R (Kubo et al. 2009; Malliaras et al. 2013; Yamamoto
etal. 2009) ([ZE > THRRLHIENHRESN TN,

AR A DR ZEALD D 1 R 72 8L CIE BB B2 34l 32 2 & 23 T& 5 Muscle Contraction
Sensor (MC &4 —) IEAE A STz, MC Boh—1kiT, J5E3 58 Eo R E MR



VA4 UL DD b st i Y e RNt el o QN 11116 i1 N R G A N/ NV RV EEW K |
FTHIENTE, ZOENZ i OTREA & (3 7)) OFRIEEL TRHfi L TV 2, Dordevié et al.
(2011) 1. i BAEJE thE B P o> B A A% 5l LT, MC B — L TEHAIL 7= /3R ) &
5 /1 EDBDVICOWTRELTZ L2 A, T ORIITARD THRVVHBIBILR AN D 2> T LA
HLTWD, Fo, MC o —iEiE, f720 TlEe OIS BB e R FEAT CE 2L HVR
BENTWD, MC Er ¥ —{EITIHRERRFETHY, 230, il % OFCREOTE BB BE4 3
THILR AR THLI=D | HEEB RS ED DD AR =Y —=0 I RUNEY T —
T aripE OEKRBIYCOE AR (Dordevié et al. 2014a; 2014b) EAL TS, LAL7R3 6,
MC BV —E% HWO7-F5E (Dordevié et al. 2011; 2014a; Krasna et al. 2017; Mohamad et al.
2017) 13D T 7| FEERIT —Z M3+ TIER\, FRZ, i IR FE I BT Bk ) 517
HEENE AL X 2L DITFAELRV, 20720 | f-IEOEREZ FF M+ 5720 TR L TORY
PEIT RS Tueuy, BIS A BE O ZBITHED B D R 4ok T T DB I AR O T
AL KOOI BB RE IZ W TR STy,

ZZTARMIZE Tl MC £ —1EIC KD -IE O BEREFEAT D 2 Y PRI DUV THRFTT DL 1T
LA DR TSR D B R A RE 55 L O 35 I 0> ) 2 7201 Bh B RE S, BhAY I B Iy
D -EDIE BB EIZ SV THRFT LT,

1—2. B/

ZNETIT, i IR EBLOH REE) P IR 2 OBRERFMNIL, RIS BRIECHHF K
ERHODIL, BEOTEBBYRE ORI L F I IER WS TE Tz, — | MC o3 —ik73B
FESAL, - DTEEE B2 ) PR B DRSNS H D, ZZTE, BIEETICHLALT
WD 7 FE 4 35 K OB AEBY R O 75 - DTG BYREPEIC BT T 2 LIZ W Tk B keI
Yo — RIS LD OTE B ENRE O G I DWW TR 5 BT, RS _REFREE O
%o

1) 55 RVEIGHE R O 5 H 0
i DA FFPE L L TED DR S-8E 17 BfR (Fig. 1,2) \SRSNDEHIT, Al oE 135 i o0 236
FCReokERD, 2N ST F 9% (Fukunaga et al. 1997; Gordon et al. 1966; Herzog et al.
1990; 1991; Ichinose et al. 1997; 415 2004) , [ BAEiAd & %5 /12 03971 BA Eii A4 2 D5 81

DUNTHR L7241 E (Babault et al. 2003; Becker et al. 2001; Chan et al. 2001; Murray et al.1977;

Ff
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Fig. 1. Schematic summary of results. The arrows along the top are placed opposite
the striation spacings at which the critical stages of overlap of filaments occur,
numbered as inFig. 2. (Gordonet al. 1966.)
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Schematic diagram of filaments, indicating nomenclature for the relevant dimensions.
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Fig.2. Critical stages in the increase of overlap between thick and thin filaments as
a sarcomere shortens. (Gordon et al. 1966.)




Lindh et al. 1979; Newman et al. 2003; Papadopoulos et al. 2008; Pincivero et al. 2004; Rieder et al.
2016; Shenoy et al. 2011; Suter et al. 1997; Welsch et al. 1998; Yoon et al. 1991) (24U, % R 4%
SAF T I BAE A L2 — EOS& | RIS LAY 55~90 FZJm dhfi TR 28345
ZEMBIBINTIINTN D, E7., B BT A BE M RO IR B (L ~E 28 352 L TR R )
FEHEIF O 12 BRE A8 B2 13 AL DA BRAL A~ LA L TV, ZO XD, B Ei R i i 7013
BRI OB AZ T T ORBE S \WIT B 28> TR D (Maffiuletti et al. 2003;
Yoon et al. 1991) , ZAU5IF R B E i 1 B D 8 i & U CYE A 32 RBRIM B 25, —BIEi#H <
&% KGR IEL ) & HE B E A T 2 SMAA A PR B8 KON A 2 &> TR S Tnb Tz
O, W B EDOEV, TRDLHROEWIZIDMHR ) DN, BT D e I T
LIZbDEBZBND, 1o T, F RN L D5 DEEITH L TR o RS-k Bk E%E
BLIERMRENEE THLEE DN,

2) FFEMIER IO & MikE T i RE R

A OTEBNENREIZ BAL CIIA B XEIZ Lo TAEBFRIBLE DRl S 41 TE 72 (Lawrence et al.
1983; Brownstein et al. 1985; =% 2001; Babault et al. 2003; Maffiuletti et al. 2003; Pincivero et
al. 2004; 2006; Papadopoulos et al. 2008; A74E5 2009; Balogun et al. 2010; Duffell et al. 2011;
Shenoy et al. 2011;F12E5 2012; =KD 2012; H#r5 2014; Guido et al. 2015; ¥ 5 2015; 4
H 5 2016) . A XIEE, EE AL T D605 B2 TEEI B L L THIRADIET, 1
- L~ I T D IEB AL OB BRLR AL 2 E BAL § 2L TRETHY, FRIEB IO
M D R P OB B R LA LD, AERMBEBMRA YL ST LR
(Lawrence et al. 1983; =I5 2001; Pincivero et al. 2004; 2006; &445 2009; H2ES 2012) &
TWD, —F T, HEMIEIEFHIEE B TE T DRE . BT IENIC LB E TOREESs
BT RESEBEAZTHILRE  E LORB RN R L <IEMIN TOLDOLEETHD, F
B, B A B DAL OIE B ENARIZ B IE T B OV THRET L7 B S Tl BIE S0
FrIEDENWZZHDL OO, BEifA X THi B RS LT 2808 (FIFS 2001;
Babault et al. 2003; Maffiuletti et al. 2003; 4[5 2016) LL{LLARWEWD# (Pincivero et al.
2004; Duffell etal. 2011) , EBITI, I~ TRIHI A LD RN I DLW (HIRFD 2001;
L5 2010; HHET5 2015; AEHG 2016) 55, k4 THY, #i— SO RMII RS TR0,

o HREROTEBBIEZ BT 572012, i F KES AV O TETZ (Beck et al. 2010a;
2010b; Garciaet al. 2008; &4/115 2015; FIZES 2012; =H 2002; 2003; 2004) , 5 & I,



PN 92 B VS B 28 R W 7 1A LA Ly A5 ~IERZETE 5 2 LIS ko THAE T DR
BZRlek 22 E TH ORI Z /) F BRI ORIME 22 L3 TE 5 (=M 2002; 2003;
2004) , i AL L E KiEZ OFE TR L AiERE IS DWW TR L7215 (Beck et al. 2010a;
2010b; BARJIG 2015; =H 2004) \ZXAUE, f O J1FRE SIS AEFROE RIS 5 )42 K0 X
BT DR LR DT LRSIV TCND, ETo REBIUEAR A6t G & U7 Ml 1 /) J8 48 Tl /5
OIEENENRE D 7 8) 75 ) C R D2 LM (RA)IS 2015) SHUTWD, =H (2003) IZ&AUE,
i TS 7 B X B B OB BIC K-> TR T 2600 FEEHSHE O T, 7 & XEIE
L. AR UMEITIE NS5, # BB O 13, F6 B DS BEIN 32 & 57 i ) = D UL 48
A (GERTRME) L, IRR OB 2N 32720 THHEFERL T\D, DFD, FIRREL k-
DOULHETRE TIE, BRI RIEE IR RARDHER 2R T8 ), 2O AR, i EHES D LT,
il B U R DF I O 7 Tl IEMEZe S RE R A1 TO L NN TH L LA BT DEE
LD,

F72., JeATHFZE (Chanaud et al. 1991; English et al. 1993) (234X, Al —Df THEMLIZE > T
H DR RE B E TR BV R A T D 2L GNNIESI TV D, EDORFRAIZR TS, K B Eifi
B s PR A AR P9 2 il CME— oD — BAH Tdo 2 KRB (Hasselman et al. 1995) ThD, it T, il
FERERTMICIE, R — 5 Tho THZOREI R BRI L > TRARDZEE R E T D4
HPE (JER 2016) 35 2 DD, TNEH—OF 720 T E B 53 28O f O E L -
THREWNZHIHIND 2D |l % OFF OTEBN B REZ A PR 7228 & ) P Bl DB SR
HTEVE, AR RERTATI X D BAF AR O D T2 IZH B3 T D,

&

=il
op

3) MO S FRTEENEIRE O R

CTAVETITHAEME D ) PR R BB EEDSHOBNFHMIS N T&E T, 2R b0@EIzLh
(X B SN L ORG AR A A% (Fukunaga et al. 1997) THhHZE, £7o, BENED ) Fa R PRI R
EEEREIRBAMR (LUARD 2012) ICHDZERALINIIN TN D, SHIT, IRFHERED J1 R REICIE,
PEZEDMFAET % (Onambelé et al. 2007) Z &0, BHfi 4 B (Pearson et al. 2017) , F—=27 D45
faf % (Kongsgaard et al. 2007; Malliaras et al. 2013) 33 X O Itk = (Kubo et al. 2001; 2009;
Malliaras et al. 2013; Yamamoto et al. 2009) {ZL> TERDZENFERSIL TN D,

—J7 T\ BED TR RR I IR B L T D FEIZ Lo TR D LD FEHH (Seynnes et al. 2015)
DY R OEHEAEE R EEL ERLT2ZLDHLINEZDND, FRESIME T TO
TR BEEf ek R A ) D e R AL I B £ BE A3 — iE D35 G| IR BAI M4 B2 55~90 BEJ iz TR



BILDHT LN (Pincivero et al. 2004) AU TV D, ZAVILIE B i AR FEO 7 i BB D KNS,
R ET R OEACITIG UTo R A R T 280D J)-R SBARITIRAF L 72 @ (Herzog et al. 1991;

Ichinose et al. 1997; Pincivero et al. 2004) &5 X Hivd, ZO I EO B FEIZ 1T D 5%

FhE IR T A M IR < RO OO | D 1R R M I BT 235 1. %

Hids L OMEBIER LB I m AL CRE S = O3, BEETA FE O LA 35 K OWkE D 111y

TEENZ TR OV TUT 0 i eI Ty,

4) MC ¥ —DBAFE & -k O TE B & RE O RF A
i) MC B9 —DB%, Rt IO E R

A DTEARZEALD J) 7 BBl CIE B B 84 FFfi 3% Muscle Contraction Sensor(MC &2
—) % (TMG-BMC #E#) 28BS 7=, MC B2 —(%, Pordevié¢ X° Tomazi¢ HOHFFEF— A
FoTHIZE &, TMG-BMC Ltd £ (Ljubljana, Slovenia) 23, 2010 4F 9 A \Z/E ¥ /5 D £ 4K F1 521
33 KO 5P D FAR BEA 72 FEAT D 728D O I E B2 (Method and device for non-invasive and
selective determination of skeletal muscles biomechanical and contractile properties., Dordevié et al.
2011) LLTRuAR=T F[E O FBY E R IR G STz, £ D% Dordevié X° Tomazic b
DIFFEF — L2 & - T, MC B —iE2 Wi RE DRl 3 S TX Tz,

MC o —id, I —RAHME TES AT O YR =Ry R, FREER-OF v 7%
ZEH LT IR BE CHUO A, )R LT DEAL (3 L OV 1) 0 f2 J§ & i 12 B35 2 8¢ IS
P IRIED TR AT Lo CF v AN AELTE N & | B P —IZNRLIZ AN A 27—V TR
BT 2L S WL O TH D, Fig.3d 12 MC o —0i%EHa 7R LT, I —RAlkHETIES
TR IE DOV R —h 8o R i, A OFHH (40 X 25mm, 1.8g) &, D FHHIH (32 X 20mm, 1.2g) 73
Y Y —DEEITNT NS SmV/V Thod, VAR—I Sy RIZIROHT 28R TELT v 7
QFEFAFAEL , MEXGUI LS TRIRTHIENTED, et BT o563, K&EheTFv7 %4
N—F/ N RIZ 5mm 22 LTOREETHDOATT | 2 R ET D503, NS TF v 7 Z 584 Y
FHF 7R EETRHIZATS,

L7 —&i%, v — (53x85x16 mm FE&:75 g) IZFiEkSD, 7 —F 8l —IiX, 4ch DT
—HEWETHVAT L THY, NAEIIT 4GB Tho, itk TOMRIEMIL, USB A%
— 72 AAZS LT PC IZHRE T DIENTED, F/o, ~A —IZIE, DARF ARSI 4 DDOTF
v7 AN A ER T —1E % (5ms-5V) AJTA DY, ODU MINI-SNAP =74 —%7 Fu2 A7)
MZZELIATZ LT, oY=l —2 8 T Dkt 7> T D,



start / stop
measurement
button
~

LED indicator
\

&

on/off
““switch

usBe
input

MCinput 1
MCinput 2
MCinput3
MCinput 4

; i
a. MC sensor system b. Logger desion tiggerinput
Small sensor Large sensor
— E g ‘
A€
©
o
Y
‘ ' g | iz |} g
L] - 1 9]
A
& v
§ v
> < 65mm
<20mm < 25mm

MC sensor (1: Laminate, 2: Incision, 3: Tonguelet,
4: Sensor tip, 5: Piezoresistor)

c. Sensor structure

Locking Groove Outer Housing
[
Locking Fingers
Grounding Ring | oy
\ /

Back Nut

/opu Mt
conditior

Receptacle Plug

d. ODU MINI-SNAP connector

Fig.3. Overview of MC sensor system.
The figure is based on Sensors, 2011, 2014a (Dordevié S. et al,) and
MC user guide (copyright TMG-BMC, d.o.0.2014).



T —id, R OB BRI LT L3 — S RO % . B O i 7 — 7 % VTl
it 5, Z0%., WLzt —0 B, XA T — 7 TIHICHEET D, ZOBE, F x4
T OHRRINE, Ty T OISR SO ULA B E W IUE E T 5 (Figd) .

MC > — DR E FEIL, Fig.5 (ORULTZEIT, fHUHE I L > T Lo R &£ 2~ 72 E
J1(F) NEL, ZOJETNZE > TR FIEVMMR IS KO ERTF v 72 M UANT 5, Fo 7 2B H
FHCHRUAH T BJE 1L, RIERE IR 722 TOE S OA T (Fs) TREND, RIGFRHIZH-
TeHEJ1ET T DEREF R ORIOAEE o L TRDDHE, Fs 1ZLL FORUCL > TS IR T
ZEMTED,

Fs =2F cos o

TP —DERIEIL, 1., 2, 5, 10,20, 50 g D 6 DD EZFAWT, £+ —n 1l (BE)
ZEHIL, & MEOBIRAD | JEE A S=0.906mV/V/N THHZ L) Dordeviéetal. (2011)
BIZE > THERB SN TS (Fig. 6,7) , HIER v —NICRRERS 27 —# 1%, Sensmotion V7 |
=7 — (TMG-BMC #1:8) Z T PC IZHIA S | & P — D E R (F=p 1 *x+p2) IZL> T,
BEND ) (N) ~EHFE T2 (Table 1), fif LAY —D HEL OB OMHEBIREIL, 1ch 23
0.994, 2. 3, 4ch [T, VT 0.999 ThH5D,

i) MC B —IEIC KD -l TE B E) RE O FEAfh

Dordevié et al (2011) (%, Ji B It th /75 /7 FHEh o0 bJjs SR A X R LL T, MC By —ik
DEFHAE LA S EDEHVIZ W THFTLT (Fig.8) . D 5. MC o — D FHME S5 1
O R ATRSD THRV O BE BILR (BB O 4 1=0.92, 8 AfE: 1=0.97~1.00) 3iH L2
ZHELTWD, £z, Dordevié et al (2014) 13, i BIEIMA 4 15 & 90 K #iAZIZ 1D, MC
T —IEOFHHHEL I OBRICOWTHREIL7ZEZA Wb A BB BRR O 5,
LI BIREUL, 15 FEED 1=0.966, 90 FEN 1=0.976 L& CTH -7 (Fig.9) , IHIT, [FIEEC
LA EIELDS MC o —IEOFHIMED 773, K05 N2 KT 546t ThoHZ L%
HEL Q1D (Fig.10),

LinL72735 Pordevié et al (2011, 2014) D Tl BUBBIZR AR FH O/ — 20, ik
{2 DI Lo TRHIBL TRV BE DM 26 G L LT RI R EHTIE E > THRwy,
F7o, Fig9 (RSN TWD MC B —IEOFHANEL 5 OBR TIE, m W ED S
TWDHLOD, 5 11 OARFRE S ds KOV SR EE IS T — 2 DRV 3 BBy, MHERE D @ RIS
LT ATREMEDS B B ND, 1T, M N FEH T O 3R 1 DAL 2 JVFEMITR R 540



b. Image of sensor attached on the object.

Fig. 4. Schematic drawing of sensor attachment method to the object.
The figure is based on Sensors, 2011, 2014a (Pordevié S. et al.) and
MC user guide (copyright TMG-BMC, d.o.0.2014).



Fs=2F cos .

Sensor tip
Fs
F F
Skin and intermediate layer T T
Measurement muscle Measurement muscle

Es

F F

= —
Fs
A
o
F F

Fig.5. The measurement principle.

The above figure shows the measurement principle of the MC sensor in a
schematic drawing. The MC sensor measures the pressure generated on the
sensor tip by the object changes. Muscle bulges by contraction cause
pressure on the tip. The measured pressure produces force F in the direction
along the object’s surface. This force causes subcutaneous tissue and skin to
press on the sensor tip. The vector sum of all forces produces force Fs in the
direction along the sensor tip which is then measured with the force meter.
In the simplified 2D model, this force would be equal to: Fs = 2Fcos0.
(The figure is based on Sensors, 2011, 2014a Dordevi¢ S, Stancin S, et al.).
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Fig.6. Timeline of MC output response at various weights hanged on
the tongulet. (Dordevié¢ S. et al. 2011)

0571 5=0.906 mv/VIN ® Pata

— Linear fit

0.4
0.3
0.2 -
0.1 1

Response [mV/V]

0 01 02 03 04 05
Weight [N]

Fig.7. MC sensor sensitivity.
(Pordevi¢ S. et al. 2011)
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Table 1. Sensor calibration

Linear model Poly

F(N) = pl*+p2

Sensor-ch Coefficients with 95% confidence bounds Goodness of fit
pl 7.839(5.9,9.767) SSE- 0.085
Ch-] ~  mmmmmmmmm e emmmmemmmeo R-square: 0.994
2 3.331(-4.708, -1.953) Adjusted R-square: 0.990
i 3 33E4.706,20.553) RMSE: 0.209
SSE: 0.019
pl 4.425(3.916,4.933)
hed  mmmmmmmme e R-square: 0.999
‘ 2 1.839(-2.324, -1.354 Adjusted R-square: 0.998
i ~L.8392.524,-1.35%) RMSE: 0.098
pl 3.808(3.71,3.905) SSE- 0.001
h-3 R-square: 0.999
Cch-3 === mmmmm e e mmeo--
2 0.925(-1.013,-0.8372 Adjusted R-square:0.999
i 092301.013,-08372)  pyrop..021
pl 3.808(3.71,3.905) SSE- 0.001
Ch-d —=mmmmmmm e R-square: 0.999
. Adjusted R-square:0.999
p2 -0.925(-1.013,-0.8372)

RMSE:0.021

SSE: Error sum of squares, RMSE: Root Mean Squared Error
The table is based on MC user guide (copyright TMG-BMC, d.0.0.2014).
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Fig.8. Simultaneous recorde F,;, Fp and EMG during isometric
contraction of biceps brachii muscle.

(Pordevié S. et al. 2014a.)
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Fuc to Fp Normalize at 15 degrees, R = 0.966

1.2 9

.« Mo
M)

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
Fuc (@.u.)

(b)

Fig.9. (a) Scatter plot of normalized F,;, and Fy, signal at 15
degrees elbow flexion with regression line and confidence bands
at 0.95. Correlation coefficient was R = 0.966; (b) Scatter plot
of normalized F,;~ and Fp signal at 90 degrees elbow flexion
with regression line and confidence bands at 0.95. Correlation
coefficientwas R = 0.976. (Dordevié S. et al. 2014a.)
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(a)

- : , : ,
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0
Normalized Force

g .+ after force peak
208 polynomal regression
8 | — polynomal regression
=06 - ®)
8 .
-é 0.4
k- 0.2
0.0 [ ‘ T T T T i T \ T !
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0

Normalized Force

Fig.10. (a) Each point on curves is the average of all records of the mean normalized sEMG,
obtained when Fp, was within 2% of each chosen force value (0.02, 0.4...to 0.98 at elbow angle
15 deg.) while the force was rising (i.e., before the peak, black color) or while force was falling
(i.e., after the peak, red color). Bars show SEM, and line is polynomial regression of the
relationship between F\,. and Fyp, before the peak (adjusted R’ = 0.96) and red line after the
peak (adjusted R> = 0.96); (b) Each point on the curves is the average of all records of the
mean normalized Fyy, obtained when Fpwas within 2% of each chosen force value (0.02,
0.4...to 0.98 at elbow angle 15 deg. ) while the force was rising (i.e., before the peak, black
color) or while force was falling (i.e., after the peak, red color). Bars show SEM, and line is
polynomial regression of the relationship between Fy and Fp, before the peak (adjusted R =
0.99) and red line after the peak (adjusted R? = ).

(Dordevié S. et al. 2014a.)
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BMENE 2 DD, SHIT, MC B —{EI3d R LT DA O R EREI o —2 0635
728 K TIRIAESCHE O K/IMTE B A 21T HZ e TRINDD, Z OB T AT
TV, MC B —1EIC KD -l O TE B BYRE O R 1 2 N2 972 L Tld, ZOREBICS
TR S D BVENRE 2 BR D,

Dordevi¢ et al (2014b) IL, 20kg Dff EEfE-T2/N—T 27T "EEEITIOH | ZDFEO i
AR, RERIUSET Mt KO IR DR /1% MC £ —{ETEHHIL THD, ZOBFEDE A
1%, BAEB D S DR A T T 528 THY BIEICHEI SO IR 020, B R JE
it /55 1 £ 5 L OME D3R /) LD BILRIC OV TRETL TS, L L7a03 s, BIE 4 FE LI A R
FEBLOBEROED ORRICOWTRLEZOATHY | lEOIEH EFHIES ORRIC OV TIE
BRI TR, Fio, BHERFICH L TR — O EAGRE LN TN | S EN
BHRE TR L T EDSRMETITAR Y, W IUTL Th, MC Eo ¥ —k% W 7= BB ke
i -BE IR B ENRE DRI 53 TIZRNZEM D, FFIiTE L L CHENLS U TR,

MC oY —iRIIEHR AR TIETHY 2o, il 4« OFOREOTEB B B4 322 LAY A]
RETHAHT-0 | I BESED 2D D AR —Y FL—=0 T RYUNE YT — a7 Y DGR ES T
DiE M (Pordevié et al. 2014a) SHIFFSILTND, LNLZRDH MC B ¥ — 5% W ZHFZET
FHEEIR G T D B AR A R R ELTZ S (Dordevié et al. 2011; 2014) . KERE A% % 5RICE

LA R OIL By B AE A B 22 L7 45 (Mohamad et al. 2017) , A7 NEWMERFO PNRIE T, FMl
JEF5 R IGE DU S A7 e ks - OV 2 ik oD 75 Bl B B 2 R Af L 72 iy (Poordevi€ et al. 2014b) | B[ {5
ZEmE D L ERANE A OTE B2 FEAN L 72 2 (Krasna et al. 2017) DA TH D, TNHOHREDN, fifi
BIAERHC BT 2 M OTEBNENRE B 3 2513 3 #. BEOTEBI B RE 36 L UNE A EE) iy O FFAIG
IXENEI 1R CTHY, BRI T — 20340 TIEWn, £, Bl U2k ST
5F, H-TEOMAERTAME L L COZ S PEDFEAES TR,

e 2 M PR U2 0 N C AR A7 S0 A M 7 (B BET B 7 SPLIR A ) 2 kF G2 & LT IR FE 0, I B i
3L OB B D ZE AT D T B i R AR BE O R BRSO 22 & OB O R 4o fF Flcdsis
HISEHBNRE, SHITITBIHERY RO 5 - DTG BB BB I DUV T3 28 i 0322 S Ty,

1—3. HFFE A /Y

HAEB) O A = A LZ RS D LT B X OMEOIE B E B A B AE T 52 LIXEETHD,
TMERD DS RERHAm TG B IED WS, AR BL R BRHM S T T2, E72, o7
FHIRFMEIC BT 20 B E EEDS I WBALTET, FiziCBs SN MC o —1ET, )
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-HEDIE BB REZ ) E BRI DRIRHCIE X DM FIRE THHESILTCNDH, ERIT — 203
RELTEY, F-HEOTEBEIRE DML L L TOZ L MRS TR, MC B —EIC
LWk D F1 ) e TE B R BRI E S LS AU, AR —Y e — =0 7 RUNE Y T — g
228 DEFRBS CTIEHTEDWREMENR B 2B D, MC B —RI3IRR A C L A i 72
FAETHIRDG, il 2 O RCBEDIE BB REZ [RIFFIZFHI CE LAYy MR L TND, ZD72d,
L (RIEB) T3 208 & O CHEDFAE T2/ OHEE D AL 72U B FHE 0 F D43
FEF I LOFEHUR O RIRFIAE 2 361T D85 i D& E], SHITIT. fi-MED /) DIRERE ZHEE T
DIEDFTREETRD R D,

MC o —Ea -l ) F BRI KD TE B Rtk O R A A e N 375 BT R7E2
RISV TOZRWEIZLL FO R THD,

OMC o —iEE2 Wi OIE BN B 924158 (Pordevi¢ et al. 2011; 2014a; Mohamad et al.
2017) 1372 EBREYT —Z 08 +43 TIERW, MC o —EOFHRNEIC R E T IR
IR E NS TR RERY IR | SOIZIEFE— i KDL ZZE D BEIZ DWW TIB LIS TED
T MC B —IEIC LD R RERTAf 0D 2 Y MEDSHE R STV VL,

O DU FHE TH LR S-R I BRITREND I, R ICK > TRESNDH T2 5705,
i R ZZACIZAED i D 11 RV ZRIE BB BB I DWW TIAR T TH D,

@R D RSt T IS 255 R AE IRF 0D i B8 £ i 2 755 1E & 25 e oD 7 7 ) 7T B R 1
BB TR, FRIT, RERED /PR RHEIC B T 23R & 1%, IRBIfi B L OB &b
B CRHISILT=b DN ELAFTET D, LU, B4 B D ZEAL D 71 Fr0IEE)
RBIZ KT TR EAL TS Tnzeny,

@OMC o —{EIC LD -l O TE BB BB O RHAmIE 2 N3 272D 121E, F RPEIEIRF 721 Tl
BV EBENRFOTEBEN AN T 5L N EE THD, LU b, MC o —iEZ v T
5 TE B I OO 75 - 00 ) B2 TS B R PE AR L 726 D3RR TH7R< | a7 i AR,

ZZTARNIZEIZ, OMC B —IEDOFHAEIZ KT NENIR R L OEMLZD RIS
WCHAL, MC B2 — B E D i O T AR ZE AL R ME D RIAT L D 2 2 PEIZ DUV TR 2,
@ B F J OB PAET A4 £ D ZALIC IV R B Fi i R B O i R 2 B LS E - & T TOIEH)
. MC o —1EE O CHIEL . /5 R ZEIT E O ) FH G B R SV T,
@OMC ot —ikZ& W TR D0 B &IE T CO% RN L 2R RS L O =
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Jie D> F7 2P ZRIE BRI I SOV TR %, @MC o —{52 VW TEIRY (A7 MNEE) 1EH)
HLZ 30U 2 M B 1 1o R 75 1 o L OV 25 i D ) A B 22 B BN AR LS S W TR 375, 1) ~4) 125
WTHRTT2ZET MC B2 —iRIC KO-l D ) FHI 7R TEE R E LB RER Al 5L L T2
P, S6ITE HIREBF 25 T A~OIEH O ATREMEIZ DUV TRFL TS,
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-y

ZE 1 :MC B —1EIC LB B ORRE AL Rt O S

2—1. IXL®IZ

i OIE BB A T F R BLE D DRI 2 Z & 03 F] HE7: Muscle Contraction Sensor (MC &2
—)IERBHFE S, MC B —1EE, fRET D O REREIMROTF 7 2O
T2 —ERT L, FHIUE I L > CTF o DD DIE D &R OFREE L CGEE 9550 T
BHo,

Dordevi¢ et al. (2011, 2014a) I%, MC &t — 54 FHV T B i th &) iF o> i — 5155
i i 0 A E UG R 5 70 &I BT h 0 o RN, ARed TEn W EBIBIER 3RO B AL
T EEEL QWD Bl 20X, Fig. 9 (RSN /1 OMRHEE MC w9 —CEHRIL 7= /98 /)
DOFAXHEDBAFR (Dordevi¢ et al. 2011) T, I BIHEIMA K 15 FEDORMFISEI U 90 FEDOSRIELIC
B VEBIAREL (15 :1=0.966., 90 £ :1=0.976) 335N TW\D, Fio, RIRFHZFHIIL 72/ X7
—2J0H MC B —{ETEHILT-AR R D D505, KOG N & B H#7e BItRICHHZ L2 E L T
WD, ZNHDEE D, MC B —{E1T, i a2 511 PRI OFEIREL 29500 L%
ROV, BT/ RE A S L CO R REME DNV RIZS AL TUVND, —FH T, MC B —iEIT AR IX
M LDTAAR AN Ko TAELTE 1 2 REAL D B G F L TR 22820 EFBALO
NGRS E LWV ST JERE BE R DB A Z T HZEN RSN TV D00 ZNHIZET5
T HIREN TR, Fio, I EDOE L, TRbBHENEILTZEEO K FIEHE B X
OHIEDOEAL DB f WP B T DM OB IRE S MC Br P —ETRHIL /3R
TOBRIZOWTUIRFTZ I TR, MC B —IEIZ LD 5 OTEIRZE AR O FEAR %
ZAENL T 5 IR, FHIMEIC RIE TR FREIR 3 KOWHE DR 0| EEE O FHUUHE - o F R
EALE RS DBURITOWTHRET T 2 BN B 2 61D,

RERVYSHA 1L TS REZL b KR & LT, 2O eI KOS RE RO FFIE & & (A E) &
BIHOVIZ DWW THE T (Guralnik et al. 1995; 45 2000) SAVCET-, FARERIZ IS DHEREFEAT O
2 1%, M ERKIEN VB (Pincivero et al. 2004; Tranvik et al. 1995; A45 2009; A4 H D
2016) | FHIZ Lo TIHBEVRHE PR RE R I 23 3870 5 L3 E B2 2 IS IZS TN D,
RIBR DY SE A 1 RBRIE AT . SMAVA T . PURLR 5 36 KON A Al I o TR S 41T s L AMAl
JRF . AR S 38 KOV R A I B i T o DIkt LT, REREL AT 1 B Al Th D, K

ANKY
I
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FRIEL A ORF U, A BEET 3 KO B A4 £/ C IR E S AL, ITALRITIE 2 DOMENRFIEL
FNDITE RO BIRDIALTAE G L, 5 & DIEDBITR & O Fh #7181 (7 j | 2 [ CaE
ITL T DH1E THS (Hasselman et al. 1995) . E72, fFEIF2RIBLEDOWFIEICLY | KERIE
Z X DB RO FIIRELS 2 DTG0, FhOIALERE RN BFEALERIZZ I AL A
FTHZENRPSNITII TS (Yang et al. 1999) , Watanabe et al. (2012) 1%, BRI IO
P15z [BEY 577 et vy XEEE 0 B 0D K TR 1B 755 0D 1% B R M 20 2% 17 7 FEL DUVA IS DRI L 72, 2 D L TR BE i fif
JE N IRF (34 ) D HENNTAED 7 AR OIE BN N 7R D DI LT [ B @B Re 13, R
B OIS OTE BN O D3 @< Ae D LA BT L, KRR E A7 1 E B I | X R RE - TR )
LTWDZEEFERIL TD, SHIT, ZNHDOREIT B L OB Ei 2 2L S T2 BRICH R
DBV, KERE AN DRI E TG B AR L, I ENZ(LL THHBESNLE WD
(Watanabe et al. 2014) , iE->C, ~BIHifH THLRBRE R OIEBNL, ALK > TRARDIEN
TRASNDTO | FEREDRHATIZIL, [ —f DOEAL A OV TH BT OMEMENE LD,

MC toh—iEa Wi s S A (B 3 2B 3T, 58K 5 T b fis — S5 2 5t 52
(Dordevi¢ et al. 2011; 2014a) & U7z 36 JOVER SRRSO KRR B 7 O TG Bh Eh RE 2 1 52 L 7= ¥t
# (Mohamad et al. 2017) DA THY | FERAYT — 2235 TR\, SHIT, BRI X572 8
(ZOWTIMR SN TWRWZD | FiEERE D FFfI AL L TO R UPEDN T3 ITHEMRS L TR,

ZZTAMFETIZ MC o —iEIC KB OTAR AR E ORI A A N F 272912,
TP i R AR A REL T R ZAGITHED B FIRNE R LV 1o TR RERY EER D28
F7=, AR R OTEIRZEAC LA 5E S O BEFR . SHIZH RN BIAF T AL 22 D BT DUV TR
THIEERAMELZ,

2—2. 5 ik
1) P B L OS R

ks 1L B 35 KO PA B I B AR BR D72V R B 11 44 &L, FRIGHE T DT IR 2L
ERRIRINCDWTUE TV AT LT 1 A& RIRE LT, BHREIITREITENL D D
B E G EBIOEDREVECOWTHaHBL, ZMOREEZST, £z, RIFRILE
TRER PRI E B RO NZ X RELTAT I T DM BER A DRRB A T 7RI E i L7z (%
1375 :28-28),

BWRE IR LT, FRIIT Fal HEiE AT REBLOEIBN R IL~ L T8 i 5 Ak
#H AL F (TANITA Body Analyzer MC-190: TANITA #151) 2 FUNTEHAIL 7=, #ikk & 0 5 (R R 4
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PEIE, ARIRAS 25.551.5 i, B RS 175.442.4 cm, IR 70.3+2.8 kg, (RIENT#EDS 14.8£1.4 % TH

77,

2) MIELES

ARWFFEORE LT, N B S h i 0 CIRBIET A B 30 2 (H0-K30) . 60 £ (HO-K60)
90 E£ (HO-K90) i Hifr (e 4Nz 0 BE) I KOV BEH M EE 90 B CHREBIEGMA B 30 BE (H90-
K30) . 60 2 (H90-K60) . 90 £ (H90-K90) Jit HifzdFF 6 ZEh & L7z (Fig.11) . 7235, fiHEH
TEARZAL LRSI ORFHZOWTE, fi R &0 #7225 H0-K30, HO-K90, H90-K30 F& W
H90-K90 O 4 LEEHLL | FRALAZD B Z O\ RBRIEf O & 26 D #7025 HO-K30 BEO
H90-K60 O 2 KEAZ ST ORI GELT-,

3) BN IEMIE R L ORIEOWE

LRI DB T R IE 36 L O IR O W mi45 13, 8 H a2 Wk & (SSD-900, ALOKA
) > B T—R (7.5Hz) Z W TR LTz (Fig.12) o HIE RO 13, A IR ERES o0 P ARIA
AR (VMO) . REREL (RF) 38 JOSMANE G (VL) THY, VMO (TR E KA DK 4em Tz,
RF [T KBRE (KR 700 KBRESMABEET) D 50% DR REEAT . VL 13 & K25 8~10cm
UThLE LTz, IR L, B 23 6 D OMIE BB BV TR HREEA R S TR BECEML 72,
WERF T 7 =7 IO B R A Y = VAR L, i BE NN THLI0, Fo, 7r—7128b
R &0 A EIB L7 WSO E LT, SOV S I EHGG, B LEE 7 17 F I (Image-) %
MWT, R TFIEMREBIREZ e hatllLz,

ARG Hr O R RZE 1T B E 2 Wi & (SONIMAGE MX1: 2 =h3 ) V2R th) o
LINEAR PROBELI11-3 Z VT CHsg L7z (Fig.13) . HITEXT RO 1L, RF O EHAEL
7o 7ok, BE WL E L, A NIERE LI MC o —iELRGISHE, BHiLk
%0, 0.5 BEOIENE B L O E A BAGALERY 7 | (Dartfisf: RS S — 7 o a PR
) EFAWTHRNT U, 72, TERZEA L O F KBSk 3 DM A F LT,

AL DB OUN UL, A MO KRR B & 5k G210, B I 2 W 2E & (SSD-900, ALOKA
FH8) O B E—RE (7.5Hz) T KERE (RS20 D R ERE SMAE £ T) DAL (30%E07) |
IEAL (50%FEBAL) F6 JLONEALES (70%500L) ORI R 2452 L= (Fig.14) . BHEOHREZI., %
BN 2 DOLEBITBNTLRFFRELRSTOIRIETIME L T2, 150N S KGR 5, mig
PR w17 F I (Image-J) % FAVNT, B2 NAENAIE & B2 T R #H Ak & FAl ik D 58 S KRB D 5E
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O Hipjoint ® Kneejoint O Ankle joint
Hip joint angle: 0°

HO0-K30

Hip joint angle: 90 °

H90-K30

Fig.11. Definitions of measurement conditions.
HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee joint

angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90
degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position.
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Rectus femoris (RF)

Ultrasound

Vastus lateralis (VL)

. \ Vastus medialis

Thigh length

A 4

obligue (VMO)
Vastus lateralis Rectus femoris Vastus medialis
(RF) oblique (VMO)

Femur

g e

Femur

Femur

Fig.12. Schematic drawing of measurement sites and images by measurement of
ultrasound method.
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Biodex system

Rectus femoris (RF)

Prove of ultrasound

MC sensor

v

Ultrasound image

Rest m  Maximal voluntary contraction

Femur

Fig.13. Schematic drawing of measurement system during contraction by
measurement of ultrasound.
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M 0% §
EZa

Thigh length

A

EMG Electrode
Proximal

Muscle belly

Distal

MC sensor

Fig.14. Schematic drawing of measurement sites, ultrasound images and
attachments of EMG electrodes and MC sensors.
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RETORBEZHELL TRHIL,

4) S RVEREBEE R 1 ORIE

S RUVE IR BRI R A5 7013 #8675 ) I 72 241& (Biodex System-1II: Biodex £L54) D& A F- A
— 42— MW THEL, FAMET, 6 SOFRMTENENFERMLUT, iR 121, B T
LELATEA=Z—OEEEIC G DETORB TR BB L L Ty T A MO R I Z
Lic, Fio, HREEETHEMA VAW THEBRE O B, EHBI e v sBHE L, ©
DHBEIHIELITV, U —0 7 77 LU CHERYER B R EB A BT, i )
DFEHRSVEIT, HEMNE LI 2ER ) FHERLEEZZEL ., WIEB L6725 10 R[] TRy
(Zfh N EFEMEEDIDITHER L, £ D% 3 BHITR KRS ) TOM B ELHER ST, 6 &
(ZEDM HBEDNETEIL, R F (TR TTUH LU T DR EEZEL Tk B2k
A TEILT, 788, BRI TORE PIL, F=F— 2o T AR5 IR 2INTND
MR LTz,

5) MC oy —ikIZ X8R OHlE

3R 711, Pordevi¢ et al. (2011; 2014a) DF{EEBEFIZ MC £ ¥ —ik (TMG-BMC L5 %
HNTHRIE LTz, ## 3FEAL 4655 (H90-K90) T fRFFLIIREE T, B E I B E—NiEx
MWTHEBHOREHRBLRBO Y —2 A5 U, MIE RO, B FIENIE I LU,
JEORE LRICHAL (VMO, RF 3L VL) &7, Fio, fIHE 31T 275 8R ) Ol E Rl
RF O IEEN A3 R EL T, BERSBEEE O 7 —7 LML RN IS5t — 2 LT,
AL ZEDRRREIZ DN T, SR 2 A I D RERIELH; (RF) &L, KERR OITALES, fEALIB LD
AL ENE e —E AT LT,

MC o —ofEnk, JIEFEBLOIEIL, 1-2, 4) TRk LZ@Y THDH, AHFIETHW
7= 3 DO —1L, DPordevié et al. (2011; 2014a) L[FfEARDOL D TH o7, MEH ., 2 —HIZ
RLERS A2 T —4# % Sensmotion ¥ 7 7 =7 — (TMG-BMC #E8) & 1T PC IZHRVIAZ, &F
Y —DBIERIT IS TEENS S (N) ~EHBELTZ, MC B —IETRIE L2/ R 13, #%
REZNENOE FIENIESCHIEDOK/MCE D ENE 2 LD, AT CIIRE R <o
HEBIIATOIRND T, Z O BT ERNC BRI LTz, LL7R2sn, JESRIFIZE
ST TIEMESCHTER DAL T HZ LR ELZ B L, AR TIE, B —2 UL
i DBhAR IR REDEZ HIHE L L | # IHE T OE D WIHMEZE 22 L S\ e 224 M9k ) (Fue) &0
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BLOM O GELT, FT2, Fue O RMEIZKRF T D2 H H L7,

6) B ROHE
B REORIE L, BRI EZ (ZF v RALT L A—F— 27 5 WEB1000: H A
FEED TR AT THE 2 E LRI CHERL -, WIEXROM L, A RF LU, KERE
ULALES, A EAL I L ONENLE & L7, BEmA BEA 4 B8, B E I B £ —Fik (SSD-900:
ALOKA #8) Z TR O TR ZRERE L . B RS & BRI DI i /NS T 272D ([ THI B LA
Mg LEBIT, MDFHNDD I OAN—T DFEEN NS+ Bl E LT,

7) T2
15 1 B L O BB R OWE T — 218, A/D EHfft 7 1127 4 (DASY-lab, AP-office #1:HY) %
FWT PC IZBIAATS, D% MC B Y —DF —Z LR 7T I TRTOT — 4%
WALz, ZNBOT —# Yo7V 7RSI 1,000 Hz Tho7z, i /1& MC o —iE Tt
WLT= T —2%, B—RAT7NE— (2 Hz DA T7) BEN 6 IRERT T NZT — 27 1)L 52— 4L
AT 72, B RT — 413 10~400 Hz D/ R/SAT )V E— LB AT o715 . IR
Too BT, KA R DMRHEZ RO, Dk S%EOEHEEZFEH Uz, £, 7 ikERE
BED Fuc IZOWTHENENE KRB T 2MHEE R L, Z20%, f B &Ik L
175 TN D HR MBIt 2 B8 BE O L HH X NS FE ST 5% IR X B Rl P L CR L, MC v
P —{ETEHAIL 72/ 3R b AR I EEZ R LT,

8) HEAHLEL

FUATALER X, SPSS Statistics Version 25 (IBM #H84) Z W TEMiL 7=, B2 FIENIE. fi/E %
FOMR R 113, MBS 6 K OUAR BIf /4 LML A B L L B, R KD 0 #ric
STHEZDREZAT ST, MlHE T O E R IO Fuc 1Z, fi /1 OFREED 5% [ X M 5
LA R D B R A I LT, A8 EAEADSRO OGS M B RO EL
TV ZEAERDBED LN ST GE T N ROME LT o1, o, B ENRBLOE
NROBREDRER . HE CThoTo A, 25 L E (Bonferroni) 21T -7, Il ETE B i o
BIRICOWTIE, BT Y ORI L > TH BIEMFEL Tz, W TN ERE 5% 46> TH
BllLiz,
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2308 R
1) KTEMEBLOHE

Table 2 (2, 6 DOYELRFITIITHHFALOR FIRMIE B L O EEZ R LT, B FRE

VIR B & A B S KOV B A IS LA B R R BAERNIER D binole, — 75, MR

(ZRBWTCH BT A IR0 BER L BAEHZZRO LN oToDY | ZH R E DGR,
HO0-K30 7% H0-K90 LV, H90-K30 7% H90-K90 JVZENZNA EICE W MEA R LIz, ZDftd
Tl B ELRBNCBITDBREREROA B EITERO LN T,

WA, Be72 DM E LB TO RF O 2 FHEI)E (Table 3) &5/ (Table 4) DEBALAEIZDWTEIL
ZrE Uiz, BT HEIGE . I BA & 6 LOMEBIE A B IC L0 Be 2 AE IR0 b
STy, BB L ORI A EOM BERIZB W TENENA BRENRPTBDOONI, ZEH
W R E % FEMIL 72225 I BIER A FE DBV N LD A B2 EITRO Hivie o703, R4
FERI O B2 72203 i BIEI A LS TRRDBAL, W LD 70%H0EA3 30% AL L0 HAKL, 50%
AL LS EVMEZ R L7z, RE OFFEIE, 30%EALD 228 HAE 38D HiL, Bl E o i &
OV H HEH AR TE DA B, HO0 SR FITHUN T, 30% L0 50% 38 LT 70%EBM L0 A BT B
(RN By

2) LERRFOE T ()

MC o —IETEFH L 72 HME I L Tor s AT (Table 5) 24TV, & SAHI236 10 2011 iE
DA 4T > 72 (Table 6) , VMO DOHIIEIL, k4 LOMEBIE M4 IC E D2 BEARHITERD B
DT IO N BIE A FE S CO RIS 4 FEIC LD EN RSO DL, £ H R E & E
L7 5, K90 728 K60 5L K30 Kb A EICEVMEA R LTz, RF OFIHIEIL, BRI A £k
FOMBIEA LD 2 SDOBERIZEDH ERRBAFRARRD ST | & B O B E2)
RARE LT R I B4 L 4 KO B/ B IC XA B R R RS R a Tz, ZE I
BEDRE R, K90 FH123V T HO 28 H90 KB A EITHEVMEZRL, H90 44Tl K90 X
VK60 23 K30 L0 A EICE <, HO 5Tl K90 78 K60 BLUNK30 Kb A EICE W EE RL
72o VL ORVMEIL, B BSR4 B 3o JOWE RIS/ B 128D 2 DO LD H B AR BAFAIX
ROBIVT WT IO BT A B S T BT EEIC R D R NBO b, L HE LR
TEDFER, HI0 54Tl K90 BELTUNK60 23 K30 LVH A EIZHE <, HO 5:1FTld K90 73 K60 5
FOYK30 Kb A EICEVEE R LT,
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Table 2. Comparisons of fat and muscle thickness on each sites in all conditions.

Fat thickness Muscle thickness
Site
Jointangle  HO H90 HO H90

K30 5212 54 12 428 £5.9 36.8 £ 4.8
MO K60 51 %12 4.6 £ 1.3 42.7 £ 5.1 40.4 £ 54
(mm)

K90 4.6 £ 0.9 43+1.1 41.7 £ 4.7 402 £ 5.5

K30 45 £ 1.3 49 £ 1.5 25.3 £ 34 25.0 £ 3.6

VL

K60 4.5 £ 1.8 4.5 £ 1.1 259 £45 26.6 £ 3.5
(mm)

K90 45 £ 1.3 4.1 £1.2 24.3 £4.0 26.9 4.1

K30 6.1 £1.9 6.5 2.1 24.7 £ 3.7 234 £3.7
RF

K60 5.7 18 58 £20 27.3 £ 3.8 24.8 £ 4.1
(mm)

K90 58+20 59 £19 28.4 4.0 27.2 £4.0

H: Hipjoint angle. K: Knee joint angle. VMO: Vastus medialis oblique. VL: Vastus
lateralis. RE: Rectus femoris. %: p<0.05.
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Table 3. Comparisons of fat thickness in each condition.

Parameter Site HO0-K30 H90-K60
— 30% 7.042.9 72424
attnickness —— soor gl _ 61419 58420 |%
ol [ ]
70% 6.5+12 62415

Values are Mean =+ S.D. *%:p<0.05

Table 4. Comparisons of muscle thickness of rectus femoris in each condition.

Parameter Site HO0-K30 H90-K60
o hickn 30% 27.7+3.9 % 265+34
Muscle thickness - 5, 247437  248%41- |%
(mm) %
70% 15.2+3.7 17.4 +3.2

Values are Mean = S.D. *%:p<0.05
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Table 5. Results of ANOVA-test in initial value.

ANOVA-test
Muscle Source Multiple comparison test
df F P Partial p?
Hip 1 0.73 0.41 0.08
Initial value HO0-K30 < H0-K60 < HO-K90
Fue VMo K7 2 3942 000 % 081 poy k30 < H90-K60 < H90-K90
Hip X Knee 2 2.42 0.12 021
Hip 1 1.55 0.24 0.15
Initial val H0-K90 > H90-K90
A Knee 2 11402 000 # 093  H90-K30< H90-K60, H90-K90
MC_ HO0-K30 < H0-K60 < H0-K90
Hip X Knee 2 12.14 0.00 * 0.57
Hip 1 4.88 0.05 0.35
Initial value HO0-K30 < HO-K60 < H0-K90
Fye v~ Kree 23007000 % 085 Hop x30< HO0-K60, H90-K90
Hip X Knee 2 1.73 021 0.16

Fyc: Tension of tip. VMO:

degrees of freedom.

Vastus medialis oblique. RF: Rectus femoris. VL: Vastus lateralis. df:

HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee joint angle 30 degree. K60:

Knee joint angle 60 degree

. K90: Knee joint angle 90 degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees:

Sfully extended position. %: p<0.05.
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Table 6. Comparisons of initial of MC signals in all conditions.

Muscle Joint angle HO H90
K30 0.547 £ 0.046 mn.s. 0.545 £ 0.052
Initial value *|: :| *
Fye VMO (N) K60 ¥ 0.574 £ 0.056 n.s. 0571 %= 0.050 *
i it
K90 0.624 + 0.059 n.s. 0.602 * 0.066
K30 5 0.198 £ 0.040 n.s. 0.207 = 0.038 :| "
Initial value
Fyc RF (N) K60 * 0.235 £ 0.049 ns. 0228 % 0.040 :| *
»*
K90 0.275 £ 0.049 = 0.245 £ 0.031
K30 0.787 £ 0.061 n.s. 0.768 = 0.068
Initial value * |: *
Fyc VL (N) K60 * 0.862 = 0.077 n.s. 0.838 £ 0.098 ¥
»*
K90 0.934 £ 0.113 ns. 0876 = 0.089

Fye: Tension of tip. VMO: Vastus medialis oblique. RF: Rectus femoris. VL: Vastus
lateralis. H: Hip joint angle. K: Knee joint angle. The initial value indicate the mean value
for 1 second during the resting state before muscle contraction. *: p<0.05.

32



3) JEWIE R LU IR LA1ME D B %

Fig.15 (2. 6 DDOHE LB I1T DL R ORI R EAIHHE D BIfR 2R L7Z VMO Tid, H90-
K90 F LT HO-K60 (23 TH B ADFBIBRAFED BTz, RE IZOWTIE, WL &sh
(ZBWTHA BRI bR -T-, —77, VL Tid, H90-K90, H90-K30, H0-K90,
HO-K60 3£ T HO-K30 (28 T T ILb A BEZR A DHBIBIR RO BTz, RIT, & O E
CAHMEDBRICOWTRELIZEZA, WTFNOfHb A BRMHBEARRIIRD bR T
(Fig.16) ,

4) I OTEIRZEAL LR

Fig.17 {2 H90-K90 $:1F1Z81F 5/ 71, RF OIEIRZELIB I Fuc KR TRLIZ, i /1D
BN IPIRZ L ' B LD Fyue (TEEZ2 = SEm 23l S iz, 2O, o 3 >0
HIE LTI N THRER SV, R, B HE I 0 e KA ek 9~ D AR VT Fve &5 70
15 7 ETEAR AL B DO BAFRIZ DUV TR L 72/ 5. HO-K30, HO-K90, H90-K30 351 T8 H90-K90

B TOLRMEICBOTHBRMHBBEARD I, W ORI E LSS BRI S 2 <L

7= (Table 7), Fig.18 1%, 4 DORELRENIIITDH Fuc EIBIREILBEDOBERZRLIZH DO THD,
A TORE LB T, AERMHBEBEGRARO NI, Fo, RTORERBEMICEITD
T =5 D 95% TR XHENIT, y=x DEFEDULES TV,

5) JwKFHI

6 DDLNFNTIITF DI KFH I DOk F% Table 8 /R L7z, T K /11, BB L ORI I X
DA EBRZHEAERTRBDO N0 D0 MERIZB W TEN LA BREDRIHERS
Nic, ZEBRELEMLI22A, KB EOBNICIIAE BRITRD NN o7T2 03, K
B4 FE [ O A 72 220G O B, Wik B S L5 12 K90 & K60 78 K30 b A E (T
VMEZRLTC,

6) MhFERFB LV Fuc

Fig.19 2, il 1 LB EAL O i FE R I LY Fue OBIFRE R LT, M i &1L, H90-K60 55
O' HO-K30 DB ISUNT, i TN 5 i T B o IME R SR S iz, Wb A
BEAAABIBIRSFRD BTz, Fio, FiE BROTNL AL, AREEIERDONRD ST, )
O IREE R T FBALIC LD B B D 2R AN A IS T,
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Fig.15. Relationships between fat thickness and initial value.

VMO: Vastus medialis oblique. RF: Rectus femoris. VL: Vastus lateralis. HO.: Hip joint angle 0 degree.
H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30.: Knee joint angle 30 degree. K60.: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90:
Knee joint angle 90 degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position.
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Fig.16. Relationships between muscle thickness and initial value.
VMO: Vastus medialis oblique. RF: Rectus femoris. VL: Vastus lateralis. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree.
H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee joint angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90:
Knee joint angle 90 degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position.
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Fig.17. Changes of force, deformation amount of RF and F - in H90-K90.
Fyyc: Muscle tension. RF: Rectus femoris. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K90:
Knee joint angle 90 degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully
extended position.
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Table 7. Correlations coefficients in the relationship between force, muscle tension and
deformation amount of RF.

Relation Joint angle HO H90
K30 r=20.961% r=0.987 %
Fyc andForce
K90 r=02975% r=0.900 %
K30 r=0.988 * r=0.925%
Force and deformation amount of RF
K90 r=0.995% r=0.975%

Fye: Tension of tip. H: Hip joint angle. K: Knee joint angle. r value indicate the
correlation coefficients. %: p<0.05.
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r=0.988, * r=0.974, * r=0.894, * r=0.961, *
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Fig.18. Relationships between Fy;- and deformation amount of RF.
Fye: Muscle tension. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90
degree. K30: Knee joint angle 30 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90 degree. Hip
and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position.
The gray area indicates the prediction interval of regression equation between
Fyc and deformation amount in all conditions. *: p<0.05.
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Table 8. Comparisons of maximal force.

Joint angle HO H90

Maximal force (N) K60 5985 £ 1085  n.s. 672.4 £ 147.

K30 343.6+546 ns. 36174524
* jAR
K90 5972 #1354 ns.  630.6 + 136.1

HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee
joint angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint
angle 90 degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended
position.. % : p<0.05.
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Fig.19. Relationships between relative force and EMG signal, and F .
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EMG: Electromyogram. F.: pressure of tip. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree.
H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K60: Hip joint angle 60 degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees:
Sfully extended position. * : significant difference between proximal and distal.
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—J7. Fmc b D OHNNZEONEEZ R L, W R BB IZ KA TR /1 DI A B2 B
BIfRZFRO 1=, FT2. 35%MVC LLFET 30%EBRNLAY 70% ML LD H A BIZEVMEE R LT,

7)  Fumc &0 i E O BfR
Frnic OFHSHE & 7 i B OFIRHEO BMRIE. W T IO RENZIB W TH R TORNL TH B
B RIAR S ZRD B AL, 2 WRIENFE #h#R T 3 #Ar TIRIE—F L TV = (Fig.20),

2—4. i
1) RADFHESRMN TICBT DR TSR AHH

MC B =BT G e T DO R ER T —Z2 AT 57280 K TREERHH R
DRI Z LT HZENTRREIND, EERIZ, Pordevi¢ et al (2011) (X, MC & —ETit

P72 FERELL, B IRMIERCR R L WS T RB B R D22 1T D2 e 2 Z L, FHXHELC
FoTRHL TV 5, ZOIIZ, #irE N END K FRENIELH IR LW ST R EE R O 5
BPREIS D0, R E M COEAITOIRVRY | £ OB TE AR 2V E O & -
PiLD, LInL72sh, Ik BEEA B M B & A B D I k> T, 2 PRI O TR 21k
T2, HOPLHEFRMN T TOREBRHERSE MC B —{EIZLDFHIEDOBIFRIZ DUV T
RET T 2R E 2 DD,

AWFZETIT, F2R DM B4 2 36 KON B M4 FE DALERITED 6 DDOMELRSITI T,
LRk DR TIEINE ., R LY MC o —Z AT L7 BR O MEZ FHI L 72, & DRE R,
WEBBOENZED P TIENEBLOHEOA EATTTRD SN2 -7 (Table 2), —J7
T.RF OIALEL, K FIEMRIZBWTRO LI, fHEIZ OV TIE H90-K60 FMAIZHBVT,
T0%EBALDY 50%EBALIS LN 30%HBALID G A BITMRWMEZ R LTz, SHIZ, 30%EBALIZ OV TR,
H90 4:f:& HO Sl CHERZENRO LIV (Table 3, 4), ZHHDOFERIL, K FIRIESHE
DIENLZEDPFAET DI LE B R T LD ThH-T,

WA BZFFRFICEBNT MC £ —CRHAIT 23R I 3 R SR IC L > TE(L T 200 % 1
RT DI MIHHMEDFHZAT 72, TORER WT IO I B 4 B2 St T ik B &i /4 i oD
EWIZEDWHIEO A B2 MRS, KA EOEWICELA EEDRO LD
RF @ K90 kDA Tdr-7= (Table 5, 6), O Rid, I BE I L OB B EiIAR A o> 4 FEAAKIC
LD DTEIRZEA (i R) IZ&> T iR IR L2 L2 B% T 26D ThHD, IHIZ, VMO B
FOVL O L, LR OFIHHEE OFIZIE, A BE2RADHBERERI ROz, —77, RF
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Fig.20. Relationships between relative Fy;c and relative iIEMG in each condition.

iEMG: Integrated electromyogram. FMC: pressure of tip. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90:
Hip joint angle 90 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K60: Hip joint angle 60 degree.
Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position. *: significant difference
between proximal and distal.
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DRENIIE 3 L O O IR L AIHHE DN ITA BB BRITZRO b v oTo, Zhb O
R MC o —iE TR 298 13, kB3 JORME B 4 EE D ZAUIZHE i <P NEN D

AL - TEEZZ T, FRIC, Lo TUINEMIE OB AR Z T DI ENH BN/ S
7o W2 T MC BV —{EDOFHUEIL, IE BB DEACITHEI TR RERI ER D B e BB+ 5
BRI BHY | i IGHE T OTEE BN RE O FHMIZI, MIHMEAE 2L 5 W22 /R /) (Fue) &L TR
HZ LR, Dordevié et al (2011, 2014a) L[FIERIC  AHXHEIZ KD REA D22 M3 RB S iz,

2) FHIAE R ORI AL &R IR S

ARFFETIE, EBEOFH IR 285 OFAR B A E W1k TR 2 MC B —1E TRt
RIL 7=/ 9 S DBAFRIZ DWW TR L7z, T ORGSR, Fig.17 (TRLIZEDIT, fi 1 OB HEE
WENEBLD Fuc [ EmEZ R T 2HERIN T, ZOMMIL, BR5HERETHD 4 D
DOHNE L THER SN2, IRIZ, Fye LTI i D ETBIRZEAL B D BEFRIZOWTRGETLIZE 2 A,
WIS A E M B BIR AR D DAL, FFON T A BIRBUIMRD TEWWZE D R S U72 (Table
7)o Frc Ef J1EDBIRIZ OV TIE, Dordevié etal. (2011, 2014) OfEREZ L FFTHHDTH T,
F72., Fue ERZCEOBIRIZOWTIRFILIZEZA, WL ORIE LB TH A B /A0 BB %
MABDHHI (Fig.18) o FRIZHIBREV AIL, 2 CTORELRBICBIT LT —H2D 95% THIX N
12, y=X DEBEDPINESTNZETHD, y=xIE, Fuc EIFIRZEL ERELNWZ LA FIRL THY,
A TOWE LB T, Fue LTRZE(LEOBRM AR 3 EUREARA, y=x (TEEILT
Nz, ZORERIND, Fue WNEIREA L B2 RS 2RI L2050 D THY , MC B —ikIZX
S TRHMUTZf 3R 713, e MERR OB RO a3 DR AR L2 D TR BIN L7 o T,

Pz

3) MR INC RAE TN =D R

AWFFETIL, HEMIEE MC B —{E2 0L T i OIFEVREDEAZE I OV TRETL
2o R R, A /1 OB > CREZ R TH OO, LB EG IZBIE R TR DB
7273o7= (Fig.19 X)), Watanabe et al. (2014; 2018) i, ¥&722 % B &£ FE 56 L OV B A 4 £
DRI EDOFNZLD LB LM TO, BB RO IOV TREFL TWD, ZORE 5, IxE
£ FE OB () LT | SR I — A B wed i <7 | AT\ Vs AL I
BRI LT Z e MEL TS, Ll ARBFFED B E LR ThH RERE D 30, 50,
70%\AH 2 F D ERAL T, BT I JOMEBIE A4 B O ZAIED i IR R O F A2 TR b
TR, T T A RO R BT Dk BT, ATHIIEZ SR D R L o7z,
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Fuc IR LI ORI VB EZ R L, i W ORICH BB BR SR O
72 (Fig.19 FX), ZO#E B1%., Je/THFFE (Pordevié etal. 2011) Z2 X F4 5L DTHY | EAZ N F7R
ST Fme (I D RFEORREZ K352 LN Do T, Fio, {10 35%58 L LI CIk
30%EBALDY TO%ENE LG A B @V MEZ R Uz, o CL % RIS DI BAEN i R % /) J6
1, FTALE D Fare AIEALEEDE @< 2 O i 13 M% B A S0 R il B & 44 B D A B
RICBARRGROBNDZERHGEIp 5Tz, Fuc (ISEMLAED RO BT LTI, Table 3,
4 ITRLTEIDITR TRRMIE SR WS T BB B R BB L - RN E 2 bvD, Fiz,
RERE R, BRI ORI 2 £ IR E S, SHIT, EMIHIZIE 2 DOMEDRFFEAE
L. ZNDITEBORLRDEALTHE AL, 45 % ORENGITR] % O #HE DS Sl O s AL w1
TAAT (Yang et al. 1999; Hasselman et al.1995) 3 24fi& 70> CTWD, ZO LI RHE A2 A& D |
Fymc DAL 252 A LS E 7o K L TE 2 b,

B %12, Fve OFRHE S 5 BB S O AR SHE D BRI OV TRET L2824, MIEES LS A H AL
IZFBNT 2 RENFIC L DA B AH B BIROSIBO BV, Wi O BIRIEZ 7R 3 B d AR I3 422 C O HL
fLZ BN TRE— L T (Fig.20) , 1€ T, T B R IE B |2 361 2 i HE o> 7 ikt 7 &
& Fue OBIRMEIL, SOZICH D 06T —E ThLHIENH LML o7, Watanabe et al. (2016;
2018) (3, i B i fif o e B & s BRI il BN 12517 5 RF D BRAE AR TE BV R M D | BEREY
% BN DAL 22T BE A R RN L BICL SN S22 L T0B, AWFZETIE
FEBE N R B O S XD RFTTIEH 503, RF O F1 271G BB A I AL 2033 BT,

2—5. B
ARBFFETIE MC oY —IEIC LD B OTR AR O FE A A He L 3572012, RS
HifR R REA R R LT, R ZIHE R FIRIESCIHE LW ST JERER R D4 Fi,
UG - DR IRZEA L LA IR S DBAR . SHITHE IR N BAFE TN = DB OV TR LT,
ZOREF, LL FDZENRHBNE/R T,

DMC to—iEOFHE L, JE BB OZAI TR E R DA% D120 | fh I
FOTEENENRE O FEAMIZIE, FIHMELZ 2L oW e 22 E AR ) (Fue) EL THRO &0, FHxHEC
FDRHM D2 P AV RIR S T2,

2) 2 TORELRBIZIBWT, MC B —IEIC Lo CHMIL =R ) LR A b &L DI
B BB AR BT,
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3I)MC B —TEMIL7ZA &L, AL EZDFIETAZEDRALN -T2, FTo, BEEIHifif
JEEEN BT DATIAE T D Fume 1E, SALN 72> THAG T OREE 2 KM T 52 25
NEIpoTz,

LLEDOFRERINS, MC P —iEIC L THR A O TR AR e 2Rl 2803, B TR
2. IERBLCEALE NS T2 RE RN SR DB B 8§ D M BB Eia o Tz, Fi2, MC
TUH—RICEDIRE, i OTIRZEA LB A T DR IE THY | LS 570> TH ) /) 38 4
DREFEE S 2 T FRIFRIE L IR0 2 H T EDTRIBENTZ,
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i OUUHRERFE S L TR ND RS- IBIMRITRSNA I, iR Ei Ol R TRkl
720 LIS TS F 9% (Fukunaga et al. 1997; Gordon et al. 1966; Herzog et al. 1990; 1991;
Ichinose et al. 1997; 415 2004) , i BA I AT 7112 BAF 31 RIS A4 £ D B Z ST e
L7=#F7% (Babault et al. 2003; Becker et al. 2001; Chan et al. 2001; Murray et al.1977; Lindh et al.
1979; Newman et al. 2003; Papadopoulos et al. 2008; Pincivero et al. 2004; Rieder et al. 2016;
Shenoy et al. 2011; Suter et al. 1997; Welsch et al. 1998; Yoon et al. 1991) [ZXAUiE, 2 RS
T O BB A FE S —E DA I BAE A FE Y 55~90 FE Rt TR R DS BT A2 e
BHOMCEN TS, 7o, B BIE A FE D3 i R AL D JE BN ~E A5 28C, Beo R i 71 R
IRf oD R BRER A4 FE 1 3m B2 DA AL ~E AT D, 2D XD, IR B i 55 771 3 B & A B2

DEBL 2T, Z OB GBI A FEIZ > TR 725 (Maffiuletti et al. 2003; Yoon et al.
1991) . ZAUH I B EN (i R IEEh O =@ &L CEM 32 KBRIUSERS 23, —BIfifh Cdo RKERE
iy & HLBAEf 5 T D AMANA . PR 7 36 KL OV R IR Al IS o THE R S AL TV D70 | il B H
OB, TROLHEDEWVICEDHENOEN, BIET I N EE KITLEEZD
N2,

e, W OTEBVREIL, B EIEDS H OB VAR TR 8RO ET (Babault et al. 2003;
Balogun et al. 2010; Brownstein et al. 1985; Duffell et al. 2011; JL.f5 2010; Guido et al. 2015; 4=
HI5 2016; HI#5 2012; Lawrence et al. 1983; Maffiuletti et al. 2003; X355 2014; =Fk5 2012;
IS 2001; Papadopoulos et al. 2008; Pincivero et al. 2004; 2006; Shenoy et al. 2011; f# F5
2015; 4D 2009) SALTETZ, EAHLOMEITIAUL, B RVEIS JOEEVER, /) 3 h O ffi ik
BREMH DEOMIIIABERMEBEBERBEINEDZERHLNZIN TS (FES 20125
Lawrence et al. 1983; ‘&I 2001; Pincivero et al. 2004; 2006; #2345 2009) ,

— 05 AR R OTE BB REA ) R BLE D DR 952 £ 23 AT HEZ2 Muscle Contraction Sensor
(MC o —) IEREAE I, MC B —iEIE, XIRET 50 Lo EREIZMROT v
EROT T —F AL FIE I K> CTF Y T D DIE S % R OFERE L U CRTAM
T5HLDTHD, Pordevié et al. (2011) (X, MC &> —5E% HIV TN B dhE S RE o g —
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SRR O 5 ) 2 E U7 B, o /0 LI BA S th 7 7 L 0N, Hied T WO BB FR 5538
DHOENTZEERELTND, MC Er P —ikid, FFRENLRTIETHLZETNA, l# % OO
[EBNENRE AT 22 LN RETH Y, R RELGE D2 D AR —Y h— = 7 RUNE Y T —
T ar iR OEFR B TOTE H (Pordevié et al. 2014a) BSHAFFEIL TS, LoxLAendH, MC &Y
Y—1Ex T B RE AT 2 B 32 EH &, RHEEIR G T2 i 581 & %I 5 (DPordevi¢ et al.
2011; 2014a) &L 7= # i 36 L OVE SURITHIRE 0O R IEL A% D5 Bh B RE 281 22 L 7= 5 (Mohamad et
al. 2017) DHTHY | EERHIT —Z D3 +43 TR, Z D728 | i OIUHERF O FHmEE L TD
ZGVEDR 3 IR STV, HTo, BEEIGERF O FBARRE, Rl BATHIIE TRIGR LS
7o b —HARG (RHEER . —BSI) & 57D TR A AT L7 PUARIA 5 0 S i (BB & . PR
i) Ze e R EUTAIFFERC | 5 B i 4o OV BE R 44 B2 0D ZE A AT ek BE SR i 3 EE D fif R R 02
MEIRE2R 8 OB DM RS FICB T DB RISV TIERESh TR,

ORI CIE, M RIS 5 L OWE B /4 2 O I LB B Ei i R A BE O R 2 (LSt
7ok T COIEBENRELZ MC o —IEICIDHIEL ., AR ZGITHE i O 1 7R 7 G B Ar
[ZOWTHRFTT %, Fz, i1 MC B —EORIEEEDBIFRIZ DN T, JERD DA B RERT
AW HNTWDIHEM T —Z LG 528 T MC B —iEIC KD REREA 0 2%
BPEZ DWW THREET A2 &2 HRYE LT,

3=2. 5 ik
1) R B L OS R

PR 1T AFE T LR CTHDMA T M 11 4L UTe, BHRE ITITRIE IS, 5RO B
# ME T ERIREDLEIZHO W T @ AL, 2INOFREZST-, £z, AFEITE L
HRFMEEE DN RELTAIE A DB & OKR AT T RITE L7 ()
F 5 :28-28),

SBHRE KL T, FRIIT T ar R E AT KRB L ORI T~ /L F J8 3k
# %+ (TANITA Body Analyzer MC-190: TANITA #E8) % FHVNCRHIIL 7=, #28 O & IR1)4;
PEIX, RS 25.5+1.5 ik, B RS 175.4£2.4 cm, {KHE 70.3+2.8 kg, KRNI 14.8£1.4 % Th

7,

2) SRR BAEd A O MIE
S RPEREBIEN R AL 7113, #8675 /13 E 2 (Biodex System-IIT : Biodex #1:H4) (D4 A FE 2
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— 2= W TRIE LTz, i 7JE O ESNT I BEER A FE 90 B2 TREBAS /4 £ 30 i (H90-K30)
60 J (H90-K60) . 90 J£ (H90-K90) Jiti i iz (52 & f BRAL: 0 FE) F6 L OV BA & i b {h i 0 B TR
BAE 4 FE 30 £ (H0-K30) | 60 £ (H0-K60) . 90 E (HO0-K90) Ji Hihz Dt 6 S::-& L 7= (Fig.21),

Bk I, BB LA S AT EA—F —DREREC A DY TORE T R AL 7
Sy F A PDRSEHFHE LI, T, HEZEE T DHM A~V M AW TR E O LR, EHR
FOREZEE L, ZOBENMIEZITV, U —I0 77 7 LU T R B i i 2 8 #)
ERHIA TR, i D ORI LT, FEREICB T HER I FHIEEL L HIER
W75 10 O CHIE A A & INSEHIDITHRL, 0% 3 BRIIHR KRS 1 TOR /1%
FRAHERESE T2, 6 RIFICEDM MEDIEE L, IREICEoTTIVH LEL, HH DO EEE
L TR EERATHERMLIZ, 723, FRIMETORE T, T=F—I2d> THEA L
TFEFEP 2SI TODERERR LT,

3) ik I

R R ORE L, BRI ER (ZTF vy VT L A—H— A7 5 WEB1000: H AL
FERD I L0, A 5 7 B 1 TR L C M L7, T 6 G 0 1 A5 B KBRS oD PRI A
REH(VMO) . KERIELA) (RF) 38 L OYMANA AR (VL) & LTz, BERBASAH &I, Jef T8 (1D
2009) £ E L LT, VMO [ZBEZEH KB 4em ST07, RF (T KBRE D 50% D IEEHAL, VL 1%
R D 8~10cm ITALEL  ZNEFUIHBRAED BT ST AN L THAT LR DI LT,
ZOBRIZZENENOPWRE IR LT, B B E—R{E(SSD-900: ALOKA +HE) & T4
I OFIRZEFER L L DOFHENED IO AN—7 DEEN NI+ ELE LTz, £io, K8 L EMm
CII2Z:% ks - ZAN R I Vit St I SV U g 7] B it

i)

BEOHE

4) MC ¥ —{EICEDMEORIE

UL AE FR O 5 R 711%., Pordevié et al. (2011; 2014a) D FikE5EZ MC U —1% (TMG-
BMC #18Y) & FV TR A 7010 2 25 18 36 J OV 7 BB 5 L [RIH LCIRIE L7, JE X501
I HEREORIELFU 3 feL7- (Fig.22) . o —I, #gd dVEAL 45 (H90-K90) TL2
EURFELTDRRE CHEM LT, ZOBI, #8353 B T—REZHAOTEMH OB REMHERL, EMG
BB Lo IO M ST — 7 TN LT, 0%, B —&2F 34T —F TREEL,
HERE T ETHINSRNEDIC LT,

MC trH—fEilE, HERBBIOIEZ, 1-2 4) TRBLZ@Y THD, ABFFETHN
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O Hipjoint @ Kneejoint © Ankle joint
Hip joint angle: 0 °

HO0-K30

Hip joint angle: 90 °

H90-K30

Fig.21. Definitions of measurement conditions.
HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee joint

angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90
degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position.
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EMG Electrode

Rectus femoris

Vastus lateralis MC sensor

Vastus medialis

Fig.22. Attachments of EMG electrodes and MC sensors.
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72 3 DOk Y —1%, Pordevié et al. (2011; 2014a) L [FfLEEDL D TH T, BIEH ., 2 —HIZ
FLERSNToT —4#% | Sensmotion Y7 b =7 — (TMG-BMC #144) 2 T PC IZHDIA A, £
YD IERUT L TEENS ) (N) ~EHRE L7z, MC - —IETRIELZfH 3R X, 4F
It 1 OfERZSEX, WERMFIZE> THIIRCIEVIEN L T 521l Be B EL, &
=AM LT Ot R BE D2 FIHIME S U i SR T OO I A2 2= L5 W e x
i) (Fue) EER LT DX G & LT,

5) T X

i 713 FOM fUEE R OMIE 7 — 213, A/D EHifiptr 7 m 7 4 (DASY-lab, AP-office #H84) %
FAWT PC IZEDIAATE, D% MC oY —DF —X LML 7Nk -sTRTOT — 4%
MLz, ZNOOT =237 U7 R30S 1,000 Hz Tho7e,

i /1E MC B —1ECRIIILIZT — 2%, n— A7 V2 — QHz Ay bA7) BN 6 kB
BZ I NZT = AT A NZ— R EAT ST, fi R E T — 213 10~400 Hz D/ R/NAT (V24—
WBRAAT STt . R HEEG UT=, S AT Ra I E B 4 Dfse K 3 it o 1 B ETEL
(Fig.23) . Fi /10%, S KAEICx 9 DR HEE SR D | D% 10% B0 FAMEEF R L, £2, i
HEREBLD Fuc IZOWTHZENZ IR KBTS T DM EE R L., 20, i ERIX
FEGE LT AL DR MEAE 2 58 O B X I EE-SW T 10% M b XK I E s L TR L,
MC o —ECRHIIL 72 iR b R R A R L7z,

6) HEAHALER

HEATHALERIZ, SPSS Statistics version 25 (IBM f1:84) & W CHENE L7z, &K 1B IO MC &
A —ECRHI L 7RI I I BEER £ B LR BAER A BE 0> — BRSO IC R0 A B DR E
117,

i S TR D BB B A KON MC o —{ETRHIIL 72/ R T, i J) DFREED 10% fHIFE X
I, HIE ST & D Z B B &2 FE i LT, 28 HAFR RO DAV A& 1T A 32
DIREZATV, ZAEAFADRNBO ORI B IX R RO EZAT o7, Fio, Bl E R
BLOEDROREDRER, AE Tholo G E 1L, 2 H I E (Bonferroni) #1772, SHIT,
i JI RS B & 0 e A B 36 SOV R ) AR KHIE O BARIT, 7Y OFERMHBIC Lo TH EEE
MREEL T WTNBERER 5%a2b> THEELI,
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«———  Analyzed phase ——

| Rest Contraction

900 100% | Maximal force

800 + 90%

700 80%,Y

600 | s 2
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200 | 20%

100 +

)

N
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Fig.23. Schematic drawing analysis.

The analysis phase was defined to 1 second after appearance of peak torque
from the start of contraction.

*]1: The initial value of MC signal indicate the mean value for 1 second
during the resting state before muscle contraction.

*2: Fye (pressure o [ tip. i.e. Fye = each value - initial value) showed in
gray. The EMG signal was integrated. Relative value to peak torque was
calculated. Based on the calculation range of the relative value of
torque ,%F ,c and %iEMG were calculated.
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334 &
1) 1%

6 DDOGMITBII DI KIS D5 B HTRER% Table 9 (2, % SAERM DR K D s
Table 10 (TR L7z, Fe R /013, Ieds KOV BRI /4 BEIC LA B2 EAEMIZER O b -7
2, MERIZBWTENENA BERENRRBO LI, 2 E LR E DR K, kB H

IZH BN BT DT K0 FefF: (H90-K90>HO0-K90) DA THY | IR f4 M DA & e
ZEVL % BA B A BE S & H 12 K90 & K60 723 K30 Kb A EICmVMEE /RLT,

2) Wi EBEREBIOES

Fig.24 |2/ 71N PES i ik BB B 3 KON Fue DZE (L% 7R L, Table 11 IZffFEEIB LT Fuc
DM EAAEEE R LU, BB EBL O Fuc bW T ILOSRAEIZEBWNTH I /1O K
(CE o TN DB D RSN, SAFEM I ORI 1D ZBER BT ORER, W
A BI22Z AR DS HERB ST, 7 h 7B B I BA S A7 (KR BIE /8 FE D/ NS Sfh) 0 S
7 (B E A4 BE D RENGAF) IZHB W TRV MEZ 7R L7 OISR L CL Fue IR BIAT L0 BT C
EVMEZ R U7z, ERVRIBIOZL HELBHE DORGR ., i EEOF SR OA BT H0 54
D VMO B LN VL THERAIZ GROHLNTZDIZH LT, Fyc 1Z VMO THRIEMOAE =N S
<O, —J5, [Fl— ORISR ECIE, IR BIEIA FE OB S L D B BB LU Fue
DA BEZITZBD LI T2,

3) 5L R R LU Fue D BIfR
55 13 DFEKHIE & R B DA SRHIE I, 2 TOSRMFB IR TOH THEZ2AE B BR TR

BTz (Fig.25) . D= M BIFREU T, VMO 23r=0.957 7>51=0.995, RF /31r=0.958 /)>51=0.988,
VL 73 1=0.6982 7>5 1=0.999 DHEIFH THY, Wb Sl Th o7z, 7o, i /) OGBS Fue D
FRHEDBIFRIZ SN T, IR ICAH BeAHBIBIMR 3380 b (Fig.26) | HHEEFRELIE, VMO 7%
r=0.988 75 1=0.996, RF 73 r=0.983 75 1=0.997, VL 73 1=0.960 75 r=0.999 &, W\ 4uh & il
Tholz, EHIT, BTOFRIFCB N T, MR R,/ ORISR Z R T EIRERIL, y=x b
FAA (5 70 12> 7 R TN DIZRI LT @ik ) &5 /1 0 BRI Z 7R 3 [ER BRI L, y=x (2HRD
THEBL T,
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Table 9. Results of ANOVA-test in maximal force.

ANOVA-test
Source Multiple comparison test
df F P Partial n?
Hip joint 1 6.05 0.03 % 0.38 HO0-K90 < H90-K90
_ H90-K30 < H90-K60, H90-K90
Knee joint 2 31.79 0.00 % 076
H0-K30 < H0-K60, HO-K90

Hip X Knee 2 2.26 0.13 0.18

df: degrees of freedom. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30:
Knee joint angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90
degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position. %: p<0.05.
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Table 10. Comparisons of maximal force in all conditions.

Joint angle HO H90
K30 3282 502 — ns. — 3280 + 65.0
Maximal force  pop 4 5542 + 994 — ns. — 609.1 + 124. #
(N)
K90 559.2 £ 152.6— % — 622.2 % 183.9

HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee joint angle 30

degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90 degree. Hip and knee
joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position. %: p<0.05.
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Fig.24. Changes of iEMG and F ;- due to increase force.

Fyyc: Pressure of tip. VMO: Vastus medialis oblique. RF: Rectus femoris. VL: Vastus lateralis. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee
Jjoint angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90 degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position.

Significant difference (p<0.05), a: H90-K90 v.s. H90-K30, b: H90-K90v.s. H90-K60, c: H0-K90 v.s. H0-K30, d: HO-K90v.s. H0-K60, e: HO-K60v.s. H0-K30, - H90-
K90 v.s. H0-K30, g: H90-K90v.s. H0-K60, h: H90-K30v.s. H0-K90.
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Table 11. Significant differences of among the condition on iEMG and F .

Flexion of knee joint > Extension of knee joint

Muscle Position Significant difference area

iEMG VMO  H90-K30 <  H90-K90 20-40, 70, 80%
H0-K60 <  HO0-K90 70%
H90-K30 <  H0-K90 30, 40%
H90-K60 <  H0-K90 20-100%

""" EMG RF HOOK30 < HOOK90  70.90%

iEMG VL H90-K30 < H90-K90 20, 40-100%
H90-K60 <  H90-K90 30-100%
H90-K30 <  H0-K90 30-70%
H90-K60 <  H0-K90 60-100%
HO0-K30 < H90-K90 20-40%

Flexion of knee joint > Extension of knee joint

Muscle Position Significant difference area
Fye VMO H90-K30 > H90-K90 80-100%
H90-K60 > H90-K90 80-100%
H0-K30 > H0-K90 40-100%
H0-K30 > H0-K60 40-70%
H90-K30 > H0-K90 70%
CReRF HOK0 > HOKSO 6070100
Rl HOKS) > HOOKSO 040

F,c: Pressure of tip. VMO: Vastus medialis oblique. RF: Rectus femoris. VL: Vastus
lateralis. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee
joint angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90
degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position.
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Fig.25. Relationships between relative force and relative iEMG.

IEMG: Integrated electromyogram. VMO: Vastus medialis oblique. RF: Rectus femoris. VL: Vastus lateralis. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip
Jjoint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee joint angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90 degree. Hip and knee joint angle
of 0 degrees: fully extended position. *: p<0.001.
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Fig.26. Relationships between relative force and relative Fyc.

Fyc: pressure of tip. VMO: Vastus medialis oblique. RF: Rectus femoris. VL: Vastus lateralis. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90
degree. K30: Knee joint angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90 degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees:
fully extended position. % : p<0.001.
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3—4. i

AHFZE I, IEBET R RO B2 2 LS E A CofMitEiz MC P —EB IO
A ERNEIZEORIE L, fRZACICHES O ) FRIRIG BV R PEA IO NC T DL Eb 1T, B RME
hi1E MC o —DHIMEEDORFRIZ OV T, JERNBAFERERFI I WD T D E X
TR EWBRFTHIE T MC BB I DS RE M O 2 S IS S W TRET LT, &
DG T B R A O T i B R XA AL MER L= S CRi<ieDICX LT, Fue 135 HE
L7 TV MEZ R LT, BFIC, VMO @ Fyc 1. i 117372 DI 30 TR A 2 oD 52488
B ZT D EDR LN o T, FT2, Fue 1ZWT O R THAS H &A B/ BIBfRE R L,
I I FARDFRE A ST 5 /)RR L 720D 5 2 8B 2 BT,

SJeATHFZE (Babault et al. 2003; 7L[#% 2010; Yoon et al. 1991; ‘EI# 2001; Papadopoulos et al.
2008; Pincivero et al. 2004; Rieder et al. 2016; Shenoy et al. 2011; ¥ F5 2015) (ZJAuiE, &5 Rk
INCAE V2 2 s A A 2 575 0 VX P B ) FEE 3 — E D3 L e KA 0 IR PR A BE 349 60~90
FE i AL TROBIVTND, ABFZE TR 722 R R H 7113, H90 B8X Y HO 2o
FAETL K30 101 K60 BLUVKI0 A EIZEVVVEE/RL, JEfTHFFE (Babault et al. 2003; L[
5 2010; ‘&% 2001; Papadopoulos et al. 2008; Pincivero et al. 2004; Rieder et al. 2016; Shenoy
etal. 2011; ¥ T 2015;Yoon et al. 1991) Dk R & —E L TV /= (Table 10) , ZOif FRIEIFH DO RS
-1 71 BARR DA k> 224k (Babault et al. 2003; JL[#5 2010; Pincivero et al. 2004; Shenoy et al.
2011) 2, B— AT —LDZE4l (Papadopoulos et al. 2008) (2> Th7=bHENT-Z LN HELR S,
AREBR OS5 E DS PEN MRS LT,

FTo, ARWFIETIX, BRI A B OFEWNC LD K I OAEZEIT K90 KD A TRDLIL,
K60 3LV K30 TlIfEadInign o7z, IO M B2 bIZ K> TR RN ZE T 2013 KR Y
SE AT DR COMBECTHLOITH LT, B4 FEIC LA E 2 —BEEifo RE ©
F T, 1E>T, K60 FBLV K30 S TITEBAEI A EE DI D RF O RZEIE, i)
FrECSEDRROEBNENZLLNE BN,

ZAVETHE OVEENENREIZ BT D0 581T, Hi dE BIEIC L AR B PRI BLE D DR ET (Babault et al.
2003; Balogun et al. 2010; Brownstein et al. 1985; Duffell et al. 2011; 7L[&% 2010; Guido et al.
2015; AZHIB 2016; FI#ED 2012; Lawrence et al. 1983; Maffiuletti et al. 2003; 4X%F5 2014; —
K5 2012; ‘= IRS 2001; Papadopoulos et al. 2008; Pincivero et al. 2004; 2006; Shenoy et al. 2011;
WEFD 2015; AAED 2009) AL TE T, GBI OUUHE ) 2 R EBIZHRD T ET IS SN
% T B HLATE 0D Y R ROFE S A L DS I LA R B AN i <72 B 280, M HCEE B 1 & B B
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FHBEBATRICH D ZE 3 (Pincivero et al.2004; 2006; 434K 2009: Lawrenve et al. 1983; FIZES
2012) SAVTWD, — 7, BAEIA BE DAL OTE B RF I M AE TR B DUV TR L7 i
T PE SRR HTEDENZZH2H DD, B B Lo THME RN BT DLV H
& (EVIRF S 2001; Babault et al. 2003; Maffiuletti et al. 2003; 42 H 5 2016) LA L LN GV ) S
(Pincivero et al.2004; Duffell et al.2011) , SHITIE, 12 &> CRAEI A D RN B2 D LD
2 (EIRF S 2001; LIS 2010; HEFH 2015; AHD 2016) 5, kkx THY, Hi—I iz ARITR
SR TR, ABFE TILA 1 O HBREE DU 3N C L A C o il Ol B I i 7 o0 75 ik 78 B
DML ORI m <R DM AR LTz (Fig.24) . K90 & K60 D K L FRFEE ThHO %t
LT, R EOA BAENHERINI-OX, BIRS (2001) 2365/ 925012, IR 2R LT
W R SR CIEM B RN T 2L WO OIS ENV R DN B LT T REME NS 2 BTz, FTe.
i % BA Ef A FE S 12 881 5 K30 O VMO BE N VL OFf iFE RIE K60 L[RIFEE TH LM, I K
3 BRI 2R UTe, ZAUEAG DRI T2 R B i R R AFIC Lo TR AR 2 e %
RTLDOTHD, — 5T, ZOXH2METEIE HO O RE TIERERS AR T2, HE- 7T, B i
SEENZ I D A AR O i el B RBAE B L OVK BRI M LI KoM R A GITIKAFEL . £ D
NI B I L > CTE2 S (Pincivero et al. 2004; 7L 2010; #E F5 2015; A HD 2016) T
BAITEDHELEIS LT,

MC P —{EIC > TEFH D Fue ZHAIL72RES ., BEBEHETE 2 L0, T L7254 T
REREZRL, FFIZ VMO TlEZ O [ 238135 Tdh- 7= (Fig.24, Table 11) , i X FHIMEATIC
Lo TR BIEIH AT RO EENZ DV TR FT L 723 45 (Basmajian et al. 1970; A4S 2016; Guido
et al. 2015; Balogun et al. 2010; Duffell et al. 2011; Travnik et al. 1995) |[Z&4UE, VMO 13 ZH
ZERMES L COMEM (Travnik et al. 1995) 2350, REH OIMANRALZ 1 1L 3 2K A 2 6
Z A% (WS 2016; Basmajian et al. 1970) &V V), £7-. BERIE{h EETF OB EF OEIX (1
RGEI COMUNZ L I S D, TNEIE | BE B L L ESELHHIC VMO DIEEIHKE7R
HEWHFRTH (Travnik et al. 1995; 4 H 5 2016; Balogun et al. 2010) 725, ERIEI AL HEL 7=
ZAFHIZIBVT VMO O Fyue DR EL oo L HEZES LTz,

ABFFECHLRR O UL, e K 10 B I I R RLRDICON TR L7-DIZH LT,
Fuyc 1332 2R L, B RZ(ICIDHOIFEEEAFHEXTEL MC B —{ETRZ
DRAZ R LTIZZ L THD (Fig.24) o SMAL RS DX Z2PLIR A D356 L B Ol I WK
AR, F5 O A B RE T RS AN K & <22 D70 ik 7173 K &< 725 (Fukunaga et al. 1997;
Ichinose et al. 1997; 415 1994) , 7=, Burkholder et al. (1994) 1%, i & DZEA{LHLFHEH7E )
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DBRERRFETL . f R MWL A2 D LA #RHE D R SEAL O FEFHIT I T 2523, A= B 7 A B i F5 23
REBRDZETHRAVPERTHILEHEMLTWD, AFZE TR OO Fue DT
Burkholder et al. (1994) 235492 AR -CUUHERFEIZ L > Th7eb e L Bb g, 3720
B RO K30 T, PRRA OIS TEBEB A K&, 2k TK
IR DFEFES T FTREMENE 2 D, IHIT, MM 0 R G ik 1A %357
D PPRADKEVY K30 S TIEFHHRMED Rl J7 7 A3 I E 7 D B Bl L= —
(XL TRV IERELSIVREEL 72D, 202k, K30 23 K60 X° K90 LNH A EICEWEE /R LT
BRO—2LLTEZLIZ,

IR 75 7 DA GHE L 75 1R 8 3B KO Fre DAHXHE D BRI OV TR L 72 (Fig.25,26) . £
DGR, BTORMEBICETORHITISNT, 5 7 OFE KRB & 1 T T OAH I 75 ) O AH %
& Fue OAERHED A B 72 H BIBIR AR DALz, HEk, T B 1 A BIRILR IS
HZENHE (Pincivero et al. 2004; 2006; 455 2009; Lawrence et al. 1983; H2E5 2012) 41T
B, RO L L TE SN TE o, AR TIZ WTFNOfHERIFICENTHET
O F R D 5 50 7R B L A 0 O R RHIE o0 BIAR I3AT B 2R AR B BILR A 7R L L EATHFSE (Pincivero et al.
2004; 2006; 4455 2009; Lawrence et al. 1983; /1 2E5 2012) &SR3 o Reb/r oz, Fio, il
DFIXHMEE Fue OFXHED NI T DMHBEREITOF OB I Thm< (1%KL L) |
MC ot —ik%& VT ki 8 & x5 & L7- Dordevié et al. (2011) DA% 3CFF 3575 £
Lipote,

Fio W ) O RHE LA R B3 KON Fue DA XMEDBGRIEZ LI L7-L2A TN L 6 &
I T DR ERRE, 755 ) OFERHE S Fve OFRSHE D BIEROD 523, 75 /1 O K il & 7 i =&
DOFRRHEL DRI DOZ NI | y=x (ZITELL TV 7= (Fig.25, 26) . 75 X LA FRIT IS LD 0 T
%2 (Tranvnic etal. 1995; 454£52009; £ HI52016) T, fFICk-> THEBERI BB N BA2 B 2 150,
BAEG A B DR BTN Lo THRRDHTE IBITIL, RS A T Lo THEBEZITHIENTE
&I T2 (Pincivero et al. 2004; Tranvnik et al. 1995), ZNHOEHEB BT 5L, il 71D
S & A 5 e B D AH SHIE D BAER IZ 31T D45 S D[R ELBR A3 i /) DFREEIZAEV Y y=x Kb A
M~E 7 I (5 ) DA RHE DN 3 it FE B AR el A _R[B12) L7zodid, b @ [ oo A8 LA it
MEZAT DB EPEELUTZATREMEN B 2 b, 16T, A &I LD O RERFM I
EEINZEH G T OB ENOREE 0B R T H0LEENEZOND, —T.MC k¥
— LT, HOPLH RSN TH IR ORLE 2 )3 25 Ra L, fisEMIEICEL 4
B RBLR ORI L1 Lo Tz, RIFFETIL, ZHVETRET S TUWed o 7o BB &i il <03
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R TH . Fme D5 D EA B BEBIRICHDZENHABINE ST, 56> T, MC oY —iET
FHIL7=Z Fume 1. 7 71 OHEE 9 OFSBEREAT O ) FAUFEHE L U TG T& A AT REMEDNVRIBE N
Yl

3—5. 82

AMFZECIE, BB L OB B OB LIC KBt B RE O B2 E b3 74
R CoOmE#Z, MC o —iEZ2 W TREL ., i R 2RISR D 1 F R 72T B R PRI
DOWTHRET LTz, Fiz, FERMEM /1L MC o —DHIIELD BRI OV T, TERN D RE
P WD TW DR 7 —Z LR ET L . MC & — B KD A B RE REA 0D 22 24 P12
DVWTHRGEL T2, ZDFER . L FOZERH LI ST2,

1) FE BE A e Ji F A 0D 3 T e et . TR B M b (7. (R BV 4 B 0D R & N efte) 23 I i (i B
FFED/NSNGA) L0 @mUWMEZ R LAY, Fye [3EBEE T RALO T 238 AL L0 My vEE
LT,

2) AR AR D ) 72 5 B IR B E A4 FE DS B 1< 32 T D ZE B Lo T,

3) ETOFHREFMINTBNTEA O Fue &5 I OFXHEE ORICA /AR R RO b,

LU ED#ERDD, MC B —IETRHILIZfB IR 13, iR RIS I > TRARLZENHLNE

potz, £72 MC B —IETHILIZME 11T, HODD R IR T /1B O E
T g DR L7 2 D D EHEER ST,
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H4E

WFFEI - A A BRI HED S RAPEIHE R D5 - B D F1 £ ROTEBY R

4—1. (ZLDIZ

RO B RIEEN T F 4 Al OUE IS Lo TAR STk )25, A U CRIfEEh 4 5| EE 2
JZ&THEUS (van Ingen et al. 1995) . Z D728 | { DUUHERFE & & IO TE Bh e 2 BEAE 52
ZliE, HREER DA = A LH D L CHEThHD, ZIVETITHED ) FRRF L, 8 H IS
(2> TR S AU TE T, S5 kS MR A% (Fukunaga et al. 1997) THHZE, Fi-, BEED
FIIRRE L RN TR BIMR (UKD 2012) IZHDZENHLMNIZENTND, SHIZ, B
fEe D 7 R REE I, PEZEAMFTE T S (Onambélé et al. 2007) Z &<, BIHf4 L (Pearson et al.
2017) . hL—=27#k=\ (Kubo et al. 2001) = faf 58 £ (Malliaras et al. 2013; Kongsgaard et al.
2007) 3B L O IR S (Malliaras et al. 2013; Yamamoto et al. 2009; Kubo et al. 2009) {Z&>T
RRDHZEDHRESNTND,

—J77C, BED TR IR RO AT IR I Lo T e D L) FEE (Seynnes et al. 2015) 238
V. BB OB MR IEOHIEL E RL T O LT LW D LB X bND, RS T TO
i BEV B 2 775 ) D B KAV, IR BEEG A BE S — B D556 IRBARI A B 55~90 B il 7 TR
BIDHIENRE S TND, ZAUI B 2 5 B O s B B e > KoL i i iR 2k
IS U R R T 280090 J1-ESBRITIKAF LT-H O ThH D (Pincivero et al. 2004; Herzog et
al. 1991; Ichinose et al. 1997) , ¥# D B4 B |2 3615 2 1E BN ARFIE I B 3 Dt 1 3 HLi g 22 <
AONDbDD, EEED S5 RSB I 28 S 13, Ik BIET 6 JOMRBE i &b (2 i 2 TRE
SNzt DO L, B EDOZEAL B L ONED ) PRGN T T 28Il T+
IRRRES DR S AL TR,

AR i B L OWED ) TR B & 34l 9572812 Muscle Contraction Sensor (MC &> 4—)
EDBFES 72 (Pordevié et al. 2011, 2014a) , MC o —E1d, FHIHEIZ Lo TRISCED TR
WEACUTZBR DR G R I DR ) 25 H T DLW JFEICEE DWW TR [ ET Dl Lo &
JEREZ, RO TF T2 WO T Tt —Z Q3528 T, Fy T OEIRITEN DAL, £
DIEN e P —IZNRS AR A7 — U TRIITHZ L3 T& D, Dordevié et al. (2014b)
1% MC B —{EZ2 IWT, 2270y MEIE 1 O 1 L OUK IR MU S/ bk Doz )25 HL . %
AUTHRBAER A Lo ) L O ENENA BRMBEBRARDOONLZEZWMEL TVD, Zh
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SORERIT MC B —IETRHILTZIR AN, i AL~ & 5 AR R IS 2 52
LERTHEDOTHD, LNL722H, MC o —1E% V2 5 36 J O o0& B Bl A8 4 [R IRp L AR
L7723 IR Db DICE EoTEY, HH0D RS NI 3617 2R B IHE o o> ik B #ifh
B RECIE 2 D TE BN REIC SV CTRFTL 725 DI R 24 75780,

ZCAMFFE T, MC B —EE2 O TR L 72 S LR U7 6t P Iz 2% R
PRI e 57 0D i BR Ff Ak B2 i o KON BB D ) U722 TR BB AR IC DWW TR 2 282 HRYEL
7o

4—2. 5 1k
1) #emE

PR IIWTZE I LR D RN TP 11 4 E LT, R OB IR RRIEIT 4EE678 25.5+1.5 k.,
HEN 175.4£2.4cm, K 70.3+£2.8kg, (KIEIGZRY 14.8£1.4% CTh o7z, SYHRF XL T, HF
FEDEM, EBRFERBLOZOREMECOWTHRAL, BMOREZS, 28, AF5EEE
TRERFMEER SO, N RELTARICE T2 MR A ORKREZ T BRI EE LT
(A7 5 :28-28),

2) MIE S

W B AR A5 11 E 44 & (Biodex System3: Biodex f1:H1) O T FESE 7=, HIE LHIL,
i P8 i 7 42 7 o 122 0 6 (HO) F5 00 90 F£ J th 7 (H90) IR AE L . Mk B £ B2 30 £ (K30)
FBEO 90 FE (K90) i iz (FE AR RALZ 0 ) L LT, $FRFEITITN BT L OMEBIH /4 £ o
MAGDRICEDE 4 SORB TR EEERLT- (Fig.27).

3) BEEEOARNE

RO IR, I 2 WL & (SSD-900, ALOKA tH4) » B E—RE(7.5Hz) Z AT
HE LTz RMRENSIELBICB O TLHIREEZRSTORIE T, IBH T RERBI O E
NFHINTT u—T7 2 T, {2 e LTz, GO0 B Ef§5, Big A 7
27 2 (Image-J) Z AW T EREO RS BB L OEER (Bl B 25U 7, SRR 13
ITHFFE (Yamamoto et al. 2009) ZZE L | & H OEALG I E i Ei & O M O IRREZFHAIL 7=,
F7, JeATHISE (Fredberg et al. 2008) [\, I Z5E DA, EEER D 25%. 50%., 75% %
FOWEBEAEE D S 7T OHEDESEFHAIL . ZDELEE B REDIESE LT, RBEREDEES
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O Hipjoint ® Kneejoint O Ankle joint
Hip joint angle: 0°

HO0-K30 H0-K90

Hip joint angle: 90 °

H90-K30 H90-K90

Fig.27. Definitions of measurement conditions.
HO: Hip joint angle 0 degree. H90: Hip joint angle 90 degree. K30: Knee joint

angle 30 degree. K60: Knee joint angle 60 degree. K90: Knee joint angle 90
degree. Hip and knee joint angle of 0 degrees: fully extended position.
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. BEFOERME, REKEHBIORLEHRLIZSAD 3 S22, TOAEZEFHILE

4) S RPERE B 5 ) ORI E

R MBI /113, WFZE T . 0L RO RIERI 2 -V CTRIE LTz, § 1 D3 5 1k
X, HBIOEEA~DOBHZRAHRLE BRI 55 EEOREICRIT BRI FHIELEL B EL .,
HEBHARDE 10 FD [ THHEANHINS 5 IITHR L, 2 D% 3 BRITR KRS T TOf /1%
MR S, B MIIZ T2 RIK B a1 97 DFENENIORE L2, 4 DDOHIE L
BNZBITDRENE IR E (LTI DL, IO ELZEL TH o REZHAT
Fh L7z, 723, FRMETORETIL, T=F—ICLo TR IR EN RSN TN %
i By

i)

5) i EEOWE

R R OREIL, HFFE T | T LIRAROPERI LD EHEL 72, BIE RO L, FH D
P G AHEE (VMO) | AMAA S (VL) 38 L OVKBRIE ) (RF) &L, BRI, ST
(BEES 2009) 2B E L LT, EEZ AT 28R, K8 EEMEOBYIZ R/ NI T D720 15
BUHLHEL | B E 2B ELZ O TH O IRE NEBICHE LR, b raZxh—
I DN NTOELE LT,

6) MC b2 ¥ —iEIZL DB B IO RS ORE
i JJFEFE T OB L OWED IR I)E, WFFET & FERIZ MC B3 — (TMG-BMC #H84) %
WTHIE Lz, IE X R OERNITMFFE I & AR D 36 KO M (PT) L L7, MM T, B
B2 WS E IR B O P I AR LIS, B — &G LT (Fig.29)
HE LT8R IE, BHZE 1 OfE B2 SEZ ., HE RS> THRCIENIEN L5281
FORBEERL, B —Z A LT O stAR R BB O A RIME L L #H I T OB W)
Bz 722U BN EE 53R T) (Fue) LERL T ORISR ELT,

7) T — LB
7. CERERBLOEOFT —21. A/D BHfiENT 7 127 Z 5 (DASY-lab, AP-office f1H)
IZE o> TPCIZEIAATS, EDOH DT —HAFL L, F22 11 LREEDLFL AT -7,
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Knee joint angle: 30 deg.

Patellar

Knee joint angle: 90 deg.

Ultrasoundprove

Patellar

Patellar tendon
Patellar tendon

Ultrasoundprove

Patellar tendon

Patellar

Length of PT: from P3 to P4

. 0% Thickness of PT: Average of L1 to L5

Deflection of PT: Average of the angle of
pl-p2 an d 9p3-p4

Patellar

Fig.28. Ultrasound image and definition of measurement parameters on patellar tendon.
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Rectus femoris

MC sensor
Vastus lateralis

Vastus medialis

Patellar tendon

Fig.29. Attachments of EMG electrodes and MC sensors.
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8) HEAHLEL

MR ALELE, SPSS Statistics Version 25 (IBM L) 2 iV THT o7, £, IERMEDORE A HE
ML, & TOEMRPIEMD A THHIEE MR LT, BEREOIR I LUK /1%, BB 4
JE LIEBAR A EEIC LD 2 BRI BT CRHG®HY - V) 2 E M LT, RS ORI,
BG4 R, EBAEI A R, 5 /) DFREED 3 BRNZ KD AR RIEZ FEHE L | i B 5 A4 B > i B i A
JE | T BHE G B < A ) OBREE | B A BE > i ) DR DZ N O E LD o i
GHR®Y - 80) & FEhi LTz, 0% L HAEAMRO HAZHA 1, Post-hoc 7 A (Bonferroni)
(CEVFEDNRIBIOHEAMEN RO EEITV, ZEAEHA RN RBDHNRD T 551325 B IR
EaFERLTz, WTILERR 5% abo THELLT,

4—3.fE R
1) BREREOTAR

MR R B L OVE ST, I BAE A B LB A B IC LD IR O A BRI D b7,
— 5 BRI, WA EICLOH B ARG LIRD -T2 | B #4 EE
(DB EIRENRB BN, 2 B E O R, HO XL H90 &H12, K90 7% K30 £V
HABICEMEZ R L7z (Table 12)

2) i JigedE

B R 0%, WBAEI A B IS LAH B R AR RRO bz, BT Lo Bl £ ) RAmE
U7t S, RS 2 I Z DA B 2D RO B, HO 38T HI0 LH1Z, K90 73 K30 Wb A I
B\ Ml 7R U7z (Table 13),

3) i

i HCER B 1 AT ORI IS TR B £ 2 X ik B & A BE I KD A2 AR FNERED HiLh-
T3 R BAE A BE X Al ) DIREEIZ KD A AR O BAL, VMO FBE Y VLTI B £ A x
i 1 OFREENC D22 AAE SRR S A7, B 20 SR a6 OV H LR E D& SR . VMO @ HO
TIE. 70%MVC LAKE, H90 TiE 100%MVC T, VL IZ HO ® 50%MVC EARE, H90 @ 70%MVC
LIFE T K90 78 K30 JOH A EICEVMEZE/RLT-, RF (X, HO0 0 A BE £ B D 3250 Sl iR
Shu, BLE 2D RBE O R 50%MVC LUEET K90 728 K30 LWb A EICE W EZRL
(Fig.30),

70



Table 12. Structures of patellar tendon at rest in all conditions.

HO H90
Parameters
K30 K90 K30 K90
Length (mm) 434 £ 4.3 39.1 £34 43.2 £ 4.7 40.8 £ 3.6
Thickness (mm) 4.0 £ 0.3 3.7 £ 04 39 £04 3.7 £0.3

Deflection (degree) 163.0 = 3.7 1703 3.1 % 1620 £43 1715 22 %

Mean = S.D., HO: Hip joint angle 0 degrees, H90: Hip joint angle 90 degrees,
K30: Knee joint angle 30 degrees, K90: Knee joint angle 90 degrees,
* : Significant difference in knee joint angle at the same hip joint angle (p<0.05).
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Table 13. Comparisons of maximal force.

HO H90

Parameters
K30 K90 K30 K90

Maximal force (N) 328.2 £ 50.2 559.2 * 152.6% 3280 + 657 6222 + 183.9%

Mean *= S.D., HO: Hip joint angle 0 degrees, H90: Hip joint angle 90 degrees,

K30: Knee joint angle 30 degrees, K90: Knee joint angle 90 degrees,
* : Significant difference in knee joint angle at the same hip joint angle (p<0.05).
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o— HO-K30 —o— H0-K90 —¢— H90-K30 —— H90-K90

0.180 #
0.160 *
0.140}
0.120}
0.100}
0.080 }
0.060
0.040}
0.020}
0.000

iIEMG VMO @mV)

— .25
i P
&

op-="

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Relative force (%)

0.120 ¢

0.100 t

0.080

(mV)
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iEMG VL

0.040

0.020 t

0.000 —
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Relative force (%)

0.140 ¢
0.120}
0.100

0.080

0.060

iEMG RF(mV)

0.040

0.020 t

0.000 PSS
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
Relative force (%)

Fig. 30. Changes of iIEMG with increase force.
HO: Hip joint angle 0 degrees, H90: Hip joint angle 90 degrees, K30: Knee joint angle 30 degrees, K90: Knee
Jointangle 90 degrees, VMO: Vastus medialis obligue, VL. Vastus latelaris, RF: Rectus femoris.: #: Significant
difference in knee joint angle at the 0 degrees of hip joint angle, #: Significant difference in knee joint angle at the
90 degrees of hipjoint angle (p<0.05).
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4) B R RIS KO B DR )

I E BB IS R BB R i s L OV S O IR /) % Fig.31 & Fig.32 IZa°L7z, VMO
(I, M B4 BE x5 )OSR IC L DA HARFAATRO DAY, I B4 BE I L5 80 R I hesR
ENipinotz, S ERHUE DR F, HO BXTNH0 EHIZ 40%MVC LLFET K30 78 K90 L0t
AEICEVMEZ R U7z, VL (2R BRI A BEx il ) D5REEIC R 222 HAE 38D B, HO Tl
80%MVC LLFE, H90 TIE 60%MVC LAKE T K30 & K90 ORICHA EB RO B A5 b,
RF (32 ZHKN O TOMETIZLDLZANEMA RO LI, £ DOEORRIERE A, HO TIX 70%MVC
LI K90 &0% K30 3 A EICEIL, 30%MVC~60%MVC @ K30 CIEMkBE I/ MO A &%
BTz, PT ORI, W PEHN A B 1 D5 | R B ER A B2 = il 11 D 5 B2 KD A2 HAE T 208
flERBE Tz, K KEICRBIT 2 ENROBMEDOHER ., BEEAEICL2AEENROON, £ &
PERSRRE O#E SR HO LTV HI0 £4,12 K90 A3 K30 Kb A BEICmWMEE R LT,

4—4. G

ARFFETIZ, MC o —k2 TR 2 B A 21T d0 1T 2 %5 RUPE IS IRy 0D Jigk B8 £ {1 2 77
HEBIURERD /) FAEENZ OV TG LT,

i 1IN TE ORE T . e B FE DIE N LD B K Fh ) DR O B oo’ RIS A

LS CTH B AV MRS (Table 13), Pincivero etal. (2004) <° Babault et al. (2003)
V. R BN R A IR BAER A BE AN — E OSSR B E A B 57 238 B dh 2 0 2
LEMEL TS, ADFIETH e B E R th Az o e K5 ) 23 w2 L0 b m <, e Tar%e
(Pincivero et al. 2004; Babault et al. 2003) Z 373 5 R Loz, iU &%, k-l L
(BT DB AL OB B ORI E 2 E ELL72b O THY | IHE T O UUHE /)& R IR T
W ZETEK72% (Pincivero et al. 2004) , ABFFETH, 42 TOLENTH ) DIREE LD 5 B &
DR NI 5= (Fig.30) , £72. VMO, VL BIOW A E Az o> RF O kB &%, KERIHN

JeE i Az A3 P AL Z0 b @< i IO RNTRBLIb DEE R B, — 5 IR BT RAL
Tl RF O i E BB A B ORBENRD LR oz, ZNHOFERI L, i Th
% RF (ZM% A AMH R L7 R AR (57 O aREE) CIIMEBIET M B2 2L S Ch B B O £ 4 4
CESEDRROEENRBD HIRNZENHELRS N, ZORERIL, GBI~V ORI BERTF
PED h B A [ CHE 70 5 2 LA R L 72 S8 THFZE (Pincivero et al. 2004; JLfHH 2010) DfE R4
FFoab0Thotz,

MC o —IETEHRILZFBORIT, WT DL BB TH i /) ORI EN R LT
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Fig. 31. Changes of Fyc with increase force.
HO: Hip joint angle 0 degrees, H90: Hip joint angle 90 degrees, K30: Knee joint angle 30 degrees, K90: Knee
Joint angle 90 degrees, VMO: Vastus medialis oblique, VL: Vastus latelaris, RF: Rectus femoris.: *: Significant
difference in knee joint angle at the 0 degrees of hip joint angle, #: Significant difference in knee joint angle at the
90 degrees of hipjoint angle, $: Significant difference in hip joint angle at the 30 degrees of knee joint angle, @:
Significant difference in hip joint angle at the 90 degrees of knee joint angle (p<0.05).
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Fig. 32. Changes of Fy,c on PT with increase force.
HO: Hip joint angle 0 degrees, H90: Hip joint angle 90 degrees, K30: Knee joint angle 30 degrees, K90: Knee
Joint angle 90 degrees, PT: Patellar tendon.: *: Significant difference in knee joint angle at the 0 degrees of hip
Joint angle, #: Significant difference in knee joint angle at the 90 degrees of hip joint angle (p<0.05).
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(Fig.31), ZO#ERIL, L —FEfL %2 x5 L L7 Dordevié et al. (2011; 2014a) D5 L[FEETH
ST, AWFIETIE VMO, VL BE OB RALO RF Ti, IEBIEI A B LD 3R D773
DBz, Ik BAETE 2> RF CIIRBIEN A I LD A B AR b7, /2 RF
DI 30%MVC 725 60%MVC ORI B4 K D880 bz, VMO LU VL & RF
(R DRE R OFEIL, MBI A EOEICLDEFHOHREENMDES NP ELIbDLHEE
ENb, T7bbh, HEHI THDH VMO <° VL 1T, WO A IR TH, Ik
(E IR A B OSBRI E THHDICK LT, B THD RF 1%, RO REE
72T B O SR B EMEICH B S (15 1994) T5728, iR OE(LE G WA KEN-T
HOEHELESND, £z, BBIEE BN IZ31T5 RF OF R IX1-R IR EATH O I Y
LCEY, BB ENZEL THZEDOFHIISIZE LT, ik ) OF BEZDPFRO LI
STb D EHELRZ D, AWFFEDRKE R D | T B i 8 | 36 1 2 ik BE 5 fof e 755 E oD 755 3 )
1. RBAEI B L ONRPAE A L DR A LT DM, £ DRBITA Lo TRARDILIRIRSH
7

F7o, BFFE I &[RRI, 75 PR BB B A2 L0 b i HiE TR o 7= DIk L L MR A1

Je b A2 06 888 BT T (7 C v MIE AR Uz, R 0 A3 BE £ R BT A Ty ME A R L7 B
LTI RDOZENREBZ DD SMAUAR DXL 72 PR D556 BEBIER O A AT FEW AR IR
ALy PR A A3 R T2 Z LT o0 AL B A BRI i R 03 R & < A2V 58 71 A3 K 9% (Fukunaga
et al. 1997; Ichinose et al. 1997) , F7=., fAfRHEITZ O Bl 1ANZIE N 2T 2720 PRA D
REV R BAEREE L i dh 02 CILE B AL R0 AR ME O R 10 23 B _LICEE AL e Y —I
XU CRD IRV IR IEL 22D, Z D72 | i BRI i dh 7 T, s B i Ji i e o> A B
AT TR & PDIR A OB INC K> TR R I EEZ R LTmb O HEER ST, > T, MC o
—IEIE T EMIEIZLDFHTEEIL ~ L OFER & IZ LD | F DTG IRZ N L7 iE BB RE 4 FE Al
THIEEE L TIE H TE L Al REME DS RIR ST,

PT ORI, FH 1D 20%MVC Tl RERD | Z DR ITIHETRE - TR T DM 2R
L7z (Fig.32) o FEATHMZE LIRS 2013) 124U, 1T, IS 2 AT n Ty 7 2K HE
IZRWCHE Tl AT L THY, ERMENHEICIVEOMBZHGT 5L, /NS E
T OB L EST I D T ea W LTS, F7z, Ichinose et al. (1997) 1%, i TR T 5
fEDFESBLOAE DI, KRV IL~L (30%MVC) TREWZ LA FRRTL TWDH, ZDXK
VIR NST IR L TEN R EHE T DLV ST2BLRIK, by —V— = (toe-region) (Diamant
et al. 1972) LFHINTERY, AWFIETHLLZOIR DR SN, SHIZ, PT DR DR KAEIE
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K30 L0t K90 DM@ -o72, Zhud Table 11 (ZRLIZEDIC, PT (ZMEBIEN R thAr L b i
JE AL CEEA TSR ThH AT 2N B LI OB 2 DD, PT 1. MBI & = 55 B D ULAE 1)
Z BB R D EN o TDT2 | IR B8R AL dh (2 Tl RBAS R i CA A S
TUUHE T 73 PT DEEIT Lo TRINS AL, ZD 3 B I B I B ES 20> 7- (FE R 5 2015)
HOEHEZRS NI,

ek ENMERWNIZI T DI ZED 1) F RO R I B B I R D AR O EHE G | i DIL
Ml k> TAHEC LMD MR EZFHAL . ZD5E & LR O BIRDRME R (IR B E LR R
ZHETE T D& TR SV Tz, I8 2 e 13 P8 550 e A B D A ) 2 S (A iz D 4
(van Ingen et al. 1995) Z4H->TIY, ZNHD J)FHVRHEILE O ) DARE DR OIEIEL /2055
DTHh%, LML, DeFrate et al. (2007) 1%, F72 2D BIEI A BT H51T 2 B far IR D R Mk D )
HEA 3 WOTHIICBIEI LT LA BB E BAL DR #7122 BEs i I R R i L Z RiTfe
DML, AR LIS DIMES T~ E B T 52L& PIBN LTz, AU, PT A3k
TOREBTOEEZ R T O THD, £, BHEH BT E th 7 CHRMEL . KRIRE SN
(ZD3Fr B 5T IR RE (Merican et al. 2009; Csintalan et al. 2002) 2725 Z & CHEBIEI DO 2 EMEE £,
SHIT, B R E B TR A AREAAY . BT OSMANRAL 240 1k 3 57280 DB 2 FF -
THRY. B OZE AR DOT-O ITHRET 50 (Travnik et al. 1995; #4485 2009; 4D
2016) , ZIHDFERGD, IEF ZR2IEB) LR D RWEMEZ A Z 720D I3, 0o 6E
IZE S TS DL EMEPRTENTNDEDEE X BND, FEBRIZ, IR OREFICESTH
T2HSNDIRBEEI O R EMET, FAEB OH| ROEEE R LW o fEE A G & T K &
72095bDTHD,

AHFFETHF DAV BIE A E D ZAVIZ KB O IR ) 3 72 DLW R, BRIRBLG0
R ICEELZ A ST A& DINEYT =2 a OBBITENT LN TEALDEEbNS, 4
7o BRREEIA A LS E DT LT, BHBEICRT T AARN RAEBIN T HI LN A REL 72 D728,
P OFE B Lo CESE) Al # AT T 5D Db DL bins,

4—5. 38
AWFZETlE, MC Bt —35% VTR 2 BAEI A JE 12381 5 5 RPEIHE IR o i BE S i B A

PR LR D 1 FRTEENC OV TRETLIZ, TOREA, BLFOZERH LML T,

DMC &2 —IETRAL7Z iR 1%, BBEET R LD RE Z RN T, 5 70 0 w38 B R T Tl
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A i £ 2 L2 B AR 72 IR BEE i i A2 K0 S i dh i. TH BICEWMEZ R LT, — 75, LR
B0 s PR A7 2588 B iR b (S K0 B s o - T | TS BA R 44 FE DN O IR BB AR I K
ET BN, HERETE ) CIIERDTENH LR ST,

2)PT DR DI KAEIE 20%MVC TRRD S, 1 BEEE (21256 LTl i dh A2 237 B IR
WMEZRL, IREREOTZIR (Be72) DL THDHBDEE 2 BT,

iy

PLEDZENS MC 'Y —iECRHAIL7- IR EiH R RS L OME H RO 13, B
B> TEAL LT it O IR 2 S U 7= TR B R E 2 R 3 H D THY 75 I OHETE D AR5
9, R B A R AR SR B O RE A R T A AR L U CNE F CE D THEME DS RIB S LT,
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HSE

WHFEIV : 2270 MBI o D JRR BE Hif e FR A ek o L OV 5 R O /7 2 ROTE B AR A D R

5—1. 1 XL®IT

S (AE B A O R 12 L0 B EEE) 2N T DAV TSND, B IR THDT-01Z, ik
MHDIEHZZ T CUHMET D, LT, MRMEDOIHEIZZ > TAEU TR INTECEH I, B~
LIRS NF REBIM TS, 165 T, HIKEBI O AN = X LELRDTZDITIE, i -IEE A RO
FAEAENZOWTHIFE T 52N EE ThH D, i-REOTEHEIREZ ELPAF I 52813, & E
B ORI EE T T H2LICbETHLOTHY, AR—Yh —= 7 RUNE YT — g
Y OBGIZBWTL, -0 T v ar F ey /I OLDOEE 2D,

220y NEENT, I BLONY—Dm Ex HREL TAR—Y e —=0 7 TERS L, R
HiDUNEY T — 2 a B TH IR BRI O REUE O T- DI EIAT PN T D, FEFEREDRTATh
(ZIEL BR & 227 UEDS WD AL TETZHS YA EEN I O 5 36 L OME DT B4 E Bk T HE R
IRIFEIFAFAEL TR,

Muscle Contraction Sensor (MC Ei¥—) IEABHFE AL, AL H O 46 LOWE D J7 7 H01%
B RFIE A A (Dordevic et al. 2011, 2014a) T2HZEMN A REL /2572, MC B —iki%, FHULHE
(2o TH-ME D TR A L TZBR D B2 & 2R 1 D ik S 2 5H 2 LW BRI IS W TR, %f
G LT LM O REER I, RO TF T EROF T —E 52T Fy T D
SeImZE IS, EDIEN B = IZHNRS VAR A7 — U TRHAIT 22803 TE D,
ZORT FHRREDTEREALDFERELL TR SN TS, MC B —IED AUy M, FER
) CTHYBME R FIETHLHZ LTI A, G & T Dl % Off;-IE OIS BB REA & AL 7 MFEAM
TEDHHRThD, ZNETIZ, MC B —IEIC K CEHIL 72 BB —3AF O R 7103, i B i
i 5 ) LA R BEBEAR 12 H T LM (Dordevié et al. 2011) STV, — 5T, BhAYIES)
ZRIBRELTZL DT, ~N—T 27T MEYERF O i B £ A Ji 755 i o KOV (R IR DU S5 75 ik s KL O
S5 ) OTEEhENREAFEAI L 7= (Dordevié et al. 2014b) DA Th D, ZOWE TIiX, BHIEBIRFD
NOIRZFITE R E Y TTERY, BRI B ER ORI O, B EMENT 205 H U7 h
JE T Bh 5 1 & B IR E D BRI O W THRETL TV, LNLZ D FEERTlE 20kg D AT &L T2
IOy NEWEZ TG L LTcb DO THY , YR I L CR— O BT LN TWDTD | S

FEN—EDLMETITR N, R—Y R —= 7 RUNAE YT — a0 OB THEZIC AW T
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W5 HEEICLDAZT Yy MIEIZ OV TUIMRFEILTEDL T EERE D IR ) L& A OTEB) & B%
PEIZ OV THRFR S TR,

FITAMETIE MC B —iE&2 FWT, A7y MEEFRIZ351T 2 1 B S i i i ds &
OV ERED 1 P E B E A Tl 22 &x Y& LT,

5—2. 5 ik
1) Bk

ks 13 B 35 KOV BA R I CBEFARBR D72V VR BE 14 45 L LT, #R & O & IR Rtk
I, S 25.144.4 7% H RS 174.649.6cm, (KEH 72.8+13.4kg. RNENIFHR DY 16.5£6.5% T -
7o AMFFRIZELH R P MEEZER SO N R LU RICE T ofa HE A0 KREZ T2
HICEML 7z (A% 5 :28-28)

2) AUy NEMEDHRE

BHERFE L RE DA TR Ty MEEZBIGS R, 3 B CILAIAZ, ZDt% 3 BTl
HONALEBIRDAZ Ty MEMEEAT IO T2, #E 1TIT, W F 2% T, BifEThIc L
MRSEHEL F-E 72 WEH R AZ LTz, TEAATRSIL, RS A 23 90 B <JE#h 75 FTEL |
BEEIOME 2T, BfEIT 2 BT, Zo7 AThittLz | Bz othox R ez,

WirE OMFITHBLEZ 1| BORmENAT CIRE L, KBS BLORBEEAEZHET5
72\, TR, KRG, BRI LA RO AR~ — B AT LTz, DN E gD, ZA7T vk
EVER ORISR BRI A S5 T DX A TN TR U, i dh 5 i O o AT &5 PHIX, ST
RENOIRBEAE O KIE AL E T, Fio, KBNS AR mmE LI,

3) MC B —EICEDETIOWE

JR A A R o L OV Z i D3R 7] (Fme) 13 AFZETL, I E[FIAR IS MC o —iE2 VW THIE
U7z, MIEEBALIZ ., M BB s o WE LR CAMALA ) (VL) . KERE A (RF) . RN #7544 85
(VMO) B L UMM (PT) U7 (Fig.33) o MRS IL B8 5 I 2 W (8 1 0 iR 25 gk o s &
MR LT 412, Lo — 2R LT,

I

W
g

4) T —HULEE
BONRBEEIAEE MC B —0F —2%, R 7Tl >TRE LT, £D% . MC

81



Rectus femoris

MC sensor
Vastus lateralis

Vastus medialis

Patellar tendon

Fig.33. Attachments of EMG electrodes and MC sensors.
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T —OFHAEIL, 2O IERITES T, (N ITHE L2, $72. B Eif R th
RF DA DA A R LT,

538 H

Fig.34 (2, (REMRPRE ORI NEMEFIZ I D8R 1% 7R~ Uiz, & fh OB KR I3RS
i de K LA T CRROHNT=DIZHKT LT, PT O KB, e KE AL ATicBl g sni=, Zo
FOZMEMNL, B RE TRO LN, A FOFR T, BB EIKEL TRV, Ji il /i
CAH R R TR EAE B RS e o 7= (Fig.35) .

Fig.36 1345/ Ok iR AR RHE 2 R BIRLIZH DT D, VMO 13X, BifED 20% M1 RF
XENED 40% HLr . VL IZENMED 50% M5 ISR R O AP HERS T,

IR BE & £ FE DO ZALITLED PT D3R 1D 2% Fig.37 (2, fxHE% Fig.38 IRz,
PT OiRIE, Ja B EB AR IS R AR LAY 70 B L7 REE Tl R B Z R L2 & KT
T M E R Uz, RIS JE R E FIRR O (LA 7R LTz, PT E& ORI ORI, Wi
ACB W ThRARDOBMRMEZ R LT (Fig.39),

5—4. G i

ABFFETIE MC B —EIC R0 AT T NI F61T 2% i B i e Ji2 77 A 6 L OV i o
TV IC DWW TR AT LTz, B0 813, A7 T v MEMEIC I D B & 44 B D ZE LI HED
EBIE R ATREE PT D8R OECRAHIZR25H D Thotz, Eo, PT L&D ORI

Jets b R & A R SR iR TR D e AT UV AD IO 7R BRI AR R LT,
227y NI, IR BA . B, RERES I L OV N AREB O F R b ICiE L TR, Zh b DR
T, &, BhiE., 2 LEMEICRBWTEERGIECTHD, TOID ATy MNEIL, @ 1%
U =R 2 N T HAR =Y FEAZ BT, fm LR AW e LT — =07 T T AT
B ANHITND, ZIVETIC, BhRESE) RO ) 36 L OMEOTE B RFE ORI, A BT —
Z LB DB DRI O T FHIE T I E D Web ONRHLNDLD, ZIVHDET L OREE L
Xt G DT REAI LR R0ME S B AR Do

MC tr—iElE, BB L OMOIEEBEIEL ) FHIBL R DRI 52 L AlRE Th D, AT
7t (Pordevi¢ et al. 2014b) Ti&, AT MEIEF O PRI . SMAE AT, R I S8 73 ik 36 & OV
HED T FHTEBNC DV TRETL TD, Z O I AL, WA 3 L OSMBLE ) O ff ik
TE A0y NEBR A | 3RS0 NS B L. Z0% (BIED 50%LARE) | UM A i 2 315
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Fig.34. Example of joint angle, relative F) - of knee extensor during squatting.

Fyc: Tension of tip.
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Fig.35. Relationships between knee joint angle and F) - of knee extensor and patellar tendon during squatting.
Fye: Tension of tip.
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Fig.36. Relationships between knee joint angle andrelative

Fyc during squatting
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Fig. 37. Relationships between knee joint angle and
F,c of patellar tendon during squatting.
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Fig.38. Relationships between knee joint angle and
relative F - of patellar tendon during squatting.
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Fig.39. Relationships between tension of patellar
tendon and knee extensor during squatting.

88



WIZd o7z, ZD XM DR T DZACERFR X, ABFFEO#E R (Fig.36) IZB W TH ARSI,
HEBAEI O HHZEV VMO BE O VL OIEINI LI R D2 ENHBNERoTz, —FF T PT D
BRIIIE. B A BE O BAGIT S AR L, K 70 B B CRoRE A R L7215 83D M8
%7~ L7 (Fig.37, 38) . JE4THFSE (Pordevié et al. 2014b) TiZ 20kg DA A LB A7T vk
BEZ AR ELTRY, BB AEZL PT ORNIIERIREREZRL T, ANFFEL AT
7% (Pordevi¢ et al. 2014b) [Z351F % PT OIGEIENEDFIEL, A OF DR EICIL D LHE
BEND, T7bb, AZUyMIEIZE W T, PT IFARMPBINHIETIVEIRUIRIEZHERFL |
HE BA T D KIE M ALIZ B W Tl b BRIRLICIRBE THDHDITH LT, HHICEDAZT Y MEET
ZZDIHRAA R HINIRN, (> T, AZT Y MEIZI W TR O AT, IEERO )5/
TG ENEN R A KAE T AT REME SRR S AT,

FRFRILCI, B b B4 PR 25 REIERF O PT OIFBIEhiEZRA L, 2Ok
S RBAE A EEA LR LTALE T, PT OIS, JRIIL7ZALE Tl PT ORI 036
B2 R RPFONTND, AWFFEORE RENFFRMOFE RZROEL G HOETHIZEZA, R
i ALY A L72RRE CRE 2 R U R MEEZ R L FEROR RGO TWD,
DIEBIE 4 DENCZED PT DI DL, PT DEEL LNV ST RN EBL-LDLEZ BN
%o

DeFrate et al. (2007) 1%, #7220 BAHIMA B2 5 B i ERF OB EH OB HEZ 3 IRITHYIC
BLEUTo G R R BAEI R ALO 8 #h AL 12T C BEEEME T R i B ATE DL | stk
RIS DIME S [ ~E BB 522 AL L TS, HTo, M58 130 B b
BMEL . KRERE RSN A G > T2 R B8 (Merican et al. 2009; Csintalan et al. 2002) £725Z &
TR O R EME L RO EZH - TND, ZNHOFRRTNGS | B EE RO R R O RED
BHECTHDLIENAZ D, Fio. BB OEBNCE 53D/ O&EI LT, NHIARREEI., B
BB D2 E AR DT IR E T OIMANRALZ L T D1 230 (8465 2009; £ H S 2016,
Travnik et al. 1995) , REREAHIZAZ D MEMEH O LEENZ L > TEES LS (Gheller et al. 2014)
INHOFRRNGE Rl — OB MR ChoTh, BBV THRREN R0 L0, IRE
fik D F&RE DS 4 (DeFrate et al. 2007) TV, MEBAFIEE 2B 53 5 -lt O REZ E &L 15
R THRD THEECTHLLDE B b,

S 225 M U s B 3 b 2 705 e DM ) & S E  TAR 2 9~ 5% H (van Ingen et al. 1995) 15Tl
0. MC to—1EZ2 W ) F R R ORI L, OB ENROIEEL2V9 50 DL TS
%o EBRIZ, Pordevi¢ et al. (2014b) 1%, MC &L —{ETAZDy MMEFR ONRIL S S
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i . KR DU R A e F K OV R ME TR BBV RE AR L T2 23, ZOMFZED EIRIE, /7. M ORI
VU 5 5 - 2 ) 2 LTI ~ D I ni & I T D 2 &2 BTN D, LU, JMRiE
DFHI D7D D+ 437250 FIFTAFLN T RHI D Al RE M2 R 35128 & F o TV D, AWFFETIE,
PT D3RSI EA ORI DOBERYEIZ OWTRETILIZEZA, B TOFHITIT, BIEBRAG I
VN PT O DDFATLTEED, £ D%, AR /173 @ 5 BRI ERS L2, SHIT, iR
TIEJE R L AR BRI Z R TH OO T L —HT 26D TIIRL EAT VT AD IS 728
GRS T (Fig.39) . EAT UV AL, JED I FRFHEDFIEL L TE<HWLTEY, 1D
TR RE KA E) IR 5 -RSBGR LR RE (WE) Othe—BLRWERAEST,

AHWFFEDFE R BIL, i EBED TURIED AN =X DD W TR T HZEILTERWV, B
HIIEENRF O B L OMED 50 FNEZFHIT T2 L COF AR T HZLIT R THLEE DD,
MC B —IED ATy NI, KGR ET DE 2 D LIEOIE BB #& 2 J) - A BLR D BRI RF I FE A
T&2% M (Pordevi¢ et al. 2014a) THDH, MC Lo P —IEEIEHL ., fh-lEOMAET =7 A3 AT HE
UL, TR —bDOR—=0 7 Rear T a B EEEICEENDHD N &2 DU YT —
Tarv | EOITITER B ICH A e RE Rt CE LR B D, A4 %IT, SBRDT —FD
WAL BN T —ZDEHEMEIC O W TRETL TUOK BB RIB ST,

5—5. 5
AL TIE. MC o —1EICED AU "EWMEHR 231 2R B Hi iR B i BE S L O E kO
TRV IZOWTRRFILT-, ZOREE LT OZENABLNE/ 2T,

1) A7 FEIEIZ 36\ TR B EG 4 B2 0D 284145 M B S 4 o 1 o & B S5 e 0D 5 70 D 28K AR AH
X825 D THoT,

2) s BAE R Je T, A AR R L IR ) O LR 3 B e o Tu Tz,

3)PT OIEENENREIZ, A HAMICKDAZ Ty NMEL AR & T AV T MEIETRRHZEN
oL ST,

PLEDZEND MC P — 5 TR 72 e BE & e 5 1 o SOV SR O iR 7013, IR PA i

Lo TR L7/ PE DT IR 2 SO L7 TR BB iR 2 7R 3~H 0 THY | Bh i) s s iy oD i B
Fif e JE 5 1 LR R M D BRRE 2R FA 9~ D FEAR L LTI I TE D AT REME AV RIR S LTz,
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6

G

6—1. MC B2 —1EIC LA 0 71 F 0I5 B RE O S

MC P —ik% AW A B RERE I B 3~ D08 Cld, 28 MRS L2 it BT i A5 ) %6 4
O b B OIEEZ MC £ —1ETEHRIL , 15072 B /1B E ORI A B AH BRI AR
MRV D ZERHESILTND, LLZRAH, MC ¥ —ik%& 2581, Dordevié et al.
(2011; 2014a) DA THY | FEERA)T —Z B +53 TIER W, FRATFEZ TR I, TERD R D)
RO FNI RS TR LT, AERERM S L TOZ S MEITMERS I TUVRYY,

ZZTANIZETIE, OMC o —EOFHIMEIC RIE S IENR iR L UL DR B
DOWTHHAEL, MC B —{EICL DB O TR AR E D FHMIE D Z Y PRI OV TR
%, QI BAHT 3 L OV BEE /A O ZAIZ KRB R RO R A2 S &M T Tolg
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Force vs MC VMO
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Fig.40. Relationships between relative force and relative F ;- of VMO, and between relative force
and relative iEMG of VMO.

VMO: Vastus medialis oblique. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degrees, H90: Hip joint angle 90 degrees, K30: Knee
Jjoint angle 30 degrees, K60: Knee joint angle 60 degrees, *: p<0.001.

The gray area indicates the prediction interval of regression equation between relative torque and relative
iEMG in all subjects.
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Fig.41. Relationships between relative force and relative F ;- of VL, and between relative force
and relative EMG of VL.
VL: Vastus lateralis. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degrees, H90: Hip joint angle 90 degrees, K30: Knee joint angle

30 degrees, K60: Knee joint angle 60 degrees, *: p<0.001.

The gray area indicates the prediction interval of regression equation between relative torque and relative
iEMG in all subjects.
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Fig.42. Relationships between relative force and relative F,;- of RE, and between relative force
and relative EMG of RF.
RF: Rectus femoris. HO: Hip joint angle 0 degrees, H90: Hip joint angle 90 degrees, K30: Knee joint angle
30 degrees, K60: Knee joint angle 60 degrees, *: p<0.001.
The gray area indicates the prediction interval of regression equation between relative torque and relative
iEMG in all subjects.
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Fig.43. Force, MC and EMG waveforms for a typical subject.
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Fig.44. Relationship between normalized patellar
signal and knee angle (average of all subjects).
(Pordevié S. et al. 2014b.)
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As an application of function and condition
check for muscle-tendon.

MC sensor method.

Estimation

Assessment of mechanical muscle activity in any
conditions and all site. MC signal reflects generated
muscle force.

Assessment of mechanical activity on patellar tendon.

* Distribution of agonist muscle forces.

* Role of each muscle in simultaneous contraction
of agonist and antagonist muscles.

* Transmission of muscle-tendon force.
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Fig.45. Evaluation of MC sensor method, and Application of evaluating muscle and tendon using MC sensor method.
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