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S R AT LA 5 B TR AR, SRR e Ep sy | T A
Bt ASCHA — ML S FE B CEHE TRR BRI BGH FROGGHSEMG | s
BAR I B, AR B S B (7 SEMG 2 S WM B A AT, | msidon

R F 4 B H A R LA B nMUs & FR $479047, EREHAMEEA EMG i | sibtin

SMARTH R AL, T oA X A I % & 3 A FRs 2L T nMUs 5 sEMG 3F & # &K
AR K IR E, LK nMUs 5 sSEMG JF & MK FHAEXERE. £ R 1T, nMUs,
FRs % nMUs 5 FRs . [6] # 2% B 2% b # 4 %f SEMG #] 3E & 3 0 3F 2 4 AP 7= 4 %9 nMUs
7275 SEMG s . ELMATFZEAERMA KRR, BE3 M FRs AT, M&H A
J7 8938 i, nMUs 3 i, SEMG # T & i fn & . A8 5 A R ] T L3ty T3 E &
Xt sEMG &t 5 A MACT e, B R T LR HERBHNAA nMUs
Ao FRs At A2 MMy X R, REH 2 R LA & 2 6k A7 69 77 A FofBB4E 1 69
R EA T E X

—AM& B HAY (motor unit, MUY — N a B34
L EHEERINA LA R, —A MU Z58 h PUR
SR IBEIE TG . WA R4 J iz sh &,
M MU KL, shEH 7 (action potential, AC)#INIZZ]
PR TCER BN, PREIERENLA B IX SRR Ay i 3l 4
B AC iz ah 2t ERifLJn, MU By 2 e sC

BL LA 4R AC SRBOE. HZeE A MU 214
(VAR AR = A 1 H AT A AT R A A8 Bl B e sl A AL
(motor unit action potential, MUAP)®!. MUAPs 4L
R K T WL 5 (electromyography, EMG)'™,

6 LME MBS, R IR AS 5 (surface EMG,
SEMG) ¥ i 5. b 5 1 22 33 {F, 30 ABA vy J9 08 2 93 A1 1)

HICHEIL: Zhao Y, Li D X. A simulation study on the relation between muscle motor unit numbers and the non-Gaussianity/non-linearity levels of surface
electromyography. Sci China Life Sci, 2012, 55: 958-967, doi: 10.1007/s11427-012-4400-1
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fe 5Bl Rifn, I JUERIBFTEoR, SEMG HAT dE sl
FIARZNE B PERO b 4531 (higher order statistics,
HOS) /& — Bl 5 v, et 8 ik s B 0 S fH
ARSI AR AE S h R R E 2 AR, FHA
IE4if5 5 MA R &Y. HOS HARUTAE KA T4
SEMG i 5 aEm e RIE L vE®. I HOS K,
Bilodeau % NP 1 ik — 3k Wl(biceps brachii, BB) 5
BERRNLZE 9 E TSRS B aats o, B EFt
VLRI W i S FR LA ERARC 2 5 23 0l AT 20% 8K H 3
K4 (maximum voluntary contraction, MVC), 40%MVC,
60%MVC J 80%MVC, BEANBERWARFFLE 3 5. FHE
TN AR ILNEE 5 s N 0%MVC FREEH]
JIE AL 100%MVC H 1k Bilodeau %5 Ak, BB
LR SEMG {55 I8 EE AR 3 o0 Ak = i v A, B
HIt AR, sSEMG {5 5 TIES o, it —
ANZEY MVC F54L 5 s (1505, Nazarpour 25 APHIEW],
BB ] sSEMG 15 ‘5l &0 A/t 25%MVC LUR I AR
w0 2. Kaplanis 25 AN BYE ] —ANZE 9 MVC R4
5's SRR EIARIL, AL 10%, 30%, 50%F1 100%MVC,
3K #] 70%MVC I BB ¥ SEMG #-T i i 43
A, SRITILIS BB (1 SEMG 1K P4 K. Naik
Kumar!'" "' T & % i L (flexor digitorum superficialis,
FDS)i% 2 4 52 56, 20%, 50%, 80%MVC %54 7~8
s. ATIFE i, BEFE WL K340, FDS 1) sSEMG #&
T, [, 78 30%MVC LU R LI KT, FDS
1) sEMG thB] & T S oA, fefg il 2 phadob
AT KIS, Husssain A1 MamunSiF B 45 [ B AL
(right rectus femoris, RRF)[f] sSEMG 15 5 & it T =
Wi, X — g R EEN R KA T RS,
1M RRF ] sSEMG 15 ‘5 I Ze PR RS 50 45 A 15 o S Ass 56 45
A EHBIEA &, A2 P84T Th & T AR 2k
I3 A

FIRZHWITIN A, sEMG 15 5% 112K 11
B, S T A, ARYE SEMG 1A B E
AlAn, R R & gl ik R MUs 1 5 SCH
(number of active MUs, nMUs)F & Jil & (firing rates,
FRs) AL = A Jy 5. BEAE WL 88, nMUs
FRs oK 389 int, — 2 s 6wk o7 L4920 it i 7
SEMG (¥ 43 415 1] 6 52 nMUs (2010 B0 Rk, $2 4
—ME 5 SEMG 5 5 [ Ak m W R AR e K S5 LA
) nMUs il FRs F 26, SCERERIR, % sSEMG 1ok
e TR /AR Ze Pk I T 2 OSBRI (AT R 2

AR RS BT ST TT REAE BUAS [H] 1Y) SEMG 7 A 5 4,
RAFRA R 45 A AR 2 52560 I 2R 0] BE A SO Bl 2=
5E, U sSEMG Wl R A2 FE A (K b . S0 RE 5 2%
A s it LA RSE, WLk, 52 S4B L
SEM T = AR A8 AN Sy BR ARSI TR &,
it FERE SEMG HEm it R P K1 I e bl
i, T —/ sEMG FUFBR 2 50 Hik ke 1E
PRAT SR A R IR A5 B R R R AN ) FROIRES
N sEMG 15 S AEmHi/AE L K- S5 LA nMUSs K &R
IR 5T,

ASCH AR SEMG 155 (10 3F i i itk Al 2k vk
JKF-55 LA nMUs Fil FRs A7 76 A 5C6 R B . W
—NETHENNRELS T RERFTET SEMG 2L
2240 ELRBE R AR T 3 B FRs RS R 119 BB UL nMUs.
HOS HARKE: T iZA A = £ 1) SEMG {55 il i iy
PERAE LR K. AWFR BT BB LA M
10%~100%MVC 10 M5 115 KW 4T KT, BEA5E
WFrs: 5 s, AWK N sSEMG 155 AE sl 5 R4k
PEZKSEBE A LA nMUSs A1 FRs 2028 11 % 2R A8 4k (1) 5
AT 56 3 L B AR SCHRE. AR SCIR I &5 S 0 BRI B 2%
Ak PR L7 P Ak R RRE AR TR AT P 1 AR 4 i
CEAREES-9'8

| QR RS

L1 = SKALRE 5 sEMG {55

(1) BB MIAFEE5 K. BB A& N AARECH A AL
Kz —. BB [f] SEMG RS 5 WL A4 5 15 R0 I OG5
PRAS 2 BT LA SR 8RN DG TG Bl M JE A% L, BB
MFR A ARFR MR . i ESCAT%, Y2 sEMG dE
e AR K SE IR A BB AR UM AL
T LA, 2EEC BB A B 4%, LU AT LUK
A SCI AR AE T 25 5 N I S e 2 AT LR
BB 1l R oy — AN A AR 314 BB RH 22
SR 55 45 1) SR (R AR PER Y. O TR BB SEMG
{55 M SRR, 20 T f# BB MINLIN S50 5540
BB LRSS F W&l 1 T, BB 1 SRR R N\ 2540
W2 1. BB WLIAI R JE X 35k P9 #1752 SEMG iR i i XL
W F AR I A 2, WU AR R R 20 mm.

(2) DM BHPERAL L. LA 5 B A 4y
B S B AT ) N A v T R )
S, AT DU I W 2R 2 2% 1% (power spectrum, PS)
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Yt

zi
l: Xt
o iL L5
D |
BREH
ITE
BE 3K

B1 fiXE sEMG $EK BB 414

®1 BBHEHSH

ZH Hufi
B J ANl i J2 I g 1 4 mm
Y E AR 56 um, SD=10, range=+3 mm
MU ™ £F 4 800
LA E AN 45~55 mm
INa R XA 20 fibres/mm>
MU R~ 12 mm

70 mm, Mean=0, SD=1,
range=+2 mm
Mean=0, range=+3 mm

JULPA €T A )
L YR LA
2T 4 L 2

range=+6 mm

L4 fir el rangex1 MU 4%
MU fi 16 range+1 LA 42

738 sSEMG {5 5 42 Jai e 5. 28 R AR BB, W]
DAMERf bR MU (R 2 U0 Ao 8
A B OB 40 M0 N B AF A7 (intracellular
action potential, IAP){>l sSEMG #R [\ P) A £i. TAP
(1 R 2 AR Ay Y
e,(z) =768z%¢ —90, (1)

Hrr, e h€F4E 1AP, z A4S (& 1), A7
mm, i AP MU 545,

(3) gL AbshVE AL 3. A0 A S AR A
(extracellular action potential, EAP){E WM %2 1 [2o,y0] 7T
DA Fd Sy

B Oe(z) 1 = 0%e(z)
VE(zo,yO)—K[J.SI dS+deSth =

0z ;
L, [ 0@ L
r dz f 5, 0(z) r as. @
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Horp, y Az BEes (& 1), B2 mm, S, RS, 73950
2R o P g ) A EREARTI AR, - USSR I 0 dS
Z IR EE Y

rz\/(zo—z)z—i-az /O'yyg, 3)
o, o, Moy, 73 5 Al 1) RiAR a) 3 L 2.

Jail L) 5 K" s e i — 2
d’e(z) rd’c, 9e(z)

o 4 o
Hrr, o AN T A,

4) WL 415 5 4 % ) . Nandedkar 5
Stalberg?" 4 Y, L A £F 4E 4% 5 3 & (muscle fibre
conduction velocity, MFCV)5 £f-4 [ 12 4H K

v =22+0.05(d—25), (5)
b v AR T, A7 mis.

(5) MU ZFEMT R A N BUINA E] MU 5545
i, MU 583545, MU A 4 45 72 1) 55 A28l (recruit-
ment threshold excitation, RTE) i 35504 A1

I (x)=K" “

In(RR) _

RTE()=e“" =¢ " , (6)

Hrh, o AT EEE RS, RR I SR H{E
(PG, ASC RR BE e 58 MU SE86 ], RI7E 5
KL 70% 5 A 5 edse i — A MU [ 52 8ER)

(6) MU R E. MU [FIIE(E K JCF (peaking
firing rate, PFR)15 H 5548 il it S LM,

RTE()

RTE(120)°
JLrh, PFROD)A S — /MR ST 45 & PFR; PFRD
N ANEEE R IT PFR Sl — LR T
PFR MHI®E % ; RTEGNE @ A~ MU M55,
RTE(120)/2& & i — M54 MU (IS E R, N
OBk B SR M, MU B CE 8 Hz 8t/ FR. 7E
PiEHAT 3 Fh FRs Seus g ™ FR1, ik sh 5
FR ¢ 2 (14} 2 Bl A S48 IR (W38 0o 384 n; FR2, ¥
JihBREN S FR KRR e o T A I MUSs
HOAHIA], {HE PFR #0805 MUSs 187757 @ PEAR G,
FR3, #ih35 FR Q&R MR E ART I
MUs #5AH A, {H MU (1) PER #% % 5& 0 e bb T H S 45

(7) W05 ERETL . ULy Bl ) st O 48 B 7R
5 SR, HAR L2

In(RF).

F(i)=e""=e " (8)
b, FOMNIU); p iR B e i =4 RF

PFR(i) = PFR(1)- PFRD- i=2:120,
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WL BAEIE L, gvoe b 100, B R 4i
£15 10 NELE: 10%, 20%, 30%, 40%, 50%, 60%, 70%,
80%, 90%F1 100%MVC.

b, — N LA Bl AR ERE I R R
5 SEMG B 258 k. 1% sSEMG 45T 120 4>
MUAPs [FARECRI. 3 2 5% T sSEMG B[ S 401E.

#£2 {5E sEMG 551 MUAP 28{H

e HE
PR IES 1024 Hz
INAE & i aL] 5s
K MU SEHED 120
FR 3 g FR1, FR2, FR3
LA (g I KB 70%
MFCV 3.19 m/s
e/ FRM 8 Hz
i £ 32 (o) 0.5 m/s
el A 2% (o) 0.1 m/s
A 1L T (o) 1.01 m/s

12 R SR

T XU HOS 4 HTRT, SEMG 17 2015 5
X BRI 5y i — BB A BRI, Sk T HERR v i
e it AT R (045 (L SEMIG B R B
T 145 5 50 USRS A3 AT B 5 S = B 2 B 4
(1 1 S5 4

B(f,. f,) =E[(X(f)X(F)X (fy=fi+ )], (9
Heer, X(0 htF ] ) () 057 A8 B BL- 1080
W f BB (=1, 2, 3), 4 kitko=ks, frxfo=fs I,
Ut IRl e MR8 AR S R AR R AR S IR, K,
o e 1 B

o T 5 AN BT B R (0 AR R O, A
— LA T A 5 N
E[(X(f)X (F)X (i £ )]
JP(TP(f)P(f,  f))
b, P(H DA PS.

FR U, T LA 8 e A MR e 1 5

S, = D B (i 1) (11)

o, S, HE B N — B R R,
(probability of a false alarm, Pfa)fT 5% E i itk
MR SRR IS S 58 B X — e

Boorm (Ti5 T2) = (10)

KUk Py 2 75 g w B, SATE I EE DU A 4r 2 R FI Y
PEAG Y07 25 R B4Rt 25 (dR)IEAT e MR 5, 24
dR/R'>2 AR 2 MR 9 e 52

1.3 ISR s 43 A

IS IRFN S 2 T AN BER S0 SEMG {5 5 1 3F i i
HARLMKF, Wi Bk sEMG 155 ARR(E .
SR, IX W RIAL G 7756 AN L 7K R 1) SEMG
A Al AT A RN ] FE PP PR RE . A8 AT
b, B B34 77 AR (root mean square, RMS)fE 55
sl b (%) P 1% (median frequency, MDF)f& 45 H] LA
IR (7 5 BB 75 2B RMS B SN

N
RMS = /inf, (12)
Nj:l ’

JAIE 5 W IR PR
MDF i 512 55 56 i30T o ek ot 5,

nea 1 pr2
[T =2 Py, (13)
0 2J0
;E';I:nymedjg MDFs‘fs j‘j%ﬁi)ﬁ%-

2 gk

21 SsEMG fiE4H$

76 3l FRs IR N, BB M 10%~100% MVC 7=/
[14i 5 sEMG W nfER 2 H. A5 (L& MVC %5
1 sEMG W&AE, Bl prRAH—161 sSEMG. 7& 3
il FRs IRZ& T, sEMG IE{EFEE MVC 5544 ¥ 144 inifi
3K

2.2 AT AR B 2 R

3 BIRT 3 M FRs RRETF, mitharie g f
Sy F1 Pfa [I{H, DLRCERPERTIGSE R SOqE. B 3 rsk
i 7R, nMUs B3 MVC 2520 (88 s 3. it
WP FR $E0E R, WLA Y nMUs XV [#) 10 4> MVC 25
2% nMUs Jy 65, 84, 96, 104, 110, 115, 120, 120, 120 1
120. & 3 e nrsn, 24 Pra $iffi<5%, A
73 Pfa Bl >5%IF 00 136 3). 281 dR/R B <2.
B4 dRIR'>2 (WA S HIER 4 . 76 3 Bl FRs
IR T, BidE MVC SE4088 5, nMUs 3900, S, 45 S0

929



B IUAIZE) TR 5 sEMG AF s /AR M K1 6 &R K475 BRI 9T

sEMG (mV)

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

fial(s) fiE)(s) fiE)(s)
& 2 3 7F FRs ##8 T BB 7£ 10%~100% MVC [FI{iE sEMG
nMUs nMUs
65 84 96 104 110 120 120 120 120 120 65 84 96 104 110 120 120 120 120 120
A A S — B 350 ' 350
1.0} -=-FR1(Pfa) —s—FR2(Pfa) - *- FR3(Pfa) ,——41.0
300 - = -FR1(S,) —=— FR2(S)) - &~ FR3(S,) {300
. f
L ~ J
08 I > / 08 {250
I
\
06 / \ ,/ {106 1200
4
= ' \ /
& 04 : / ' Y 04 1150
! r [ ] 1 .
/N A o7
' ‘( K ' ! {100
02} / i \ 102
BVANAN Y
K/ \s '4/ 150
0 & 8 0
L L " . . . . L 0 . L . " L . " . '.3
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100
MVC (%) MVC (%)
nMUs
65 B84 96 104 110 120 120 120 120 120
C 35 T T T T T T T T 35
30t - = -FRI(S) —=—FR2(S) - * FR3(S) {3.0
12,5
12.0
115
1.0
05
[ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 _0
10 20 30 40 60 70 80 90 100
MVC (%)

930

B3 3 F FRs KBS T RIEETHERMEHAR SR
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K3 BHHERKTEE 1K PfaE

FR 5% MVC Pfa {if
R 90% 0.99
100% 1.00
50% 0.86
60% 0.76
FR3
90% 0.91
100% 1.00
x4 &KERRKTRT 2K dR/RE
FR 5% MVC dR/R'H
10% 3.01
FRI1
50% 2.38
10% 2.19
FR2
30% 2.10
(ERSTE N

2.3 ZHFRTESMEER

Z M Z 77 225 MT(multivariate analysis of covariance,
MANOVA)H % nMUs 5 FRs %} sEMG 15 5 JE &
Wr SR MEACT IR, R 5 BoR, RV nMUs 5
FRs 7£ P=0.000 7K V- X} SEMG [¥] S, 1 S, 40 5 i) {2
nMUs 5 FRs Z [W[{58 AN XS SEMG 1) S, FI S, 4L
gm0 w2, B ZEMNAKES58 P=0.003,
P=0.000. i MANOVA o] LIfFEITn N 4 455 4
nMUs H[F I, SEMG 155 S, Fl S, 45 5L 72 5 3 Fif
FRs [f122 5512, 24 FR MR, sEMG {55 S, f
SR ZE R 10 NMEL nMUSs 12 7 51
nMs Fl FRs Z [HAFEAE HRUN, A8 H RN X sSEMG
5T SRS R 22 e AR T A AV nMs
5 FR J nMs 5 FRs 28 B 24N AL [F g RE S, S8 57
N 97.1%, AN nMs 5 FR & nMs & FRs 28 H.
BRI R e S AR SR 99.3% (3R 3).

24 TIUHMERT SR

TG SRMER S T R 3 Bl FRs RS R nMUs 5
Sy AR B VIR, LA K& nMUs 55 S/ M 5<% IR .
61, IR KREE R nMUs 5 S, 1A,
nMUs 5 S [P 0 ARG, BBAk, S, 5 SiZ [a4F
FEIEAKR KR, {E FR2 I, nMUs 5 S, 1A G ME R 5L
+or B, r Bl m, r=—0.83(P<0.01). /£ FR1 I
FR2 R N MR R AR K R B Gt 45 R AR B 3
(P<0.05). #R1fi, 7& FR3 F, nMUs 45 S, % S, 5 SiA 5%

P 2R B S 2 PE R (R 6).

£S5 35 FRs 5KIGH MANOVA 4R

IR A df F P

. S, Y 20 14.90 0.000

6 E A TR s
BIERE s 20 60.40 0.000
s 6 25.14 0.000

MUs T3 ¢
nMUs 3 S, 6 104.10 0.000
s 2 3232 0.000

FRs F: 2% y
s RN S, 2 7229 0.000
nMUs !5 FRs S, 12 7.41 0.003
AT H. 3N S, 12 40.47 0.000

a) H E &R E=0.971( 1 ¥ A] ¥ & #=0.906); b) H & F £
=0.993( I E R H=0.976). df : HHE; F: FREKN F{HE; P &
LR, AR sSEMG I SR LR S,
S, AZZEA nMUs Hl FRs

# 6 3 7Fh FRs SRS T TR KRR ISR ¥

S nMUs FRI1(S,) FR2(S,) FR3(S,)
nMUs 1

FRI(S,) -0.74" 1

FR2(S,) -0.79" 1

FR3(S,) -0.73" 1

FRI1(S)) -0.69" 0.96"

FR2(S)) -0.83" 0.93”

FR3(S:) -0.40 0.49

a) *: significant(P<0.05); **: significant(P<0.01)

2.5 WSS A A 5 SR

3 Bl FRs JRZS R, 1/ EL sEMG [ RMS 1 MDF 4
RERTEE 6 . BN A nMUs 131, RMS &
Wit m. s 10%3 N E] 100%MVC, 35 Hx
AR EA =SS B 6B WoR, B
F WL nMUs 13900, MDE &4 R SR 5, 12
A 1) R A AS 3.

3 i
AWFFLH H B ERE sSEMG {55 i i Ak
LA S LA nMUs K& FRs ARG R I RBE
LAPEIRRIT 08 i 530 UE W], sEMG {5 5 1Ak s R
LMEACTBAE LD SRR AR AR, LR WA BE
LI sSEMG i 5 [ AR = 7 5 AR PEACT BEULIA
nMUs 5 FRs 2240 AU REHE, At H S8 50 0 50T R B,
A5 FHT S5 60 5 AR R I I TR U A 2 S ) A 7 2 A
P Bk, ASCREA T — AN e O OB R AR R AR
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nMUs

65 84 96 104 110 120 120 120 120 120
A 800 800
700} N 700
//k\ \
600} FZR\ / A Jooo
Ay, N
500} / \/ \ 500
a S '
(2]
)
= 400 . 400
300} ‘ 300
200t 4200
1004 1100
oLt FR1(RMS)—=—FR2(RMS}-« -FR3(RMS)
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 80 100

MVC (%)

nMUs
65 84 96 104 110 120 120 120 120 120
B 120 120
110} -+ FR1(MDF)-a—FR2(MDF}-e -FR3(MDF}11g
100 100
i
& 90t < . S 490
E 4
Yol -
80} \ ke 180
70 {70
eOL_ . . ... . . . 60
10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

MVC (%)

B4 3% FR KM FRIRRSHSE R
A: AT RMS {8 B: AUE 43 4 i) MDF £50{E

Wiz . R I T7E 3 7 FRs IRA& T sSEMG
Jmi K5 nMUs, Bl sEMG &K 5
nMUs 2[RI R. ZAFIT L R0t LR A 7 T A
—EAEM: (1) Rk e AT fh 2 L IR 455 A A
(UL AL 335 20 66 7 10 2 BPE 55 A ThT R PP A% (1) HEE
0 B S DR Atk A B A (1) Ml T 4 o). ARE TR Ay L v
A DA 2 BRI St S e S B HE I0N SEMG AR
S, WA, AT IS, % B AL T
B UL A () 2R B PR A 3, e A T IR I A T
(nMUSs)FH [ (FR)(5 B K sSEMG {5 5. 1/ 2L sEMG {5
S AE F AR KT T HOS K%, MANOVA
I JOAH S MEAS K FH 14 52 nMUs 5 sSEMG = 177K
7. nMUs 5 sEMG FEZ: 14 /K1 ) sSEMG FE =1 iK1
AR AT R, AW 3 AN E 2L

156, K3 MARAR R, {E 3 Bl FRs SRBE (1)
nMUs Fifi 5 1L (38 i 2 A AH R i 3 ka3, k-1
# 34 FRs 15, BB [ SEMG 15 5 7£ 70%MVC I+ ik
F4 MUs 58, A 3(6) 1] 41, nMUSs & 517K
UL E S BI{E RR 5%, 15 MU ) FRs R 7
Jok. A, FRs SRBE AN DG nMUS A2 7= A2 52 .
1M MU PS5 EEE HI e o S 5248, It s —
MU # 70%MVC I 4 S24E.

Fowk, Wl 3 FoR, S AU SHEUERE A UL R
nMUs [FJ38 01 235 N B, S, i RO SG 77 HAh 5
AR % 758 56 19 D )

2 (ﬁf_ﬁ)z
=7, o
Horp, fo KBRS IREL, fo 2 FIRIREL S, BN

(14)

932

W] fo R £, 2 TR 22 St s . ZEARSCH, f 4R 1A
SEMG 155 B XA, fo A2 3R 1 ey T 8 o A
LL#R 3 /> FRs IRAS N1 10%~100% MVC XA S,
v WL, B UL 36K, nMUs 380K, S, £ 2
WD, EAT R G 45 RN T 3 M FR SEES T, BEE
WL 5 nMUs 3850, sSEMG {55 3 80 T w2k 4
fi. TCWAEMER FR KM R, sSEMG 5 57/ T 40%
MVC A ey 370 28 o A7 k2%

SEMG 155 £l RAI R 2 kA0 5. 4248
R, RS T A 22(A), Bl 2 AnbtipLs &
B THAE HEM—A e OS5 R WU
(RS- A —EE A3 . B 3C B 3 R FRs F, HLH
HiOKHT, nMUs 39K, {H dR ${HA /). SEMG 2R PEAG 5
7R 1E 3 B FRs 5% K, sSEMG 15 5 5% /1581 nMUSs
AR T A, SFFT FRs RS, 4
WL KT 60%MVC I5F, SEMG 155 26k Ja v B 2.

* 3 BoR, £ FR1 WL KFAE 90%F1 100%
MVC WANTELL Pla i, LAMKAE FR3 AL 7KF4E
50%, 60%, 90%F1 100% MVC 4 N2 [¢] Pfa {5 #5452
I 1. {EIXEE MVC 620 &, #:%% sEMG HR{E &
P AR . R 4 Wor, 7E FRURES L KSR
10%F1 50% MVC W52 (1) dR/REL A, LA AE FR2
RE FILSKFAE 10%F 30% MVC #5455 2411
dR/IRBUEHAR KT 2. fEIXEEMVCEEL K, B:32 SEMG
WEE A 2 e A IR 5. HeAh, 3 F14 7R, {EFR2
RS T MVC 500 MY 1 Pla B A /N T 5%, 1
FR3 AR F AT MVC S5 W) dR/RBUE#S N T
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2. T N AL GG 3l AR e PR A A b, DL
AN[E] MUs RS BRI 28 T6 1) FR 20 Al A0, A SEI6 HE KT
3/~ FRs RN, sEMG [ it Ak vk K P A7 AF 22
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