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Figure 1-1. Ascending tracts from proprioceptors from muscle, tendon, joint
and cutaneous receptors in lower leg and descending command
from supraspinal centers

Figure 1-2. Hypothetical model of resistance training induced
neuroplasticity

Figure 1-3. Outline of the thesis

Table 1-1. Summary of studies examining the effect of strength training on

H-reflex and V-wave size

Table 1-2. Summary of studies examining the effect of NMES training on H-

reflex and V-wave size

(B 2%F)
Figure 2-1. Stimulating (A), recording (B), analyzing recruitment profile of
Hoffmann reflex (C) and volitional wave (D) in soleus
Figure 2-2. Eliciting passive H-reflex (A), superimposed H-reflex (B) and V-

wave (C)

(B 3%)

Figure 3-1. Tilting table for postural change from supine to standing

Figure 3-2. Experimental setup for weight bearing using lead weight jackets
and trousers

Figure 3-3. Means and standard deviations of peak to peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size under tilt condition (A; N = 8)
and 50% of body weight loading condition (B; N = 8)

Table 3-1 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex
normalized by maximal motor response in static tilt condition

Table 3-2 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex
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Figure 4-1.

Figure 4-2.

Figure 4-3.

normalized by maximal motor response in weight loading

condition

Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size during supine and standing
position under head-out water immersion (N = 11)

Evoked electromyography (EMG) and recruitment profiles of
soleus H-reflex and M response in pre immersion condition (A),
navel level immersion condition (B) and neck level immersion
condition (C)

Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size during supine and standing

position N =11)

Figure 4-4 Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of

Figure 4-5.

soleus H-reflex and small M size under head-out water
immersion conditions (N = 11)

Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size without and with weight
bearing equivalent to buoyancy under head-out water immersion

conditions (N = 10)

Table 4-1 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response in head-out water

immersion condition

Table 4-2 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response in graded water

immersion condition

Table 4-3 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response in static tilt condition

Table 4-4 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex
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Figure 5-1.
Figure 5-2.
Figure 5-3.

Figure 5-4.

Figure 5-5.

Figure 5-6.

Figure 5-7.

normalized by maximal motor response in neck level immersion

condition

Experimental flow (RT+NMES vs. RT)

Experimental setup

Typical traces of passive H-reflex and maximal M wave before
and after 10 days training period

Typical traces of superimposed H-reflex (Hsup), volitional (V)
wave, plantar torque and raw EMG recordings during maximal
effort before and after 10 days training period

Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus passive H-reflex and small M size before and after 2-week
neuromuscular electrical stimulation superimposed resistance
training group (RT+NMES; N = 7) and RT group (N = 7)

Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size during maximal voluntary
isometric contraction before and after 2-week neuromuscular
electrical stimulation superimposed resistance training group
(RT+NMES; N = 7) and RT group (N =7)

Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus V-wave before and after 2-week neuromuscular electrical

stimulation superimposed resistance training group (RT+NMES;

N =7) and RT group N =7)

Table 5-1. Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response before and after
resistance training (RT) with and without neuromuscular

electrical stimulation (NMES)

Table 5-2. Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

during maximal effort (Hsup) normalized by maximal motor



response before and after resistance training (RT) with and
without neuromuscular electrical stimulation (NMES)

Table 5-3. Peak to peak amplitude of volitional (V) wave normalized by
maximal motor response before and after resistance training
(RT) with and without neuromuscular electrical stimulation

(NMES)

(6 &)

Figure 6-1. Summary of results in the thesis: cross sectional data

Figure 6-2. Summary of results in the thesis: RCT

Figure 6-3. Summary of intervention studies

Figure 6-4. Changes in passive H-reflex circuitry before and after tibial
nerve NMES superimposed training

Figure 6-5. Changes in superimposed H-reflex circuitry before and after
tibial nerve NMES superimposed training

Figure 6-6. Changes in V-wave circuitry before and after tibial nerve NMES

superimposed training
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FLIE i
LORE VA ML—Z U JRBOMICIE, BORESERICETT L THZER
NELD, COMBREGIEIERLUNMNOREEHIRS L UVEHESAEOHE
EUMEMTEIEITRY. BAMNEMNT S, EJABIEILZEZOREOS
1T. BEFOREFEGCEREBRECEETH AN, EFAFEFHHREDOHEL
M4 CBEEL. ZOBERTASATEEL, EFEF [LCREUR FL—
STk AMEBEIS E M LT, BRHESFIBICESEFREAAZE ~
ESAMEBMBEORBEEICEEERIZT] CE&EREE L,

1.1 AR
1.1.1 b == 72 X AW

VORZ AN =2 ZIC K o TR, AEIEAF RS L O &
OB A DM, B OBEMNE LU EZENE L 519, hL—=" 7
FEUIENC IV TR, 26 OREBESZ AT LT M8 5, Zo4H%
BT & U CITEE T 5 0 AT ), EER O BB M, EEHHEAL O3
KEIE OYEINLARREANG O 2 L0 EERE D O A MEINT 5 Z & 3H
BANT ST 257,

k L— = 7 I OFRRE IS O SR RV BRI S L OYE M DR S LD
AR % (Central ervous system, CNS) ToHh 5, ES)HNIGENENT 06
(Motor unit action potential recording) . A5%E[X (Electromyography,
EMG) . &85 (Spinal reflex) . fRIAZEHBSAIHE (Transcranial
magnetic stimulation, TMS) & X % iE&#FHEHENL (Motor evoked potentials,
MEPs) . HBERIERILSE# (Functional magnetic resonance imaging,
fMRI) 2% (Electroencephalography, EEG) Z fW7-ffF5Ci2 kv | thikdd
IR ZFET 2MANGELNTVD L OO, ZORAER, HA-CHEMR IS
DOV TEF I AFA STV Rns),
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MN—= U 7 BFREEISORM E LT, FHOEE RO BB 2 s

% Hoffmann reflex (H ) m KEEEIERICTER S D U MEE 3 EN

(Volitional wave, V&) OIEZEOFMIC L DV RFISNTE 2, 72& 23, b
L—= JOFERATE TV EREMLZ09, FXXFT 0 M EFESTFEhs & H
REPFEEI SN D00, £, REIFAF L2 L2 Z o —ilBWTITH R
S AMEPEAYIZ I S D AR REENR T2V I H N2 BRI e
SNDHW, ZHASIIRET LHEEFKEC LS 2MHINE L LTEREIN DTN,
TR LM OBEES BNHEE S 2R OER 7 - fIEIC K 2B HIGEE LT
BEINTWD, Lzd-> T, BEMWROTEMEIITIZL < OBRPBES LT
DHDOEBEZ LN TNDHIY,

T AFITEAGO -2 THY, HREPEZGIIFRINLIFDO —2>Th
B0, HIE R & L L CESEE S OFEPBERIN N E | EEEN S
D Ta FERDIERRMED O DB PR ENISID, LIAZ R F == FIl L
D& T A VIEREMT 591820, kL —= 1 FHI# CHEINER O H AT
{Rif@18.20, 25,203 2 23 FEUUMERF O H RATIZITREZ RIZT I 2L STt

18-22, 24, 25, 27-29)0
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1.1.2  BFHEMHERIC & D HREE ORR

N L—= U ZNS R DRI A A NS A T OIER AR B AR, e
., RRERERISRNY (Transcranial magnetic stimulation, TMS) . AXi&RE
BRI L O 2 W IR TR FRE R S W ST E 729, KR
PECBE9 D ARl 3 A B 2 s FEIE & L72AFZE £\, H RETIHEAE
HNEG LA EHENTHDLN, BRLHFETHEONICERITEEIZER L2
TIUTTR 722030, E 2R ARFIOE R R (supramaximal) 58E ORI T
FEIND VL, H &R CERFCBZE SN, H RS ORMER 3 23D,

BRI RIETT RERED L —= 721 R1E Sale et al. (1983)
Aagaard et al. (2002) . Scaglioni et al. (2002) . Maffiuletti et al.

g&\_l\

(2003) . Lagerquist et al. (2006) . Gondin et al. (2006) . Del Balso &
Cafarelli (2007) . Beck et al. (2007) . Holtermann et al. (2007) .
Duclay et al. (2008) . Schubert et al. (2008) . Fimland et al. (2009a) .
Fimland et al. (2009b) . Ekblom (2010) . Jessop et al. (2013) ®#K LA
b 5918293233 “ N 6D HH TEEREFREN (motor evoked potential,
MEP) % &b¥ CTHgtL T\ 28F%81% Beck et al. (2007) & Schubert et al.

(2008) D 2 SDHFTEDHTIH 728, 1[EID h L—=2 FHIE TORMIEE
ITX Lagerquist et al. (2012) 349 % Jessop et al. (2013) 3INH_E L TV D,

Table 1-1 12 H iA3 LV & FEFH IR & L 7-AFFE9 18,19, 21, 25, 33:35) %
BRI LTz, PL—= THRERE ML LT ¥ MMEELEGKER

(randomized controlled trial, RCT) (X 2 T&H-7-19.20, KL —= 7 Hi{E
ITRERA 5 192025830 Tl L, —7 LA XN 241839 oo |
UZ7T 4 TR U Th o7z, BRI RIEIUHE DS 5 719,21, 25, 33,34 &)
BIINHEDS S T dr »7-9.18.35) | L—=1 VHIEIIREN 21.2 B THY . &
HR 2@ THoTz, Fl—=0 7 FE I L DHWEFENESS 3 ML LT3
B9 5 Z L7 519.3639  JTJI & OBFFE3 2 R < BFFEIZ 38V TIITERE 2RI &
ST L THRREINCOW TR T 52 2 &I TE RN EZ2 o5,
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Table 1-1. Summary of studies examining the effect of strength training on

H-reflex and V-wave size

Author Training Type Position, Training Voluntary contraction Result

Design contraction type schedule intensity, sets

Sale (1983) 9 Weight lifting, bilateral Dynamic mean 5-6setsupto 1RM Isometric, T 50% V wave

nonRCT 21.2 weeks  2sets10 MVC (pooled across muscles)

Aagaard (2002) 18 Calf raise, bilateral Sitting, dynamic 14 weeks 3-10 RM multiple exercises, " 55% V wave

nonRCT 38sessions  4-5setseach N 19% Hsup@90%MVC
<> Hatrest

DelBalso (2007) 19 Plantar flexion, unilateralSitting, isometric 4 weeks 10MVCs, 6sets 1 54% V wave

RCT (right) 12 sessions <> Hatrest

Holtermann (2007) 25 Plantar flexion, unilateral Sitting, isometric 3 weeks 10 MVCs, 5 sets N Hsup@20, 60%MVC

non RCT (dominant) 9sessions <> Hatrest

Ekblom (2010) 21 Plantarflexion, bilateral Standing, isometric 5weeks 5RM, 5-6 sets M 77% V wave

RCT 15 sessions <> Hsup
<> Hatrest

Plantar flexion, unilateral Sitting, isometric 1session 20% MVC, 1 set M Hsup@5%MVC

Lagerquist (2012) 34
non RCT

Jessop (2013) 33)
non RCT

Egawa (2013) 3%
RCT

(right)

Dorsiflexion, bilateral  Sitting, isotonic

Plantarflexion, bilateral Sitting, isotonic
Dorsiflexion, bilateral Supine, isometric

Plantarflexion, bilateral Supine, isometric

Calf raise, unilateral
(dominant)

Standing, dynamic

(40 minutes)

1session
(19 minutes)

1session
(22 minutes)
1session
(26 minutes)
1session
(26 minutes)
2 weeks

10 sessions

50 MVCs, 5 sets

50 MVCs, 5 sets

20 MVCs, 5 sets

20 MVCs, 5 sets

15 MVCs, 4 sets

J{ reciprocalinhibition

J{ reciprocalinhibition
{ presynapticinhibition

RCT: randomized controlled trial
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1.1.3  EEMRO AT RIETEARE AN OZE

B OEBREIL E T A B X CRIRE A OIAE LD, ZRHOfHOR S
WEIT DL E BT, THRVABORNDEIOCRBEOMEN LT D, AT
%2 CIIfRhHE (Muscle spindle) . =L PJE2SE (Golgi tendon organ) B X
NTROMEESZAS (Joint receptors) 75 DORLMERGE AT % BEA R AT

(Proprioceptive inputs) & #7539, ZILEDIEFRILTEET DOELFER

(Deep sense) . HEFRMEOAMERE (Sense of touch, Sense of pressure) (2

HELRITL., RREEOROMERME (Foot afferents) 21V HFREIT(ZES
3 (Figure 1-1) .

TR ATNIFHAEHED S O Ta B KO TMRHE, BERE 25O Ib ik, EfxE
F D ORODHERMEIZ LV FRNE= 2 —r idmZESND & & bic, BT

(Ascending tracts) @ U CEB LM OKTTRICEESNDS, B MIBW
TIEMfE D FEREA~ O E©D, BRI XU~ OEE R E1D,
RIEE DR ERERET S 49 L W o TR ANPHRETHE S, H O HFER)
WCEBT 2D EZZ LR TNDH0, TRO KL —=0 7280 T, fEEIE
ENIE S AL D 2 & CHEA BT AT DSEE R~ OB MEAG 72 fl IRV & 7p 5 & &
BT, BFH LIS HRET A2, LR o T, #h - BE - BIEID D OBEA R
ATNIHR rTEME D AP TR Z AT 5 b D ELEMIT BTV 55,

FEER) F L—= 7Tk, EBEIED S TATT 2 0O EE R A L 0 EE)
MRENHET D, HREHERINY (neuromuscular electrical stimulation,
NMES) (2 L% b b—=2 7 TEHH 53R~ OB LIRS LY FHIHE 2
FETDLE LB, ROEDOEAREENE L 55659, EAMRIEED#R & R
OMERHEDEN R OERDB R D720, MRS A VW2 2 & CEBEhR
EROMERAE A RIFHC B ST 5 Z LN TE 239,
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Sensory cortex
Motor cortex

cerebrum
Cerebellum
Thalamus
Ascending inputs
Descending command Sensory Spinal cord

Spinal cord neurons

Knee joint

V

o ) neurons
Tibialis anterior
Soleus Deep sense

INdNEN NN JNER NI Sense Of tOuCh

Tendon
Ankle joint

Sense of pressure

Figure 1-1. Ascending tracts from proprioceptors from muscle, tendon, joint
and cutaneous receptors in lower leg and descending command from

supraspinal centers
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Table 1-2 |2 H ¥ 3 LNV 2 EZAMIERE & L7z NMES #f 7024, 27, 34, 35,
60AZR L7z, RCT (X3 H243439THY, W1 1RO v g A%
DEMEIRE LRI LTIFE Th o 7239, M L—= VIEFERM A REE L L7t
Foix 3 4242730 NMES P RABFT LI RIZ 2 CTh - 723439, & 5
A FERIBEIC K D BAFZEIS 3 424,27, 60 IS & iR RIS L D FFRIE 2 Tdb o 7234
35)O

NMES (Z & 2 # I I ZRRRIBI G 2 0B TH Y . FEEIGE &1
Py, ZEHB D mOER BN OB Y — 08 870, £, FEER ML —
= 7L L CNMES b L—= 2 3 EREOEB B A BB T %28,
FEFDELLT VR AN & 5 34,5659, 61,62 & T A i | LK BIE T 57 M D)
HACHEREIND, Lo, BEEMIMEE NMES #0fH LI L —=
TIXFRIE S DVE U2 WEIE T, BERRIE AL, H 5V NMES 8o b v
—= TR0 S EOMREEBTE D TREMEDH D,
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Table 1-2. Summary of studies examining the effect of NMES training on H-

reflex and V-wave size

Author Trainingtype Pulse duration, Duty cycle Position, Training Voluntary
Design frequency, (%) contraction schedule contraction
intensity type, sets intensity
Maffiuletti (2003) 27 Soleus, bilateralNMES- 4005, 75H; 4sec on Sitting, 4weeks N.A.
nonRCT vs control (30-90 mA) 20sec off isometric, 16 sessions
(17%) 45reps
Gondin (2006) 241 Soleus, bilateralNMES- 400 115, 75 Hz 6.25sec on  Supine, 5 weeks N.A.
RCT vs control (mean 74 mA) 20sec off isometric, 15 sessions
(24%) 40reps
Jubeau (2006) &) Soleus, gnilateral NMES- 400 s, 75 Hz 6.25sec on Supine, 4 weeks N.A.
nonRCT (undominant) (21- 120 mA) 20sec off isometric, 16 sessions
(24%) 40reps
Lagerquist (2012) 3¢ Soleus, unilateral(right) A N.A. Sitting, 1session 20%MVC
RCT vs control isometric (40 minutes)
tnNMES (right) 1ms, 100 Hz 5sec on Sitting, 1session 2-3%MVC
vs control 5secoff isometric, (40 minutes)
(50%) 5sec
Soleus, unilateral (right) 1 s 100 Hz 5sec on Sitting, 1session 22-23%MVC
+tnNMES 5secoff isometric, (40 minutes) (superimposed)
vs control (50%) 5sec
Egawa (2013) 39) Soleus, unilateral 400 ps, 75Hz 150 secon Standing, 2 weeks 100%MVC
RCT (dominant) + tnNMES (7.7-14.7 mA) 0secoff dynamic, 10 sessions (superimposed)
vssoleus, unilateral (100%) 5sec, 4sets

(dominant)

RCT:randomized controlled trial
NMES-:independent neuromuscular electrical stimulation

tnNMES: neuromuscular electrical stimulation of tibial nerve trunk

N.A. notapplicable
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Hortobagyi & Maffiuletti |Z 1 3V A % L R |k L—= 1 JZLE S #iE rT M £

FMCED, BEEM R L —=2 7L NMES L —= 7 O B EHFEOZH
W ORI Z R TWNWAH), ZOETIIILD &, EEMBIE L —=
7 CIIEH R L EEANSH I L, RGOS 3 R8IET S
(Figure 1-2 @ Voluntary contraction) . = OFF, FEEMIFHIGEIZE - TH
RBED S OROEANDBER LI EZESND, —FH. NMES hL—=7
TIHEBHFIR O R WVIREE THR & 5 VWIIH~O BRI LY FHANHNET 2,

FeE R (tibial nerve) XLIEEHRR & BERR ORI ET HIEEME T
b, EEMHERO NMES (tnNMES) (HEZ#E R O FE - LY HlE S 2,
o, RREHRE. FRIC Ta RODPERGE O FLFELZ L 0 B LT 7 AT
BEMA L APMRESND ERRFIS, B LIS S 204 7L ZADRE
SNnb, LEDB-T, MEH ML —=07 LB L TtnNMES FL—=27
T Ia BMER RO BERRFEANDEHERZ TITT 228 L. B (L
(Z AT T 2 BN EFHFROBMEEZRE L WO b0 LEZ LD (Figure
1-2 ® NMES) . JfThIZE CTIIREERIGHE & NMES % Hig L 720F 8003 & A
ETHY . MRV O BEARET & NMES (26 5 B AR 0 @\ iR o
BEMICRIZTTEERREEL TWDLHIZ, ZhbDANFOFEEMSNL L CH
LANTT D Z LT TERY (Table 1-2)

FL—=0 7 L OMRESOERZ A LI 5 BT, NMES 12 L2 3E4
PRI AR SNZEARTE AL & BEEIIUHRICHEWAERR I RS TAET
HEBFEERANEMSI L CRHMET 2 2 EBMETH D, £OTDIZITEERIR
fi X NMES ##ffi L/~ hL—=17% (Figure 1-2 ® NMES+ Voluntary
contraction) & . FEERINME L —= 7 ZHET A Z & T, NMES 125
BEAEREADOZENRA SN TE D,

FEER) L —= 271 NMES 26142 &, Ta#fEDIEIZ LY HREFE
NI EmEDLRFIC, KETHKOEEICL ) THEEENEIZEED Z
ERHERIEN D, NMES b L—=1 7 Ozh R30I bR A TEes <0 T B E 5
BRIV THREI SN TEY . v T ABHE ST TR/ 2B 2 5 RITRR
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HITVAHY, @72 b L—= 2 72 KD SRR RGBT, BB 2
ETL2ZEBHRFSNDN, LYVARFZ VAL —o 0 ZIC R DFRRR AN - %
DERNZHS W T OHE [T 72 < 63,6560 HORmWIFIET F 1 N L HURI

FFELEL & STV 569,
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Relax Voluntary contraction NMES NMES
+ Voluntary contraction

Tibial
Nerve NMES

Skin

Soleus

Plantar strength

Figure 1-2. Hypothetical model of resistance training induced

neuroplasticity (adapted from Hortobagyi & Maffiuletti, 2011 6D)
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1.2 ARFm LD B HY

BRLOBE [LPAZ VAL —= 0 ZIC X D REREIE S MSL LT, #
RGBS BARREASITE b 7 A ESHRO ATREICEELE K
FT] ARBRERIET 222 TH D, ZORMEBIET D722, RO 3HD1E
ERFHARE LT,

1.2.1  [EAEREAILE T A FHERRi o B 2 INHl+ 25 72> 2

EEVRR LS LTV D T 7 RARIRLIC I, #h. BB, PEESZ AR D DR
RANBRET 5, ZHbORFEANTEIRR L T 7 2EE LT 5l
PESEMIRICIRITT 2, Lei-> T, TG, ks LOREI=AR D OEA R
TANTE b T A hEs i O B2 M6 5 ] R A2RTE L,

3 EICEWT, EENRMETOEARKEAT 2 RERAVNCIE R PTRE/R (AL
BB I UCEBWEKMORELZME Lz, B4 EIBWT, £FNEKETOM
ARFE AT 2 ERANHEI FTRER B T KRR OB mTT L7z,

1.2.2 hL—=2 7@ T A FR@E st o BEME MK S D 5 2
BEHWIO ML —= Z7ERICL Y b e T A FEDROEEMEDERT D,
FARER L LT AU —REAOEFOLE T AH HIGHImsl s s, L
L. 2089 RAREICICIITEREEICOZEBRAL TS EEZ HND,
FIT, M—= U THHAOMREIS A U DEL A 52T D 72012,
[LVoRZ AN == ZHIHINCE N T A AEEMR O BE M A INH 4
2] AR E LT,

5 BB\, BREES &IN U TS 2 5l 2 72012 2 B0 Z
A DGR A i Lo, MEREIC O ERED D WVITERE LML TAE LT TN D
WEWET D7D HRKEH & VIEEREFIZRGT Lz,

1.2.3 FL—=27FH#HOE T AHEREISCEAFREATIDEEST 2
b T AT IR iR Sy MO EB A TR AN D, FL—= )
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ST X TOEBEN BB T2 2 LIRS TH D, HEIURERICEIE TX 2
W EBIEOIET AL b 5 inER S — LRk~ AR A 5 2 572912 NMES 72358
A& 2, NMES (ZFFAEEZANCHIGEL AL, 5. B IUBEEZERD
DOEFFEEAN D EEHRIEEIND, LB -> T, [NMES (Z££ 5 B4 %
RANPUVIPAZ A== PO b 7 A FHIER RO T IZR
B 5] R ARE LT,

HBH5ETNMES 2 L7 LY AX VR b b—= 2 T OB RO A]
MM RE LT,

AEBASEIFCB W TEAERR AN Z ERAIRIEL2HBAICE 7 A6 H K
BBl S, P L—= 2 ZBRE 2 EB%IZE T A H IINO B BB IE R
L—= U JHIOMREIS DA HFRETEL TWD ZENELEIND, I LICHEER
BOULAE & bhlz U CREE AU NMES Z#0ff+ 2 Z & T H R PET iR,
NMES (29 B ARRANDERESOER THH Z ENEILEN S (Figure
1-3) .
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1.1 BHZE/NE

F1E # 12 KHXDEM

i

v

= 2.2 MEHFEST
\ A4
FIE BEFEREDOEAIZ FAE BEEFEREDRSEIC
XY DB HIFD LB X9 HIBEENHIZDILE
3.1 #8 32 A% 33 HE 41 ¥E 42 HiEx 43 #HRE

v

F5E EAERREEMSMLEZN —Z=29 M 5.1 #E

. e NI 52 Ak
EHHBEOREMICRIZTTEE 53 $EE
\ 4
6.1 ERREANTETHEOHELZRE TS
A 6.2 FEEMEIG LIRS L TEHRBERNELS
FHOE 6.3 EEREANLES@EOTELIZFZETD
o S SEa 6.4 RARDERLIRA
SR 65 SHDEZ
6.6 #EiE

Figure 1-3. Outline of the thesis
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1.3 =N

RETIHE M L—= 2 ZIE D R EEIC BT 2 TR 2 B L, 2R
EEAREO b L—= 0 Z BRI 3O TITTEREERIE S & I ST U TS
DAELLD, ZORBRH EHMANA NS TR & F, B, B
BLOEBEZERD D OROHEANPEIFROMEEZFE L TNDH I L,
LIOAR AN = TR AR 2 5 2 H 72 Tla 0 ZoF)
EERICHE Y AR ANDERATBMOER 25 2 SIZFB L, [Rh—
=Y BEAEEANLE b e T A ESR ORI E A RITT]
I 2 B H L7z,
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F2E IR

AETEEARECORUZRET 2-OICAN-SZRHERDOAEEZRRL
fzo ARROETEFTMEE FEHEEMEE LV Ia OF TG ZRRT S
EETH D Hoffmann (H) k& Z. H RANOEEICMATERE~NTITIS
ZIDMEH DR T H B volitional (V) REEZNENAL, MEEIENEL
PERZRHFT A -OICEFHMESL KU la RIDERHE A~ OIEH BRI

(neuromuscular electrical stimulation, NMES) #FHU f-,

2.1 H 4, ViEoE NIk

H K& O & A2 FiEmICBIT 5 Hugon (1973) OREbenx, £AREBER(E
FOFREN N ES LEBETHLEATRZRLONEZN, 2 HLAE
FAETCHRHEPMER, HOVEMH Sz s &, REMFTO HRE DK
ESEBRTLHILEEZBERLTWDHY, TOBRDOZEIZEWT, &5 EREM
R 2 H R OIREDR, B2 2REMEIZ LV FHR L HREAEIRIEIZ XY
BRI SILD Z ENALNCEINTZBT0, ZBHI1xdh D FEOHREBRFNT D L
T, FHETAIOR BRI BT 2 HRFORE S 2H 2 2B E U TEER
RS TH D,

AREURREGRE LM SRS E ™, ERRFH O R X7, 500 HEZHNE 2
30 EEARENT, KRBT FE M OBEETDE X UEERES 9L o
T E AR R T A= REE SN TWD, ZNLOMRIZESE | FBRIZ
BTER e B % RT3, 7 A% ERIICHIET 2 720 0 FEmOSHER ST
N2 80-83)

F—= o I L DRI 2 R RN 572023, hL—= 7 F
H. B, Hf. MEZR LY ORAEDREICOVTEROIIR2HEETHZ LN
S5, FIRERES LU EROMBEN R H55&M (Figure 2-1A) <
FLERG N 7 B &AF (Figure 2-1B) C© H 4 L UONEE S (motor
response) OHEXHMEZHET A Z LIXTEARV, £, ZNDLOEEN—ET
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HHME DL, RIEGRECRT 5B EME 7 2 v b LIzEI B it
(recruitment curve) ZfEFRT 52 RO HN 567, LinL, HiBOR—ME
T RREBIARIE T 2D O T — 2 RN ETH N b haxRe Lz
BEVIIRFEM O ERZ BT, Mo AT AHIEOBEGRTT — & FHH S
% (Figure 2-1C) , F7z, HFAREEIFENRD b D VIEOBEHIZIX
(Figure 2-1D) | mRKFEITHO ERAF, BUIIHE R RRFERED L
BL72 58, Lo CHRUNIHIET VA 2 5HE L8, HESE Sh 2R
BIEFNEC L0 RS, eskif, o REeBEYICRET 5 Z L PEET
i % 86:89),
t 7 A fHRNOEHENFIL, AR LR BE b ORI E CHERRIHT
T 5 L Ta RKOLMERMEITEZ 1 VUL ARER~ EITL, BT 7 2L/ E
LTV D EERICIEBIEA N MEES L, & T A B SRSTAYZIUET 5, iE
EhREME ORI RRIE T2 & HRF LD BEWERTE 7 AFHBIHET 2
(Figure 2-1BN® smallM) , S SICHERELED D & Z OBV TO
FHE N7 2 h—& 720 | JRKEERIE (maximal motor response, Figure 2-
1B @ Mmax) 2645, BREZEPN TH Ta #RAEERRIZENHIMES T FERRRE Y
F T AREE L. laBHEOBL 3R (primary afferent depolarization, PAD)
RRZ ST 7 AREAZMGIT 5 Ta > 7 2/#E) . 2O la > 7 2T
XFRRAEEOIGBIKAE LIMNE LT, FRE RO O O TITMEAIC LV B RO
BEM AT 0B L B2 5TV 59, L7zn > T H NRIE Ta #4
EEEMRR O T A RESR A R DFHMAERE L L THW LR TY 580,
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b=
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g ¢
0 | .
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stimulus intensity
(x motor threshold)

Figure 2-1. Stimulating (A), recording (B), analyzing recruitment profile of

Hoffmann reflex (C) and volitional wave (D) in soleus
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2.1.1  RREC5E

ABFFECTIIEDE L7 ERRRIE Fic e Flvy, UT O TR L7, R
EALIRE R @EA—VEBRDM) OBEEITT 4 AR —Y TR EER
B (I —t P —®, BRS-50-K., 19 mm x 16 mm . Ambu. Ballerup.
Denmark) % @EMRHIFERE 24 mm THIRAEITIZNR - TR L7z, REBEMLIT A
/NORIBERE CRHINMEDN AR TE DEMARRE L., B HOMmER L 47
A TE=Z LT, BFEHREA~OLRENRONR2NT L 2R L TIREL

), BRRNEDOT —F 7 7 7 NERT 5712012, RIEER & FLEEMMIZ 7 =

NOT — R EMmEEE L7 (Figure 2-1A) . HEXOEHSESAKIZ
TENDGS., ERFHEOLEOITNC, LEAIE X (psychological set) |
LV ARBEREENEREZT 22 LML TS0, EROEESKEY
(GRET DRI £ D RREICELE T 5720, A% R 72 W FRIRKEREE 2 fv 7=
TRHIE 2 Efi L7,

BAMEEEE (SEN-3301, BHACLE, R, BA) &7 YL —F— (8S
104d, AARRE, Ft, BAR) #HVTERE UL X (R 1 ms, S
0.1~0.3 Hz) % E&EitE— F TRz, SREITIRRRIE T2 6 K KES)
RS (Mmax) Z#FF34 2 HE O 100~200% & 72 % # i Rl

(supramaximal stimulation) #iRE L7z (Figure 2-1B) . Z O#iH D H
FREZ 10 05 20 AT v FICpEl L, BEDIHWIAN LA AT » 7 Tl —FHE
WXV 3206 5EFER L., HEERE (motor threshold, MT) THE#E( L7z
RS (2% LT, Mmax T L7 H KB IO M EEREZ 72y b

Z L TCHEHMR (recruitment curve) Z{ERk L7- (Figure 2-1C) , Z DF)
B4 15 25 72D OFTERHIL 2~5 2 Th o7z,

TR L D REIS L UMBAIR R ZFE 9 5 7201, EZEE (motor
threshold) @} L% 1.05 (FICHY T 2HE (1.06xMT, H3&E, HF4&E) |
HDHE Mmax @ 5725 10% (BB 5 %) © Mg (small M-wave) Z {5
BRI RS 22 V7269, EBR T RREEMR S K URLak BB DN E N T K
N, FLMON RHDZVEY =V D AT =T 2RV CTERE EE L7289,
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ZMOIRINERE Ny 7 75D 2 KR EMG X/ A XLrL L A% 0
0.03mVmsec L FT&H 25 Z & 28 L7~ (Figure 2-2A) . &HRBITHIEEB X
UM EEEZREAICE LN 2R L, 72 M RISOE) B s
FUMTCE LN E2ERNICHE LT,

% 5 = TIIFEILHER O H )&, MVIC B> H )4t (H-reflex superimposed,
Hsup) 6 K ONE OEES)H ) OFHEFERE & LAV Volitional wave (V
#) X, Gondin et al. (2006) OFIAIZ L VEH L7229, FREES RMEIUHE

(maximal voluntary isometric contraction, MVIC) FFIZS B R IZ R ]IEH
ROt (Mmax) #5532 HIRGRE O 150%LL 1 & 72 2 BRKH % 5 2 7,
Biodex System3 (Biodex Medical Systems, Inc., Shirley, NY, USA) % Hw»
TRBEEHSERMER M2 27 40— RNy 7 L, B&RENZLD M7 EFR
7T Rl H A 17T Hsup (Figure 2-2B) & ViEAZ1L 2105 ER|
LT,

H RTINS £ D 2@ L, MVIC FED & F A fh H R T EES R
KRBE L RIFCOFMBEEHRZRMT 20T, M—=J8EL R —#RE
(BT HERES AT 5 ETHEATH S (Figure 2-2B)

BT AR VIEOEMEFEIL, BEMR~OBRIARC XL EEEhRE 17
T5A VA (Figure 2-2C N a) & REHHIN 2 TiTT 514 /LA

(Figure 2-2C N® ¢) 73f&22 (collide) T 5, ZHNHDA 173 L ZADFEENH
KI5 L Ta D & OBEMEA ) P EZR I ES L, BEMISENEL
% (Figure 2-2CHNMD b) ., L7=2v-> T VIiRRIEIX H RE QKM Z T, 1a
RRAMED> & DBEENE AN X D BEIEVE S ERHE 2 R 28 D EBZ LTV DY

31)
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ive H-reflex (A), superimposed H-reflex (B) and V-

Figure 2-2. Eliciting pass

wave (C)
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2.1.2  FEEkTiE

ARFFETILADE L 7ZAR B R BE Ficxe v, UTORETR&E L, (RAL
EHFES (F3H) BLUHETKRER (B 4%) CTIIRME(RER (NT-
612, HALE, H. BAR) 2MWOEREBHICREMREN 2EH L7z, &
L—=U 7 ER (b HE) TIET 4 ARV TR IE(LIREMR (m2—n T
A >®, 70010-K. 20 mm X 15 mm. Ambu., Ballerup. Denmark) % i\ 7=,

b 7 A HIZIIHEE RS AR L UOSMUER DO LR D 505 Tem BELOE &

A FE O FHEIZ EABEIRRE 5 cm CTRAAT L7z, BIFEE A7 & I3 IE A fE] PR
3 cm TEMA AT L7z, BEIEFHNMIE L OBEERSMA HIXE L En o migic
BRREERE 3 cm CEMEE B L7,

FUERERNLIIM IS U CHIE L, =& ) — L KO BAE, ER L7, RIEAT
FRF] (A% B 27— YZ-0019. BHAOEHE, R, BA) 2 HAv-CHEMmME
TIA 10kQ LT &7 2 & HMERE L T b RIEZ B L7,

ART 7 (AB-621G. FFEE 0.03 #b. BAOLHE., B, HA) THIEL.
BHEFHE L=, FR38EREY /L% (HUM CUT) ZHWTRiR (50
Hz) F&5r %W L7,

2.1.3 ik

RAIZEHTERR (38 3 &) B LU T KEFER (54 5) T 12bitAD £
#= (DATAshuttle Express, 7 A7 v 7, THE, BA) ZHWTH L TY 7
JERE 2 kHz TAD B L, "T LR — MEREL7Z PC IR L2, ZDfE
FIRERFCT — 2 La—& (PC208A, Y =—) IZfRFL. T 7 74 UREITIC
Az, FL—=7%FE8 (5 5%F) TIE 16bitAD ZE#igs (DagScan/2005,
Measurement Computing, Norton. MA., USA) #HW\TH o7 U 7 FH
4 5 kHz TRIBRIZFE L7,

AD B U727 — ZIXERRM AN ) T—& LT PCIZEY AL, Hx
B3 L UM O peak-to-peak TRIBEF L O b U A —fi1 100 ms D EFHEX
* EWEREOBTEL AT A TRHAIL, Bl E & biZERENREL
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7=, DATAshuttle Express (2137 A7 7 #8] Workbench PC for Windows
LB 7177 A, DagScan/2005 (21X DASYLab®10.0 (Measurement
Computing, Norton, MA, USA) T L7=7 —Z ks L ONETRANT 7 0 7
7 bWz,

H &5, ViEd LU small M EOIRIGIE, [l -4 TEHAI S vz ik M
B (Mmax) O#RNE TR L7z, SBREIC X 0 #H% Lz small M # D IRiIE

M H A X) ORE S ERBEHEBEA~ORIFIRE OHEIFE L L7210, X TOHER
FIZOWTHHE (V) BLAUOMEOEBIL, S&FEMTEELLRZNWI %
A TA U TER LT, TN TOREIZBW T, LEFICHER T O mihiEE)
BLUBEHBEROEEAA L 74 TERLT, EREMGE2 —FITHR -2,

2.1.4 #WE
REEREFESR) 22 (International Society of Electrophysiology and
Kinesiology) D WA NJ A 80 ZHEHL U CHIER ORIE FiEZ TR Lz,

2.2 HRHEIHIM

5 BECIIPREIS O BER Z BETT 57012, BREEAN L ERAICEM
T o LR EIANE A AV 7 (Table 1-2) 24273460, HEREFHEX ORIE &
FREOFIEIC LY WiEEER (019-401400, B 9 mm, EMRMEEEE 3 cm,
Nicolet, Middleton, WI, USA) # f\CHEE CHEEITICHR - CREAZ B
F. —UNORSE R A T L7239, e/ O RIEIRE CARINE 2 28 U 2 8L % R
E L. EMEFICERNTALRVMZEIARMEIED L P THEE Lz, BRI
& (SEN-3301., RASLE., Ril, BEK) BLUT A Y L—F— (88-104d,
HAJCE., m. BA) ZHV, FFsekri 400 ps OFEEE S/ 2 (75 Hz)
24,27, 60C » hERITH (150 F0[E]) M L7z (duty cycle = 100%) . HRIIHIRE
ITEFEE S S W S, BRI P L —= UV JEMEIMT A AR RBEZRE L
7256, | L—= ZENCBNE DMEEICRE L HEGRE 2 O R T A2 3
1T o7z, b L —=2 7 OETICAE DY, AIFORBEE & R%, L0 &m0y
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BRI & 72D KO WHERIE LT, 1 HB ORMIREOHFEIL 7.7 mA 75 12.6
mA THY, 10 HEIX7.9mA 725 14.7TmA TH V| I LT HHIFRE
N E L7z,

BRI~V X ESICHEILL, BEMEBENOEN, R RKEEIHRIT.
NL—= 7 EHfiks L O NMES #i#ic & 5 20 o ar), HEMaR s &K
NRE 72D X HTRE Lo, HRINB XNV EDFEFE S LU NMES ORI+
NEIXEATHIZED 7 2 b 23— L 2B E (I LTI AR L, A HBERFRE
EEHEARIEEE S (RRET 230 %) BLIOUGEGEAEENGREEZR
2 (55 2006-4-1 5) OERE=ZIT TEM L7, %EFIIHRKAFREE (clinical
trial registry) (2L V. F—L2—T ETARE L (UMIN000006735)

23  ERN
AE TIIMRBEISOFMFEE L L THW:. H B IOV IEORIE FiEE
IR L, PRI Z MRRET 2 72D OWFET A NZDWNWTEBE LTz, EHil
PRI 2N U 2 E R A HETd 2 72 O O T A3 5 B SR
(neuromuscular electrical stimulation, NMES) ®J5iE% 30k L7-,

ol
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FITE  [EAREEIRIC T DINE (S HRE L O EER E IR

AETHE . BELUVEHZERNOOBEAREANRIE 5 AFHES
MREOHEEEZIHT 2] RERERIAT 270, FEMNEFHICEVTEARE
ANEEBABRETRGANERS IVEEFERHGHZRALV -, MEAGIN S
EMMAMAMUERT 2 EELZEBREAFPOE S A fH H R EFH Sk, &
AERMAROEEFEETHESEFREANLLERL T, COMFEMELE
BE~NOFEFRMAIEANNNbLS ZETEYMMFEI ST,

3.1  fEE

EENHEAAEIIRR. AERER L OREREN DDA A, LB L,
o ClmEsh a2 45, ZOEEFSO 3 B — 1 3TETE TR~ Rk
(ARSI, BMERREIT DD T 4 — RNy 7HE L LTIERT 5, L
Toid o THESFEEE L L0 IKEFT 7201203, 25 0RE AT
LB H O ANHHBEROBHRPAENTH 2.,

b ~OEE /11T Hoffmann (H) A OFIEIC LV IFRRIVIZFMTE 5,
H R 3% I@IE (final common pathway) & L COFERERTAME (o EE)
Za—ny) ORBUHEOEEL LTHAWLRTE 15679, o EE=a—m1
LT AMICHES T D ERREER S O Ta SRAOPERRHE & O > 7 2 ETHIH] (Ta
T ARG BAERE LB E RN L OREEZIT VWD 2 ENE b
CREBWTHLHLNNISNZZ &5 76929  H FHIT MEMES == —1
DOEEM L L {2 Ta v 7 ARG OKEZ KT HIEEEL LTHAVWLIT

U\ % 83,90, 97)

v R OEEIHE HIZRIFTREASICHOWTIE, R, BIERE B L O MR

! RE (X Egawa K, Kitabatake Y, Oida Y. Weight bearing-induced modulation of the soleus H-reflex
in humans: Effect of static tilt and additional weight load during upright standing. Jpn J Phys
Fitness Sports Med 55: 29-32, 2006. = U CARKEH THD (FEIFEEORFE LB TI) .
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TATEROZBIZOWTHIIE SN T E Tz, BLRAT LR L CRlERS LR
WREATOFELP ST DO ERTTILNER SN, 20T
TITEREE (pitch axis) ZEMUIDOIMI~EEBRIEHZ LT, BbIZ
HA~OBRIREREEN I~ ORISR 2 I E DB S 5998108, Z DET
VORRUNIEDIEE S ABNRIET TORMBERRE AN % EBRAIZHRIEATRETH
D, LLeRE, ZOFETFTVICKDETHREOMERIT—EL Tuigno, =
DEAFTIIRIBERREATIOR R DT, BEAEHEREHORTHEICG CloME
PR fE, BE. BAEIR X ORERE AN NET B,

SEENVRRI I TEBNRE 2 & OMERNH F1. FRhsED D O Ta FE, 1T BERRHED 8L
EBMEISRHA L TCWDIENS, FRESEHICBW A NTE= 2 —a U EE L
T2, ZONIE=2—r VEREREN L OMIERECH, B, B ARR
26 OEFEEEPURT 559, & T AfhIE la 0 S O T T R EG PR E
LTV 572, B BN 10 B ORI N EREEMIZIE Sh T 5
EEZLND, T T MENCHES EARBRREADNIEILRFOE 7 Af H FE
FRAZINRIMRICAER 32 ) IRE A LTz, ARUFIE TIZANEAML D & B LA~ DAL
EREAEIIBWCEES = 2 — o L OBMEROIETH S H K2 IE 5
o, BEYVAL TEERMBLIUMRET S Z & CHRFMEBEEZITImE T 50%
et 562 xS LT,

3.2 A

RISV X EEICHER L, A R R PREEPHATGREZERE 2O
A KRES 230 &) =0 -ERFIACERL, ABAaZAEEFmE
ZESOERBREZITTIEM LTz, #EFIE L OSBRI E D 2\ JEH 5
M7 N (R 22.6 (7.7) k. &R 1719 (2.8) cm. A& 61.9 (6.8) kg) .
ZME1 AN (29 %%, 161.0cm. 55.0kg) ([ZHEAMIZERBE R, FEEZHHPOETA
Y7 —hFarts M aERTELZ, ERFUHOERICLDET 2 R/NRE
T oo, JIEILEMERSEE, EREMESREFOIRIT 572,
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3.2.1 (R HLGIF

RATERI » R ECRAT & FIEIC L CBRIR CITREMT 2 R EF L7 (Figure 3-
1) . EREEAEITEERIC LD EYE O BRI Ls CHRRM) o WIZH
R84 85 Rl S, BRI % 3R LRI CENIML A REE L, 2RI
AEITEEE 0 EICREF Lz (WESMF) o INENAZ & LT~ (RO R HRE
BORBERET D201, BEIMLEEFLCHD 35U ERR L= %ICEST
PR ORIEZ B L7299, $R AN ZMER T 57 die T — 7 E3EF LT,
BEEEORFEILS PRETHY, TXTOREFEIX 20 ZLAICK T LZ, Z0
M, HEREZA LT TE=F L, I AGBIONEEGOY SfIEEIN
A XL TR SN & 28 LTz,
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Figure 3-1. Tilting table for postural change from supine to standing
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3.2.2 EEMWELRMN

A 7RO 1 2kg DEHBOELINAEFRE/R 7 v M & 50 HRMEL |
SRANEROT ¥y FBLUEMTHLIT AN VIZENENRY 372 (7
+ LA ML KR . SMFOREICADE CHEELHE T L, E¥EHE T
E CTHEI B S THEA R 7 > MINAE LT, 2 kg Riom#iL, wolkodh
% 100g BT TIFED L TRHWEI09, ZoVx v L eV ITE. .l
fE. RERB L OVFREE CHIERIZEE L, TASIHOT — A EnEnEss L
(Figure 3-2) .

74 —A7L— (OR6-5-2000, AMTI ##) FCRALZEMRIZ L THIET
ENEBEREL, HEYY v X EANWCIOV Yy NS0k B~
FABIL, BMBEOKELRUMERSE Lz GRS . RICHEY ¥ v %
TR TIRE D 50%FE S DR AP IMEN D X OITRE L (WMESE)
WEIC L DT OEBERNAT 272010, SmEHETEN D 3 450 ERE#%IC
RIE2Be Lo, SHREEORIERICRMEELZRTE L. 10 SLRICHKE T L,
ZOR, HBEREA Y TALTE=S L, b T AMEXUORIEE B OERME

S A XYL TR SN2V & 2R LT,
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@

increasing
body weight

decreasing
body weight

Vg

Figure 3-2. Experimental setup for weight bearing using lead weight jackets

and trousers
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3.2.3 HRMHEX
BT AR LORIIRE O R-EIEEMR (NT-612, AAJLE) &M
BEARFIEERE 5 cm TIMREFE L7z, HIE7 7 (AB-621G. FFEH# 0.03 4,
HAOL®E) THEE, 7—F L a—& (PC208A, Y =—) (Jfdk L7z, o
B L OWNEEBALIZ T L 2 — L TR L, RIGATLEA] (A¥ a7 —, AR
JEEE) A AW TCEBHEEIIEZ 10kQ LTI Lz, ARRERICT 4 AR—H¥/LE
iz (BRS-150-E, 2 v>) ZQEF L, EEMRRZREAMICERHBL TE 7 A
s HENEZEHN Uz, S/hORMEERE CHRRNPFHEETE D Z L 2R
LT, RREERAL A E Lz, ERPICERBEIN 2L 9 ICEE LT,
BEXMEEE (SEN-3301. BAOEE) BLUT A YV L—F (8S-104J, H
AIE) HAWT, Bk 1ms OEBRERK VL A% 0.1 225 0.3 Hz O
BEFECHIY L7, B8 H R ORIME T X v kM S E
(supramaximal) F CHit S C, BIEMA (recruitment curve) Z{ERLL
770

3.2.4 T —ZGlEk - BIPALE

12bitAD #2258 (DATAshuttle Express. 745 v 7)) 12X ¥ 2kHz T AD
B LT2(E5% PCIIR/F LTz, BRAEESMT N A —& LTHIEBEIOM
BOEC—r ot —7 £ TORBELZA A4 TEHAIL. (TAT7 w7
Workbench PC for Windows) , F7-. EEBIIEEER%. NV T—0i
100msec [l OESME (Nv 27 757 REMG) 24274 o CTHERLE,

M %R (motor threshold) ® i X% 1.05 {5512 & 7= 2 s BRATIKTHE & AV
T, ZORMIZ XD Higdk KO M ERIEZ R UL TRl S vz iRk MK
(Mmax) OHRIE CERE U7z, BEBREIBIC LY 3% S M BRI (M
A R) DREZZREHBE~OFNEEREOIRE L Uiz, T TOFHEREIZOW
THEBLOMKOEEE LOEZAIERID R RUR T LN & 28
LTz,
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3.2.5  HEEHERAT

AR EHRE L OERMERGEZNENTHIEDOH D t REAIT-T-, *HEE
TRIZH T ARESEOLZE R L, SIEEDR - BEEFEDNFEOBRZHE
ElfZ X0 ET L7z, wat B3RS BRERZE) 7213 95%EHE KM (C.I:
TR ERR) CTitik Uiz, T TooiridmfliRE s LT, MaEmaEK3E
1T 5%& L7 (SPSS for Windows 21.0J)

3.3 s e
8.3.1 IRAIEBZMFDOHHR
TROEXIIRH ST, FARNTRIERET -ETho7z, M YA XTR
HEITHEENRO bz~ 7= (Table 3-1. Subject 1 1Z7% M) . H R
M IZNENMZ T 0.46 (0.11) ThH V., EALT0.37 (0.13) ICHEIZHEA LT
(t7= —3.62. P<0.01, Figure 3-3A) ,

3.3.2 HEMWMERMFOZR

HTrpEXIImE ST, EARNTEHESEII—FETH o772, M ¥ Xi3%k
HHITHEZENRO Lo 72 (Table 3-2, Subject 1 13 4&ctE) . H KHHE
TR ILxT RS T 0.36 (0.13) | 0% E T 0.34 (0.15) THhHH ., EL L7z
7= (t7= —1.73, P=0.13, Figure 3-3B) .
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Table 3-1 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response in static tilt condition

Supine position Standing position
subject Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex
0.04 0.30 0.04 0.27
0.10 0.53 0.10 0.44
0.06 0.57 0.06 0.49
0.08 0.50 0.08 0.50
0.03 0.59 0.03 0.39
0.05 0.39 0.05 0.29
0.04 0.32 0.04 0.14
0.07 0.50 0.07 0.46
mean 0.06 0.46 0.06 0.37

SD 0.02 0.11 0.02 0.13

0o N OO o b~ WODN -
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Table 3-2 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response in weight loading condition

Pre weight loading 50% weight loading
subject Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex
0.04 0.25 0.04 0.23
0.11 0.53 0.11 0.52
0.08 0.27 0.08 0.29
0.08 0.48 0.08 0.46
0.07 0.42 0.07 0.36
0.05 0.19 0.05 0.17
0.07 0.26 0.07 0.18
0.11 0.50 0.11 0.52
mean 0.08 0.36 0.08 0.34

SD 0.03 0.13 0.03 0.15

0o N o o b~ WODN -~
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Figure 3-3. Means and standard deviations of peak to peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size under tilt condition (A; N = 8) and 50% of
body weight loading condition (B; N = 8)
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3.3.3 R(IEHLNR L ERRENFROBESK

RAIZEHAZNRIL 0.79 (0.64;0.94) . EEMERITIL0.93 (0.83;1.03) TH
o, NIEBENRAEBLE L L-BERBAEDROEERREIZHRE B) |
0.85 (0.48;2.06) Th -7z,

3.4  BE

ABFENE TEINCHE D SRR ATNIESIRFO & 7 A H K EIEE L ik
CAERT 2] R C, FhES =2 —n OREMORETH S H KA
a7z, AMBEAT & e CESZALC H A IHl Sz, All & Sabbahi 13k
BEO20%DAM TIEH RAHIE LN Z & 2HE L TV 5105, RIS Tl
M H A AR —EOFM TERED 50%D AR LY H RE 6 L7z,
Nakazawa et al.|Z/@F#iH L OBEEI~OEEMEIZ LV H PR S
D e LT 540, AR T L W b ESIACI S OFEEi~OEE&FTE
MEMLTWD, Lo T, RIFEOFEROD72 L &b =T g ER M
~OWEOEANEE L TWEEEZBND, & L TRMERNT L 2 BHZh 5
O—ERIEEMENR THATE 52 L0 b, AIERT & BRRE5mOf =
(9 BRI L 2MHIR RIE, EARREMEID b RERDREFFOZ L
DRI S NI,

H 25T ORI T EOBVITRERICE R 282 KT, AL TIER—-0Z
MFE 30T 2 N L O EE A E SR TR CRHMI T E 2 AV TRE Lz,
RREEGNE JORREBEIC L ERE L2 HM 88582 v, 2ok
MR —ETHDZ LR LTZ, SBIZ, M VoA XIR—EDFRMMFTOTHRER S
BEIOM VA XE bl L7269, 2 FFEOREF 1 REFRLIAN T/ T L, =
HA L LEEHERHEBLIUOM A XORBIZZENENDOGRE TR LTI M
PORTIERL L7, Licid-> T, ARBFFEOSEMRITAE TR L OREs
EOBWEINL L THT L2208 TE D,

GABAA BITET D & T A ) Ta SRKOPEBHED > F 7" ZARTINHEITATENT & brigk
L CENAL TN 29, BEEAMEICH I BREREASL Ta o7 7 ZARTHIH]IZ
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FOETABHEEZME L, BEXEFALLZENIEILDEEZLND, —
7. FEENC X - T GABAB 3T ET 2 KB IR £ 5| & Z39%), ApFFET
Tk T AGER EMG IIBREN o722 5, GABAARNET ST
7 ARHNAENG K > THRM BB KOE&MESRG CH AP S hizbo L
Rl Sz, F7o, BIEBRHRPERMENR L EOMBEEZR LI LT,
BIRMERIEEA N B L OC2H OBEARBRI B 7 A H la #0277 Z/TEHE
B ) T—E722o TWDAREMENTRIE ST,

AFFITERET V& U TRMERET LV EEBMEET LEZFH L, B
CRES R, BE. BRI L ORI AN BT D L ENEBMRER T O T A
5 H 230 S 2 & 2B LT Lz, S iEmiiEcit, E0ER
R TINOOEAKRENET D, Lizdi-oT, ZNOOKENHETE LT
HBEICE T A H KN DMEBET 200 ERFT2 2 ENRELEELOND, &
7o, FRETIEREE O L EEARE & ER T LV AT 572013 AR &
INTEBOERET NV AHAT L 2 L0, AR & BRI A AV TR
RIS A EGDOEDL b ANEEZ DN D, HRGTFERH S OfFE
ELTHVWOLNDA, THITEBREHREOZMEMZ R L THWDHITTER,
Ia 277 A RN 9L B[RS OFHM DR, #REHERSRRENE (TMS) (2
KO BREHERBE OISR LI L0, FHEMCTELDREAS L EBH D
BIR A BERERIMITE 22 DR T 2 2 L RUETH D,
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3.5  ER

[EPE S ERETEAIN H N EREIZ SR AR+ 2] RGLA LT,
B O BEARRR AT Z2 EBAN ISR AT RE 72 FRR AR & U TIIEMZ 2 & BT
FL~DEMERISEF T T 7 A H RS OBMEISE 2 et Lz, MRV & bhig
L TEIMAL T H REFREAIE S, Z OMsilRERIT AR R 807 1 O BEA R
AN LT, BEA~OFRMATIEAIS MDD Z & T REL o7z,

AT D —ER L The 8th Asian Federation of Sports Medicine Congress,
Tokyo, (2005). ISPGR XIX Satellite Pre-Conference Basic Mechanisms

Underlying Balance Control under Static and Dynamic Conditions, Pavia,

Ttaly (2009) THE L7-H D Th 5,
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FHAE  EARRREETICNT DI8%  H KRR

AETREEBENEHICSVTERREANZRBENICEET 5120, EAIC
FOSEEREANZRBURGCETKEEGZRAN . FAICKYEED 95%
NEFSNEEILIRICRES A HRAMEBEL. COFNLRLEEZEET
HECDRBUIRNER L2 DD, FARBAROERBREA DA E
[CHEAT A ENTRE SN,

41 &=

IR IR HE (1 IRIAMERR R Bas) 2601 /7L A0 [a B8 LU
FEROMEBRMEC L0 o BEPEE (a-MNs) (ZfRZE &L, FOmREMICER UT
BRI T 2 Th 5, ZORFNEEITHE S 77 AMEE TH DD T,
R E  —ECRE T oS L TEBMREICEML TS S5, 20
[E13E ORI BRI RN D OBE AN L VA SN L7201 T2 <
CEREEIMEZIR) | EEFES A TIT T R0 bilficshd CERE LAY
2 85, IR & ELRMICFEZE & LD Hoffman (H) FEZEZAVWLZ &T
INODOMRERBRARETH D,
MENHO—>OTHLE T AFHO H REE, REFT 2 KRB0 EL, AL, 3L
MDD LA LEREBTHLEEMBIEND, ZOMHOLRZRERE L
T, IR OBE (K71 2) 2B ST 2T, BUAREETH
WEORFAHFEHNNEELRVWEICHEI T2 b0 EEZ NS, ZOMfE
BT O EEMERE OBER & LTI, BERMERTREA F798.99. 109 RO R
ATNODEEEBF LT D, LinL, 235 OBMENRITERNEIET CF
HINTLOTHY, EROAFENEZHE FIZBWTETIREA T OZE L
ITER D,

N

PREEFIL)IE—, EHITS, hERM, EREE, B, & LJXOR. BB RFHORBEMSETKE
Tt e T AR HRRARET S, A4 52 % 599-608 H, 2003. & L TAKRFATHD (FEFHESE
DOAFEEER TR .
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ZZT, TENCHES FEEREADNTESIROE M T A H RS Al
) FEASE Tz, ZORMEARIET 572012, KOBNEMA L TEHOE
BrRpi S8 TKESREZ AWz, RUFTED B ANIMENALY D ESLNLA~D
AR K 5 H IS OREBEREI RIT T8, BESLZBRETOKAML H
R R T 28 LU T KIREEOF IO EZRINT 2 EEME) H R4
CRIFTREBLHRFTL2 L ThoT,

4.2 ik

AT B RPREETHER b xR L35 ICBT %8
KOTKR (230 &) 2. FAMRITHEEEEERE TEM L7, EEEEE
FLEE (C963-0015, HEEUERT) OF A MZ 7 (1@ 2.8 m X BT 2.5 m x
X 2.5 m, RRER 14 md) (CIIEOERVER 23R8 S 4, BV HE L
fr~13UNTEEETE S, 7% 27 (70 cm X 70 cm X 250 cm) PNIZIEER
RAEF (ECG-1010DS5., £fE%) HNRE SN, FHCLDARFMENA T
Sf UTRETED, HRENEIF LU TZ L7 THONLDOED bt/ AH
ARSI (B4+1 C) @A®IE, TARZ Y755, V7 F 711450
THEKTE D, FALETOEKTEED 50%, SN E TOEKTEED 95%7H
SN, X7 IXERK YL RS, BRI N AN B %
ML TAREBEREFORER L UESRAIMEEX D Z ENAIEETH D,
2EDORY =F L &% (LLD-PE, B4 0.04 mm, #j7E=—/1L) ZHW\T
FReREZL2K L, REOBRBITORELRBRT 572010, Ao
ETFTEEXER L, BEEA~OKEIZ X REEMR & REIT & OROALE
BAEAZE L L7enWE oz, TIRF v s8I N\—22E8 U1, KUUDEZEL,
WERE DL E LT ENALEREE LTV D 2 &, B T AR L ORI E B
BIZRFRTREN N 70 T & A fRR L T BIE 2 B 4s L 72107,

R L ORI BEE O RV R A Z BE L. EANCERE A,
FEE A O ETEBRBIMZOWTARADRE % EH THET-,
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4.2.1 ARPLEHGARS

fEE M 11 N (Ffn 22 705 315%. && 172.8 (6.0) cm. (KH 64.4
(5.7) kg) RNHMLT=102, F X K7 NOMEREE ETRAZRIBICLT
BENRBAREFE L, B, BB LUK~V M2 AW, 2EEIAELES
0 BEICEE Lz, RIFERIAEFIZKZR L, ETAREOIRE L, F5&IFZ
BOTIEMT (20 FEEAL) | ESIAL (85 FEEAD ONEICHEIE L7z,

4.2.2  BRFERIKIRGAF

FEF M 11 N (Ein 21 705 287%. H& 173.1 (5.7) cm. (KH 66.7
(9.3) kg) BBMLT-, FREERTIZOOT—TAEEEL, Y72
JRICRELEMELET, B2 ERICL CTEXZSEEZRE L, FEEH
5 ERMEN., EREEAEZREREOEL R LICEEL, 2. BB LW
faEs A~ hCEE L, FEAKERCE U D3OS BEOEHEOEE L K/NRIZ
FIRR L7, SRFERIAFIZ. K2R L GRS | IBAKIRSIE. SBAKEZ
RfE. KB L OKER) OIRE L7z, BLEOREIL S #RETHO . 33
TOREIL 30 AT LTz,

4.2.3 EEWHELEH

fEFE LM 11 AN (Fls 21 226 30 7%, & 172.4 (3.6) cm. 1£H 66.2
(5.8) kg) BN LT=108, ERMER/KIRSAF & FERICHT 2 EEr4 27200 =
— 7 NVEEFEL, GRS ETENERARELL, EEWMEY Y7 Y MBED
XY (T VA MME, KR oL AWT, KED 9B5% L R 0EHEL
HE L, HEGRNICY 7 &7 FPHICRBE LT =—r 7oy 7 ileBH
TAY—ICHEHBEMES ¥ 7 v bBI Uy 28 Lz, BRI (ECG-
1010DS5, FnE%E) O|E DN E AL T A4 TEE L, HKRTE TIEBINE
DIRE, SENKERICIIEED 5%E 725 L5V A v —TH5| Lz, EEMN

SAEN DAL Egawa K et al. (2000) Environ Med 44: 117-120.T2AF L7,
IRE DML Egawa K et al. (2003) Environ Med 47: 81-84. T/AF& L7,
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BFEHTITIRENESELVWEENE SR L2V A Y—2#E Lz, KL%
EL, BELTERBELHRFLTWDLZ L, T AHBIOAIEEHIC RN
FRIEEN N 70V 2 & 2 HERB L T L RIE Z Brsh LT,
SERRIER L, KRR L GHRR) | SHAKIR, EEWmEOIRE L, £5%
HEOREILS FBRETHY . T XTORIEIL 30 2LANIZKET L7z,

4.2.4 FHEMEMX

G 7 AR LURIIEE 5 R-EEEEMR (NT-612, AANE) 2w
CTEMMEIEERE Sem TRHRRFE L=, A@E7T 7 (AB-621G, FFE#£L 0.03 £,
AANE) CHItE%, 5 —F L a—4& (PC208A, Y =—) Zilék L7z, éx
BLOREE LT Va2 — L CER L, REMLER (AFXF a7 — BE
HE) AW CEMMEEIEZ 10 kQ LLTIC Lz, HH&EEIZT « AR —Y L8
A (BRS-150-E. #* ») ZHEAH L. EEMEZZERINICERRE L T 7 A
Fonb HRHZEH Uz, R/DORBERETHRENPFHRTE D Z & 2R
LT, RIEEMIZRE Lz, FEERPICERIEH N2V L D IZRE L,
BXRIECEE (SEN-3301, AASE) BLUT A Y L—F (SS-104J, A
ANE) AAVT, FHEREH 1 ms OFEREBE VA% 0.1 925 0.3 Hz ©
BRI L7, #EIE H KA ORMET LV &HERM KRS E
(supramaximal) & CH#E ST, BIE#AR (recruitment curve) Z{ERkL
7o

4.2.5 7 —ZF0Ek - WP

FoEk L7513 12bitAD £#i%: (DATAshuttle Express. 7 AT v 7)) %
AW, 7Y v 7S 2 kHz TAD E#i L7, AD B# L7=7 — & 13/3
—Y Iy ta—F—IZRYiAA, BERIREHASNE N T—& LTHEB X
CMEOEFOEY—7 b E—7 £ TORBELFHRAI L, £/, AEFIETE
W%, Y A —R1100 msec OB ZMHE (Ny 27 7T v FEMG) ZFHA|
L7z (7 27 v 2 Workbench PC for Windows) .
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BRI T M JERIE (motor threshold) M3 L% 1.05 FICH7=HRE L L
T, ZORFICE 2 HEB IO MBIREATEIRE S Lz, 2 b OREL, [F
FAFNTERI SN R R M (Mmax) OIRIE CEREM Uiz, FRBRFIHIZL D
ARSI M EIRE M YA X)) ORE S & RIEHREA~ORIETRE OFIE &
L7z, TXRTOHERFIZOVTHEL LM EORERIT, &4 TELL
RNZ L EF T A TR LT,

4.2.6  HElHERHT

ERERTH S HHNRELS XOM ¥+ XIZBI2BAEZEZZEL T, M
NEREBAERISEIE L LIS D H 5 t E. MSI AR BRI KIZ S
FOEBRMESRMEL LIZRAERE SR 21T 72, SR & R o ik
WTEARN R LB E 21T - 72, TN TOONHITMEAEE & LT, AU Tl
PR EKEEIL 5% & L7z (SPSS for Windows 21.0J)

4.3 R
4.3.1 IRALZEHASME

TRTCOBMEFEOL T AFHE L ORISR H O ERMmESIRIH T 2o
7=, EBHIH TEMEOFEITELEPIKkEN, HESIUM EEBIIE&E
BT L Lo, BIEERE 2N S8 T MIERIESHI L, 77 h—IoE
L7, Mmax [Z5&GEThINCES Lz, F5&EFDO Mmax (25325 /—&
b T H RS & MEOBE A 7ER L7,

M i O &) B AR IR RS L FROKREFTIRIERI L Ch o7, BRRBIME
1.05 (ZEOEXIAMIZ L 5 small M DA X% Mmax CTEH L7z, M A
AIEMHEMTERET (P=0.17) . HRENIAEIZE/ L (P<0.01,
Figure 4-1) . XtPRSME CIZMEML & BN & ORIICEEZE (P=0.03) 23H
STe M, SHTFKEEMFTIEEOENHEL L (P=0.13, Table 4-1) ,
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Figure 4-1. Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size during supine and standing position under

head-out water immersion (N = 11)
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Table 4-1 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response in head-out water immersion

condition

Pre immersion

Supine position

Standing position

Neck level immersion
Supine position

Standing position

subject Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex
1 0.11 0.65 0.17 0.55 0.07 0.74 0.11 0.72
2 0.20 0.24 0.15 0.23 0.19 0.24 0.32 0.23
3 0.03 0.65 0.03 0.57 0.04 0.61 0.02 042
4 0.04 0.63 0.09 0.60 0.04 0.49 0.06 0.58
5 0.07 0.22 0.05 0.57 0.05 0.52 0.14 0.36
6 0.05 042 0.04 0.35 0.07 0.32 0.10 043
7 0.02 045 0.03 042 0.02 0.53 0.03 0.59
8 0.14 044 0.10 0.32 0.13 0.35 0.13 0.38
9 0.03 0.35 0.04 0.32 0.04 0.45 0.07 0.36
10 0.02 0.35 0.02 0.25 0.02 0.26 0.00 0.33
11 0.04 0.27 0.05 0.30 0.07 0.24 0.03 0.22
mean 0.07 042 0.07 0.41 0.07 043 0.09 042
SD 0.06 0.16 0.05 0.14 0.05 0.16 0.09 0.15
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4.3.2  BFERIKiRZAF

TRTCOBMFIZLBNT, & T AHB IOFIEE IR i BI85
ShY N7 770 REMGITE BT/ A XYL A% D 0.03 mVmsec
UFChotr, EEMEOM VYA ABLIOH L, ERMBREENSKE N7

(Table 4-2) . Z{FfTHEOERIZIELHT, ZOWRBAE(L LT, MK
ISOENB BRIIEFRI TR e A EEL L2~ 7 (Figure 4-2) , MEMZA 5
BN ALA~OKRAEEC H KT ZICHH L7z (Table 4-3, Figure 4-3) .

M WA KIZKET 5 BRFERIKIRFEOEDRITFE TR -7 (P=0.16) ,
—F5. HREHICHT 2 EHRIZAEETH -2 (P<0.01) . MV A XBLUH
R OEEHEREIZ L BICAETH 72 (P<0.01) , #HRSEMF L HEL T,
AL ARRZESE (P = 0.03) B8LUTAKRESMAE (P < 0.01) TIEAEICHEML,
KRG CIIABENEBO LN~ 7- (P=0.87. Figure 4-4) .

55



Table 4-2 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response in graded water immersion

condition
Pre immersion Navel level Neck level Post immersion
immersion immersion

subject Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex
1 0.07 0.35 0.10 0.30 0.11 0.83 0.09 0.30
2 0.06 0.25 0.05 0.33 0.05 0.39 0.05 0.26
3 0.02 0.09 0.02 0.09 0.03 0.14 0.03 0.09
4 0.07 0.28 0.12 0.41 0.07 0.57 0.07 0.26
5 0.04 042 0.04 047 0.04 0.59 0.04 0.44
6 0.17 0.46 0.23 0.60 0.17 0.67 0.13 0.51
7 0.02 0.56 0.02 0.60 0.02 0.63 0.02 0.59
8 0.04 0.55 0.05 0.81 0.05 0.67 0.05 0.49
9 0.06 0.21 0.06 0.26 0.06 0.30 0.06 0.20
10 0.05 0.23 0.06 0.23 0.06 0.31 0.06 0.28
11 0.02 0.23 0.02 0.24 0.02 0.60 0.03 0.23
mean 0.06 0.33 0.07 0.39 0.06 0.52 0.06 0.33
SD 0.04 0.15 0.06 0.21 0.04 0.21 0.03 0.15
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Figure 4-2. Evoked electromyography (EMG) and recruitment profiles of

soleus H-reflex and M response in pre immersion condition (A), navel level

immersion condition (B) and neck level immersion condition (C)
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Table 4-3 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response in static tilt condition

Supine position Standing position

subject Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex

1 0.10 0.40 0.09 0.33
2 0.06 0.30 0.07 0.25
3 0.03 0.33 0.02 0.25
4 0.08 0.48 0.08 0.30
5 0.04 0.70 0.04 0.53
6 0.19 0.62 0.18 0.53
7 0.02 0.59 0.02 0.35
8 0.05 0.65 0.04 0.56
9 0.02 0.25 0.02 0.25
10 0.03 0.43 0.03 0.21
11 0.02 0.70 0.02 0.51

mean 0.06 0.50 0.06 0.37
SD 0.05 0.16 0.05 0.14
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Figure 4-3. Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size during supine and standing position (N =

11)
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Figure 4-4 Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of

soleus H-reflex and small M size under head-out water immersion

conditions (N = 11)
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4.3.3 EEREZMN

TARTOZMETE 7 AF, BIEETHE X OIMAULE, OF s BRI S
Nipolz, PkFhE N@E R L, HEB IO MEOEFEIL3 2OFE
BRRMECTEIL L 22T,

M YA X (P=0.70) \ZIZTAERENRBEO P HRS (P<0.01)
CHERENRDPBD ONT-, FMEERTICLVKEZRLEHETKRESRE, B
UHF KRR EAERWMERM L OFICTNENAEEZNRO O (P<
0.01, Table 4-4, Figure 4-5) .
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Table 4-4 Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex

normalized by maximal motor response in neck level immersion condition

Neck level Neck immersion +

Pre immersion . . .
immersion weight

subject Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex
0.05 0.39 0.05 0.60 0.05 0.36
0.04 0.36 0.04 0.51 0.04 0.34
0.05 0.63 0.05 0.79 0.06 0.74
0.05 0.35 0.06 0.62 0.06 043
0.05 0.46 0.05 0.62 0.05 047
0.04 0.54 0.04 0.56 0.04 0.58
0.05 0.18 0.05 0.34 0.05 0.33
0.07 0.40 0.07 0.61 0.07 0.49
0.05 0.26 0.05 0.36 0.06 0.31
0.06 0.39 0.06 0.48 0.05 0.42
mean 0.05 0.39 0.05 0.55 0.05 045
SD 0.01 0.13 0.01 0.13 0.01 0.14

O © 0 N O o »h W N -

—_
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Figure 4-5. Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size without and with weight bearing

equivalent to buoyancy under head-out water immersion conditions (N = 10)
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4.4  EH
KREOHBNIKOR N EZRIA L CEINAED BHREREA N %255 L7-ETK
REIECEB VT, MBI HESAL~OKRM AR L 5 H 5 OB MHHRE.
ESLEBRFF T OKA DB L O] & RIFRE OB B E 5N ESL RS REF T
O H R R ETEREBAT L2 ThoTz,

e

4.4.1 RIE#HET NV

BT A HRFIIMERF T2 LB L VTSI SN D, ZOBBHRE LA X
Y SEAF109 BARL K D & SZA776, 9396, 110, 1D SEAL J W G AMTID . BT R D bk
EEWDOENRE 7 A N2 2 ERHESR TV, £ LTI oMb
Frd LR HIRIC X A EE@ ) S RE L7 B4 5 Ta (@ 2MINEVL L 0
HENA TR THZ e, BT AR Ta v 7 ART#H 0BG 237RE S 4L
TN 592,93,95), F 7= RIHBR KRN A AW Z REEREOMRKRICTL Y . T~
DTATHRNED AN HEL LT, FREBEENHE S D,

AHFFECUEIR N & I U 72 AKIR R CUIMBAML A & B LA~ DO RALZE I K
DB EE LTz, B S I30KR TF & s IV TESLEE 2 fREF LTV 2
T, BT AR HRFEDIHISND Z & E2RE L2, ZOFEBRTIIKTTRERM
EAEREEINT, GRERZHEET, AiREHAEE ST EE L C
Wiz, T OEETIHIMBEE L E T AHOBENRERY | KP CLEBMRF
THDIIRFTA o 2MEI L, BT ATOFKEGLI Th 2 RIS E D ONHEIZ X
Vv T A FER ARG O A T T RIS SV, AR TR
BEENTELEIE 0 BECREE L, ¥ v 7 NICRE L RAHEREER IZH R Z~UL b
TEEL. &7 A LOREEHOERMIGEI R S0 GETRIE L
T2o L7232 T, IO OMERROFT—BUIEREFOREICL LI LD LE
2 BTz,

4.4.2 ERFERIKETT L

SHFKBRAMFICRB O TESLEBRFF R OKM L, SALE ERSED &
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BT A HREIIMEE L, 2D OKRMTIE, ZEAICL D IRED 50%,
BN B ENENRM STz, Lich o CTENSE BFREAORT OFRE
CEMNEBMERTR O 7 AH H KK L ORICIERIGERI TR S -, 20
FEFATII R RRIET O ENRRINTE 2V, BINE O LI FAIE 2
(psychological set) CRHFRDORIEIZ L DA, BHKRFT2EELTI1
FERLANICRIE T 5 & & A L7230,
ZOFRMETITENC L 2ENEEDR LRI, KEIZ X2 EREEE~
DEBLZZOND, THHFOHFERE~OMESRMFIT H I E L RIT S
RN E R L1, KPR Tl e O IERmITK L TKERD LD T2D
2, FlEE~OREE EELET D 2 LR, 2FOKREREOMER
N H R BIEICK T 2 BICOW TS BBHT 2 0ELH D, RFRITES
TRE S EFRIIEAMERE A N O RICHOW TR HRE B L I ENTEELDD,
BE Db DORMERER ORED . . M. BN D OUFIRER OB Z /w5
DI LIETERD T, T ORIV TR B BN IEA FRAGHI 2 v
TENENIRNATIRRT T DRI TR STz,

4.4.3 HEBEMESMH

SET/KIZEACRB T DENEBMEHEFTO v 7 A H KA OEOER AT
ZHDODEBEET 720, B EFREOEBRMEORELRT L, KEk
L. BAMKIZ, BAMKIE+EEMEOIAICEHRR LI LA, KBRL &L
WL CHEMAKBRSEGETARICREL, COREDNRIIERMEICLVEB L,
I ORERITIKZ R Z BT LI RATIIE & —E0d 542,46, 115, T5-12 OFHEE

BRFRL I REF BT 2ENERRFORESORERTNE 7 A H
AE L1, TSRO ERMEDEIL 7 v v 27 12 L BEBERE ST 5 2 &
O, EMXZEEBFRFPIIREROREZRS: V7 4 =R E) | TRof.
e L OB ARaR 0 O OB A REEA T BMEENE= 2 — 2 SR L, &
BEELEME A PIH L TV 5 2 E R HER I 51D,
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4.5  EH

TENCPES FEREREANEZRESET 5 & HHMEBET 5] (RFiai T, &
TNZFE O AT AT 2 EFRANCRES FTEERA T KRR MFO e 7 A6 H RO
BMEISEEZRBE Uz, RSBV TELIE SALTZMEMLD B B SIAL~DERSL
EHUZ L2 H RFHOIMFEREIT, ST KERBRIZBWTHEEL LTz, HTKZE
RV ESRBMRETO 7 AFH R E Lz, ZORNER CELES
THE, ZOREDEDPTEEL LT Z &b B R R A M o B A R 12 ]
PEICPER % 2 L VR ST,

ARED—HZE The XIII Congress of International Society of
Electromyography and Kinesiology, ISEK2000, Sapporo, 2000, Symposium
of the International Society for Postural and Gait Research, ISPG2001,
Maastricht, The Netherlands, 2001, 6th International Head-Out Water
Immersion Symposium, Aichi (2005) THFE L7,

66



FHE FEAREIIN N L — = N EEIRER OO RTHEME T KT RS

AETIIBEESFILDIREVTA2T - 2AZ5F50L-HA—TLAX L
—=—2% (RT) tRERAIREHE~D NMES #46tFH L7 RT (RT+NMES) @
DRELET H-HI12, 2 BBDS & LIELEEHER (randomized controlled
trial, RCT) Z#ZEM L=, RT B & B L T RT+NMES 8 Tl&, JFUNHERICH
REHIHIH S, RAMEFRMIRHE (maximum voluntary isometric
contraction, MVIC) B¥IZ H REHIRBEINTF=M. VIRIZIZZEN T -1,
FFIRMERFICIEMEREEMICHIET 2 L TEHEEMZIIH L. MVIC HFiX&X
BHZEHFITH-OICEHEAERZREL-tD LR SN,

51 &S

VYRR A ML —=7 (resistance training, RT) {21 0 &F#E Bk &
OHFRTEBEREIC S W THREILPAE TS, F—= 78R LY b MERE
ORI EZRE N AT D T ENRBENT WD, FEF 25 & Lzt
T, FARER LB LT Y—REB CIEe 7 AL EN SRS
Hoffmann 4+ (H-reflex) 230 S0 Z & A ME STV 513118, 119)

FL—=V ORI ML —= FRRELE -H2WIFHEE LTS & &Ik
bRHESNDEBAONLDT, Bl Z Y L —= 72 R 2eHET 512
IIARREOBIE A HELE S 520, 2 b OREWTHFSE CIEFRILERF O H B 245
FEELTWDD, ML—=r 7 ROBHAMELS MREIE &6 RE OB
{EHIRFIE 2 ST U CREIC X 720089,

H &I FROESR OBE M L O a o 7 X R & K9 2 ki
JGOIBEO =2 L LTRHWLILTWNS15:89, H REHRIBII UL O RIS T

SAEIIITNNE—, FRTolE, HBM—8, ks, FRE, LEEH, TR, HEE LURH
VAN TEEOWRHEIMIES T RTINS R. AL FL 62 % 151-158 H,
2013. & LTARFATHD (BIEEZEORFEZETIH) .
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THEMLD, EIZRECRVNES WY XOTFBNEM BB S 583189, K
FEE VMG (maximal voluntary contraction; MVC) FpIZESE R4 Bk K

(supramaximal) FRE THIFET 5 &, EBER 2 0 THIEHET 265 L &
REINTAE D BHBEFREE A2 T1T4 218 503828 (collide) L. Ia #RiEH DM
EMANCLDEMNIEHEIND, ZOFEREN (volitional wave ; ViK) 1%
H 25T & R CIEFFCBIZE S 53D, VI H RS0 & [@RRIC Ta 27 7 AT
filds L ONEE R O BE M A 3 5™, MVC RRZIIKE E o EEZ AL LN
% C, mEEOESHEA LEE SND O CHER M BEROE LR OREE &
LTHONLA TS 18.31.73)

ML—=2 ZIC LD £ U DMREIC S TR LN & D W TEL TV o
ZHEET D7D, MVC ko H R & VIR FRIRFIZHIE S /LT 5120, 3 3
HLAEDOFED) b b—= 2 7 TR O & 7 A 8 H KNS MVC
RED VL 50% L LIRI@T 28, L. Z OB CIih ik i iE o 5 nse <>
FRRRMERS FE DI ANBD 72 E DIEREFENEIS N AE U TV D AR R ECE .
PRI & FEAE SRR IS 2 IR U CRR L T & 7221019, 38)
b7 AT EITREE TMPE 7 EOEE AL TR SN TWDH 72D, 1RO
FEEE CRRBM A 525 2 L XN TH D, Mrkih BRI

(neuromuscular electrical stimulation; NMES) 1 & B ¢ 1EEh BT % 3R
FICENE 92 D T120, FEEINE CIIEIE SV aREOEE AL 2 5 T eiE R

TNV BERZAREE XD ENTE 55662, T E CICEEIMLHED L
—= 7 HIZNMES 2N+ 2% 2 & CEE V- LEEIZ N —= U T AR R
5 2 12356 OFEREIS O EALITRE S TV7euy,

FRAFFEIITRERFRNEIS DB B DN EZE 2 DD 2O A Z X |
L—=Z7IZNMES Z{ff L7-Re& LW REOIEAMERFE 5 A i H 5, &
RIGHER: H AT L OV IROEHRZIRZAL NI L, BRI Z D b
—= 7 HIZ NMES Z 1 L7zl Offedlc DR 2 RET 5 Z &2 By &
L7z,

\
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5.2 Tk
5.2.1 ZME

EE RS L ORI ERE O R WEEFER AT, Z2IcFAELZ 14 A (B
PE10 A, M4 N) ERFERtG L L, FEEIMEIC LD FL—= 78 (RT
#f) & NMES Z##H L7-BEEIEIZ LD hL—=278 (RT+NMES ) (2
Z 2 NEIFF LT (Figure 5-1)
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Recruit

Allocation

Follow up

Analysis

Eligible participants

Random allocation

v

Resistance training
with NMES group
(RT+NMES; n=7)

v

Resistancetraining

group
(RT; n=7)

Training for 10 days

\ 4

Training for 10 days

Analyzed (n=7)

\ 4

Analyzed (n=7)

Figure 5-1. Experimental flow (RT+NMES vs. RT)
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BrEoFEgy (FH + EHERFZE) 1329.9+6.0 /. LMEIX27.0+£ 08 TH
ST, BMEIIHERE 1707+ 4.0 cm, RE 68.9+3.7kg, ZMEIIHE 159.0+4.3
cm, AFE 54.9+5.3kg Tholz, WA GILEME (6.0 METs (Metabolic
Equivalents) LA E12D) o5 (KIGEHAZ EBEAICER L TH 57T, FEHEFIC
BiciommEOELHFEE L RWE SICER Lz, MFESMLLRITN D EM LT
WD BEAER EOTEE (3.0 ~ 5.9 METs) DL FOIEENZ W CIEHIR L7
hoiz,

~LU X ES (20084 10 A) IRV, INAZARAFEMGREB SO
HFR (55 2006-4-1 5, 200946 A 17 A) =B CEM L7z (BRRRBRETE
UMIN000006735) |

522 hl—=7
5.2.2.1 FEZNUEIZ LD hL—=27

FleR BER—AVEZBMOMA) K22 =TFFT T« RF T4 T H—7
LA X320 Uiz, XHAlE 72 RHR 0 B A& BE TR < fildy, SIALRE 2R L
7269, BMEDOT RIFZA b —L2ZHWTTELREITELS S LEL THRRIEEN
ZHMRFIL. ZOBRELICHAIL, TR IITHE L, FLETIZ30 b4
PRI TRR =BAM 2 BRI T 25 L 0 gor Lz, RIEEEIZ 1 & > - 15 |,
Ty MIUX1H4®Yy b, By MR 2R L7, BEEITE S B, #AFIE 2
M ERM L7,

FEHTH L FRRZSAMZIUHE L. &P Th 28R B # O# B 2 K/DRIC
L. BRLCEHRTHEDIC N == TEEOR A o M EFANCH IR L,
1ty 15 FOEEERAK2 Ty & (FrERH 6 oK) ME L, ~L—
=V DOERINCITES B LT (@A) 2MnWTx rryFafins Lt
i A EMEN L Em L7, FL—= 7 ERf%IT. A Fko~ vy —TU 8 R
My TFEFEBLT-, 1BD N L—=2 7 OFTERRIZ. $#EER. TEER
FOBHENLZOTHLE 307 THY ., &5 10 BFFER L7,
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5.2.2.2 H T KA

WHBHEEM (019-401400, HAE 9 mm, ERMEEHE 3 cm. Nicolet,
Middleton, WI, USA) & MW\ T, BREH THIRETTICHR » TIEBHiRBIE £~ /&
= UTo, /ORI TR E 4 U DB 2 RE L, BifEFIC BT
IRV IZRAEME O~V R TREE L7250, BEREEE (SEN-3301. A A%
E. B, BA) BLOTA YL —%— (SS-104J, BANE, ER. BA)
Az, FrfekefE 400 ps ORI SV A % 75 Hz T > FITH (150
) U7, RS N E R R > W S, RIS N L—=  TEER
T2 ABREMERRE L7750, kL—= FRNCBIE ML 0B L
BRI A A WVEERIT 2 MEI T 72, b L —= 2 T OMITICE b, BIE ORI
BREE L[R5, LD @VBRE L7222 X HWCHRE L7259, 1 A B OREGHE D
&AL 7.7 mA 225 12.6 mA THY, 10 BEIZ 7.9 mA 75 14.7 mA TH Y,
FEIRICBE L C B I ATREZR SEFAN & L7,

5.2.3 HEMEX

FLIKEIRILT 4 AR—Y 7R ERRERE (=2 —1 74 > ®, T0010-K,
20 mm X 15 mm, Ambu, Ballerup. Denmark) % F\ 7=, HEMFP{EIZE
L UMD REEDS 5D Tem BMO b T A OB EREES 5 cm T
REAT U COBRREEE U7z, A E M. BEIE A PRI & OWMAN e |2 FEHR R PR 3
em CEMA AT L72, RREERALIE P&/ — /L CRilE, B L, RS
Al (AF 27— YZ-0019, BAOLE, Hi. BA) (CX 0 BEEEE
10kQ AT & L=, RAEMHERIZAEGRT 7 (AB-621G, WRE$ 0.03 7, A
ANE, BR. BA) CHIEL, E5X&E0ER > «v4 (HICUT) %M
W, HERRET L% (HUM CUT) @& % AW (50 Hz) Alsy
W L 7=,

HIRERITBERTT 4 AR—PF 7R LR ER (T —E L —e,
BRS-50-K, 19 mm X 16 mm ., Ambu, Ballerup. Denmark) 7% ##Z£TIC
Ih o CREAT U7z, RIRBEERAL IS /N O IR L CATINHE D355 3 T & DML & 1RIR
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. RHEFE RS OBRER R ORI & 2R L CRIE L7280, EXHIE O
T—F 777 baREET D700, RIHEMR L REEROEICE ST L b
N REAEE L TCT—AEMmE Lz, b L—=2 7% THIEE L OFEEMR
FMLENR— & 722 X2, FIEHAERIC~Y—2 L, EMEZTE LT,

H &I ERRIMERE (SEN-3301, AANRE, B, AR BLOT AV
L—%Z— (S8-104J. BAIERE, BHE, BHA) ZHWT, FfkFE 1 ms O
T L A & B ERE— NIZ L DR Lz, RN 0.1~0.3 Hz, HIEME
IR RBE T2 bR GEEUE Mmax) #3EFET 258D 100~200% & 725
BRI E CHNE S, SE T 5 EFER L. BIBMRAEERR Lz, B
BUDEBEE LT Mmax @ 5 705 10%0 M (small M-wave) % {9 38
Z H 6 FEINHERE R KON MVIC Bro> H R ORIERE & L1,

52.4 RHEMIEE vy

Biodex System3 (Biodex Medical Systems, Inc.. Shirley, NY, USA) % H
WCRHESEREER VY, BABLUCARELRE L, ZOVAT LD
BREGEMENREINTVD122), AEE ML —= 7 LRRITER L, b
—= TR W THHEFH OB EOREZ D72 § 5012, REMEY
J 0°, MRBAET 60°JEthz, AXPAET 60°/EANNZIC ZNZIEE Lz, EREfi L &
ATETAL—OWMN-HTLHL 01, 7y bTL— MI2ARO~ILT T —
TCEE LTz BRARZITYAR— Ny REHWTTIREEZ R L. 3Hlic
7y P A RERAWT FRREREE R Lz, BERIIME Ot OM £ T
Vi aRZEL, KRBT~V N CTEE L (Figure 5-2) . XMl 5 O H
BEVEAT RIS D DREFEATNHE 2 B Z AT D 2012, BITH I+
ZIIDORITARE ST, PRAUDOBDERIGEEMEICERT 5 K 51+ 570
BT LT,
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Biodex Visual feedback by

System 3 torque curve

LED display =l

Surface EMG

||'nput box
— L

Digital Audio |
Tape recorder | -
Stimulator

Isolator

Tibial nerve
stimulation

A/D
converter W
Data storage
On line signal processing

Figure 5-2. Experimental setup
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AU CIEH RMET— N TR 5 0, FITH 10 B0, 34713 3 [RIDH]
E7n haLefvnz, 3EORKEESERMEGE (maximal voluntary
isometric contraction, MVIC) KRFD¥$E b L7 O RIEZRFEE & LT,

5.2.5 {E=LFR

fER, A4 TEA—Z—BLO N T —{55IL 16bitAD ZHizs

(DaqScan/2005, Measurement Computing, Norton, MA, USA) (X » #-
TV 5 kHz TAHBL, a0 Ca—F—IlT7 V2N ESEIERLI,

FEHEX O peak-to-peak fEIEF LNk U H—FT 100 ms DEF SR EX % 2

B L0 L O fE% DASYLab®10.0 (Measurement Computing, Norton,
MA, USA) TR LAETu 7 I8l 0F 74 CalLTz, A4 TEA—
2 —@ NI fE5% LED 7 4 A7 L—IZFR LT, MVIC #FATHDOHE v
&% T 4—RFw 7 Lz (Fig2) , TXTOREIZIBWT, THRERFIZHR 7 O
ERHESE LOFRGEROEE L 474 o TERL T, ERFMFE—
(2R 7,

5.2.6 ERFHrX

FHAIFRFEE 90 7 LINC, 1 BIOREIZI T 2 MVIC OFRATEIENT 18 [RILL T
Th-o7-, MVIC ZHIFE L, mKRMEAFLE L 72%, FEPGESF TREBIIEGRE
AREL, BIBEAREIERLZ, MVIC RRZHEBANMIC L2 H X (H
superimposed; Hsup) 3BEURKR EREIZ L2 VgL Z £ 5 [BlRLEk L 7=,

5.2.7 MEtEEAT
TEFHIEE A 13 Mmax fRIEIS6 2 FEIER O H )& (H/Mmax)
MVIC #:® H 4t (Hsup/Mmax) 3LV E (V/IMmax) RIEDO & L=,
H/Mmax (3 FHEEBIHRE 7 — /L OB LU [a & 7 X FIHH OFERE,
V/Mmax {35 KRE5 4 S TR LA AROE R D OEE L Uz, R8BI
D&% S 72 small M-wave DIRIEZ . £ LTI 5 Mmax OHRME
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TERELLTM YA X2/ L, AEFARIBREORE S L,

BEAENER (hL—=2 ZRIEO 2 [ R) B RXOEERBZER (RT+NMES 2
BLORT#HO 28) ICL3EAEETNVICEL OV ZEEREZRRFIL2129, ZHAE
REEFEEOHRY A X (£=0.5) . a=0.05, 8=0.05, FEENMHEEZ 0.7, ¢
=1.00H & THLELRBEERE (12 N) THD Z L E2FANIBRE 0TI &
DR L, AFEOERE (14 N) HZOBEE2KRE L, BEAKET%E
L TR AERB OB BERO ENREZWME LTz, #HTIE PASW Statistics 18

(IBM Corporation, Armonk, NY, USA) % v 7=,

5.3  fEE

Fl—=r 7m0 RERE MV 7 X RT+NMES #28 99.0 + 33.6 Nm., RT B
78 107.0+31.2 Nm Th-7-, hL—=1 721X RT+NMES £/ 126.7 +
17.7 Nm. RT #7% 142.3 £ 22.4 Nm (2 FFEM L=, ZAER (Frie=
0.26, P=0.62) IZIHE TR, BROFEIROLVPERE TH -7z (Friz=
18.33. P = 0.01) . FFNHEFREOFHAT 100ms OBIEEITI T 5 =AIETENL.
BHRRUTO ) A XL~ LTH 7= (Figure 5-3 /& : RT+NMES & o # ! f51]
% RT B BALF] Figure 5-4 &£ : RT+NMES # o #5445] A : RT B
B
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RT+NMES RT

H MN’

Mmax L mv I_
10 msec

Figure 5-3. Typical traces of passive H-reflex and maximal M wave before

- PRE
— POST

and after 10 days training period
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RT+NMES RT

- PRE
— POST

V-wave ) 1 mv |
10 msec

Torque m mﬂ 100 Nm |__

Hsup

3 sec

EMG
SOICUS  —etmtviommntt it ittet-shsiasls Iy I_
TA tT 3 sec

Figure 5-4. Typical traces of superimposed H-reflex (Hsup), volitional (V)
wave, plantar torque and raw EMG recordings during maximal effort before

and after 10 days training period
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kN L—= 2 VRI% OFEIHER O M % XX, RT+NMES £ T 241 0.05
+0.03, 0.04+0.01, RTHTZNE41 0.03+0.01, 0.04+0.02 THYH, XA
ERIEIRBD R0 -7 (Fi12=1.33, P=0.27. Table 5-1) ., FEULHEEF D
H/Mmax [ZI3H B2 ZAAEM (Fi112=4.98, P=0.05) BILORSOEE

(F112=7.54, P=0.02) % H7= (Figure 5-5) .

b L—= 2 ZHIEO MVIC FFO M ¥+ Xi&, RT+NMES #£ T %11 0.16
+0.26, 0.08+0.03, RT #T#*h %1 0.07+0.04, 0.11+0.07 TH Y., XA
TERIZRO oo 72 (Fi12=1.52, P=0.24, Table 5-2) , MVIC F®
Hsup/Mmax 21X A B/ AER (Fri2=4.58, P=0.05) X UHFROED)
% (F112=13.85. P=0.01) ## 7= (Figure 5-6) , V/Mmax D% E1EM

(F112=0.05. P=0.83) BLUHEEAD TSR (Fri2=0.25. P=0.63. Table
5-3) TV TN LRO LI d->7 (Figure 5-7) .
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Table 5-1. Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex
normalized by maximal motor response before and after resistance training

(RT) with and without neuromuscular electrical stimulation (NMES)

RT+NMES group RT group
Pre training Post training Pre training Post training
subject Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex subject Msize  H-reflex Msize  H-reflex

1 0.02 0.62 0.04 0.41 8 0.04 0.67 0.07 0.58
2 0.08 0.77 0.04 0.67 9 0.03 0.70 0.01 0.40
3 0.06 0.46 0.05 0.24 10 0.03 0.58 0.02 0.54
4 0.07 0.67 0.07 0.64 11 0.02 0.34 0.05 0.51
5 0.04 0.31 0.05 0.11 12 0.04 0.22 0.03 0.37
6 0.08 0.29 0.02 0.10 13 0.05 0.63 0.03 0.65
7 0.01 0.67 0.03 0.49 14 0.03 0.25 0.04 0.21
mean 0.05 0.54 0.04 0.38 mean 0.03 0.48 0.04 047
SD 0.03 0.19 0.01 0.24 SD 0.01 0.21 0.02 0.15
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140% 140%
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~— 60% | 1 60%
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Figure 5-5. Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus passive H-reflex and small M size before and after 2-week
neuromuscular electrical stimulation superimposed resistance training

group (RT+NMES; N = 7) and RT group N =7)
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Table 5-2. Peak to peak amplitude of small M wave (M size) and H-reflex
during maximal effort (Hsup) normalized by maximal motor response before
and after resistance training (RT) with and without neuromuscular

electrical stimulation NMES)

RT+NMES group RT group
Pre training Post training Pre training Post training
subject Msize  Hsup Msize  Hsup subject Msize  Hsup Msize  Hsup

1 0.08 0.10 0.10 0.85 8 0.12 0.99 0.09 1.06
2 0.10 0.62 0.10 0.21 9 0.03 1.12 0.19 0.48
3 0.18 0.64 0.16 0.75 10 0.17 0.92 0.19 1.13
4 0.06 0.63 0.04 0.94 11 0.11 0.72 0.18 1.06
5 0.28 0.71 0.10 0.65 12 0.10 0.71 0.14 0.60
6 0.07 0.72 0.09 0.88 13 0.11 0.73 0.08 0.66
7 0.09 0.09 0.06 1.58 14 0.25 0.64 0.07 0.48
mean 0.12 0.50 0.09 0.84 mean 0.13 0.83 0.13 0.78
SD 0.08 0.28 0.04 0.41 SD 0.07 0.18 0.05 0.29
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Figure 5-6. Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus H-reflex and small M size during maximal voluntary isometric
contraction before and after 2-week neuromuscular electrical stimulation
superimposed resistance training group (RT+NMES; N = 7) and RT group
(N=7
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Table 5-3. Peak to peak amplitude of volitional (V) wave normalized by
maximal motor response before and after resistance training (RT) with and

without neuromuscular electrical stimulation NMES)

RT+NMES group RT group
subject Pre Post subject Pre Post

1 0.84 0.35 8 0.13 0.10

2 0.93 0.18 9 0.08 0.16

3 0.14 0.38 10 0.44 0.29

4 0.10 0.20 11 0.08 0.19

5 0.15 0.27 12 0.39 0.17

6 0.08 0.86 13 0.13 0.16

7 0.75 0.21 14 0.06 0.03
mean 0.43 0.35 mean 0.19 0.16
SD 0.39 0.24 SD 0.16 0.08
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Pre Post Pre ‘ Post
RT+NMES group RT group

Figure 5-7. Means and standard deviations of peak-to-peak amplitude of
soleus V-wave before and after 2-week neuromuscular electrical stimulation

superimposed resistance training group (RT+NMES; N = 7) and RT group
N=7)
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54 B

AHFFED B RIS OFEN DN EZ O 2BEO L VAL
VA RNL—= 72 NMES 20 L7z & LR WERFOIENAERFO B 7 A fF H
B, KBEEIEREO H KRB X OV EOBEHRFH L L, S
WHEZ S b L—= 7 HIZ NMES % 100 U 72 B O R IS OFL 2[R E 3
5Z & Thoiz, NMES #0725 & IEIERED H % 30l L7z, MVIC
Red H R ZR1E L7272, VIRIZIIEEZ TS oz, ZTHETIZ
NMES iDL P AR A R —=0 7Tl RN TOMSEIL 8D
NTND0, B OWEIS 2 R 5/ RITHME STV R0ne), NMES 1T
AR EE O UTHERF T b IR IR EE DS IR 2 A T OERN LA BB T 2 72060, A
FETIZRT & NMES Z#6ff L7 2 & T H R EKIZ B\ TR E U5
TR TEIE L,

5.4.1 FEULHERF H RE& Ol

FAKRRER & B Lo — R B CIHIEIER O B 7 A i H SR 23] &
21 18 119 AHFZETIE NMES §f 12 L0 FRIGHERF O H K23 Shu iz,
Laurin et al. (2012) 1%, FEEA ML —=1 27 %72 NMES E%IZ Vi
P S i, FENMERF O H RO L L7 2 & B #fid L7120, NMES 135
BB O EB) AT 2 SRIRAIC BN B 3 2583 1897- |2 FHE_EA7 0 BLEME 2 4
% V{918,831 BN (IAL TR DT, (KBEOESHEANEE SIS H
FUZITEAL DB GNRolob D EEZ HLD,

BIEE DAY %A TIREREOEH RSBV RLEIE S NS, FL—
=T OETICH > TR BIEOESN A OE BRI G5B L. R &<
720 FE NI BEINT 519, AFFETIINMES #FH+T 52 8T, —
TLA X L—= R L R U CGEB)VEAL OB B E A% KB OIS A
RELZDDELEEZLND, ZOZLEFNNV—FR b —= 0 TR RMIBERKL
TeFIZ RV COIRIUEREO H O il S 2 2 £ 13 18 192 TR L HFHCH
T A RE IS DS B RRE S TSI L TAE TS Z AR LT,
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5.4.2 NMES ffA Iz & 5 MVIC K H i OEE

FL—= o FORRM (specificity) OJRFRIZELY L —=0 FFREL R
FECBTHMEER L —= 7R 2 LY IKRBT 2B OND, L
7273 > T RT OZRZFHE 2 (SRR ORI E 2 HELE X3 525, Lagerquist
etal. (2012) (X, 20%MVCEED KR h L—=12 7 L EFHRE~D
NMES b b —=2 7 ZER0NIMEFT L. R (FLb—=227720) | BEREH
I L ONMES B b kg LT, NMES Z6fH LI-2ERE ML —=712F
WTHE 5%MVC R D H FURNAMIEET 2 2 & s L7239, T OFF4IE 40 53
Dy a1 ENHT L —BECELZHALNCLIELOTHY | BHEIEE
EEEZE LI LOTIERWA, NMES 204 % 2 & CREEIHER: O H KU
PR T 2 Z & ZmET 5, AU CTIIR RKIFERFIZH VT H REMEE L
2260 RT &0 L7z NMES (24 5 EA T AT ERER 7 — /L DO H
Efzmo, la T 7 ARG ZRE T2 Z L BHRIESN D,

5.4.3 NMES ffflIZ &2 VIEIGE

Carroll et al. (2011) (X, FlL—= 7B LT VENMEERTLIZ &0
O, BHEEAIZBT2HREISHNELCTND Z EE2RELTUVWAY, KIFRET
X RT 12 NMES # 0 L7285&12, RT Bl & B U C VIR E b Lo 7z,
Gondin et al. (2006) %5 @O NMES Bl b L—=2 712XV VED 80%
T 5 Z & a2MmELTW5H2Y, 3EMEL LD RT TIE—E LT VIEOREDR
WE ST D9 1829, 25 ORFFE TIEd CIZ I RE A6 3D BB 0
WIRS DR L TERY, ZODIl VIEMEBR LZOME Lt AR
TNODHRATIHEL Y & L — = TN EL | TERRSERIE G O FTREMED &
572 LTHZOREImD TNSVWEEZ OGN A9, LzR->T, RT &
HEF L7z NMES (25 BART AT b L—= 2 Z BRI OB BE LT 3k

DR OCMERDCTEBE LW L AT LT,
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5.5 ~ NMES Z#{fH L7z RT ORERIE R

NMES |35 XA X VIR EAE T2 Z &b, BESCRFE
BTHREFOINE) T =g R0, BEAR ERRFRIELZ B LI @wE
AT O N L—= 2 ZUZHE T & AT 25 24 34, 56, 57, 5962, 120)

NMES #ffH3 2FA L LTiE, BEEAICRERIHED TERWEES THIED)
MRE~DRFFIZAE 9 IHE IS KO BE~ORIEUAE O ROVEA DB E 25 Z L
TX %5, L L, NMESIZX 55575 L2 IHE EENER 1> O O TR 72 EE)
BRI L D RETERBOBE A £/, £72. NMES (2 XV RO
SOCIRIEME AR 1205 4 U D ATREME N B 2, LIcd o TEEZE MIT O RT Offi5E
FELLTUTEATFRETH LI, BT 2L ERETHD L OERL H 5129,

FHY72 RT TR FEED OREERILGHE & 5thfk  (volitional relaxation) 7318
Sd, ZOX)REREEICEO OIFHREEES IR S 5125120, A
FETII T — 7 LA XEERIZFREAIC NMES 25 2 72720, JEREEMICEIE
SN EBHEOEB AL OJEBIANUHER O bL 7 BEICEBR L, RIS
PRBLEEME A IR L 7o TReEDR b 2. —H. —Mloh—7 LA XE){ERFZ NMES
A FrC 5 2 5 & . FEREEAORILHE IO © RBEIEN AL 5, FRITEE
PREF L B L CEIAN T v AFRBEPIC I Ta T 7 ARIIIHI R L, B
243 589, ZA O OFERIH L AT DI DITITEIRSD, EIEN R 120
RBIRESNIHE L 72\ NMES T X — X 2 RIETHULERSH D,

5.6  AMFREORFLEHEORERE

APFFECLx RT HARIZ X 2 #5138 & NMES % 0fH L7- RT & X 2 /5 /35
(ZITEWVLDERD L L7272, Del Balso & Cafarelli (2007) |4 NMES %
DRV BEIDFERME ML —= 7 Ko TRER M2 PMEINT 5 2 & s
LT3, —HFT, %o NMES B b L—=2 271X MVC bV 7 %5
HERHD, ZNHOHMBEREE L TEL D2 LIE, AFROERZ MBI
MEATEZb LRV, LAl ZROOFREIE N L —=0 RN 2
LTI HERRTT 2 2 e TER,
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FRHERN O FIERIRIR & LT, RIS KOG OFHRMES0 89 & 358
FIREBREE L ARTE T 2 BUEE /IS B O REZ MO DMBENE 2 b D, A
TECITHER STV D EHER 2 FIESDIZFEV, b L — = Jilf& TR — @i
HETELLITHOLOEREZILV, M—=2Faio@BihiEs2 2B LT H
L= B ORI A BER Uiz, FUEREMRIT N L — = JRHIfE T T ORE
U7 BRBHEHESUELL R & 72D X9 ICATLIR L, SFEMEROEEN M L—=1
JHIE TREL BRD2BEIITER LE Lz, #ABRAIEGRE THR Lz M KR
8% Mmax TIR#E(L LT, HBRAETH. Sk L ONRIERF RHE C A 2a il
SR (M VA X) ICENRWFRFO L & T, Mmax TEREL L7 H Kt L
OV ERIBAE LZ, ZOFEICIY ., (ERDBIERIN X HERZED
68,80, 89 & FHIF L, ML —=  ZHIBOEILERHTE LD EEBZ LN,

AMFFTIE R L —= U TR AR T 272010, BEETVIZLD
ZAEAMEH (BHE 1,12) ZHF L7, ZOFERERD 2 STl B aTic K
HZAEAMER (BHE 1,24) LB LT, BERIERBZERDREEL 7 —LT 25
T ETREEROBRENERD D Z L NTE H129, AFFETIE HREOKA
TEROBEY A X (§ 1%, FEULIFERE 0.644, MVIC Ff 0.618 Th v, L)
(a=0.05, {E{EAFHEET 0.7, £=1.0) 1T& H120.99 LB TEN T,

EBE EORRA L LT RT 3EFEMF L O NMES EFEHM 4wt FREE L LT,
RT 3 LT NMES OB R A RE L Cuievny, £72, NMES B3 -
RT & NMES # 6t L7 & bl L CTuZevy, NMES hL—=2 7 D35
A—% CREIREE, BEE, U AfRME, FFEchFH (duration) . BfrsE
(Duty cycle) RCFE/REAESD) BLNRT O/RF A —4% (FREE, HEE. Rk
.ty MR B, KERRRD) OG-l X 0 RSN R 534576,
IHNETIZ b b —= 0 ZRECFHIEEN AR 27T, P —= 710k D
FREE T — B L2 NG DAL TUO 22008, 6D, A3 13 B 7 2 3 ER N C el Al
RETR T — ZIZED SRR RN LETH D,
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TERRTFINREIC O ENTE AL W EHETE SN D 2@E] O RT (2 NMES %
PRI 2 Z & T, NMES A OBARKREANPHR T ORFEEL ZUHEH L
frRERE 2 I U ORI O BUEVE 2 3071 L. BEEAYRIS B O B 2 L@ 3
2 ATREME ANV STz,
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AARIIHRLUERBIVEERE (FE3E8) . BTKER (F4E) &£HI2&
2EMRENS TERAREANNSES A FHEEAEZINEIMHIZHAT LT 5]
C&2EMDORRBRICEHEELE (FHE) MOMEFMEREMILT
—RIES F L—=> J81EIZ NMES #6tf 9 5 2 & CRAIDEERE A
ANEEMICEREESZRAMHLTLDE] JLEHLMNICLE, AETIEIH
LDHMENDEBRZMESR. RERFICOVWTEEL,
BIEBREANIHOZEMEEICH L TREMICESHRFEEIE LI L
THRE—EICRBTILTEETH D, EXRBERIFTIESICEET A
FOBEAREANIEOEEICHEVMEXRT 526, T TRAMIGAIERT S
ZETREQHEEMNMIGI SN, BNTCERBRBICERT S, £, FL—=V
SEEOREFXEEREANZEEMICENIE S, Zhizk UBEMINGER
CIHEREREANDSRHNOFNBEIBERESE S ETHMENITEFZETIT S
ENTED, —A. MENMERICIZEEREA NN DT T XANH £ /S =
2. REDHBEBLT I L TCERRBOBRESENETT 5,
2BEMDOML—Z U TRBEELEEBIL LTI DEBECIHAELD
ERBASMIZEINIA. NMES IZ&k 2 BEEMBFOHNIEARIEN RT & LB
LTHExsz/hE T & NMES 6t A RO EHE G LUNDERNBH NS
hTWEWIZ &, NMES 8L U RT O/35 A—4 #FERMICHREFLTULEWLD
ENSEDREL L THEIN,

BRI VO AZ A N == P L DRSS & M LT, 1A
SRR AE S EARRANITE M e 7 A FHEBHR O AT 2 28 % RIZ5 ]
R AREL, b l—=r 7 A OMREISIIFME /2 ITHFM LA TEL D0,
Z LR i B SRR A 9 @A R A IR IS DR T Hh 2 2B 5 )
T2 LA ARNE Lz, AHPNCEAERREAN AR EITHB S E LA
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PEFBROFER, FMNEBRB L UERBFERMICLVBEAREADLIERT S &

L7 A% HENAMmE S (B 3% « SEKRFFIZ LY EFEEREAT &

BTHLe T ABHRFENMEEL: (B45) , bL—=7F%h 2 BRI

BT NMES 203 % L FRMAERFO & F A H RS Ims Siv. MVIC F
ZiERE LTz, VIBIZIZE LR A ongnols (B E)

6.1 EHFEFEAL e T A fhEEe o B 2 e 2
AFm BT 2 2N EERL LUBREOMM T — 2 286K T 5 &
AREEAINIE T AT H 26T 2 2 & 23R X 4172101, 102, 104, 108, 128)
(Figure 6-1) ., Z3 6 OWFFRIEFRI— O FiEfwmE AW EBROBREHRE LT
LOTHY HEEOEBEVEITIELS . FE SNRRY A X12—0.05 (95%(E
FEXMH : —0.08; —0.02) LFEXBNINREIT/NSWPIEERDRVBBEHTE
770
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H@1.05xMT/Mmax

Experimental condition

(prop +)
standing —'_
pre immserion —'—'
standing - —]
50% weight bearing _"*
standing —
standing | mmersion T
pre immserion _'_'
weight bearing | immersion _—'_'_
standing _'—
control —
control ‘_
25% weight bearing —_
50% weight bearing —
-

Fixed effect model

Mean difference

Control condition
(prop -)
supine

postimmersion

MD 95%-Cl

-0.13 [-0.25; 0.00] @
-0.19 [-0.34; -0.04] 2

supine

control

-0.09 [-0.21; 0.03]
-0.02 [-0.16; 0.12] ®

supine
supine | immersion

-0.02 [-0.14; 0.11] €
-0.01 [-0.15; 0.12] ¢

postimmersion

control | immersion

-0.15 [-0.27; -0.04] ¢
-0.10 [-0.22; 0.02] ¢

-0.3-0.2-0.1 0 0.10.20.3

supine
25% counterweight

95% counterweight
control

control

-0.07 [-0.18; 0.03]

0.00 [-0.12; 0.11] €
0.06 [-0.06; 0.19] €
0.04 [-0.08; 0.16] €

0.01 [-0.10; 0.13] ¢
-0.05[-0.08; -0.02]

aEgawa et al. JJSMPF (2003) 128)

b Egawa et al. JJSMPF (2006) "0
c Egawa et al. Environ Med (2000) 102)

d Egawa et al. Environ Med (2003) 108)

e Egawa et al. JJSMPF (2004) 104

Figure 6-1. Summary of results in the thesis: cross sectional data
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A, BE. BEIZAESR O OROMERHMEITFH B ET 5721 TR0 F
BRI ST 2RI B REA LT D, B2 & ESLAT ~ DR 25
SR BEAERE AN AERT 2 2 v 5 A5 HREDNME S, Koghix
IS LTS FKIREFICBWTE NI EAEEA N 2B T 5 & H K
BB L7z, ZThooffRIE20 AfO~Ny N X b (BERTEE) (L0 B4
FNCEABREANEZRE 2 & FRIH N TUET 51292 L 2 X /FT D, 208K
OEIZERERF & L3R, B BEs L 0BEAREANS LORETORE
FEREAIDSMFME T FEFRRRIZIOR U, SRS IR ITIRAF L CEB R o g
Mrffg L b b0 EEZ Ll

6.2 TERENE S & ST U CTHERIEIC A L 2

2R LD R L— = 72 0 SRR R AR A B O HE N L DT RE
FHREINE X T2BENBIE S D, NMES OR L #ME L2 BT Clix
SHERMLUED ML —= P2 L TWA 728, MRS & L REFrYEE I 20
SLTHAOMICTERY, LIPAZ LA ML —= 0 JHIICIIEER P L—=
YIIMEOARTEBEOAME 52D T L IIRE 7D, TR TOEEN AN
gFE IRV, HRHEKIRNE (NMES) 1X&REOEE) AL 2 BIRMICEN B
LTV EEZLNDTD, FFROFRERIZLCAZ A N L—= 72
NMES # 35 Z & TEEREG &My L THEHESHE Lo 2 HER S
Do

6.3  EAKREANLESHRO FTEMEIZEET S

KB D No—= 7 FEROT7T —Z 2EK80T 5 &, FEMGERO H K8
DOIEEXEAIEFICHLS . MVIC B H KHEFB IO VIEOEEKBINKE W

FERVBF LN (Figure 6-2) . ML —=V78HEIZEEB T2 & NMES IZ1#
I EARRE AN DEERITRIC(RE T 5 Z & THIUHEZ M1 2 0laxt LT,

ENER ORI E B T2 & FRIHERRCINGIT 5 2 & CREEAMGE & WiBh L 7=
CIRTAZLNTE D,
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Mean difference

RT + NMES group RT group
(N=7) (N=7)
Outcome Mean SD ’ Mean SD MD 95%-Cl
H@1.05xMT/Mmax
-0.16 0.07 —‘_ -0.02 0.16 -0.15 [-0.27;-0.02]
Hsup/Mmax
0.34 0.62 -0.05 0.32 0.39 [-0.13; 0.90]
V/Mmax
-0.40 0.84 -0.17 0.29 -0.23 [-0.89; 0.43]
1
-05 0 05

Figure 6-2. Summary of results in the thesis: RCT
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AHF7ED RT+NMES #, RT # & &2 2BESRAREE v 7 23880 L |
NMES %}t L 7= Gondin et al. (2006) & Jubeau et al. (2006) . NMES
ZFH L 720 Del Balso & Cafarelli (2007) Of55HR 2 ZFF L 72192460, L
LEELER SO HEAERANGED 57> 7-, Gondin et al. (2006) XAl ~
L—=2 7 LY 22%0#MN29, Jubeau et al. (2006) (F—@ld ~L—=227
(XD 19% DM % ZnZh s LT\ b, A% CIE RT+NMES E£72° 99
Nm 2>% 127 Nm (2 28%18/N L7z, Del Balso & Cafarelli (2007) Z—1lo
N L—= 0 TR 20% OB A S LW 519, ARFFECHE RT #£72° 107 Nm
726 142 Nm (2 33%H00 L7z,

AFFROEMEREHNVERIZIT, 7 —7 LA XEEICBWTE 7 X FH ORI
PEdS X OVMHSRMEINE 2 B L2, b L—=2 78 1 RIOFTEEM 70 O
NMES ERREEOE|ETH 5 duty cycle 230 72 BB L O E MR ~DE
KA A RT O LR b bivd, FBITAFEN S RN 2 VW TEB D |
NMES ®/3F % — % T % duty cycle 7% 50%LL F Ty ~DEBXFNE A VT
WHRPERD, Wb b T AFEEMRA~OBHEEANEZRmDTND L
26, RTIZED MAZEINCEE LI Z RSN D, 72, TXTOH
MEN L —= FTHRICHERIZIEN L2 & HELLED N b—= T EE
M U720 ATRFSE L 0 b REINCHRBEIS N AE U ATREE 2 RIRT 5 b D B X b
7z (Figure 6-3) .
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Mean difference

POST training PRE training
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean SD MD 95%-Cl
H/Mmax_rest/ Exposure = calf raise training
Aagaard (2002) 14 050 0.24 T 14 050 0.22 0.00 [-0.17;0.17]
Egawa (2013) 7 047 0.15 I 7 048 021 -0.02 [-0.20; 0.17]
Fixed effect model 21 21 -0.01 [-0.14;0.12]
Hmax/ Exposure = NMES training
Maffiuletti (2003) 8 520 0.80 6 510 2.00 0.10 [-1.59; 1.79]
Jubeau (2006) 10 320 1.90 10 280 1.90 0.40 [-1.26; 2.06]
Fixed effect model 18 16 0.25 [-0.93; 1.44]
Hslp/Mslp_rest / Exposure = calf raise training
Del Balso (2007) 10 1.86 0.96 10 177 1.08 0.09 [-0.81;0.99]
Fixed effect model 10 10 0.09 [-0.81;0.99]
Fixed effect model 49 T 47 0.00 [-0.13;0.12]
T T T T 1
2 1 0 1 2
Aagaard et al. (2002) 14wk, 3-10 RM sitting, progressive 8
Egawa et al. (2013) 2wk, 15 reps standing unilateral, 4 sets, 5 d/wk 3%
Maffiuletti et al. (2003) 4wk, 45 reps, 4 sessions/wk, neuromuscular electrical stimulation for soleus, bilateral, sitting 27)
Jubeau et al. (2006) 4wk, 40 reps, 4 sessions/wk, neuromuscular electrical stimulation for soleus, unilateral, supine 69

Del Balso & Cafarelli (2007) 4 wk, 10 reps sitting unilateral, 6 sets, 3 d/wk 19

Figure 6-3. Summary of intervention studies
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6.3.1 FEULHERFIZE SR VE 2 I~ %

72D RTHNMES BTl b L — =0 Z %I IR O H RS 25401 S
7=, FEULHERF H RO 2 3 L 7= Maffiuletti (2003) . Gondin et al. (2006) .
Jubeau et al. (2006) &, Wb 4BELEDO ML —= 72 X0 H U
WAL LRNWZ E2MEL TV D, Tara YT 7 RIZBT D T 7 ZRTHH]

(presynaptic inhibition, PSI) 1, F#E 775 O HEE N X0 H 5
ARG D, AFTETIE Mmax @ 14% 0K EE2BE Lz, Z0OHME
X PSI A 5@ OMEEANOREIZ L VFHIITE 500 Ly (Figure
6-4) ,

NMES 8 O A NI HEC BT 2B E##E  (inhibitory
interneuron, IN) (2% T, FlL—=> Z7HRHICERE L CoOmOLMER %
PRI LC h L—= 2 JERE L 1T D IGO0 B REELEE M 212 MRS I L
mboOEHRISND, FL—= 7PN BT 2 FHEmEERR L. RPDOD
—% b L— = 7 TEIER S NI e O N3, 118, 119) L Sl OFEIAZ T H
2% FIREME DS RIR S U7,
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Figure 6-4. Changes in passive H-reflex circuitry before and after tibial

nerve NMES superimposed training
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6.3.2 RARFEEDHER T REE L (DET D

KIFFED RT+NMES FETid F L— =1 7'#12 MVIC B> H & AME&E LT-,
Maffiuletti (2003) . Gondin et al. (2006) . Jubeau et al. (2006) %,
T E MVIC FFD H RN NEE L2V Z L2 fE LT 5242760, L —=
VBRI RN (specificity) OFEIZLY ML —= 2 JRRE L R —RIFIC
B imbBiiansd, Lza->T, NMES #0(f+ 5 2 & CHEMMEREO H
RETMEE L7 Z L 3RO FEIZ L VBAARRETH 5.

JEATHFSE & bl U CAMFSE TlX duty cycle 23& < . RBEfIRKER Mv2 $
N7, Z#UE NMES 2032 2 & THRE Ao D oL 5123508l
S, MVIC REZATRHICINHI R OEMA 285y L= TsEE2 H % (Figure 6-
5) . BEEOEBHENOBE LMY RS Z & TREMENSEEN L, FRIHERIC
{EE L TV B2 IHIMEIER 2 BRI S o ChiviE, -7 2aig] (PSD oE
DIFEXFAZ R L. MVIC BRI N AN sE 5 FTEEMTH D, K
5D RT # CIHEREOEE RN VE R STV 272 61E, 7 AFHNH
DD TN, RRENRFCB W T OB IEIT 52000 Livigune), L
— = TEIE L B DGR 12 B TR B AR & ST U CGEBR O Bl E
Mxmd, BN RDNED LD Z LRI T,
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Figure 6-5. Changes in superimposed H-reflex circuitry before and after

tibial nerve NMES superimposed training
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6.3.3 Fhl LArH RO DREEIH 2T 2 ) 3 AW
A CIE RTHNMES B, RT B & b I VIRIIE(L Liehodz, ZDO—K
LT, ThoDWFEE L TRITFFED b L—= 7 REN -7 Z &5
Ezob, SEHE ED ML —=2 7 10 ##E IS LM R RIS N R
CTWDHREMDN D D720, BT 5 Z 83 TERy, FL—= 7%
EE A IZREFHIEIS DFZER ey, Ho THBD TEORENMATE D
EMUET 272 H1E, NMES 24 5 BA KR AN L& REOEEA OB B2
BEAT 228, HH LA 2RI B LR WA D (Figure
6-6) .

FATIFZETIL P L—= 0 ZITPE D VIEOR@ 5, B LA H RO M
NI, FHHBEMT 26D EMENTVWSHI83LT, T 5 OFERD
ERAZ S IZT 5I0E, TMS (2 K 2 EEER B 1800 R B{562 72 & o
BEOFMBREIZLY . N —= 73 2B 2 RERF129 TRMT 5 2 &

BISRHARIET D2 ENMNETH DY,
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Figure 6-6. Changes in V-wave circuitry before and after tibial nerve NMES

superimposed training
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6.4  ARHIROEFREBR

AL L—= 2 ZIC X DR B BT oM G A2 X L7, T
FTIZ A== IRBHESORERFTHDL Z EETRALNTH 720, P
—= 7EEE RS, . EESAESEZREBL, BAREEZEC TSI L
(ZF R LIZE G RAET A A K2 |E T D2, FRHBERIC LY iR
JROEAITHEEFRETH 228, & MNIBWTHRET S Z LB CTRE#EETH 5,
K LTI E TR O FEREAVEEROERT — A Lz 25,
[ R O FEERIERE DR RATER COIGEIC—EDMEMARD b/ (Figure
6-1) . ZNHOUFRIIFEIHT — % ThH O THEHAKEATOBREE 0T
DISEEFERMT 2 2 L3 T&E ARV, 20RO 20 BB O & (KRG E
NHRFHZRB LA ORRFBROLEELS L CTHY, b MIBIT DEHEK
TN DIHENTERIZIAR L TV DEM R EERE L EAT D, LN
2T == T ORS00 72 < &b —ENC X ER BRI O BN
HOHZEERFFELI- O EB L BND,

AR TIEEREH E, LA Z AL —= 2L NMES FL—=7
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