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Department of Mechanical Engineering
National Chiao Tung University

ABSTRACT

Many countries already confront the issue of aging society. The elderly
needs enough mobility to raise the quality of their life. Because of age-related
physiological declines, the mobility of segments is decreasing and it affects
mobility about that the elderly can go everywhere by herself/himself. Therefore,
driving would be one convenient option. However, with spatial constraints of the
driver’s space of sedans, the ingress motion at the driver’s door is challenging,
especially for the elderly who usually has limited range of motion.

The objective of this study is to establish a new vehicle design procedure
taking into account the performance of the human musculoskeletal system.
Following the design procedure can bring forward some suggestion of
elder-friendly ingress space design.

In the demo case study, one healthy young male subject performed ingress
motions with the lateral sliding strategy. Whole-body kinematics and surface
electromyography (EMG) of bilateral four leg muscles (rectus femoris, vastus
lateralis, tibialis anterior and gastrocnemius lateralis) were recorded
simultaneously during the ingress motions, and the used to established
musculoskeletal model in Anybody Modeling System. By adding joint angle
constraints (feasible range of motion) of the elderly, the model was then
employed to simulate feasible movements for the elderly during ingress. Since
during the simulated ingress motion, the elderly body (model) interfered with the
driver’s space, new special design and ingress motion suggestions were provided:
about 38%-leg length distance is needed between the steering wheel and the
driver’s seat; a 70-mm lower chassis would be better (than a current 2000cc
sedan) for the elderly, in terms of efforts in lower extremity muscles during
ingress; a good lead-foot placement position is with 200-300mm distance
between right heel and the driver’s seat.
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3 ARgArH B Al A 5 +f B 2000cC FA|FRATEC B

4 i~ (Fepds (FPERFE B 22 = BIPE T & (Chen and Yang 2010)
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(ERSEEESTL SN R E YIS I TR E S I 2

ABEAF AP 2 - o N NRE AP OT E N ER D
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Communications 2009) - @ p FefR&E % & 2009 # # chX F® 96 & if B
HFRAITHFRL Y O RAAE RS- o kb fas > T FRA X

161 A/t g A WA ERA- FH 617 A/ F A VA 65 KR

E%ﬂi iﬁé&m}“«fa“%j_O?BA/J— &,f{)'f,"ﬁ‘éé’i%ﬁé&}‘b«%:
(11.58 + /-- g ~) (National Police Agency 2009) - d y*# & p /| £ & 0% >
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B 6K enip a2 § i (perceptual 4oL & FCE) R Frends (R
J& P (cognitive response time » 4@ ds iy FRit 12) ~ B ATame it B
& * (cognitive memory and attention) - 12 % %8 i 226 (T F AT a4
(physical strength and dexterity performance) > @ 22 58348 5c &2 & (F & vt e
FlEe s A H VLBl ol s Mook (o R R) > BAE (Boi
Bocige ) 2B & (joint flexibility » 4- B & 4 &) (Shaheen and
Niemeier 2001) o @ A/ 7 325 L B P EF (T2 {78 91 L &t~ 18
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(i Feni@i) > @ies BRFERSMEFpaditt > 574!
PR EEEE PRI R REVRY MR MR R TR
(Frontera, Meredith, O'reilly, Knuttgen and Evans 1988; Feland, Myrer,
Schulthies, Fellingham and Measom 2001) - & ## 3 i & £33t enf 3 (e
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121 RdsFervepg PR 2T wif - RHF L RS T H

EECH A FERvep g R 1R R FIAFEHE L (motor units) £
ek o (muscle fibers) et 2 0 i & B B8 A B BT 0 (Porter,
Vandervoort and Lexell 1995) -

AL EE AR S RFIN LR R R R EE A2 -
Il= e fEhg R 3% R (Wilder and Cannon 2009) > #“p 3 A& cri 35 € 3
AR FE A BB T TELR e 2 R I B RE R AR o Bhm
TP S LR AT R b 2 ;I;H % #5319 ©® 9~ (knee extensor) -
4% 8 9 (rectus femoris, RF) £2 3% #} fg)#~ (vastus laterails, VL) % » § %

FHovR R R E T R EEEREREE (2112 L) ehEp e L

(%]

T oW B#A PR R R R P g ik E 8T % (Larsson,
Grimby and Karlsson 1979; Lindle, Metter, Lynch, Fleg, Fozard, Tobin, Roy and
Hurley 1997; Lynch, Metter, Lindle, Fozard, Tobin, Roy, Fleg and Hurley
1999) ; F sy R o ’\"%J{“’t % ¥% 315+ Ay (elbow flexor) » 4o¥z = 2
v (triceps brachii) & > 3 #69 (B3 FdEpr g » 2 > L awep R o &
RIS GF AL s A g SRR T R R
(Akagi, Takai, Ohta, Kanehisa, Kawakami and Fukunaga 2009) - ~ - #if

fg o vep R WH T R A~ 227 & {0 (Porter, Vandervoort and
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Lexell 1995)
Mo TR R PR e T ‘1’;‘1]:’13? R¥  (contraction duration [time-to-peak
tension + half-relaxation time]) » € ¥ £ &3 v @ H 4 > EEEH Y
180-200 % f; > & #4 4 ¥ 220-260 = §; (Roos, Rice and Vandervoort 1997) »
A FEEHH A EE 4 5 (motor unit firing rates) % o Bhlm 3 0 £ T
MR T dE T B+ B A ¥ (maximum voluntary contraction, MVC) p+ o
SRR AR S X 26.4Hz 0 3 % F M pvi 3 255Hz = 4 (Roos, Rice,
Connelly and Vandervoort 1999) o
T REAEM T AR DL TR TR HFESOR LT
oY g PAEM & TR R IR R T o R AR & 3B Y (flexion)
B (Tge R Ar ST 3 g F E S A A T % (Boone and Azen 1979; Walker,
Sue, Miles-Elkousy, Ford and Trevelyan 1984; James and Parker 1989; Roach
and Miles 1991; Nonaka, Mita, Watakabe, Akataki, Suzuki, Okuwa and Yabe

2002; Chung and Wang 2009) - % &+ P& ~ % B & < U 1enge fldoZ 1o



21 g#H v AT AL RN a4 B #&*LiE (Roach and Miles 1991) -
H¢ 975% (-2SD) # 57 ek LA T - 60-T4 B F P gF 97.5%
(mean-2SD) it 43 AT & F| R & & B B o

Motion (degrees) Mean (SD) 97.5% (-2SD)
Hip flexion 121 (13) 95
Hip abduction 42 (11) 20
Hip external rotation 32 (9) 14
Knee flexion 132 (10) 112
Remark 60-74yrs
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----- forties
------- seventies
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_ 120 ;
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< 60 1iC
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0 o ._.E,
------------------- /F
B
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0 60 120 180

Knee Joint Angle (degree)
Bl 1 WL o Ayl 2R & Ad & RS F & &% 484 (Nonaka, Mita,
Watakabe, Akataki, Suzuki, Okuwa and Yabe 2002) -



122 3#F ¥ ¥ cnig M 2 fwiod
e d fRie s P T e 1 ¥ 8 7 £.€ & v (Hanson, Yong and
Falkmer 2007) - & & 420 & e 5 0 8 @Jﬁimé_%’ﬂ%ﬁa-ﬁ

v

(assemblers) - Hanson % 4 3% % i » & §meri@ #5050 (motion patterns) - &

gpek - i r K (end-users) 2 i mAEE LB BMA T D K
SUSH P i ~ 050 (ingress patterns) 7 g G R 0 A L A EFR

FHad gty a i R ¥ (Hanson, Yong and Falkmer 2007;

Hanson, Jeppson, Rafstedt and Yong 2009) %] % 2. — o it > 27 7305 &

FRRFH?WE PRSP LR F o L AR TN ER Y ¢ 2

- AL K AR )]*—«LFL’ = ¥ g4 & % %o (central nervous system)
§RRER - 254 FEUF 0 p FAGICR BIOTE k4L E s L

7 (Andreoni, Rabuffetti and Pedotti 2007) » #1120 £ 445 7 e 55 7 ek
AP PR AT RN EFHELER o

B fRRE AR AT b > APy A& 44 At El Menceur &
AT F afp B e = o Ait El Menceur s8= 3 By & 2008 & 3% £ 7 - B g
b (TR DAY AR A e i SN R E

AN R EEA R AEEASEREEEL S FHE P AR B
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A H TR S 2R REITA DA L% 0 H %A (one-foot ingress/egress

movements family) £ g%r3| (two-foot ingress/egress movements family)

Hmas AR 20 HINERE X EAEHE > Ex B N PEFiEHR lateral sliding
strategy (@] 3) 2. % > H R F|¥ iy A& %7 LR (T 0 B N B ISR R en
R KAEREEEY 0 2 TR X 5 R4 (physical effort) o TP as-H gk
B BN om RS N " Bz 3| two feet lying strategy (%] 4) / head
forward strategy i * vt F > K ERE A 128 B EHR LTI X E L h 130 5T
» F o LB B ) pF o> two feet lying strategy #t #: 1T F & % § kg4 5 FM
ALK R FeanEE AR Y A2 BH T & Namamoto %= 5 ¥

A # 41 (Namamoto, Atsumi, Kodera and Kanamori 2003; Ait ElI Menceur,

Pudlo, Gorce, Thevenon and Lepoutre 2008; Ait EI Menceur, Pudlo, Gorce and

Lepoutre 2009) -



Ingress / egress

movements
Ingress movement phase
1
1 1

One-foot ingress Two-foot mgress

movements family movements family
Lateral sliding strategy = Trunk forward strategy
Backward motion strategy o Trunk backward strategy

Forward motion strategy

Egress movement phase

One-foot egress Two-foot egress
movements family movements family
Head forward strategy = Two feet lying strategy

Parallel to the vehicle
strategy

Bl 2 Ait El Menceur 7 2008 = #& ) e 41 @ gmd (¥4 57 (Ait EI Menceur,
Pudlo, Gorce, Thevenon and Lepoutre 2008) -

10



Bl 3t ik’ B M—‘ﬁ i# % gug » Lz lateral sliding strategy (Ait EI Menceur,
Pudlo, Gorce and Lepoutre 2009) -
0% 2 71 & 1T B 4 > 100% % % & T8 & o

B 4 A& BEE Ry g vk two feet lying strategy &R & fmpe o
Bt Bk & (Ait EI Menceur, Pudlo, Gorce, Thevenon and Lepoutre
2008) -
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123 41% %4 B 6 e BRE R3O

A T3 428 (ergonomics) 2 ARRE K P o F S BIFE I A4 B
FHRAVRFBPEFLRIFEETORET > Bl ® B ED A5
H AR R HREAROE G R LT R RS TR AR e AR
PolBERITEFE D N EED o GArEEd RS T RF AR Y TR

F Behdc i o= g (Dennerlein and Johnson 2006) - & & i * fF &l *
£ 2 43 45> 2 (Rasmussen and Zee 2010) > g > K PFRF L (T @ i &
Sehf e A ARG VTR BT AR R H R g R
# 2 (Daniell, Paul, Al-Dirini and Arakilo 2010) : 7@ * f4-4a 8 p5 > £ ¥
$i4a & il 3 B (Hoozemans, Slaghuis, Faber and van Dieén 2007) % % -

TS A S BRGSO T X 3 A (human

functionality) »+ 1 TR B P ch& R > & ¥ LA WMB P HR B Ap F 12

(Badler, Phillips and Webber 1993) - @ % 7 AREE TengE > - B A

-sv“

e i & B 1F 5 2 P (geometric inverse kinematics algorithms) - 7= & ‘@4t

R

AR S

\'JJB'-

wiT R P 24T (Wang 1999) - Chaffin - Faraway
#2000 & 3 4 0 — F o5 aw i §F (functional regression) 4 77 » ¥ 1 A 37 &
W £ £ B~ 1% (reaching motions) 2. & » B4} ~ M |2 & & OB AR S

(Chaffin, Faraway, Zhang and Woolley 2000) - Rigotti # 2001 % # §| * zg4¢
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ERREE 2 RERE NI FE Tl M~y (Rigotti, Cerveri,
Andreoni, Pedotti and Ferrigno 2001) ~ @ 3T #) & ek 0 A > Bcdp T A
PR L R 2 A R ITHCOA| TR 76 (758 (Park, Chaffin and Martin 2002;
Wang 2002) o gt ¢h i A b B AR A 4T R B o A B (TR T
sfp B #7 3 (Porter, Case and Bonney 1990; Das and Sengupta 1995; Zhang
and Chaffin 1996; Faraway, Zhang and Chaffin 1999; Wang 1999; Faraway
2000) -t BE R A% C G dlr AP EH A MR L 4o
Jack and Process Simulate Human (Siemens Product Lifecycle Management

Software Inc. 2009) % o && R il A 472 a¢ 30 A R & (T HCEE P iy A R

)

Bl R HABEE F R R 0 Sl KA gL & RIE R g 2 0 e
Chaffin &2 Faraway 7 7 ¥ X chid = £ B (T enfichi -2 (7 7 2888 =%
#% (Chaffin, Faraway, Zhang and Woolley 2000) o 1 F iz 327 7 % 4 % iF

FHREOAPRAS N AL FRBLA P A 2B FLEF kI H

o aemaf - BRI PEAM S A SR o A4 Tl 28 g

}Fﬁi

le,,L_k_‘ -%l}—%/;—"igr'i’if—r'\&,g@y *&_ 'IIE'I% L% {%@f‘?ﬁsf%ﬁ’lk
Fla 47 0 T fds fE R A E (T A 4T o
ﬁ%f%ﬁif;{g;{{A% E AL - B fg?‘g)iﬁgi‘«‘ B AR B £ 19p

TRk SR e 2R oo 50 —*ﬂf ¥1H A fe kAL (Damsgaard,
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Rasmussen, Christensen, Surma and de Zee 2006; Grujicic, Pandurangan, Xie,
Gramopadhye, Wagner and Ozen 2010) - &% # &2 - S 4 44 BEF %5 74
R 2 o @k i FRAEBENMREFIIMAL T UL S35 5 - &
Jl* HRE{FEFHFERTT LA WwE FF L LT v R F 44
(Grujicic, Pandurangan, Xie, Gramopadhye, Wagner and Ozen 2010) - %] i 4
BELTAP A B8 5 L0 fagidp ke 2 d L v
Tl B T o By T e LB 1 F (Saraswat, Andersen and

MacWilliams 2010) - B & ;2 1 * fikisicd & & EHChp AR e ene 47

0 BR AR5 R H A peih o
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12402 iRl TR

CREAE B B AP d 4 B AT e B § M R (TS B R

N\

ERE R o A RS NI GNP §LF g $1 3 R
A F % (human-machine interface) £ 4 & 3 & (human-car interaction) =
RUFE > B2+ S RESPFRF I E R A Jhd T M A
(jointangle) ~ * %8 %< (center of mass) #ui* - & 1% 4~ (range of motion)
2 kFREE LN D fmHk (TR 3 (Andreoni, Rabuffetti and Pedotti
2007)

Mavrikios # 7 B ff 1 * Xizt3k -5 % (Statistical design of experiment,
SDOE) ¥#n v £ & FEE (4 2) i BpS%p b 2 X

S5 (semi-empirical) & d) & gmds (THCR] > L IFRERITE R b (T B %

SRS S B e e A D)3 AR R E (T e P eh (Mavrikios, Karabatsou,

Alexopoulos, Pappas, Gogos and Chryssolouris 2006; Mavrikios, Karabatsou,

I

Pappas and Chryssolouris 2007) « jtfd L GeeE > N Edecd 7+ £ 3%
% o e e FRRIE TR DR G R T (FHR T g

FoR ks 4 gL o

15



# 2 Mavrikios =w v ;2 7 Z4E*L (Mavrikios, Karabatsou, Alexopoulos,
Pappas, Gogos and Chryssolouris 2006) -
GFATRETTZRSEYEF S BESR (level1&2) > - ¥ LR
BRDFECERTV R I B LT DI BRI APHER L 8
(2*2*2) FAix i > Eiﬁ@a TRV L EES L iE e oy
Lo g 'I%l'a—l—-mg{;f/%\l" ﬂ'f{fﬁmﬂ‘if’f g iE T
% o ot Yﬂl e MR (i

kﬂ@v

Experiment Levels of the parameters
Body height Hip width Spinal flexibility
1 level 1 level 1 level 1
2 level 1 level 2 level 2
3 level 2 level 1 level 2
4 level 2 level 2 level 1

Rasmussen B Fj & 2005 3 214 * 3o % 848 (Anybody™) - i
d 3R BECR AT A B R LB P 2 R LR OO R B R
B RAVE R GG AR IR (TR SR ARG S R 0 RaE
R @At ek £ =¥ (Rasmussen and Christensen 2005)

ML SRR Y B fbepg bR AR R R eh 2 - PR
B0 it dp ke (performance index) kB iE it 5 430 A 8 E T LA 3 R e
Boid v R E AN T g e B RS kA dend B o PR TR A
P ]) &) it g (jerk) 52) &) it Z B im £ (spatial deviation)
3) B fvsup 34 i (change of muscular tension) ; 4) &) v B

(torque change) (Andreoni, Rabuffetti and Pedotti 2007) - &8/ 7 3% 5 HiE

16



Boip oo AL LS R T R R R A T ki

A RCER R R E g R kAL R R S A H e
® (f§ H <o cycling & gait &) > %;ﬁﬁ“ﬁ-f‘— M85 H e o (e il H
(T RRCT MY B - 2 B { PR E ERG Sehd (T o AR
FoeiE ~ B mds (TR R g A R e B ARk dend 4 B E T
SR RIAT B EREOGE P B A AP E I LR
B IFT R EL RGBT LR F R RIGUEL € AR A 4T 0 = %;&?{
WORHCRGU B F R L AR R A v R E AR R o SR O~ B R it A
T BMW B 7 Edf 2 P o dlo e r S 4ARERAB A G AR
fEA4 TR R 0 2 B R TR PR CR LS R R LA R

ot gp i (Bichler 2010) » izt F & IRA_F 5 A MR RSk BB AR

Sy

2o P AR Y AR REAR S BIRE o R PR NR E S R A He
B ket Menip RSy P AER AT AP ER S FTR ARS

?'3_'#7’/]':\»:1’10 ’VL‘P& 'E‘% ’}’L%ﬁmi—'m It %:Q%M_‘: :‘q:': °
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Bt w A RSB B B TR RIC R 3 m e Rk S e iR

N

R kLR 4 maed KA T AR iT o vup o RR K ALenfil

-
-~

BAPAEFTHEIFFVOPUART A F > SE WY 518

S > R FRFPEHEF TR AR E AR DAHESFTPMN YT
B R) A TRIET (ehe B AT G 0T 2 B AIATE S 4
¢

1. fI* e Wp R BRI X PR E T & T Ry BB AT KR

3. HHBELFIIFEH NS FOF R BEKIEE DR DAF

MY EH R B E0EE 5 AnyBody (The AnyBody™ Modeling
System, Version 4.2.0, AnyBody Technology, Utey, Denmark.) - pt #ic48 # %’ﬁ“ o
AEAMPPIER 254 B LS MR OFEF - LRI T 7

STOME AR EEEETA L BT FER

Ee
ey
=2
y
R
-~
s
=
o
i

it & ehipd 4 & (inverse dynamics) i & Bl kB A R A (TR OV

fo

el B AL R R - BB E R P MR E B L R
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BOF R kB T FECR AP IR S Tk B R R R
NP BEERTA R AP SR TR LR RY £

N
i
o
NS
il
<le
@
(%
o
&
—
N
ETINS
)
=
=
8
4
H\
(\
[t
4
P
-l
=
[
o
£
z
&}
o+
L

AFEF GO BB AT L
L 2@y po @Ry - LXplg k22 AR 2pEfad
A REREFHRT L Fl R N LD R PR Sk
B FE N BRRGER TR TR E AT AT DR T

B R, Z r—h;,ﬁj—"z B 4% 5 4B L 0% gg—g o .'g}%’ﬁb'ﬁ’u

sliding strategy (Ait ElI Menceur, Pudlo, Gorce, Thevenon and

s

Lepoutre 2008) - fe & #4475 LRI F R B & PR £
g r HRE A fEd T gt LR FIRiE B fEd (TR
FIEEer > P F I F TR (FF ] A ph o BERE B A chAR (T

lateral sliding strategy F# > ' 15 BRI L B &~ Rzhm 2 = >0

BAE T, L AET RERE 3P ES BEE ke A
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BER TR REF  THE AR RS ERE S
%

PR EHRT L AR ERAE TR o AT AR LG 4 r
W § LB s e BAMAES TR LT

i)
E“*
b 1;3:
T
et
+%
i
X a_a
1\
:A{-
:T.
i-i
[
S
H
S
-0
A
)

d
9
&

8

o B ophopE > LM & % % (internal rotation) — & & & A
BLHHrREE S e EFOFH 0 F ARHEME SR S

&% 30 & & { M (James and Parker 1989) » sriu F & * £ L4

Mo < RERE S d R R b R B0 B) c RAaE e gL
FEAONGIRRE> o FEAHR L) Kz B %

20



ﬁ%%ﬁ%% LA P AR NWAMELIGT o
N R B g s B iﬁaﬁv %Lfi"?"%j‘i”%rév B4 e » B ﬁg‘n

FREFLE O RAFLRL AEAFEE S ERIET ST
- BARE KRNI R RERF G- BRA X G (TR

R R h SRR T AR -

=
kil

P i1 R TS R TR R R THR &Y

i%’ gﬁf;/}_" s A “‘lﬁ?‘J—r 5 rﬁéﬁﬁ—"z Beg g 4 H ﬁ; %EIJ iz _”_F‘r: ,
KR AR T BT R T TR o

lwﬁiﬁﬁ%k&ﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁgm@’%ﬁéﬁ&&a
AR E R R F R P RERE o F o MBS dor TR
VU 53 R YR e gdic 0 32 5Bk 4 StrengthindexLeg (4 )
Aok FET PR RIS R SR B b e & g
o FERE S 153 oA 1.071 (% tt.v,lg-%z—r WAL s BT S % B
=P en 70%) o Sl R RIDp E R (BECTE) o F

BB ETRI R T E A A o g B L b B R

B R U 2 - IR ERFIME RS TR



FEBMLTERERBEr 2 > 2GR Z AR RPF LR SE AHE
B gpb TR S AR GBS o BOMELG PR o

Flet AR P hA & R SRR R - e WL R
Rtz AR 2 » B FHR LRI OREERR R R
BRIz A AR R E A FE G VR M TR @ gk o AR D
FELRART ARG 2 A E R R Y B T L PR RS
Lo nd XL AHLST Tk i Rl hd Ml Ak aER
PR AT T Ao R S e

Bt A 4c @] 60 d5d - R R AUDERABTE < SRS %

RAATAFIT RS E AN BFFI AR AR P R (T
AL RM S R RS ITERIRT o RS LR BN BB YR
UM SRR R e DA 2 R AR A AR Ry (F
AT 0 G 97.5%0F #5) d ik T R & (flexion, abduction, external
rotation) £ %% B¢ & (flexion) B & & & T *UE (& 1) > M- Rl ik
B e T OB G 4 R FELE VAU R Mgl e
BB A& R ERATE R RIT R T AP B dEds ITHOER O BLE

RPN ARRC BSOS R R R B M ST W iR
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AR R KN LIRS AERATIE TR

e RARE AR Y TR AR A {2 BTG T -

Motion capture (MOCAP) &
Electromyography (EMG) measurement

Establish & verify the baseline model

Simulate the elder limited ingress motion

Solve the human-car interference

Bl 5 7% % i A2 -



Establishing baseline model

(degree) Hip abduction

100 [
,—//_/J\

50

Simulating joint angles with

baseline model 0
-50

Mod*Hip abduction

Adding joint angles constraints
of the elderly

Simulating motion with limited
joint angles of the elderly

Bl 6 Hist *UHIM & & B T chingress # (T AR o
L4 Bk B & ingress A R R 5 A BRI F (T chZ BEM & F B
(abduction) & /& % - Bl 5 e » B &% £ PUHIM & & R B TR M & &
BT B S HCEE &F ingress HC4I ) -
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CEERE v B RHOR

213# 4 F

U R iR T A R B # (muscle activity) &g 14 (muscle
force) *f rio~p s & (strength) - 3 A1% - F i it S
Minimize
(maximum muscle activity)
+ el*(sum of activities)
+ e2*(sum of squared activities) (* 1)
TR LEFentaiicE (el, e2) RiE{7dd BFY > Fyepg ko §

MA R B BT R AR - A Fma AR R

‘il.\\
3\
EF_
N
NN
-
>_L
v
.
=N
=1
&
3
e
+%
=
(dm
F_*
.
b
Py
=
i
C

S SreAs T o Rk

2.2 ¥~ #:A] (muscle model)

€% o F RS RCEE G 3k B EK AT g R A Y AV HIll A4

@ e A1 R0A] (Hill 1938) 0 v B F - BT (ks sl 2 AR
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R4 o vupg f0A)4c@ 70 H ¢ oacontractile element (CE) & # 3©p & feni
#5551 s 0 a serial-elastic (T) element & % s~ e384 7% $io> a parallel-elastic
element (PE) & svp Gy dm & (Stiffness) » 5 d i 8 et §2 p)+

A-gyep E i 2 & (muscle activation) e

l\1l

B 7ANV Hill s 2] s #3] (Hill 1938)
® % & : The AnyBody™ Modeling System Tutorials o

2.3 7-p kR RE

SPRE R RRCRPAS 3 R EF L S F o BP KGR -
THE T HR N PR LA T EI - LSS EE R RE B
FRED Tap M A 4T 0 Ars EE - LR 'i/m@:;ﬁ% BEAFTUBEEE

A g Tl B RHOR A T Ra 2 o R Y R
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AR AT T R L H I % 0 Blde- B A F G 4 R
mE (kR BB R) HAMORE S RE AFF ) ek
SHEH AT R SR AFF L R2E0 7 RFE A OB E
aE] »@%% B REL T & cnip 2

o B R R R 2 A5 A R WA e T R At 4 Rk

Bpd > IRBEITETEFRFFCRREFEFLSE LR Bk
oo B R THER A A WA 4 a7 R Bl hds (A T
éﬁTHm#ﬁﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁioV%£W%ﬂﬁmﬁM%%{j‘£%%A
170 THE A2k o g F R G R A B4 A4 ik

B ood PR e R LT Gl FRLR Y ) TR TR FLF G

¥ & F 4 T F marker set placement shE & (A - BHEAICEF =
% marker) P EEIEME LR > B EFLATE OV ERASTHENBE
Ba & R RP-RHELANL A 2 AU P ARSI oA P R
BT U B A MBI HE S Wt 2R EAR S AR s NH LA

Bid b SRl AR A o U e Bl $Rem B % 7 i cycling

[y J_ PN
LI I EL R
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AT g - AT B MK AR FlU IR B WE T R
RGBT ARG (TR E e U ELE R 0 kE 2 P RO X R R CT

PR auR B gup i P PRFIET A S %rd pOERE R T R &

LR LADEM AT o A R 2 2 0] dn R U
i

z

4

D BT TR R EEROE RS TR 2 F AT D
TR WA FHH NI WK - A
s LR RIS B RV i AR A 4T 0 B IIETN B M AR eh

/_/Lq'l’ /I‘i:"_ o

3.1 % iﬁd—*ﬁ

AR EARRAL L - SR EEEE LY (PR 17828

E78 27 Ed23k) k2 AAF TR - ZLRFrEER § PP

=9 H > £F 166 (SD:6.377) 24 ~ # £ 63 (SD: 7.789) 2 7 ~ E #2275
(SD: 1.5) # -

hFT Y n BRE H B o bRk SHORICT) B 0 - AATS 2 R

28



%

EERLRPIASRPT A A 2R L

SALE G aE 2 A A R

)

A2 % o FRUC T R g R e ingress PR L 0T SCBE & & R R 1A
MERREAHEE TR RICRANLIR TR - LXRF 0 T
b prw e o AP Ea g (LR LEF AR SRR
2 2 S TR HPpES TR EFLZR o AP A4 BAP
eds (F € 47 |+ (repeatability) i - BT BHP ok - AR TG £

Bero gt Gd AFAMPPIFTHREME ERE > VEIFRPFLBFH

s
a‘\
3
Sk
ﬁ\
3=
=i
e
fy
I
s
i
e
5\
ks
_Z":
5
At
flﬂ
£\
e
gt
>
(w
-
=
ﬁ
4&
‘?‘*

Vel RRECRR O AR M S ERR TE R 2T HEA 0 T

SN Edag

1)1‘(

VA AR M S R R R o R R SR R T
BRLE > 4oRF AERLF 178 24 3 158 24 » AFT L AT i
FEHE o PR AHRIF Y i A RBRF2OET IR A
o BETREA R T FER G R RLCPHEOE L > 4o T W
B LAl AR R A 0 R PR Asdn B T L R DRR B
Bogo ;I,};,? PR B MO TEHCR O JE o T R B H 0 27

FPREEFNZREETORTDEFTPR T AERE DT 5L F

‘Aw
.A

-l\-

I {mE TR EITETR TR % o
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322 ER%RT ¢

Y

FHT LRI G oRR Y 2 RS o R AT R

N

2000cc 571997 BMW 520i E39 s\ #5 & H 8 i 1 & 7 &F S8 Wm = > § 5%
S I 8’i'»—i“,$"‘vré~f§\f%%%ﬁi’%f’&a&tﬁ’ui&fm L
BepFen i o d 3 AFEY P 0 - ATV MR G AR 1L E 3

WINARZ T (T & p e APE S RS B 2P 4] (1997 BMW 520i
E39) k(7 AMT T o A ARG s ARKT P FS I B - 7
fr 2 4T dhingress Bt kB T R ALF B H I AT B MR o ¥ AL 4
¥ 4 d o 2 F Len 2000cc #B8 (2009 Nissan Teana ¥ 2009 Toyota
Camry) 2. % L& 1 ERE G it <t GGFHEE 924 3) 4y

RS R AE SRS K R LN RS S -

s

HEE > DRBERDAFENERAEZTE (B 10) - #5282 Y5

figr Bgmbe (EEEG R DIZ WAL Fene FLPE LY - 8 A ke
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Unit: mm

430

500

910

1230

660

520

-

165

-

.

L 215

=
0o
P g

% Ingress space °

RaN
&
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LT [
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- |nv‘\'.4n!- —
- A XS S
L CRNT

y
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e 3 Ay BB 5 b A 2000cc B AR AT F L HB A o
1997 2009 2009
Fa¥E F P (unit; mm) BMW | Nissan | Toyota
520i Teana | Camry
# % width 1800 1795 1820
# % height 1435 1475 1470
#hie wheelbase 2830 2775 2775
Boald MERT % 205 200 180
1 B TREEE 170 180 180
BT R ET 175 185 180
2 BB IF R B LRy 1110 1060 1100
3 BB L Rl B DR 630 590 720
4 BN ET % 960 850 860
5 B RRdz AT LR 520 500 510
6 B PRz Adit X 720 620 710
7 B dzih S AB 555 630 570
8 B4& & 1030 970 1040
9 AR L3 AN G 2 fEA 1110 1100 1150
10 R IR N S R 354 190 250 220
11 R AR - R R 5 360 320 360
12 *edd o Az KT EESE 420 450 390
13 B 390 390 390
14 ¥+ B A2 R 60 50 60
15 | AB L &4 & BT 2 KT EERE | 1950 170 210
16 e B £ 2 RTEER 340 320 310
17 ¥o R R 510 490 500
18 o £ R 430 470 470
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33X HEI ~ HIBLE g F R ST

FEs ST B L) 2N DR (Feh A MR EER S TR &
o PFiE (7 2) T ORI O LR 0 3) 2§ LR i AR
JOREEA 0 4) BN L YrT RRE BN EE B 8 TR B) ATE D
S S F AN f;ﬁs,ﬁv Fen™ VLT MELIFB o AT P F ﬁ@lﬁgﬁ?éﬁﬁﬂf
HILA R g T A AR S

AR SREHERAMEIESGF TR (FEF - 0) R T R 2
LR IUEL (B H D 2A) 1% AR T ko 2 e F RS
BeOEHCR] (AR R Z ) B ERECT L 0 B - B e
B2 AR LR B Rk B R AL B (T2 T o g vep enfitERveR
o AT FETAERICI NS E MM GRS Ep R T

i 49

SEE SRR ST SR R S = R

™

WA I o A AT AL M E AR R 0 b FEFME

PR AR EF N AR DM LR S e R R RGH S
B

SR T A MEESE o RIT 00 R i r B b T
BEFIFLET LD DB TR R AHST Y ARG D

BoiPRER o R AT MG 0 R B R

Pobs AR R R - £ R R R b BRR B BT
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TR RSB Y PIRE RS RS R AP G
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331 M 2 fud irend R ELEH 8 TR

AR SR - N PP RE N E TR L% (Smart-D, BTS
Bioengineering, Garbagnate Milanese M, Italy.) - $2~#f & 5 250Hz - &%

BEEFIRT 5 (R 1) -

1A
b

Bl 11 F T oo s ocip b 8

\

LT

Bl

ZRIE AT FFE ey ot d R AR (bony landmark) REFE AT
15mm ek Bk > K kIRAERE A % 2 Helen-Hayes f%2#3z % st (Kadaba,
Ramakrishnan and Wootten 1990) 5 A #_ > ¥ #h 3 4c - ~NSEREBE- ¥ 0 3 &
F B~ 7% K o Helen-Hayes f33 )43 s sée 77 TLX 2L 73z » s

=B (Er 4 2 plenfkie) @ 2+ gk (left anterior superior iliac spine,
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LASIS) - = = % (left thigh, LTH) - Z % # * %2 (left lateral femural
epicondyle, LLC) » = -] *& (left shank, LSK) - = ¢ |42 (left lateral
malleolus, LLM) - % = g% g¢ (left second metatarsal head, LTE) - = %r§?
(left heel, LHL) - &% (sacrum, SL) - #g ¢+ ~sgptet s @ = 4 %% (left
acromion end, LAC) - = /i=#E % (left olecranon process, LEM) > = ¢k ]} %%
(left lateral epicondyle, LEL) - = #&# % % (left radial styloid process,
LRS) - = = # &% (leftulnar styloid process, LUS) - = @ 3577 g (left end
of middle finger, LMI) > = 3% ¥ p 42 (left medial epicondyle of the femur,
LMC) » = p @42 (left medial malleolus, LMM) - g8 (head, T) °» % = 3

t&# (seventh cervical vertebral bone, C7) » £ = - = %g~ k3 (B 12) -

B 12 >F F LIfAEpE= B o

38



FERERFRARSE IR FELE G2 28 > 27 lateral
sliding strategy & » & §® » # Fo4oT 1 % Rl Ak 2 WERE P FE
Tk A RIELE  FHRFAE 0 An A - 0 F O RER
fs :& {7 lateral sliding strategy i& » 9 %~ =~ (B 13) >#E pFR] & * two feet
lying strategy (Ait EI Menceur, Pudlo, Gorce, Thevenon and Lepoutre 2008) -

TR L e Rl A i ﬁ%%%&’iﬁﬁ%iéiﬁ

kB {78 0F o

L TR RN AR 2 ) BHERe t15 % 20 k% 1S o
BweisF kxfihze i &~ i § 4 B (cubic spline curves) g2 T jf it
(triangular window filter, the length of the window is 2*order+1) » ¥ | * % &
1P B T2 B (coefficient of multiple correlation, CMC) (Kadaba, Ramakrishnan,
Wootten, Gainey, Gorton and Cochran 1989) 22 #pcie % £ 2 #c (coefficient

of variation, CV) #2 & (T £ 45 1215 » B~H ¥ & 3§ ehFfl - 8 (7 103

PR ARFHRALERHETF G EREF S

RS

LT A

FREFAEL DR LRFTRIRZEFBE B TEATHE > 7 PFA

‘*m\

FTR BT R ERE R E 2] B AR R W g

44

|
Bl X PRGERE 0 - 0 T RWR SR ARG ORER T -
BT R R TR TRY > FRLTOREE AT R ERETG T

s WY BT NG T b B IEHEE K SR D~ F R IR kb
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TIERE RS (332 &) £ Eanit > ¥4 A K kik (SL,ASIS) i ¥
Logpg g pbat b R AR > BT 5 L ingress B (RS 0 § Fl i mAEA 4 -
TEFHBFL M- FAT AF BT HIRIL B3 B> B2 2o

0 % - 36% 66% 100%

B 13 gk Neand T HEAFB (%Time) 25 F Ak & &k o

BT RAERE R SR TARGFET A 4o d P IIT A WA R4
B~ ALBI 2 A ALE g]\:"’ré»ﬁji» Nl S R B s
FAHmE e v B RGE &£ E o
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3.3.2 T Btk gl BB

hit (7 (FHEBF Bh el PR 6 % 8-channel v 2 gL B B[R & (AMT-S,

1_

Bortec Biomedical, Calgary, Alberta, Canada.) = # & B["&3R 13 & e en
U B > $EBAE L 1000Hz 0 Rpep A uE 2w (L) -~ 4 (R)

L E v (RF) ~ 3k ig]ee (VL) ~ ¢k #2553+ (gastrocnemius, lateral head,
GL) g% 5w (tibialis anterior, TA) £ ~ (£ 3 g » 7 f&pE S 3% e pE Y
(dual electrode) > & &R FEZ 20mme T A&RpE T & * W 7 L BHIN A K 1
el NIRRT (8 0 R A AR RIRR B PP IR XN R RS
Rid o BRPEIR S BOCR ks pod fedgii e (MVC) 6-8 F) o mp £l
MVC =% % 0] %% Konrad % 2005 £ 8 = The ABC of EMG < ¢ (@ 14)

(Konrad 2005)
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=

E K3t

(A) (B) ©)
Bl 14 % %Ry igiep Bp) MVC ehE £ o

(A) B PP E vedm ok pseenZ L F g e ok 4 3 J el (20 B
BE) oom B E] PR FAGH A S g4 o (B) BRI RPEg SLhE
Foo FwAhANgE (ZuwE) o f E’%P—k*“w‘—' l‘lilﬁ?iff” THFER
Bro it w4 (FudEE) o (C) BBDETIvehE 0 Tk 4 LA
A hgrd b (2O HE) o A RE D EFRPL A 2 et (F B
#8) (Konrad 2005) -
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3.33 vup B B kS

iﬂé%ﬂﬁi@o
B3l % & - AnyBody Managed Model Repository Version 1.2

(AMMRV1.2) F#E ¢ 3 GaitLowerExtremity ™ % & fs #-3] 3

- '

x\“ﬂ‘

AR
IR R oo EEE A £ 162 i Rtp > TR A A4t Horsman
i 2007 # efg2 Py iE 2 0 & 169 igsvp (Horsman, Koopman, van der
Helm, Prose and Veeger 2007) » H @ -7 sLavp 53 B 2% 7 %% M 3 # fE pFep
70% (FE3K B 5 153> Wt B 4 T s R TR 1 70%> ¢ 1.53 % 70% =
1.071) sE% @ 5 153 £ L s enfas|am § £40% S ke o 4
2 fs o RPN KG ,35,?7%‘2‘)& Fen A g FEPITPICE g R AT EM o AT
MAERE € A s (FERE 1.53) AR F H A Fl AP T EH RIEK
E*70% (1.53 * 70% = 1.071) R H#& % #F v~ B R o ihimid 2 04 3

Z;QE*E Hidgr— o
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3343 R L% PHEROHEERE THEF AR TH LR

d w i AR > T U E e T M S LR T A

e

1
I ZE TR I H LM SR ERE > 32 R (B 15 ¢ 510)

kT E L HPE N BRI o BEEOER d A % E_dl =200mm - d2 = 300mm £
d3 =400mm > # ¢ I E FeEREER < A E A 350mm 4 o i g A
B ER AP R KRBT B PBREROT R (- BEEES 15
Eo) o ABHPA BT RT Y PE - n TS TR ERE B

A T PR BRT OB E AR FEFAT R RE

PPN

-~

Bt TR R RS FIENE 331§k -

44



B 15 + %rprBEeh T R o
05 AREFTERGEZFOHM & E & & -d(200mm -~ 300mm -
400mm) E BRESIF R 0 EArEIE B T G ¢ Bhenged o
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335MEEF M T e » B s (£ B e BB

BB EATS D M AR GFFRE 45 &) o A A EiEy
MR REEATED TR B R (T B O TR E
B A FTRE TR B R R TR o iF FUR H_A R SLET ok s g s
T GOp R BRE T R Y BR KR S GEERE 41§

ERRA T U AA BIEE S - LRI T i B T g
X plH it 7 lateral sliding strategy i & Frjge > & A A %re #p
(right swing) ~ £ %8 <~ (bodyswing) £ % %r3x » & p (leftswing) ; % =
B N &S T0mm GZECER T 4R 45 &) ot @ M3 B s
Bgpde (o B IEHIA T - BIEER PR XPRIE - BIEER L
BRE B R R B S p AR Y B AL BRI RS BiER
28 0p 20 KRk E 2K Fljﬁ TERMVCiEFE R KR BHEELE-

r REH MVC £ 347 332 &
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4 FHRA H

A1 E % LabVIEW 8.6 (National Instruments Corp, Austin, TX,

USA.) - 2 %2 Excel 2007 (Microsoft Corp, Redmond, Washington, USA.)

3.4.1 7og B A 5

BOATA S Z BHT L) At p A AR (MVC) At 2) A
i dy 8 gmds i (ingress / egress) «de (FEL S R 042 AT D AR T <0 ingress

AR 0 3) YT RS VO UBLAIE A 4t o Y0 T AL L IR

(rectified) -
N

%%{p’ I/J-"j- 004 f/ ‘L-7-r

A RERIT ehEox podjeig (MVC)
— = 3 ¥ & (root mean square, RMS)» & 1 H ¢ e < B § (T2 416 iF
VR BT R R o
WEL B

- o A4l B Eds (T (ingress/ egress) PEE iEvUp e
& (peak EMG) 12 2 »vp e pERF £ B (activating duration) - kot #

ingress / egress ds iTE¥E 5 R 0 ATE D KA BiE T ingress ¥ A B P A

v g peak EMG o 3 3L Bl & B A T FRAeT L RE TR N R dp iR

CHER LTSy T

WEHH F 004 13 H - X051 E (RMS)

B v e MELfR~ B (peak value) o I F i MVC Rk R0 Birg TR
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4 = Ingress ¥2 egress = B e v B 17 HELE T % (p-value<0.05 %

S
i

i E (T T e 2 B A 2 FheT 1 1) Bedids iTPF A2 R
HEEN T B 4o ] 16-A5 2) AT R b Bch R B e A B T S
(triangular window, 40 half-width of moving average) T i i jmit ~ ¥ MVC
i it (MVC) ~ Hd e L R r Rt (% Time) » 4@ 16-B >
3) BT it T TIBFEED 100 B TR X553 0 4oB] 16-C o
4) B2 IRESH VT MEL BRI E F iEvep T 100 B F AR 0T 30 E E R
BE o @IPCR AT BARE R A5 BE R R R o VR AR
£ B A FTACT L R i @ RO U ELen— AARS R (100 B kL EE) 0 A
*oegress MR AL EL R (FARLME 5 2l B dn e I HLIL PFERT N > ingress R LB

3t egress AU E A EL AL ] o
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Raw Data (1500x) Smoothing 100pts

2.5- 100+ 100-
2 80 80
. 1.5 § 60 M § 60 M
1 f 5’?‘ 40 )k‘ 53 40 /\“
0.5 ] 20+ 20
N A e W

0 50 100 0 50 100 0 50 100
% Time % Time % Time

(A) B) ©

B 16 5 & B3k % v (RTA) 7R ML SE T B4R o
(A) BTG R G 8 e B e s R (B) FinE R
b FALGE T R (8 a9 B (C) TR RPN 100 RO gk

e ) -
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342 A WHEEHE TR H

AFTRY A FFE RGP R TEEE G A o'Fl'i’B’»
MERY (FARREFNP LD RLETR) F%7 FEF k5 SL A
Bl ASIS (LASIS, RASIS) -~ =% TE (LTE) &2+ % HL (RHL) en X~Y ~Z
R g 1 4% 5 £ 4p B 238k (CMC) (Kadaba, Ramakrishnan, Wootten,
Gainey, Gorton and Cochran 1989) - 3+ & & » & jmd* (T £ 47 |+ » CMC &A%
17 1.0 Pl £ AR 02 (L0 3 2 24PF) ° ¥ - o f ZEE » B iFen
BT R R 0 W EEABIFE G = BIFE (phase) - 4 ] A right
swing ~ body swing £ left swing (% 4) > & 41* £ & t2¥% (CV) & »3%
W EFHE > o (TR AR R EEEET LR > CV 2 5%R & 7

FHE LT &Ei’?iﬂ °

% 4 B ivend (FRERE R 22 = BRFE E & (Chenand Yang 2010)
RHL 5 + %rurpdenk kzk > LTE 5 2% % - i ¥ 8¢ -

_ Ingress (lead: right leg)
Motion :
Phase Motion feature
Motion start | _ . Start RHL leaves the ground
Right swing End
- RHL contacts the platform
Body swing Start
(sit down) End
LTE leaves the ground
_ Start
- Left swing
Motion end End LTE contacts the platform
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35 By F R N AT

PRl = fe > BT Brip AR sk R o o B AR BOE O € B )
o g enfA; (- ingress @ 1T ficgE s 2 = 100 B steps)e A FF AU * e -
Bsk 2 T A MR EER S T ok 2 fA X R AR e ) 0 &
FREICRAELE S LA iF (multiple linear regression) i §F 3 B chg Al
= Excel 2007 » % ﬁf AR

Regression equation:  Yeye g = ZaixEMG.Sim_i +b (:* 2)

Bfe— IR T EEFIRICR G T Yewere (- HFAURE - B
5) BT IR 1T Xevesimi (75 RRI G 0p 0T s £ - iR en

AR R UBL) o I ar G0 g (R R & s
RAHLEAPEM B) o b S FHCITEL o A AT E I s RO e

T _adic (R-square) XSkl — 3RS T N Ep hil B HRICT B R
LR BB 2 4 CR-square A% B A mART 4] BOsUEL R B IR R
LR BLARE > 3% 2 5 ARE Y DM AR gL et i b (Grasso,

Bianchi and Lacquaniti 1998) ° 2055 /ad® > £ 4o 1 F AT ML IR B E

b 341 & ¢ A VR ABLR B D RS R TR 0 2 R en A F E R
MELE BB VCR LS ‘@d‘u} AL BB F R 2B 2 T e 2

5 i~ & (% Peak)

¥ ek e f"gm# ﬁ’%iﬁgm% )ﬂ* %rt'-‘ (XEMGS|m|) ¥ ;E g TE’C '{Lﬂﬁ - ﬁ%’”’} °
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B FIE_A Mg R G - T ] o s A Ml - R e

SHCEE E ALY T o g RS - R S aEveg ke g R IR R A o

F_&

AR P 0 BRI Bk F A ZHRDE k Segg s g (TA) ¢ F =
i) ep (TAL TA2, TA3) > & = BFHHEO R AHER 24P F > vl fF 4 47
£ TAL sl s eR 35l s hppgee (GL) 5 - iEf L (GL) 5k
g9 (RF) ¢ 2z @ iFo~p (RFLRF2) - 2 fiHI“TAHER 27 F > xik
A g R 5 ke (VL) ¢ 3 iEiE g g (VL1-6) @ & ik 4
Foep (VL7,VL8) » @ %y A BRI A F 4 5 ved g v % %
PR RICR AP PR G B IR R R o T A RO A SLE

BT 0 it A 4T R P REE A LS VL8 ST IR o
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36 B £ UM & & BT e > 2 i (TR

R AR

—\

SO AP ERFASSFIUIMSER (2 1) T
Gl TR EE e A AT PEMMY S BARR I ERME - BARR MK
e b e U S R (R D) oI ARHRF EdER R T

SHEERREA) > D 3EF AT O S ERUE (2 1) o
B gdy il d fpd (T G bl & & R £ 2 - X GE
TR RS T E A & A B K SE > J R UM S
ERTHNE A DRSS (T o A MIMARAEF 2 B 2HE LRSI
BMM&E LR (£ 5) 2% -5 BME LRI gy L3 phz e
Foob o IR 333 % 0 b x TR Sg B E KT 70%5K 20 kY RS 0T

o enig ecd R e w P 4% Giacomin Ty 1 S H ARG B

IR R E D S A NG R (comfort) 7 P BE R 3 (Giacomin and

QO
c
QD
=
-
o
o
=3
o
|_\
(do]
({o]
\‘

N
™

(&}
o+
v.\\

S
\\‘Zt

ik

kv

G LD PR ARG HE R



2 S5 RV EFOMS ERE - BdpE At rsgﬁ.:‘z VU] i o
Yes : 4t r‘gggiﬂ”:ﬂmﬁrpqﬁqrﬁgaﬁi@ No : ‘a;a%é}ﬁf 118 3] g -
EE Yes LT G v RREPTF AL UGN ORL S RN S A R F T RIS
kb o HAARrER %Aff;@aﬂ@}iﬁvnfjﬁu]%]‘j IS T b AT
CHERARR > AU TRTEIMARCEBRA I H T AT 2
=% 24 R (pelvis pos & pelvisrot) - #% 7 5 No -

Limit Limit

or not or not
Hip flexion Yes Pelvis pos X, Y, Z No
Hip abduction Yes Pelvisrot X, Y, Z No
Hip external rotation | Yes Pelvis thorax extension No
Knee flexion Yes Pelvis thorax lateral bending No
Ankle plantar flexion | No Pelvis thorax rotation No
Sub talar eversion No
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o~ B

4.1 v $& ingress / egress eREE % B

AR AT B w F AN ingress iETH TR IEd 0 AT L

VLo }*va‘ o d1 A Wl GE £ B #£F ingress & egress B 1T b R

4 3.4.1 & #7if > & H#-ingress / egress 3 +F M ELE ~ B (peak EMG) i
T HEE T T Bhicd 60 w%i%w v (RTA) ~ 3o ippiv
(RVL) ~ Z%resav (LGL) ~ A&k fplse (LVL) 229 # (LRF) fiv® 3
PiEELEsEELR o HY RTASRVL 22 LGL = iE%©p 7 ingress P %
T 3ol 4 g % b egress fFe ¥ vh LVL ¥2 LRF & iE5“p % egress pF i
¢ < *ringress pF o i F 3V BT 39484 (mean pattern) T bt fRVCR RS
PR R > B IFRE RN aingress U A EL B 3T egress U A EL el B A B
X_58%2 51% (B 17) - = #g¢h A~ 473 i 9o f ingressiegress 3u 5L T ehfg
2 vt (ingress 'z 2 egress) & 0.925 (LVL) £ 0.980 (LRF) »# 7+ LVL
2 LRF & ¥ fegress end = 14 @3 ingress > & LVL &2 LRF &5 B #
ERFF crvep S ivs LFEE S 57 3] 8% > @ ¥ ingress pF & Jp miF i f pF R
Wlendi 4 o oA Hepsep 4 pPERL Ble & % E G oingress LA pERT L B
SIS E PR G o BT E G REFLR ST FE eI EREL

B et i ingress PR+ e RTA~ RVL 22 LGL = iE9vp 42 41 egress pF 73
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5% 10 7] 25% MVC:> @ egress FFii = e LVL ¥2 LRF & iE 3 v 42:iF ingress
Pl gL iy 7 3] 10% MVC 5 gt #b > B %] e % ingress BE i * AR R s ih
RTA - RVL ¥ LGL iz = #5vvp i X335 2. peak EMG ¥ 12 3 35 g + 30
A # B R E_ingress pF i peak EMG 3 ¢ egress & (% 72 4 8) » Ft A
PR s $T AR RIK @ 5 vingress pRAICR @ P & 3R E R ST egress
Fro ¥ eb o fingress T o T OUF LA B TA 27 GL chE_ * 2R & S 1
VU o T OIS e BB AL (T o Fpt e 2 AT

ingress e A ELE R EAEF B e TA 2 GL k27 £ B (3.35 &)

% 6 & ingress / egress &~ iE P fEAUR R B iR E (peak EMG) & 2t
FHEE TR -
*: p-value < 0.05 (15 i# trials) - #e %g (ingress: RTA~RVL £ LGL ;
egress: LVL 22 LRF) 3 % B#iv? & " RS R AR E o
activating duration (%) = ingress 3t %fm 3T egress I B e LR EriE B R

£ Bt B o
Peak EMG Ingress .
(% MVC) (lead: right leg) Egress Activating
Muscle Mean SD Mean SD duration (%)
RTA* 64.65 14.42 43.26 9.89 52
Right leg RVL* 39.00 9.29 29.34 6.51 56
RRF 17.83 6.05 20.46 9.62 46
RGL 52.04 14.67 43.48 12.60 72
LTA 57.48 12.14 56.95 7.30 52
LVL* 30.05 6.88 37.05 5.91 58
Left leg
LRF* 28.22 7.01 38.42 9.87 51
LGL* 64.75 9.43 39.26 7.97 72
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% 7 = igvp  (Ingress p* peak EMG #iz = er9©g ) 2_ ingress £2 egress B 4|
15 =% 3% peak EMG -
7 e iSRG B AP s 0 ¥ O IR Ingress > egress ik % #ic ; egress >
ingress k> # o

EMG Peak (%MVC)

Trial # RTA RVL LGL

Ingress | Egress | Ingress | Egress | Ingress | Egress
1 67.710 34.633 38.256 23.500 67.395 50.657
2 83.753 35.729 45.231 36.033 71.992 36.635
3 72.150 59.064 30.149 26.952 69.037 38.733
4 80.510 28.731 36.201 22.365 65.543 20.970
5 52.707 37.586 39.538 33.080 65.303 45.950
6 67.180 40.994 29.225 25.810 72.045 44.908
7 77.697 38.178 40.315 20.637 58.836 40.510
8 57.853 58.370 39.181 32.601 54.353 33.551
9 70.769 51.084 43.983 29.188 60.381 37.263
10 36.395 34.431 25.752 24.218 50.591 29.853
11 60.413 52.355 45.630 29.993 90.173 37.793
12 68.737 41.581 53.292 39.995 58.185 49.574
13 39.987 38.556 26.082 26.056 57.912 48.808
14 53.250 58.253 57.724 26.560 62.148 38.236
15 80.590 39.331 34.497 43.125 67.335 35.438

Mean 64.65 43.26 39.00 29.34 64.75 39.26
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4. 8 =z igsvp peak EMG 2 B %] " 5] (ingress£? egress % 15 i trials) o
it 7 % Bor 4= 304 ingress 2. peak EMG + *% egress p o

EMG Peak (%MVC)

RTA RVL LGL

Ingress Egress Ingress Egress Ingress Egress
83.753 57.724 90.173
80.59 53.292 72.045
80.51 45.63 71.992
77.697 45.231 69.037
72.15 43.983 43.125 67.395
70.769 40.315 39.995 67.335
68.737 39.538 36.033 65.543
67.71 39.181 33.08 65.303
67.18 38.256 32.601 62.148
60.413 59.064 36.201 29.993 60.381
57.853 58.37 34.497 29.188 58.836
53.25 58.253 30.149 26.952 58.185
52.707 52.355 29.225 26.56 57.912

39.987 51.084 26.082 26.056 54.353 50.657

36.395 41.581 25.752 25.81 50.591 49.574

40.994 24.218 48.808

39.331 23.5 45.95

38.556 22.365 44,908

38.178 20.637 40.51

37.586 38.733

35.729 38.236

34.633 37.793

34.431 37.263

28.731 36.635

35.438

33.551

29.853

20.97
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= Ingress, Ing

LVL (Ing>Eg, 58%) _ £gress Eg

30

Q 20 -

2 10
& 0
2
s 0 50 100
= LRF (Ing>Eg, 51%)
ﬁ 30

Q 20

2

$ 10

0 ! ¢ N _ Tl
0 50 100

% Time

B 17 LVL &7 LRF g vq 25T 19484 o
Ingress . 553 >* egress et i & W) F_58%% 51% -
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r AR RS TEHE TR TR R

K 342 & - f1* CMC #+E54pm R E#DaE - % Pliﬂ”m & dcd 9o
FREIRA G OF R e (e TAR40B) 13) S~ 55 0.97 2
F (A0 FZR2Apk) APIAE 0 BB Fl MY AR T RATI TR &
BSEEE om F U] ?Jﬁ PERFEERS Taingress A2dn =B 7 F % o i@

B 2 G FE L AR R A X fhe i R &35 0.776

31 0.958 -

L9 BRIz AL E R IR -
Xihag o 28 Yihag 2 28 ~Zdhs e > o

Marker _ CMC of displ_acements |
X-axis Y-axis Z-axis

SL 0.776 0.984 0.989
LASIS 0.870 0.976 0.987
RASIS 0.873 0.979 0.988
LTE 0.958 0.979 0.973
RHL 0.901 0.978 0.980

$o o4 1 RHL 2 LTE cn Y dhi=# TR 2 & 1 i » § (Fende B &
BLY R PR e crpE R (B 18) o B iFAcEE L RHL 3R 3 6 o chge > ¥
2L LTE (B89 % T 5 comarker) 303 3L 515 chpsfl » o (FpE
v

£ 3+53950+0.168 ) (13 =x % » CV <5%) o & [ Fodd 5 por fF 2L 4 %)

% 36+ 1.597% Time £ % 65.8 + 1.524% Time (13 =< ##% > CV <5%) -
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FREFHRELI RIS 900644 =+ (4 1.6% Time * 4 )& ivpr

TRy

Distance (m)
©c o o o o o
— N e . wn N

<

o B T BHP B TEAFREZEY o

—RHL —LTE

I\

/\
\

\ % “\
RHL contacts the platform
at 36%, CV < 5%
LTE leaves the ground
J J//J_~H‘héﬁauﬁ8%iCV{5%
0 10 20 40 50 60 | 70 80 90 100
%Time
Right swing Body swing Left swing

B 18 RHL ¥ LTE e-® =4 (vertical displacement, Y-axis) #v#™ ] o
Hdh s A Y (M) o b B TR A R (% Time) cdr A

RHL shing™ » fw 5 5 LTE e o 1245 phase en# & »

B 4p 3

pF R EL A B K E % 36% Time &2 % 65.8% Time» ¥ CV ¥ /] 3t 5% %
THBHMTTEAFER -
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43 R B2 AT ARART R

K35 H o E 2 AR Y E RO R E IR ESTO% T LR
dEE T AR AT AR 1 R BRI SH A TESRE T BT RE
drd 100 & BEp iR E T A AZE 1o AT E g A TRITOE T B dk
T we iE MM fF Y {8 F iFyep g R-square 4% 100 H ¢ 4
wrag b s (RVL) ~ 3k 2 9~ (RRF) ¥ % %rigsi se (LTA) = fEs©vp
r-square 42:iF 0.45 > AT H @ svp o 35z TR LR AR B
(Exp.) & Hicse (Simi) % 2 ¢ 5 g hipivid (R 19) - 4 B ¥ oo
BV R ATR Y BB S GE B FHE S n iR
BT ehingress # (v £ L R > v AR 0 RVL #5eT AR% r 2010 £ 4
" BMW Group Ergonomics ¢ AnyBody™ ¢ = 4k 4 % it » & fahidl
1 RVL 8o g 252 % 4p 1v (Bichler 2010) > @& 1w B4 Ak

BRIE PN B AR BRSO PBERS ERFRESF TS
Bl B BT LB E R R LA B R gt o X Bk
¥ = gg o~ (bicep femoris) £2-] %2t p d9v (soleus) > @ ¥ B i wskEE P T

A3 ER AT A HR AR R 0 A LY 4 R ULARE L

AR REER T LARTLA R R BN R T kS S

BHA) 5 4 boingress B¢ 1T E_Ap F 4F 320 b it BMW B Fi (Bichler 2010)
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fer 5B ABER A BEEAH 2 B e R RS R
WELAP 2 0 BEoT Toingress #¢ (TiE AT AR Fe o @ (FER L fER K 1F D] 2 4F enfic
FCD R Vb XU TR Y 0 G R RS B i
For B4 @Y 0 P LT ERY FRAU2 - o FH S

A HET) 8 TR AR T R L B R 17

% 10 ~igsep g R-square (R%) 42 2476 (7 4y 3 #4 {7 e peak & o
fe 48 & #F < R-square -

Muscle LTA LVL | LRF LGL RTA | RVL | RRF RGL

R 051 | 024 | 0.15 0.02 0.01 | 046 | 0.45 0.01

0.578 0.452
Peak | 0.075 | 0.125 0719 1.89E-07 | 0.138 | 0.188 0.636 2.05E-08

0 50 100 O 50 100 O 50 100
% Time % Time % Time
Bl 19 = igvep ch e g ke 4841 R-square (RY) -
d TRk v (VL) 2@ v (TA) Gvep F 4Rt @ A Sl
Fod EETZ R s e AR AMELE (SIm) R 2 AEF R E VT (#)
HEEA A iEreg (Siml &Sim2) ¥ ficggied s L B AR L o
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4.4 - i 2% Pl epingress (Ol & & B

441 BB E M § &R B0

<,

doE g A %i?‘l"ﬁ%'ﬁw’“% FRBE A HRED ML R A B8]
BEhed 11> & R R 4B 200 ¥ g IS pIECR & chet B (hip abduction)
PRGFLEPENERNFEENTIOE T AT R P EFEE 07.5%T%EH
TE (2 1) o750 A RIEEM & chE 4 & (hip external rotation) ¥2 + %r
Wb a Ay & R (knee flexion) A2 B #6F 97.5% T UE (% 11) - B & &
BANTS® LT E R G R2 M T 0 ingress - #1304 R4 3
W T A R LA PGIT o F 8K avep 5 R
FIM S ERETHERFEFESLRE A F " 0 BTN RS R LA RS

% GldohF2 7 - {7 e ingress o

F 11 & & g T2 AAEER O - BB & & R HRE (degree) o
fe S SRR AR A 14T 97.5%F #4 a LT ol R R T

B o
Motion Left leg Right leg
(degree) Max Min Max Min
Hip flexion 92.33 -8.73 85.70 -16.76
Hip abduction 50.31 -17.80 50.89 -4.63
Hip external rotation 27.71 -8.71 27.20 -6.58
Knee flexion 98.18 -3.2 119.19 -1.55
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Leftleg Right leg
(degree) Hip flexion (degree) Hip flexion
100 . 100
50 50 /\\/‘
50 -50
Hip abduction Hip abduction

100 - 100

” /_/_J \__ % /—\_/ R

0 — 0 ——
-50 -50
Hip external rotation Hip external rotation
100 100
50 50
-50 -50
Knee flexion Knee flexion

100 =11 150

50 - / = 100 -/'\ /\——
0 —— T T 1 50

750 0 / \—I/ T T 1

% Time % Time

B 20 4 4zt il ingress #+ 1t AE - AWM & & R 1 (degree) -

i,}ﬁﬂé i%‘vfﬁgﬁii}g,?ﬁg?%w&géﬁi}io

BN AFE e AR (0

extension ~ adduction ¥ internal rotation) -
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4423 P +%% PEHEBLAM S L RPI 2GR

dow it o RipdtA G Z BiEE (dlod20d3) o kA TEREFRZM S
ERBL MG T UFR ALY A M BRI HE S =y (dl) B
FoEORE R RNE R R RE R BERE R (2 12 B
21) > 4= %r hip flexion ~ external rotation ~ knee flexion ~ +. #%r< hip flexion -

abduction ~ external rotation > e B %™ 2 B & & B % C AEF I e o

7 12 Z BHREBRDBSERFLHES L E -

fe R R Z BiEE T L) el

Diff. (max-min) (degree) dl d2 d3
Hip flexion 92.147 85.067 93.380
Left Hip abduction 65.299 69.232 66.779
Hip external rotation 42.387 42.453 43.784
Knee flexion 81.188 89.198 87.411
Hip flexion 96.273 95.122 103.042
Right Hip abduction 53.661 61.903 54.961
Hip external rotation 42.819 50.042 40.414
Knee flexion 116.887 111.685 114.397

¥oeb o LourpkEEbAR R AR $ (3 = 400 mm) - & % hip flexion &
55%Time Fid#: fTlo A pr g & ® 2 B #F "WHE (B R) =+ > 2 7 &>
e % 20%Time = + P knee flexion ¢ A2 EEk K BE d1 chl & & & > Z AT
BEE LR E o AP F 0 T O I L YRR BEAX R AT A FE (1 =200mm) o

+%rhipflexion & R gittgR S > 2 ¥ UEF % 63% Time F|H (v L i&
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BpE o ch #r knee flexion & & > 2@ 5 384 (% 66% ~ 100% Time)
CE AT TR B M E VIS LR (12R) BB RET T L
WrEREE B AR AT A T 13 B L % knee flexion & B > it FiT A
§ 374 RATE B E LU 0 iz ingress B 1T e H ko F vk i 0 e
AR EINERET S BARE > AR AL L ST I RES

rieE o 4

% right swing & & FF 3

*m\t

wiTEdis +HEZTE

N

5;

A B p ﬁ“ﬁ;’@?

‘:\ﬁ

F AR TS LEE (% 66% ~ 100% Time) i+ %r
knee flexion & B i& & cryk AL .7 10 3 ﬁd BrE g B kG > BEARE 8 B &
R ERTEqG ook L EHA] 0 &5 B A kﬁ"kmﬁ

FINREEFEA L7 ORY 0 REREEARIT AR o TR M E 5 TR

TR ESIMEFE o A

\4

(VAR §- =21 ERLIENE U SRS E g - gg—-ﬁ

BB B2 AW DEEHLR ) & 200-300mm E_iR 4T g R 0 T v & 18 hip
flexion ¥ knee flexion % & ¥t FiF - BX $ b ey it » & hip

abduction £ external rotation i 52 £ 3 + > 5 Ag:E A8 TR F L F 1T

FIE o e
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Leftleg S Right leg a
(dcgrcc) Hip flexion —-d2 (dcgec) Hip flexion — @
100 ===d3 100 e === d3
py
50 /-)(_\/\h 50 -
Ve
g e o {’I
0 = 0
-50 - -50 -
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
. . —dl . . —dl
Hip abduction —d2 Hip abduction — a2
100 - ===d 100 - e
50 - Theelder
- T ._..f,.r ..............
0 __~
-50 - -50 -
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
. . —adl . . —dl
Hip external rotation — @ Hip external rotation — @
100 ===d3 100 === d3

Knee flexion :$ Knee flexion :g;
100 ===dd 450 m==d3
/,,._-/--"" == _= '/ The elderly cannot 1each
50 2 100
A‘J
0 -— 50
-50 - 0 -
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Bl 21 = BERE ¥ 280 - B M & Ol Fr i}i%ﬂil’&g T o
TR LR L R i A B ﬁ-)i%"‘f?i‘_" B B
BT o e ds ({8 Baht % knee erX|on i)i EHRF BT E
FTAF  GHEFEREA A AT RERS §REF Y %ﬂﬂﬁ
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45 B#F UGN & BT ihds (THORA AT 2 MR 25

AR ELE 2 A ENGEREE T I R AR Ok
)k RAE & ﬁvﬁmme%ﬁﬁﬁy?Piﬁﬂ%%ﬁi@@%%@m
PR 5y R VT ML S B & & & chde i 4o [F) (Frontera, Meredith, Oreilly,
Knuttgen and Evans 1988; Feland, Myrer, Schulthies, Fellingham and Measom
2001) - Fr AR LG M B TR RS I8 RFIE R p I R
Lok BT AP E LS X PEATAEHEFOAFELET R
T e AR AL FGTRGRMOGE 43 5T u;ﬁd WimbaT B #

Sde i A4l ET LE MG LR B A LA A

‘:‘I\
371 >
.:m\
‘A—
x\“\

ZUTE Ol e & R U] o BERRERE T AT LA R AR B K
B R AR B I LA R L B A 0 T ATy

GERDEHFERM TR LA I RERR FE T 2 AR
BA) s < IR - 2 8 i]*u{#%fr&“ﬂ CHME ARGy R0 2
Wae b A BT OM %o R BSOS FERT G B LB oy o
PowES o Aot R S EHEICI SR SR FEBEEFE AR 0 &
Py 7mgite » i+ (FrEEp e g g4 o 28 B iRy
4) AR R AR Tl R B (TR CR R0 B 5 R e

TABR S BB B F A KA R 0 ST 2N B A A BEEOUR LA M

SEREEE 3w ER T EES I
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AT RS R S U PP IS AR TR

-%\-

RIT 02§ & 7 i 0 ingress & (T HER o o I * E POTR R R By
fAR & H AT A AT E T - 2 e A1 & ingress & 1T 05 %

FIE SR ABE S e 2T RS ingress B TR TELR > L LA L

PEEREAEI AP RS LI RERAIFEET (E o E A
AFH o EF AR e ML BT avingress & (T € % LADHM &4 < PO
RAARR AL RS S E PR A L B A

IEAEF A HRE I E TR O I et R B2 G (B 10) o

E
)

FHE THEF S e H R T HRERT AR o S e

T

(Bl 22) - + PR+ 5 F 8 right swing FF & @ & 3] left swing FEEc 8 &

NS

B ERER D e 18 e 50 fRARAD v R 6 (TR

i B &F ingress #+ T E G RSy B 0 @A TG e F IR E 0F
PRRLRE & b s poRh RE S 0 B4 G T R R LAY S B ingress P
SHER St AR S SREAFTY TP A UFIE > 50 - B Rk

%ﬁfﬁgﬁ;’ ﬁ_)i_@‘\ 'l A RS ;"I’Sb"‘i’s ra, mﬁ“i&_mﬂ: %\‘ ﬂ‘k’j"m wﬁﬂ #5



<,

st Rl o ek 78.60m (% FEte ] o R S HER) o AR (T ingress B+ T
BHRGE S o BT ML G - s B HA 38%aE o R

B (ak) MERE TR FAR (R])

PR E_% 50%Time -
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0% 100%

B 23 % e~ B p B SRl HR T S E A R
> é’ﬁif’}-"i’_—' TRESAE SRR 0 e T S ARGk R
300mm o fptAp¥tRE (AT 0 X RF|H TR E S e BT mF T 4 o

RFLD FHE L UAH AR (2 1) k2s- BHELGT D

" L PR &

/%ii

PILEAL (B 24) 0 % M E ARSI E VTR 5 R
BT ek 2 s R Ee TR RO ST MR E (R 13) W AAE 1o

Fom B BT LT L LI 0E

13 R U E (THCA] 2 HERCR ABLIRE -

Muscle | LTA | LVL | LRF LGL RTA | RVL | RRF RGL

0.571 0.522
Peak | 0.193 | 0.137 0615 8.77E-08 | 0.138 | 0.189 0.589 3.20E-08
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AR LRI T FE R R S H B R LR i

WP st S o BABNE RFR S (AP HBR R T

IR AR M -

Leftleg Right leg
(degree) Hip flexion (degree) Hip flexion
100 100
00— — 0 7
-50 -50
Mod*Hip abduction Mod*Hip abduction
100 100
50 The elderly cannot reach 50 - The elderly cannot reach
N eyt A | M 77 N =
0 - Theelderly can'reach - 0 —r=~=—Theelderly canreach
-50 -50
Mod*Hip external rotation Mod*Hip external rotation
100 100 |
50 1 The elderly cannot reach S0 The elderly cannot reach
1 The elderly cantreach 01 The elderly cairreach
-50 -50
Knee flexion Mod*Knee flexion
100 150 - -
—~— The elderly cannot reach
50 J 00 = m St ez iz
0 | T . . - 50 The elderly can reach
-50 0 - |
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
% Time % Time

Bl 24 % &4 < UH1ehie » 2 gmds (THT - A M & & R R (degree) o
W WHE LR T FHHEER - fERA e AR (4o
extension ~ adduction £¥ internal rotation) -Mod*: 3 4v » & 1 ¢997.5%
UL UM E LRSS T -
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o & T (Bl 25) 7 g T G oS RIALH & b e R (hip external
rotation) £ ¢t 2 & & (hip abduction) = F|*34 & ¥ & » # i% & body swing
phase P » - %rur¥ ead NG g4 F o X FHF 4 A% 55% Time »

+HFEREN R - BERE R EX iE'J'Jﬁ YRR R < X E_65mm) 0 @ Ry

PAE R ARG 215mm (B 8) 0 Flpte {5 B AT pehEtE KB N R R ki
E”’rﬁ*&ﬁﬂsb?@iﬁ%ﬁﬂi@%ﬁp\ s A MB NIRRT A F

B A (door-sill) % & 0@ gt % G Petz8ll AT g ¢ v A E i E P

\

B AT " e d fmeanip R (Petzall 1995) - Namamoto 7= j&i& » & fm#
Fw R LA E P PR B FAENS R R LA MARS > o & 2R
4% % (Namamoto, Atsumi, Kodera and Kanamori 2003) -
5 BART T RS AR AR AIRE S ) ST AR B
+ # (% 55% Time) &_4 ** body swing phase (% 36% Time 3| % 65.8%
Time) © > :Z phase & & B s 2 %L 5308 ob s Lyrdl g3t N> KB H
SRiziE ~ B > Tt A& body swing phase FF > R A A A G T PR
o P AT X IR TR Y A 2B E ) 8 g et ffu
A 2B )k 5 A BEAA B o Flet o X PUHE (TR T B
BEERE AR 2 BT T 0 REFLYUIF TS

ERERIL RS é’ﬁé»"%,"? it ehingress # i - Namamoto ~ #% | &4 B & iF
g

g
=%
F_&
(=
7
[t
=
&
e
o
3
S
=
3
'73
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VR K B < edt 4 kL 4P 48 (Namamoto, Atsumi, Kodera and Kanamori
2003)

RERE & cneh B & B U4 PER B A body swing phase B % 5 F
EHOFER A RFIG AT R AR EE R TR X R

@R B B A TR R L R R R TR

A I bk g T AR KWL LR AD P K ERED
=~ AR &b B & R S DA A o

+ %k B & By d (knee flexion) 7 42 41 % ﬁ 2 H b B R AR
20% Time = + » P & 8L/ >0 right swing phase » ¢ P&+ %rgstd 28 ¢ 35 6

B IEAT 0 F A DAL TR T R 2
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55% Time % *LH| B & & & % (limited motion) £ & § & i
(basellne motion) = ingress # i & X B o
H A (RIARLE) & Bl 7+ 4rE &2 8 ) B chF ML
LR R ERT OV UBMAR TREER LT FED
AFHen = (LARR) EZHF (=A% 2 RR) :.l%]k*@%ﬁ-r
B (T &
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i
2
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%E&g \‘v
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4.6 FEZ T ehingress § (£2. T BLICR @ 2R A

)

AR e e LR £ A SER R PR

i

BlE ERERB AL TOMM E T H TR B R R R E R &
TR & R R A 0 T e i R R A 60 F UB R
RARA]2 XK e i TA & GL & ingress pram 2L * A2 e & g
FI e E T 1 A en TAE GL 2w oo kplRec a2 s A

B R BRI LE A RS TR Bk AER i T

—\

dow L ge O R TR AR A ingress pE o TR LB )X (S chw iX

U s @ R ARR WL N R B RERK 1 9-17%MVC: £ 3 ¥

w

2 (p<0.05) (@ 26) - % RIS E R PpaE x4 7 ingress # 17 > d Erif
Be s (B 27) BEor 4T e (T SE 0o 2 2 B RY 1S chingress # 1T %

" o

Peak EMG All ® original
(%MVC) B lower chassis
150
125 _*
100

ITA LGL RTA RGL

Bl 26 w LRI PATE R T chingress 2 T Sw BEICR UBLIR B A 4T o

* p-value< 0.05 (& xRl = B ik * & 20 =2 325%)
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BT i PRy

P2\ é'_FI

iR E SRR (R ;E'J—*nguxﬁ:iar% 14) -
Rosvp chg s @ * RRPC T HFLR -

35

)
~F

iT B iE 2T iR 17 ingress BF
oL E M (18-65%) 5 b TimEF L 169.9 (6.75) cm (Lin, Wang
and Wang 2004) - # A% 3 £ * % ;‘E'J—‘gjé BB R AHEYT MEEY

% 50%ile = + » - =4 % 33%ile =+ > - =#AEG L F 25%ile - F 5 &
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T T § BT B B

{53 R8T ingress pF 0 & 3R A

ToRuR Bk R AR R RIL O G SO6A/?J"ﬁmRGL AR ARG PR

T eingress ¥ T il > e L R R 5 2%MVC = +
BN R (PRI

FiRigs (TR E O HATEE AT

L 70mm) ~ 2o AR

L ko @ Y AR 0§ R

A

f

—%‘?‘;3)»

_L

BREFEL

o F R T

IR

PE M TR TAYE GL 53 %2 3 0%

7 RSk o

Z 14w LRRIE AR TR
Subject Years Height (cm) Weight (kg)
S03 22 166 (33%ile) 54
S04 22 157 (2.5%ile) 62
S05 25 170 (50%ile) 73
S06 22 171 (50%ile) 63
Mean (SD) 22.75 (1.5) 166 (6.377) 63 (7.789)
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Peak EMG

B oric
(% M VC) > u f;gg:]hassis
250 %
200
150
100 * * *
50 A T 1
0 -
LTA LGL RTA RGL
$05 ® original
B lower chassis
125 *
100 [
75
50 1 * "
25 1
0 -
LTA LGL RTA RGL

W 28 w i Rl el e

S04 " original
B lower chassis
100
75
M H |
ITA LGL RTA RGL
S06 loriginal
B lower chassis
75

*
%
30 T
ITA LGL RTA RGL

B3t A4 o

* . p-value < 0.05 (#+ =% iE'J—‘ﬁﬁ B iE 2 2 20 =< F5k) o

80



47 4%

FAEENIRIES RO R R RIERF S L
ghingress / egress # it > AFTy G EIVCR AL E BT & T HEES BR T

BT SRR 8 R AR O GRS B B rehdt FELR

3 HFAL » < F0A L7 ingress E >t egress - H R FlE & (TR 12 Tk
B A oo F R U] - RARR DR T & TREE > A 2 R

5o 0 MR T ek 2 3 ingress # (TR 5 = B Ff L > Namamoto
% 2003 87T 3 m e A1 - R B R de TR NP BL 2 & 0 e ingress & (F A
- Bl d TR B A = RHE s TS EEIRAE N 22 B O chlrig o
X AFEE F TRE 7B % (Namamoto, Atsumi, Kodera and Kanamori
2003) @ TED AP EEF LB AT o B— BEIEr 2 A £ ey

B o UE s AR A ARG ERE TR T

P T EE B R EREE T OHE » B gRde (FRLLE ~ 497 0§ X egress

= 0 EHE A oingress R EH A T M ELABE SR 0 R R E 2

I3

FIBE g b (Thg4p e % 0 ARG - GEevp (L 4P s RVL) 0
Frge v en MBS 2 L F7 1 48 17 (Bichler 2010) > e % 43 & F ¢ha £ R F)

TE LB SR E A P R e TN B 5 WOV R
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o B PARAEECE BEE O TUAP RN BT R BRE RS R E
RR L ELERU g (e R R UL E Rl A 2 REE A E R
S U AR ARl Y B 4 g g Ko S B et (5o @ e B R
e e M T A 2 T L il A AR o G AR
TR 4l g A 4 R R BRI R B a0 KA - B HORT
MEB B EILT B g iR > R AL R A s T A e (TR AL
IR M B A Bk TR A SR B Rk B X U B (T ek
TR R S F AL YR T R A BRI K e R
EX AR £ S HCEE MR E e RS ok R B
b g n g H e 60 0 ingress 2 (E AL 1 4 8 0
BRBHCER O & B AR B AP I en i e UL R RS A AT BL2E W Rl

e e AT AR AR S LR F R E

"ﬁ""
5
=
-—\_.
G
*
T

RIS e R TR BT KRG

CER RN T E LN SEE R E SR
r“séﬁ:&iﬁ? it erningress # 1T & o 2 APE T H A »’;5‘1’;‘?]%’; 3 AR
TR NI R MBI P R TOMM e B AT LG 20

38% A e oA - BT R LA BT B BB AW Y A
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T EET oo KT AN TAE GLeE X # % 2R SRE T £ 5 B

SEEF S 3= R R EE T R

BmT RS AR Ao PR AR AR S P T MR (S GRS
Foa 2 eBvit THFRAE  SLEAFEFLL 0 BEERFORY
YREEZRIA APy FLOE ingress :E4E° & R & WO+ 3

1 - e
SLO ECALEI - 4

R g};yrgx.p‘gﬁ*gﬁ:g%‘cmf‘@f— iy @
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J
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o3
>
I
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S
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E
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=
EUA
el

PHEREOTHY o L ERBEFIHIRERIGT A AR

T
S
(@)
—
D
wn
wn
Tl
NH
=
A
=2

oGy o 8T %y 4 300mm -k T pEYE

B ARIRT L o BT ARG RN DL R AR o W

b

$ el o R R AGRG A RS G ¥ R 54 § i 2 & ingress ¢ body
swing phase & > $giz 2 = TR AR Y Lo LR R EHEREIRG M
2 |ngressf,7{ 4;,’;{_' B o % - > EHEE % @ N s ’f);r_g }il’/] 70mm 32 d §_d 3%

WM S E L R% ] #F AL~ B N (body swing phase) eFF P 4r

83



Y IR EFAL T A RIER ) PR AL AR

‘%1\

Fuig S F R FIE S N B E R 0 32k B & - Namamoto (98§ 7T g
NMEFSHI AH I H O 0ER LMt RFFET I B
ingress / egress PF f 7 i < o 4o oavgroap o gl (vastus medialis)
(Namamoto, Atsumi, Kodera and Kanamori 2003)

fingress # T2k F o AFT 7 IERE X P Jj;fﬁ 148 g #2 % A ingress

)

o PRBEGEELTIM Fp LR R FACE R P A B
LR A FE T % 5 200-300mm o et - KT G L s 2 HPAS RN b add
B BEARGE < @ P A RIATH @ bR £ RE S o AZ T X I0A R A T
e 1§ ) o

dom fril 0 AFTF B (TR S B R A% 2 % 42 "4 a0 ingress & i

T s LB R g B (R S o S i) s

¢ a L3 3§ 9T ingress -
AT e T oK ingress & 1T RUE R O T o et O A cR B *&ﬁiﬁ A
T &eningress & (FRF RZ E G 7R B AoBREF R E > gL bR @

1 “’7\3\‘3—‘;& : }%ﬁ“g‘_x s BT awi‘g%ﬂi ’]‘t A ,‘%‘\bt’ﬂ ra' F’“m}i&@ﬁ:



PLREE T Mg a4 s TR R R N BN s k(ST YR B
o BT R AFARE S s H R PV RS
IEW—LAIE;’('FKE ;f ingress ﬁéi’roégk@;@gﬂ s B3] r—ggﬁ.%z

¥ % ringress #5 1F o e B 0 E B A SV L H AR B Rgp g

\1-

& f % chingress B 1F X 2L RINehF dK o L B AT IEEF AT P
BRI AR A b BAEA P Y 1E hingress i T Bl & A R R IC R 4
FRLEHFERT] > BRI O RKRED R FET hd TR bldog
FERE B ¥ H TR AT R WA R R i~ p B D

BORPE > T LA B TS D > @ F B 8 H (T 04 ingress L R G e

by
'n'_“\
,!m.\
N
-

€233 -

M EE G B % AR R B S LR A gL

E
o\
H N
2
jut]
o
(w
gl
(7

T AR E REingress B¢ 0T 0 2Ry F R AL o AT
TR AT B R A 2 B E T ehn s F_body swing phase P e e
oA 2R HEE 2R BELwE 3 R Y i HE LR
TEM & fyw ~HE RSB E R &R o d & 157 dvo F L RIEEH
YRR REFHEXUPMEERTIVE L BN 10 & - flk=
BHEERFRIL WIS LR3I ARLL T d R 247 v 4
B Ryd & B A% 550% Time (B4 A ¥+ ypr@Ek) 988549 & 0 Fut

SOREH B R R T OGRS IRA T o § L AR E A & R e



DR LA ) R R A 2 o Bdh (B 21) Aot 0 E L 4rARE

LA % (d3 =400mm) *

% body swing phase % #p p 3 4v — &= . #TRE &

By &R o R HUAME R R §F KT A ARER SF X WE (112

R) »fleimiky His B & & & (right hip abduction - external rotation) 42 :i% %

BEIAGPE > TS ERR A BB RRRZ TR g

)

2 1, L

v i ,"L
%:Fif ) LA =

3\}

+

B o

D fEATF o

% 15 ® ¥4 = 'L (limitation of elder) £ 7 #1-%| (baseline model) #:
lffﬂfm"‘ YRR & Ry d s SRR s o
‘}F'gﬂ ;ﬁ:%ﬁé i&»lf\

TE R Yk BIRE o
14771 97.5%% & # fv AL 7 0Bl & & & 7 1L

Limitation of elder

Baseline model

Motion (degrees) 97.5% (-2SD) Right leg
Hip flexion 95 85.70
Hip abduction 20 50.89
Hip external rotation 14 27.20
Knee flexion 112 119.19

AR E MG ERETFEFIREE SN A NSRS TRRERE D

-4t ingress pt - ARt (Ta 3 0 AR E O TSR 0 AT T R

- A L

‘Eﬂtrﬁgéﬁl’}i A N TV LG FARE R S

1, mS &

¥ i > riingress m % 0 3 P AR

A b e B AR (BN G ) 22 (L ARRRE) A AT

R SEE TP
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’J‘ T%g /;Pv)\ E‘./f"/n\ ’}ﬁ' o

Bofl o RFTY g BAED 1Y R RS

\—\w

UK A2
TR LT BRI R R RS AR RIFHF TR

2 @ R eh ¥ ingress # (T2 s rA4] e ingress # (T HCHR > dS 11 ET5V

/»5“

BOREZK - ingress §¢ (TR 1S 0 RIGET B # AR Rl T B RUR 2
RAARY EFTRT LRI FOTRTAL GL#* KRG S F )R
}g,ﬁﬁ B R aningress & 1T > Flpt R A e R L BB ITER P "'"JFI: k&

7w AERAILRIF A E T PR TR AP TR ABED

s

sl > 4od B st ¥ 97.5%ile (183.4cm i) SE B E T i F LEATY

2R AR R F BT diee B ORI 2R R o
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AFTRATEET - BRLRY TR LRI B LS SRR

THh (TY BB F AR 0 - 2% %4 Hanson & 4 A 2009 # 3% d1 B L

M E2ERFer Bk ity > AT X IR DM AGE B Adp

e enfe 8 A4 T d T A T F m k¥ L 2 (Hanson, Yong and Falkmer 2007;
Hanson, Jeppson, Rafstedt and Yong 2009) - e ## F ¥ i2 3 #F31 B A&

(between-subject) # (TenimIR L B > dofd & & B 1L > K H B A R R

8

el
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|

L a fSeingress s (TPRF e BT m P LR (B 27)

£

-k

AEE A1 £ UM £ R B (T Rk R R #4F T i o ingress #¢ iF
oAU o TR 5 R R AT AR R e AT A 0 &
BLBRZ Ul enie » B ad (TR R § 2R MR AR SR D RAT e

WIER o AP LRG A KD fuin®r BMW 5201 Z B = 4pinend )2 A7
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e
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o4
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=k
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B e R B R e 0 Ao B 12 4
S S RY FLErIEE > VU FIAFEI N ZRRE > RE
LTRSS e T Bk 2D Y D] 38%RE ok T ppdp > H =%
LA MR R R T0MmM (- BYEROFR) 0 A REFSEG L
ingress # 1TiE 3% » 4o %rd B BER I FEAE L 8 5 6 200-300mm e

B B (TR L B BT L AE B Y AL B B e A0 S e T
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