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ZAF MR B R ERIEN ) FET 19%, ML
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Vi) f%9 % 3 00 93 AT AR e G LR D BB U S o AR, AT — 2k
WEoT 2 W, Jd o [i] | TR] BT 190 JR 350 3 3 o8 3 X JUL PR 2 g
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ARWFFELL 16 24 PR AAE N 2l ¥ o AT
AR (208+2.7) % B (179.445.5) em MK it (75.5+
12.3) kg . B A 5 1 35 %1 (Body Mass Index , BMI)23.4+3.5,
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(I 25% B4 ) i AR OC B0 dls 47 L0 B 43 B, 43 ilad A
Block1 1 Block2

55



CIRBERIE) 2022 4F (55 42 %) 45 6 3]

40
38
36

o M4 T 3] 30%MVCHL 'Fs%:d:S s

= 32 t
s

30 -«J\-u&‘“'mJ MW—\J‘“'\-WJL”»WW N8 U f“‘ll

2 28'1” s W”L'h‘
26
24
)
20

=
=
e
=}
=

0 50 100 150 200
Time/s
B 1 AAES I ERE

Figure 1. Criteria of Judging Muscle Fatigue
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Figure 2.
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JULRE (1 Jr 8 B 0k 2R A A 3R i Hl B BELC AR B S kQ AT
P~ 57 H A A e 8 LA R R s e e LI 7™ A ) e o e
AL A L S 2R 5 ILET 2 S S AT, LB AR Y
LB IR BN 2 em (B 2) , UL R AR5y 1000 Hzo,
AR B 5 A FH 22 3 T8 i L ASCR 4R A2 K 1 ik LA S HL AR
A3 A0 77 2 R 10-20 I BRAR Uk, R T B AR Mk L A A BT
SEUGHT , 324 T Pk Sk R I CT M H D B A
— A R AT G R O o R e R D R Sk
B (0 fik , ol — > R A AR BT AR B 2 S kQ LA -
I HhL SR B AT 6k 1 000 Hz, 5 38 8 I3 6 0.1~ 100 Hz, #%
i FL B A3 T M R MR FPz 5 Fz AR 2 6], % ra Al R A
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Experimental Procedures
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Borg AR ) R %é&(rating of perceived exertion, RPE)
RS E TR

g— A2 EE IR R E L) ES AP TR

1232 RENUBAF S BB Ak 2

A 5T H 5L F Matlab 1 5 M58 7 & 19 EEGlab T. H

FE TR AL AE S AT WAL B . BRI R T A BRI
A _ . TimleDomzlu'n

0 20 40 60 80 100 120
Time/s

Hilbert Huang Transform

Ffequency;}_[z 40 20°

LR TR SFARAI O 3 , K 2 10T AL R A5 5 AT L
LR A AR BB R 8 Hz, IR I 1R 99 R B E 450 Hz
TR T %k R LA AR 5 A2, X 50 Haz 4 % ik
FrBa s b 2

J T AT LA 55 ok A b R I L R AE | A S 9 57
WU 2o A 4 B ) 40 Le Ak 43 Dy 20 A4S B R B, 358 B A4S B
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Figure 3.

fﬂf-Ps (t.1) df
IMNF (1) =~ (1)

fﬂPS(t,f)df

Xof % 187 WL AL I 348 B RMS R 17 4 v 4k A B 2 o 454
r BE A RMS {H B LA MVC X} 57 B RMS {8, 5 5] RMS & 2
Ll A v Ak A 3G R T B UL AR A5 S 3R AR B R
T (B0 45,2018 ; 5Kl 55, 2014) o [\, SHAEAENLA
9% 97 1 #E v Block1 A1 Block2 i B 4 () RMS £l IMNE, L

WL Z UL PR 55 i I 2% T LA AR S AR AR AR AE . 53 Ah 1B

%Vrﬁfiﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂﬁ%&kﬁ%%%ﬂ@mﬁuIMNF DLk — 2

BN [ 4303 Jr 8 4 2l % JUIL R 9 55 o R o 3R T L Al A
SR Y 22 5 . RMS HI IMNF (9355 76 Matlab 2019b ¥f 55
D L
1233 B f55ny ke

i FEL A 5 AR B A . 1) #EAT 3~ 30 Hz Al il 8 i 4k

Conception of Calculating the IMNF of Electromyography

B, XF 50 Hz JCARUN 23 HEAT B il b B0 5 2) BEAT AR AE AL B,
Wik SR B3R 8 5 R 250 Hz; 3) 8¢ I 2 s 14 K B8 o Ji ol 15
ST O3 B s 4) XA T EE T 004 i v AT A A B
5) Je ot o LA MIM2 38 £ 047 T 2 25, 10 Kol 5% o
L4 0 S 359 1) 8 5 25 B0 5 6) X 40 45 Ak B ) BCHE kAT
574353 B (independent component analysis, ICA ) , 25 s ik
RS A IR L LA O fl L SR O3 5 TP Lo 5 7) fE
D 0 9 2 B i O, (AR T Ry £80 nv
1.2.3.4  PLUSE KT 55 RN 190 464 Ty B 34 4 19 ¥y e S

TEEAT IR 00 265 T B 32 e 70 BT T e 7 G vl 45 1 2
7] 8 7 3, ORI AR R K ) RE X 4% ol R T A Ao
Wi J5 5 %X (phase lag index , PLI) A4 1 fi FL 4% 3 38 7] /1) 3%
2o SEXTING HLAF 5 #E 1T Morlet & 80/NE A5 BUAR [ B2/N
[ 58 L2 2 (2) 5 Cohen, 2019 ], 3% BO B (9 451 5, 111
FPLL, Hd R T
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~4In(2)

w(t)=¢e"e ¥ (2)

el 2~ 20 (2) b E LY Morlet 5 /N, AWF 5 b 1 X
0.6, 1 %< ]\ 8 ~ 30 Hz 4 I A5 1< LI R 15 A rhc A4 o
TAE R HEAE 5 x (1), 5 _L ik Morlet 2 £/ 17 51,
A B AR R O SCR T EBNBE S Z (), ERE T
T Z (1) FNE IR Z (1),g0 WAEAD LT Z (1) 1Y
WE B A 76 7T B R A0 AR (3) IR

Z(t)img)

Z ()

XF 2 A HLAF 5 x, (1) 5 x, (1), 5 Morlet & £/
EBUG MAE A () T3 2 A5 5 B R LB AE 6, () A0
¢o(t), FHAKHE A 3 (4) TF S W 35 1 AH 37 22

b (1) =¢,(t) — 4,(2) (4)

WG 20 (5) % PLIE #4735

(3)

¢ (1) = arctan(

PLI, = ‘%zl ,sgn (imag(ei""“('))) (5)

Horr imag (™) 375 I 8] 5 1 FL 1% 35 5 1 B 35 L N
FORMEARRE , PLL, (A TE 0~ 1 Z (8], PLI{E K, Fom M
3 3 (] A I 2 R 2 92 0

Wi 2 (6) X PLIFEAT bR Hi Ak b 3R .

PLIy i = PLLy s o/PLLy e 1y (6)

PLI (¥ B 1 Ak RIEE 3R 2h J5 B Z10 0 #3725 i L PLT IR
VLY 2 iy i S I B PLL, AEARDESE v, 20 BT 0 o U Bt
(8~13Hz) .p1 B (13~18 Hz) . P2 #% B (18~20 Hz)
B3 % Bt (20~30 Hz) N ) PLIH .

A DX 358 ) A I T R D) 4 3 HE AT R AN R < 1) ST
S PR BT 60 A4 ik R TR 8 A 155 2238 1 (W] Y PLI
J& A5 30 1A~ 60X 60 19 S84 M4, £ ML LR 1, 2 T A
Bt [ IRF SCRE T8 5 R A T RE DX, AR IF 5T 5 IR
FIR 45 (2018) A1 Wu 25 (2013) 1 7 % L K Kk ) 43 4 A4
TIRE X, I ARG Y 60 A~ i H 38 18 28 43 301 2 25 20 A
A DX 20 A H e XL 20 A T DKR /0 A 31X 8 A DX 3l 11
441 i P, 3 (D 4) 5 2) 8 1 DXl ] R i 2 i 90 246 i
6 e R 22w H A S RN I 45 T BE 4 4, A SA IR L
i L 3 A 1 DX IR 4k 4 A X, 75 5] 44 X 44 () PLT
AR HE W 5, A A 44 1 Wi e 30 T8 174 DR 2 B R 4%, S K
oG DX 355 ) 71 ) 3% Bz o 94, &1 SB R S B AS A Rk 2 Bk
2 v ok XX ) T R 34, RIK T 56 22 A R G 2 3k
20 v g DX i R 3 T AT O 34 4 IR SR 2 A4S Xk )
2200 8 1T B, AR 22 A 2R 3R 24> v e X DX ]
TR % He 0 B 5 B L M R 20 A 2R BR AL 8 A DX 3 ] g K A
ThRE M 2% 4 (1 5C) .

PR e DX P R i D 7 190 4 2 4 1y e A 5 g e DXl )
106 213 il 000 6% 3% B2 11 3k AR A T, RIDHRE A4S G 2F BR 4y 4 4
TG DX (P 6) , Seifl 5 25 A DN I AR AR, B B 45 DX I
DAY 14 R AW A TR T 32 2 i i SR A% 1 DX P 45 LA A 2 D 3
A I 2 58 4 XL 4 A 4% DX PN 1) D) B 0 i B
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Figure 4. Division of the Four Regions in Epicranium

PLI ) 31 55 B DX 3s80ME K i 199 45 2y R 3% 45 (14 #4) 2 7
Matlab 2019b " 5¢ A% , IF F1 F] BrainNet Viewer T. EL.4f & /R
R T e 19 2% 3 40 P, G v RS AL B S % Koessler 45
(2009) A 5T .

1235 {EIIHEARTHEE

AT R FHRE A i (sample entropy ) fi- 1k 32 77 i 1] /%
G55 KA A8 S B A AR R P4 32 K E 30%MVC 2
F1 7K HE R 3k B v D R e . SRV A L, R
2SR 1 0 T SR AN O B K B LA A — Bk
(Costa et al., 2002 ; Richman et al., 2000) .

A 5% i H Richman 25 (2000 ) 45 H A9 FE A8 5532, %
T i1 N B LR T 810 X} = £ s ooy ) B
S m AR ET ] y,(m), A K(7) FR :

yilm) =(xp %0 s Xay 1 ),i= 1,2, N-m+1 (7)

e 22 =0 (8) 5 U T Y

B = S 6 rm] ) )
Sy, ) = v, () | e 1 25k 0 5

24w L FR (0] fe K 22 (E 10 4 X ; © & B B BR pR B,
FIWT R e KEE B R A <<H{H r, 2N 1, /R0, T
R R B <<BE r M8, Hi=j. T—2 KA
K (9)HH L
B = S ) (9)
HERERGIN A m+ 1, W 1 — 2 m+ 1 4R R A 2
(LO) AT (1) 43 35t A7 () R A™ () -

1 Nem

AT =N

@(r*" yim+1)=y,(m+1) Hw)

= Lji
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Am(r) = ﬁziﬁu;’(n
e MR (12) 3 AR .
A’”(r))
B"(r)
A4 Richman 45 (2000 ) B 5% v B2 B ) 250, A BT 52 3
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