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MY FREEERERSA PR ER, FARFESD RARTHEAG T ERIAHR L ALR, F
AT kAR R E NI AR B R . AT R R AR i 14 I E RIS 3 [ FE 4
AP LA KT 14BN A2 5 AT oA, R D@ R I A Y A A, T VAR A R FILA R L AR 5F B
TR AEAR-TF09E 5 R TR E ALK SHEGILA W E TR R ;2) A T ot A bR AL R 5 3] T 4331 20 4 69 4 AN LR

PR, AT B R R B 6 S B AE S 25 s MU P B B 36 A R L5 T S0 Ak KR B d ) S AT € AT B AR

IR LR W) B3 AT 3F 4B R AR
hE 5K S :G804.2 X ERERIRAD : A

H X 1 22 2 5t (central nervous system , CNS) N2 L H
T3t A 2R 4T 4 DO T TS ECE 15 7 A A B 3
P22 o6 B, HE T 42 i R B 700 A B AILIAL, T B AR 58 R
P32 3y (Neilson et al., 1993) . # £ L 7 58 1 &2 24
P A8 L AE B M A Ak 22 S AR AT 55 09 ] B 7 A= D K B T 4% A
HTBE , HhoRX R 28 3R 40 9T 3 SR BT i o Oy e IR OT A A
FH 32 58 125 i O 35 VR 908 09 Bl 4 R 22 4 ok il 48 2F P14 (Bi-
zzi et al., 1991) HL#F A BL%= (Alessandro et al., 2013) .iz
NAEW 15 (XI55, 2010) 2 RHR 22 . 20 TH 280K
2, VU 5 2 S B 3 A0 5 2R U (equilibrium-point hy-
pothesis) (Feldman et al., 1995) . 3 #& il ¥ 24 {i 1% (uncon-
trolled manifold hypothesis ) (Scholz et al., 1999) . ZhZ& &5
¢ (dynamic systems theory) (Mero et al., 1994)  XJ I &%
‘B i 15 (referent configuration hypothesis) (Latash, 2016) &
AL P B3 [5] B 38 (muscle synergy hypothesis) (Lee, 1984) %%
L NN SV E P RS ISR YNNI
VA2 Bl 5T G TE S SN E DL P L2 Bl TR A B P FR A 42
RGN ZE IR . Bizzi (2008) 1 ik —FW AL, HARA AN
TN R g B T S RN B A T AR ) A R
HITHEE ST W, B HE S W 1 I8 3 & e sl ok 28 R =X
B LD P TR B AR O R B R 2 R e i Bl A o 1 4
3 A AR IC A A TR Y AT LS B R F R T
70

AR X8 L T B2 A B 2 2R 0 A o R ) AR IR 22 Y
A

AW FE S WL PA P ) BEE T 557 L T AR Hh i B A
i B 5 RS WA AR OGRS R BAE L, OF HL LS A2 3
) Jr 7R 2 BE AE S BR i N FHROR | DU R A 5 & 3
BRI 4R M8 19 BEIE TT 1
1 BRESR
11 WLA R %A

TRl 22 RGEANT A FE L e ROB AR R A0 A il 22 LA
% S B H iz gl S 22 B Az g B i 5T b g —
AN FERE W), Bernstein (1967 ) #2132 2 #4047 13 B v #f
28 22 G0 SR BV 2 2 1 SR, DT 3k 9 1) 2 5 A B9 LI
FLR kA2 B4R A R . 20 4R |, Bizzi 1 A (Bizzi et
al., 1991; Lemay et al., 2001 ; Saltiel et al., 2001; Tresch
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et al., 1999b) il 3 7 i 52 56 4% — & 51 52 56 B IE T Bern-
stein (9 UL 55, 3142 1 UL A 5 7] (muscle synergy ) #1198 . UL
PR P[] 2 9 — A UL PR 1) B 9 3 31, Bl 8 R 0 S S A —
ZH VLA B R) 50 IF AR 4l B bR A 55 X FL kA7 HE S 414, Al L
PAL 77 A BRI M 457, BT 52 8 481 14 31 4 (Allessandro et all.
2013) . IZHE B Y B2 R G B Al 45 s AL T
LAWY ERIE X, AR B E B R AR —
ASTRAE A, A U038 Aok 15 N 70>k 28 A5 A it Al 5 A
SRS BNAE . Bl BE AR 2 1 28 A 332 35 EVAIE Bizzi 1YWL
R LR B [ 2O BB R B 22 0 A R] O A R 12
(Garcia-Cossio et al., 2014) , & I £ AR 43 # (Matsunaga et
al., 2018) . 3l £ % J& (Dominici et al., 2011) . fJL i 4% il
(Rasool et al., 2016) 45 40U IUAS — & A2 .
1.2 AUA AR 22 ik A 2 AR 3B

HLI LA Bizzi K1 BA AR 2 B9 A 28 A2 B0 27 5 AT] (Bizzi et
al., 1991; Giszter et al., 1993; Saltiel et al., 2001) i i /7
j (force field ) 3F¢ /& TN 7 ek 4 B 1 28 A 8% o 109 L A1 3 ) 3
G WG 8 K T e S R O 43 1) ] E 7K P T 5 3 ¥
M (workspace ) {4/ [R] 3 B, 2 52 0] 354 75 el 35 B A0 ) o7 151,
HRAE J5 AR 3 g 1) B8 22 A5 B i R = R BN 1 3%, 713
o RS 43 R B W8T — A T 4 5 (equilibrium point) o
WFIE B, v 00 3 N Al 2 ) o R R 7 e B 48 23 1) S i
JUUPA) i AR O A =S TR AR AR E I 1 . BT
FEIN R, R 13 00 7 A T AR IR T B S 2 el & 0 i B
BLYE B, i 2 R R A7 7E T 48 o (8] Al 28 0 2% o LY B [
JUHEGE o 2 P BA S S2 005 e R 1) 25 33 44 i (Lemay et
al., 2001 ; Mussaivaldi et al., 1994) . % F (Tresch et al.,
1999a ) A fiff W Ak (57 5 S S5 MR 3 77 26 18 28 i g 3% 5 o g
PR 8 T Ao A7 P TR 3 7 A g 3 1 D% s R v E AR ABL
WEIE & B, 7137 (LI D3 [R) ) 38406 O 2 8 o D 0, 39 W 22
RYGE AT OB T AT S AT E W& T
SN Z 18] 52 2 A 4V 0 G 3R, 0 T4 s 2E W Ak 1 B R
iz )yl A i LA D[R G245 SE 8. Bizzi 4 (2008) 45 il
PR PR IR 288 LU A o SO B AR & R G N ik de 4,
A LA A G s 2025 E Y 0 SCRRRl (3 E 3D .

AE £ 4 [ 43 f#% ( nonnegative matrix factorization , NNMF )
S Lee %5 (1999) 42 ) (14 43 fift 005 W AR PR 5 rh i £
2k K P52 & (Lemay et al., 2001; Saltiel et al., 2001 ;
Tresch et al., 1999b) I FHI2% 54 ¥ 15 45 HE 8 1) 19 L 15 5
s IBOIL A B[R] 0T 2 84 (Chiovetto et al., 2013) Jf B/ AR
BFRCR o Tresch % (1999b ) 32 I NNMF 535 44 it 28 Bz L
TR i ek SRR B I IS I 22 58 E LA S i LA B )
TLSH, WEAE R I, HEOAS Ta) K ik DX B 25 5 1 e AN [] 5 33
) K (L =S N RO I BT O DO S e 5l e TS N
Sy, M2 FR G0 1 T UL PR P ) S0 AR XA R AR A 2R Y
i1k . Saltiel % (2001)32 H NNMF 5 12 $2 U N- H1 3 -D-

KA TR (NMDA ) 5 4 3 i 7 ek 65 1 8 oo [ Ao 22
JTCH G R Z B ENBES TR RTS8, R A
I, WU P R G AR AE — 2o R AL, DA i v [ o 2 0
2638 2o P A S5 A 0 1 LR RS T L A W 46 4 4 IR 22 3
YE . Hart % (2010) & I, AHE T HEEN B G S, F G
i 2 B A 28 TT WA 5 0 2 5 B SR O UL PR PR [W) JT T Bl
AHOCHR BETE % . Yakovenko 55 (2011) & B, A AT BR B
AT: 55 B AFL I 428 61 17 Ji B9 O T 3 20y B ) A 4 400 i v, A7 T 20
5 LA 3 [ SEIG BT E . e Ab , Overduin (2012) R T BZ 5t
PN 0 3% F2 R (intracortical microstimulation , ICMS ) i) i i
A R G 1z Bl B BT T A R A TR LR R 2 E LR
T, R IURNGE B K B AR LR R DT S B AR
T AT IR AT 55 0 09 LA B [ ST AR AL . R BFSE SR,
YA B4 B Kz s 2 RS E T s 2
AP A 20T, SR AR LA B[R] ST R AR JE AT 55 B AR T
DR A4 A5 5, 2 i 42 1 LR Bl Tl A &4

WA B A AN TR B 0 LA A 5 SR UL P [R] o
SR IFEVENLIA P [ JC 5 KM 2 R G X R B . Xt
o 7 v f 3 A B 5E R I, R NG 32 3l B2 2 52 5 1Y R A AR B
7 i1 8% (Cheung et al., 2009, 2012) . 47 3£ (Clark et al.,
2010; Gizzi et al., 2011) 554T: 55 i £ BUULIA U 7] 0 AR A7 58
I RTINSy, UL PR R I) G B o 22 5 DG AT B A7 E T R ot DA
TRl G Ry R S R S R IR IR TR A R4
P28 3 G0 55 A2 LA DI W) 0T B9 48 4 & A 45 % . Dominici 45
(2011) & 8, B A= JLATE I T B A B IRl e < 1R B 2= 4
JUBS 91, Tl ik &l JU AR T By 455 e 55 25 35 4 W) ) 27 e AR A2
FEAE G, WFFT Ay, JILPRL UL 1 8 2 135 25 fioh 2 3 6 ol
25 (A1 {8 R A 35 N 1 7 AL BR Bl R R 2 R A A G
A ) 77 28 P B B 1 B 3 1 B AR R AR 245
] 255K 55 PR A A 5 3 TC D T 5 0 T o £ A i 4

g5 BTk, RZ W58 R BIILA U W) 2 0LA4F7E , B 1 b
25 B A T RE AL T IR T B R 100 A 22 T I 4, R 1Ok
H KM iz 3l j 2 1) SE 8 4, JFR I8 3 5 Bl i N AT
ZH00 %N Ik g B AR WURE S8 B IR SRR 55 o JF U8R I 4y
i 2 AE LA 5 TP SR DL B R T 2 80 A T
H. BRE %% (Kutch et al., 2012; Tresch et al., 2009)
XT JUU PRI B[] B0 B 1 o B, (H 2 BOF R 45 R L 4 R
Gt R MU W A 47 1) SRt 58 I B VAT 55 WL AL o
1.3 PUR R 22 38 6 3 S A A

R UL PR IR J) 608 A ) S, WL B I 23 S I 8] B T
(temporal synergy) . [] 2& #} [7] (synchronous synergy ) Fl i}
A% 3 [] (time-varying synergy ) , 31 H. 23 51 7 48 1 45 H B9 3F
SR B (] P TRl (1 1A ) TA K LA B3 [R] T A A B B
B 15 20 9 2 22 A8 i, 48 900G RUBE R 2 (scaling coefficient)
[v1) St 8 2B W 5 R AT 17 B I RO AT E A LR . [
AP R BB (1B ) I H 32 3l ¥ S JUURE i 4% JUL P 31 2 1)
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FCE AR 305 A2 5 ) S LA W13 8] 0, A P 1) el JHG
O F) i RURE 28 K5 e ) e 910 38Rl 0RO
IR A RS 5 o AL T[] A5 D [l RS 2 i 2% ] 465
BT RE A R U vh 2% JUL A A BCE S L PR B3 ) O, 12
1 3 R e B I 8] A2 22 A8 Al o fh BT 1C Rp R AR B[R] 0
g I WU HRL 75 28 28 3 2 () I [ b g )] R, 7 2 ) b ik
YT B K o VAR DR /DN 7 I 1) b i A R R
SR T AR

B1 EEEER (A) (Dominici et al.,, 2011) F#HihE4#E! (B)
(=47, 2018) AT EEL(C) (D’ Avella et al., 2003)
Figure 1. Temporal Synergies(A) (Dominici et al., 2011)
Synchronous Synergies(B) (27, 2018) . Time Varying Synergies
(C) (D’ Avella et al., 2003)

JUL PR B [ A5 28 T 9 3k A0 4 I 671 46 B8 3 i (Lee ot
al., 1999) . F 443 HT (Wold et al., 1987) DL S it 57 3 i,
533 B (Bell et al., 1995) %%, Tresch (2006 ) BF 58 Z W, JILIA
3R] TC AN 52 45 5 B 5 TR S e s L PR B0 1 A
FUAE . bR Ak 22 50k vl 6 R0 B 00 ik EL A ik B I 4
VO FrE M ARRAE |, BAC7E A B UL H 0 R SR AR R D R AR
2B BN AR B0 B O i SR R i B
REAY 1y AR AR R

M(t) = iUiC,(t) + & @)
M()= Y V(OW, + o )
M(¢) = iCiWi(t “t)+e 3)

72

AR THF M) 2 mXT,=1,2,3, T &L
M, mENLAEE e R AE S R GECE , U2 mX Nt
PR T RUBE 2R U ¥, e S s [R) (3 TR) G R H L € (¢) 2 NeX
T YRR FE RS | & 72 5% 22 5 20302 P MU (2) 52 T X m B JUAR UL
HL R B, V(1) g TXNs 1 B0 ) R B9, Ns 2 (] 25 B R] T 4
H . W, I Ns X m BB RO R BOE M 5 2503 1 Ny 272
MR TCECE | 7, 2 B [ S R4

2 AHEEREEZTHR RS AR

(UNERTRC R A TR ey T R eV VR 297 K (K513
REZK 15 JULPY B3 ) 0 56 2%, A B4 L 4 21 3z 2l 53 5 it
iy p 22 A S A B B 3k B P i 8 &l ok
TG EACAE I A X G A R R B B R A RE)R
THT B4 1 22 T8 106 3 23 P B 5 B8 K 312 v 7 Al 0 PR R Al
(Adkins et al., 2006 ; Jensen et al., 2005 ; Nielsen et al.,
2008) . AR FT BT TR W], SRV LR AT AR B 4 52 ki 45
s 875 0 R W9 LA P A1 oG, AELATS A W 5 Bl 4 32 3l 35 BE UK
- B2 7 12 Bl O M 28 R G g A e A A BT I UL B TR O
¥ 78 WUIA B [6] 76 %0 H (Routson et al., 2013) . Matsunaga
A7 (2018) WF 78 K B, P 6 BR Ll iz 5y B3 58 AN BR 3 4 19
JULPA B3 ] B H W) 2 2, 12 Bl BUREAT B B[R] O b
0 P AR JUL % A5 1 00 A R LA A ok — 1l 48 P e [ 930
WESEIA N IZ LA B[R] 0 D) R A 2k 47 B 1A 465 0 Bl 52 0
dTERENAE | S 75 900 2 3 G5 >0 AT S A I i B G v TR 4R
o, 1 2R T LB A o Vaz 55 (2016) FL R ek 9 2% &
5818 3 5158 25 m 4 Iy iUk LA BiRIR] T, A B
LN 3 A UL P R STAR AR, (ER ) 2 2 58 — A B[R] T 4%
bz 3l GLSE R PO BESEIA R L iZ B ) JT S il s B
BT iR R C B B B AR R R /0N BEL ) 1 AT 3 A
MR E ., & T RIAE (Turpin et al., 2011) 5 Fip#fE (Kristian-
sen et al., 2015) F R BNEM MR R, LS B B AR X >
B E AR S AE) 2 53z 3h 5L B[Rl ST AR T, 320 2% )
1 2R Bl 1 5 e v i 22 R AN 2 DR T R 9 LA b [
JC , 1M 2 B 3 R T HG Al 24 28 S AR B L B[R] 8 o Sawers
S(2015) B AT FT BN UE T 320U £, B 9% 30 2o b0 A ol B
PEHE Y HTEVHR HuiE b F SR AT SE IR LA P 1]
b8 RS N RS Y S NN DN i IN v CibTve v = R EN I ]
BEAT VA5 A AT E 0 2 3 3 2 LA Bk 8] 83 2%, WF 98I
N, BT BRI 2 2 R A8 A B A Y T AT E I AT L
PR B3 () JC A 3 7 4% 2R B S A, SRS VR E BRI A%, B
Bl RE K T4 v 48 1 i 9 UL PR B ] 5 2 7 B o DR X )
FARL B AR AT 55 (AP AR A58 ) v B 3L =2, (k58 W 3
) R AT PE

LR B3 [R) T8 45 Sl AR 1 A= 1 ) 2772 5% & % D) (Tvanen-
ko et al., 2003) , P& F BHIF T A 8 1 73 7 — & JCI R AR
LR B [) 58 B ELARAT: 55, 8 B 2 2 5% R A SRR B R
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#o Hug%5(2010) & B, AAT 4218 3 51 5 47 i BT 3L
PRBI [) T, b ) 8 Sk 4 T DA R S e bR A
T 9 4 UL PR B [ e A AR T AR SRR, ISR L LA
I IF] 0 5 S5 P A a5 M R R B R 56 Y LB S R S R
FEsvp G, S om e LA B Je] o BRR) R i B 4T 4252 3h 5L
AKES . Frere 55 (2012) & 3, MR 4512 8 5t 58 B K 01 35 5
YEIF A 3 A LA B3 R IC , 2 A LA B [l JC 76 T #32R 1 )
B, W5 Ay, s B A AR A R 3k B 0 (U DG
2 B K A L 2 A WL B I ST e T 7R FE i AR E R 6
W, 48R A — 32 AT 55 0T th 2 Fh LA B ) OC 3 [ 4 o
MO S (2014) ZEER DR S b R LRI %, R E AL T
Btiz s BRI s A th 4 4 LI B [l ST e A 52 B, B
TC 2 A TESE — BSOS AT A — R
SCEER AR 2 A B B, RO — B S BT S
5 N0 2R e A e Jin i R 3 0 R R S ST s
WG R R A 2 S HeE N R, B
JE LA I ) ST AE A [) Sl VR B B i) N 7 B B 3R o

3 At EEREHSTREARS T RAER

S H SRR T3S BOMER S I E e, 9 IRAEZ 3 5t A
I L RS E M R T B8 Bl AR A R B ] P AR
5 [ 2 22 5, BN 0 0m 2 S il 6 ) (WEFb , 2009) .
HH N 25 b 802k B2 R WU 862 30 1 i H R S 1, v B2
UG R IS ) 32 B D3 S A B A — Bob 0 AE B PR AR Ak
fﬂﬁﬁﬁ 2y 5YH AR A AN W B 5, 2 B e BRI SR )

AT 5 AR AR ME & B SR T 22 Yk Bl AR ] 1) 20 f3f 22 5+ (Stuart
etal., 1990) . i UL FA) B[] BE 36 1T LM v R o 28 2% S92 42
Y A B B i RO 75 31 1 02 3l B 22 WS (1 Al ik
Ak, DT TE A 5t 3 B iz 3h DT 4 b g v as s R
[ B B o8 S 45 3% 6 i 28 B AR F AR R 1 55 32 3 53 AR 9 F
SEA] LA LA B () B 45 b 57 FE AT .

SRR J o L IR D 1) B8 7 5 A5 S AR B R e b iy
o AR, AHIE 5 1 FH JC 46 2% 11 LAY ( Delsys, 2 000 Hz,
F[E )RR 1 2 AL B G L T Lo iz 3h 51 S 12 32
it R B IR T 4@ ENLRAE S (R 1), IR R
5] Blp 171 5T 5 7 FH 8 455 3k £ 4b v 3 42 Sl 4l 92 & 45 (Qualisys,
200 Hz, [ ) [A] 40 R AR 128 2l 2= 4000 8 7400 43 s R B

AW 5T 454 A A SCHR (Ertan et al., 2005 ; Nishizono et
al., 1987; Soylu et al., 2006) LA J 5 5% W3 B 45 i, 1 7€
SAN BT SR RRAE B 20 (L 2) IR0 43 s 5 A B B 2%
5 B Bt (bow hold phase) : LA 5 B ZI 02 55, LT 5 B )
SRk, 25 5 B 20 g SR S LA L T T S A T LT
M) L 57 7% A Ak 2k 0.5 mm 9 Wi, FF 5 B 20 U 5
AL % 28 2 B 5 1) B s 2] . I 5 B BL (drawing
phase) : LU 75 B 20 il 50, ARESL S 2028 0k o 5% A 2
FE SR A R DG AN S AERT S Oy ) AL b b g

2 S WAL RS A B I 0.5 mm A9 1 Wi [E # By Bt (sighting
phase ) : AFESZ I 20 A ik 45, USROS 20 Sy 1k, BB 20 38
ot 6] 25 R B 0 e R ER AR O A . B R B Bt (follow
through phase ) : LU BF 20 2 8 25, LSS SR 20y ok, 25
R 25 XU BT 20 )5 0.5 s (Spratford et al., 2017) .

F1 AEBERERFIUWEMALE (Criswell, 2010)
Table 1 The Positions of Electrodes (Criswell, 2010)
1L & L
M 8RR

W AAL E
MR Pk SER A Y 145K, ik
ZIRFH B RBRT R FIR, AIKGg
B RO WUEALE .

s GNGES AL S N RRLES S
ST AT TR ERT e )

JER KA URALE

= JRMERTN M R Lk BT R 1342 E
PRE KKk %X E B RSN 900, & T Rt 900, F
SR, ERMEBN BRI 124, 8 A
)45 7 35

=S R eI e e TS24,

=AM R JRME RN L RRE L b U R AL AL,

# AL BRTT AT & FH523%, 5 K@k 25%,

#hor Lk sk vk ML 124,

#ar Lt R G A% % Z MR TR 12 4,
A = fa UHT sk JRMERTAN (GBS 145,

=3k L SRR S &L B R 1315 E

IR A B K INE 900, I X W R W 90°,
SE T EREEM EREL 24,8 A
A5 H 45

FiX A R 5 SR 900, i £ R W 900, F
S RN ETREL 124wt
A 7 2
BT ATH B2,

= kLK sk

b =3k LS Sk

2% 1E AL LRk A 250,

JILHGL A% 5 791 b #4585 Matlab R2015b i B SC B . 15 %6
B i ey JUUHL AR R 2 U %, SR 4 B TR TR 0 ol s
AT AR B 38 I % Y L 20~ 500 Hz (3
A, 2017) o B R4 I8 U (full wave rectification) i
B A5 5 R 4 B B 4 0K 07 1K 38 U8 % (Low pass filter ) # 147
Wi 20 Hz 2 B 1 £ 45 2k (Santuz et al., 2018) . fcJ5 s
A P ML L 0 4% 2 [] — S A7 T 300 SR e I B A 4 (i Ak
B IF DAL L TE 12 UCSE i B b e R R (2 AT I — 1k
A3 S5 RN 3 TR o ASHT ST R TN A Dp (] A6 R AE 2K
38 a7 = 30 AR B4 B 7% (gaussian NMF algorithm ) £ B 1
WL AR 5 b S IBUUL P B3 [R] 7T, 31557 Rv3.6.1 F 15 Fhi £
SEM . R E AR I AL SR B ROCR |, 18 T P E & B (coefTi-
cient of determination, R*) 115 J7 ¥ 47 % 3iE ( Clark et al.,
2010) , A XWF -

(band-pass filter) i
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Figure 2. The Pictures of Archery Shooting Features

Figure 3.
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_RSS (Ve = V) )

7SS v,

R AT 0~ 1, R B OAC SR F A ROR Ay, 1 AR 58
A . RSS A5k 2 °F- J5 il (residual sum of squares) , TSS
& SF- 7 il (total sum of squares) , ¥, J& J5 4R L PR 7 A5
RS, V7, 2 B e 4 ik S A 1 R AR P .
T v 407 =l 0 R I 43 ik 53032 3fe % U ( Gaussian NMF Multi-
plicative Update Rules ) 3% 1 $2 B JE # B FI 3 B0 [ 2o 72
S LE 20 WK AU R 224/ T 0.01% Sk BN S B, 1%
fR 4% 1l (Cheung et al., 2005; Santuz et al., 2018) ., T4
YR BRI 7R e A 2 D — A B HILAE I I iy, oA T i 4 )

2

i f5c/IME (local minima ) , % 4 21 L 888 2E 4T 10 1R 43 i
Jii e B A 5 TG R I ) — WL B R i KA — IR A e &
i iR AL B (B R TR HD) ARSI 1~
10 By 4 AR G708 B PR 4 fige 45 58 R I LAV AS e . 1A
SRR ECK N AR 6 R Y R A PR AR e R AL L
T 1~ 10 LG 19 R 5 2B R (944 75 2% (mean squared
error, MSE) . M5 MSE> 107, { ] 2~ 10 By R? E it 17
BLA, FITSE R 55255 R 1 MSE, K Ik 2K B & MSE<
107 800 R iR Jm 2 AN BB Ik W TR S,
i WL P [ 25 4, 45 5 4 1B 4 T 7s . (Santuz et al.,
2017)

B4 STETENIERIETE T E AR EY
Figure 4. The Temporal Synergies of Archery Shooting
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JIL PR W3 ] O 7T A R B2 B By K AR I 2 R o8 1 sh R 4
R B 1 o 22 5 i) O B (Sawers et al., 2015) , 8 P [R] JT i
T B [ DX B 80 RUBE R B IR B VR B R AR B 45 5 43 i, ]
DL W8Tt R [ S8 19 D BB AT 55 o AS A 5% 42 J 4 A s 1] B [+
IG, &R P RER K 84% ., TSI & B AE %4 5 [ B I oF
5 Wy B R A2 0 R UL L A = UL SR A
AT L SRS R R TST T AR S 45 A S
JR R bR ZE O OGS R R S AR L R R AR R O A
S RE A 18] 5 AR J5 28 I IR ST B I 5 5% 5 49 52
B R JGI7 18 AT (B 4A) . TS2 FEAETT 5 B Bk
T R T R S O LA A A L BB A
44 75 L o B A O = A L B, B8 TS2 Ty g i ok
A ML BRI 4 A0 OGS S0 R 58 LRI S 5E Y
{E:55 (B 4B) . TS3 A9 B B R F 55 B B s 2 2 [ 3
R B e 8 Wt o B, 22 A Jils = 3k LA Sk L Z2 ik = sk LA i)
S R 22Nk = Sk LTS AR A, H R O 5 B BEIR B R
5N A ST L TS3 By 8 A 3 A 4 i 2 0 R OGS AR
JECR A, WP S % B A B R e SR
(FE4C) . TS4 T [ B Be | BRBE B B L A7 0035 B AL
A O 1 e LI AR B A, B2 % W 9 T B e TR A
ERAR B (E 4D) o H A3 058 & B, 46 v
WU A8 S AR ILA A S S AR R AR & — A LA E
O Fz AR T & (Clarys et al., 1990; Ertan, 2009 ; Ertan et
al., 2003, 2011; Tinazei, 2011) . & [& £ 45 51 i K
YR RS T I OB S R T I T R LA Y
Z: 5, WCE SR I T 58 OO SR IS % T R 8 T AR IE
JE BT FR LA I B9 2 AR 1812 (il 5 Tl 45, 2008) . TS4
18 98 R R ZR B3 W Z W I o 2 R A 2 L A
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Application of Muscle Synergy Hypothesis in Sport Skill Analysis

—An Example of Archery

ZHANG Baifa, XU Changcheng ,ZHOU Xinglong, LUO Dongmei”

Beijing Sport University, Beijing 100084, China

Abstract: Objective: Muscle synergy hypothesis is a classical theory which interprets the law of coordinated movement of the entire

body. This study reviewed the research literatures and applications of muscle synergy hypothesis, in addition, the shooting

movement of elite archers was given as an example to show the application performance of this theory. Methods: Based on literature

search and summarize, the EMG signals from fourteen upper-limb and trunk muscles of national team female archer were collected

and analyzed. Results: 1) The functions of each muscle synergy can be identified by associating biomechanics parameters, and the

muscle synergies across varied skill-level athletes were different in completing sports tasks; 2) Based on the time synergy model,

four muscle synergies were identified for different functions underpinning shooting. Conclusion: The muscle synergy hypothesis has

been widely applied in the area of rehabilitation, motor development, and myoelectric control research.

Keywords: muscle synergy hypothesis; archery; nonnegative matrix factorization
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