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B (B0%IRM) MR E enF BRI H P ¢ 27 R A L )i R4 10%
@ (velocity loss of 10%, VL10) ~ 20% % (velocity loss of 20%, VL20) ; & %t <" s & e 4
## %2 (low volume resistance exercise, L-RE) 12 % & s @ 213 § e 4 & %2 (moderate

volume resistance exercise, M-RE) » & X i@ % i » 2 > Z R T2 [ pFIL L o 45 9

B~ m o~ 1860 PFIE T T B¢ (countermovement jump, CMJ) 1 % FEE Y (squat
jump, SJ) BB o = F]+ 4p & % & ANOVA (two-way repeated design ANOVA) 3 2§ S /i
NXPBEFFF LR ERERTL a=.05°2% I M-RE 26/ »1 6] FFE ¥t
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Abstract
Purpose: This study aimed to compare the effect on delayed potentiation effect between
velocity loss and traditional resistance training in high relative strength ratio (RSR) individual.
Methods: A total of 9 young men (18-30 years) with resistance training experience were be
recruited into this study. Participants had an RSR greater than 2 (high RSR). All participants
were be required to perform four high-intensity (80% 1RM) back squat interventions,
implemented in a randomized crossover design. There are four resistance exercises, consisting
of two different velocity loss ratios—velocity loss of 10% (VL10) and 20% (VL20)—and two
different training volumes for traditional resistance exercises: low-volume resistance exercise
(L-RE) and moderate-volume resistance exercise (M-RE). Each intervention were be separated
by at least 72 hours. Countermovement jump (CMJ) and squat jump (SJ) tests were be
performed before and 6 hours after each intervention. Two-way repeated design ANOVA
examined the difference between 4 interventions x 2 times. The significance level was be set at
a=.05. Results: The M-RE group demonstrated significant improvements in CMJ performance
at 6 hours post-intervention, with increases in jump height (+5.6%), modified reactive strength
index (+9.05%), peak concentric velocity (+2.48%), and peak concentric power (+4.47%).
Similarly, in the SJ performance, significant enhancements were observed in jump height
(+6.38%), peak velocity (+2.86%), peak power (+4.57%), and impulse (+3.39%). Conclusion:
The M-RE group demonstrated enhanced vertical jump performance 6 hours after the

intervention.

Key words: countermovement jump, velocity loss, fatigue monitoring, load-velocity profile,

reaction strength
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drim g 2 @R R %
B - BT A Fwag s B EE f g2 g ik a BEERES RS 4 £
Food v prY F AL L & RS 8 F o TR AN R E
A (dot B g BELLOE S A ERESF LR IR ARG EFE B
GEPRR AR AR MIRE LS TS 3~48 R ARE S A (op 4 £
B~ i) e fA IR Rk fE2 5 8B A0 (delayed potentiation effect)(Cook et al., 2014;

B AR - 3 kRS B P LA L~ o

<l

Harrison et al., 2021; Mason et al. 2017; Raastad & Hallén, 2000; Tsoukos et al. 2018) -

— HEpE 4 G K¢ 0 B & =t dk (One-repetition maximum, 1RM) 7F
Aot BF R enag KRR 27 58 (Medicine, 2009; Nuzzo et al., 2023) > i&f8 1393 1RM £ {7 3
Rk TAAFEZ 5 @BALE A GE (percentage based training) e A @ o iefE P N & A
B REH G P RIE L RFDIREGER 0 RS IRM T 3 EIEDI R R hk it
Wit o RFlAeT D 1) & IRMplEps o X RE VNN & g i T 3 4
AN §HFIRIGRL DL P 02 IRH AL %@fg? EFRF Ak ;3 TR
(SR A R ¥ IRM T 287 2 7 %o “ﬁ“f TP R AR A iR 4 g g
b s EREFE P gk i R @ 5% > Jovanovi¢ &7 Flanagan (2014) ,T.*‘u:}ft 41 1RM &
BEER AL T E 18%-  Flpt o Wi F @ B IRM RSk~ SR HAEOR TEHRE o

FFIRERPHLDEH  TEIPHRRF R DR/ e Fhaod T RTE
oo e g MM R R E (linear position transducer, LPT) 12 2 f§ #2 g B & (inertial
measurement unit, IMU) k€ PIHE4EH 5 $dc> H ¢ (T wif )‘;;I%.,T:" R
VIR R BRSBTS (velocity based training, VBT) - VBT &t
IRM iplskiEfe & * LPT & £ IMU RpL2d (i@ R f m2 Wb tho 29 » #iF:§
B %%' d LPT ~ IMU % &% 8o < PR P 247 01T 5% i & (mean concentric velocity,
MCV) g T 35adaie:# & (mean propulsive velocity, MPV)» 2% = 4= § j7-:1# & B % (load-
velocity profile, LVP) (Sanchez-Medina et al., 2017) - Sanchez-Medina % (2017) %7
IRM 40 $t3 B (%I1RM) 2 MCV (R? = 0.955) 11 % MPV (R>=0.958) shsgit g1z ¥ 2



B R IER A o LVP en3gipl4 2 £ 4p ¥+ £ (relative strength ratio, RSR o 3+ & = 5% &
IRM/#8 &) 2 fru] @ 805 R % i f9 48 .83 & 0.94 12+ (Gonzdlez-Badillo &
Sanchez-Medina, 2010; Sanchez-Medina et al., 2017; Torrejon et al., 2018) - ¥ *F » Gonzalez-
Badillo & Sanchez-Medina (2010) &8 § 4 3. » W 353§ 6 Fenfe 4 25 - F % 587
7 IRM T 3593 4r 7 9.3% > & EAp 3 & (30-100%1RM) 7 MPV L 32 0.00-0.01
(m/s) > Bgom BB LVP chd S SR 3R> w72 €5 P DRSS - JKAPMA T #k
FOLE S I F TR R ORI R R 0 B KR4 E o

Fob s 4T AR AR BT > B @kt F R R ik
(coefficient of variation , CV) 4 ** 16.8-23.5% > 14 65%IRM & ] » ¥ % -8 ¢ L 397 1

WM

FHiF1627F o b~ T #’Rﬂm 12-22 F ;@ 85%IRM L3555 497 » F ~ T 5 48°F
(Gonzalez-Badillo et al., 2017) o %]t » & F F-P @ 2o 4 3@ H 058 0 B 2 ek B =T Bk
TV 0 F R E R BRI A R 2 R F o A VBT 0w 5§ LVP 42
T d T aE R T Y %ﬁﬁ ETHE e d @ MCV & £_MPV i &4 (velocity
loss) =t B k412" & (Weakley et al., 2020; Weakley et al., 2022) o L@ 87 7 % %
)*I&:}F] I % g B (back squat) ~ R JE B (bench press) & & it B4 &2 5L L (blood
lactate) 7 B R APB (FHE 1 r=097; wRIEHE 1 r=0.95) 7 i 57 Rl gk
B (% HE R?=0.85; w{da 8 1 R?2=0.89) (Rodriguez-Rosell et al., 2018; Sanchez-Medina
& Gonzalez-Badillo, 2011) o ¥ #b » i Rin4 aut 6o FFPE e P HE % & 8 65
BRIP4 (R2=0.93) 4 FHE MPV T %% 10% ~20%~ 5532 X 36% ~ 50%:
# =~ F %=t #ic (Rodriguez-Rosell et al., 2020) o F]4t > g Af 2 & X i‘i’t ' VBT ¥ B~
B IRM i - B EpF I R L2 PV RE 9 2 58 (Weakley et al., 2020,
Weakley et al., 2022) o

B3R (>80%IRM) ~ M3 e 4 i@ d © B P A § ook a B (Cook
et al., 2014; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2021; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023; Saez Saez de Villarreal
et al., 2007) o @ e = [}%”Lr’“ tehE kB 3~5 2 B > 4 Saez Saez de
Villarreal (2007) # % 2 2 x4 F x80% IRM+2 % x3 7 x85% IRM e# g # » A4
s S5a4 6 Y 2ESD T EEP (countermovement jump, CMJ) ~ 7% T g (drop jump,
D)) chg & > @& it Fehk B E31] 50%8 + F =t (B F Rt [T
wRT R FFHFAE B#E] 80%IRM=8 TF ; 85%IRM=6 F ; 90%IRM=4 T -

Nuzzo et al., 2023) » H A= 4 Sf 3 a8 B A G A 7 0 F R oo 300 P K- Ap 3t
2



9 & £1150% (Cook et al., 2014; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2021; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023) °
ip & i3> Ekstrand & (2013) 5 * #HE T 4 B (85%IRM) &4~ 6/ FFisiL 5 % =&
# & I ; @ Raeder & (2016) # 74 %2 x 6 T x 85%IRM T {7 # 12 2 Bartolomei %
(2016) i€ * 8 2 x3 T x90%IRM # HEZ P2 @ (5 05~48 ) pF ¢ I CMJ %
T AR g }?&E BFF Gtk AT RTER S F Bk
(Nuzzoetal.,2023) » % 7 RE T WRF AR B2 f 7 P ERFEETERRF T A
AR FBEA B AFEHARLTE o FP s LR BT HRA IR UFRAEEA F
A w@tti‘éi fo TR PO KH ek B BT b F RS e 50% AL R
BRIl I e
A Eh ek BT AL f TR S LA R G o R R R
BV R AT g B G 2Rk ¥ £ lkenE & F1 3 (Harrison et al., 2019; Holmberg et al.,
2022) - o * VBT il 4 TP AR $5  (%IRM) 5407 & B% % 2419008 - 32
FEFRD VBT Vil T hs L F RS 4 BB - B R0 B
Kalmus % (2021) ' f il s 4 38602 VBT ket B R i »ck » B TR 10 &7
it EEgHE (1605 %K) » %742 x57F xT70%IRM x # &ix4 10% (VBT
) Mz 2% x107F x70%IRM (@i tle) T FHFHEE - EHE -~ HHEFE &
BAOTRE (Ex F BTHXx%IRM = % & H = [arbitrary unit, AU]) 4p el ™ (AU
= T 12800; F % 1 1400) > VBT 256 ] BFtE CMJ B & (+6.7%) it 2 P kg iRt g
B (424%) £ 2 P E®RA § 5 JsF (responders) g (VBT 2 in=7; @3
RKrEein=2)c FALDE > 7O F LREFIES ERFORUR Y 4 PR RS E AL
(Tibana et al., 2012) > H F % G ¥ e L2 L /A H I S EF 4 5 ¥ ¢ Kalmus ¥ (2021)
k2t L T0%IRM s B T T 105 F B fio @ SR iTE A F BBk (70%I1RM
Box F Bt#ici 12 7 o Nuzzoetal,2023) > 1522 2L =0 74 of 3 48 B3 i cnfe 4 3@ &5 3K 3
P EAFEREFEOR TSR B S F Bk 50%0p
(Cook et al., 2014; Gonzalez-Garcia et al.,2021; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023; Harrison et al.,
2019) 4 it F A wE BEH o F o VBT K3 AT i 4 0 - roif o B A W
S LG A
Fob o VBT HFAPMA T S 30 % 20%c:d R4 A v Rip4H 23" RE
(Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2021; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023;

Pareja-Blanco etal.,2019)° 28 @ »#7 7 % % ¥r 1IR3 — R OIR % - Gonzalez-Garcia & (2021)

3



FH2 e x 80%IRM x i# B4 20%2 X H & (half squat) > &/ » {8 6 /] BFF 11 G 3%
B CMI BB (F6.7%) ° Ra > (54A BT &% 4k 9P %X (2 2 x 80%1RM x
R4 20%2 FHER) o fril o BB IER AP RS (Gonzalez-Garcia etal., 2023;
Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023) - EF L L 8 > 2 5 2 }%‘%éﬁ:ﬁ%;}é‘_? 4 F kT r"s ¥ (RSR =
222) > fiE b 4w BN & S % (Nishioka & Okada, 2022;  Seitz et al., 2014) « ¥
“ > Nishioka ¢ Okada (2022) «# 3 B % 4pdidpits B CMI AR 35 FL 4
B (r=0.612) - 581t VBT &3 eh jek % g > Gonzdlez-Garcia ¥ (2021) 7 5% 52§
¥+ £ (RSR = 1.8) "4 B ~ jt <1 1.46 (Pareja-Blanco et al.,, 2019) ~ 1.6 (Gonzdlez-
Garciaetal., 2023) £ 1.7 (Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023) » &1 i B 7t % 3K T 20% > 0T
3 413 i RSR & A 2 s B3 ac @ » B 5 & Kalmus ¥ (2021) 4£* 10%:7i & i

AREZFRE L FH L6 P FERRFIICMIF AL A2 5% 524§ RSR=155
LT AR BRSBTS R R BRI 10% R FFHEBPR L FALL D

v\\u—

\\\?{r

SEAC B RFLTRERFEE LT OEERA o Vo R AR A 20%0% A 30
/,,\;vr; BT A G AR E ARGRE Y € R R Y Ik 45k & (Tibana
etal.,, 2012; Yoonetal.,2007) ; 7 40 M A2 1 #EIp B 7 10k B4 20% ~ 40%;:E {7 & Hp pe 4
PR F i R A 20%se 3 px BB R 4 & 3R (Pareja-Blanco et al., 2017) 5 & {7
F hg R4 40%1 %2 B% 4 (Rissanen et al., 2022) » M ¥ i 2 & { B erug Bin 4
b BT ARG A e TR g flge e F0t o ARMAT R R R Aol B H Y % S K
G TLEE R (Bu] s SRR B i AAA (10~ 20%) B i dhoin B 500 B R
T RE- BT KRBT o

FALSE > AR g Mg 4 KT F (RSR>2) iz it fé_’J(—'I"ﬁ (RSR
<2)> F #iE I PAP s %k ¥ FEPEF { £ (Seitzetal,2014) - & P w e é)l?% ' G o
FUBMH N DG RRIES Fh o AR FTOFHRFE L SRR 4 R kT F (Cook
etal, 2014 » % g # RSR = 1.93 ; Fry et al.1995 » 4 g # RSR = 2.2 ; Nishioka & Okada,
2022 » X g 2 RSR = 2.22 ; Nishioka & Okada, 2022 » & p %8 RSR = 2.14 ; Saez Saez de
Villarreal et al., 2007 » # g # RSR =2.05 ; Raastad and Hallén, 2000 » % # 2 RSR=2.2;
Tsoukos etal., 2018 » % i # RSR=2.01) > @ j&m — e~ )l?egq‘?;ﬁ? r A o poAn 2 VBT
Kty o HF 5@*'*’—‘5 ¥ B RSR 43t 1.46 ~ 1.8 2. & (Gonzalez-Garcia et al.,
2021 ~ 2023; Kalmus et al., 2021; Pareja-Blanco et al., 2019) - F]y* > B 38 & ~ 7 ik &R~

A £fE 4 @ﬁ?ﬁt%”;&’}xl‘ﬁmﬁi_@'ﬁi\a 29 R A
4



Fe L g% AT bBEHA BRI E RSR>2) EFAHA
(80%IRM) VBT 3k 311 2 i SLfe 4 18§ chss LA i vk o ffd AR {44 B2 R
F
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bl RGBT B AR AT PGS AR R AR A

R B {pamgFnlg-sstend

AR OE D BRFRA S MYRE DS Fh e BT g AER RS 6 P
% PRFABH Foh- 25 > BRER

FERIL G A Poped E R g B LR DVRE o @ iTE Ko o ’ﬁ%‘i"‘*‘#&ﬁw}éﬁ SiE
I 4 I AR

zk%ﬁ&ﬁiw@&%*é*ﬁjGmkﬂ)ﬁ%$ﬁzmﬁ°y”’¢§@ﬁ%f

\\nji R
B
E=1)

BT TR R N N PUR T RO B S

Bt e F 2 Bt PR @AM PR 0 8 AT R AR A R 0k

AR ciralal v AT o T ko OB RRIE S R - B G 4 3F S S o
2 i

=& B3 B
%»J.ﬁ:lzj'ﬂgm ¥R 4 Bk (RSR>2) ERA TR Eilzif‘l‘?" & B (i R
A 10% -~ 20%) & B e 4 E (fﬁéﬂ'ﬁﬁiﬂ 20 IURE) i~ 08 6 1P H

B AR (CMI~S)) 258 o

Yr & A3 EX
AP EFLERRE D F 4 BRI E RSR>D) tit i Rind 20% ¢ 3HE 2
B4 & 196]?‘3’Ei”ﬁ*iﬁﬂi’”ﬁiﬂ" (CMJ~SJ)) £33 -
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AT MO LA RSk R T

H1E e

PR EFRT 2

= 14 b oenfe 4

CEa

f
PR EE G

24 L 1830 A ¥ > 2

= . ﬁ‘_,%(

27 7 ¢ 7 #HFE (backsquat) 3 P o
¥ & A7
- ARSI EI R E A B R RA  REFR Y GRS
L4 RS RS R 0 Bl AL R R RARKBIT O E SR

SRS S NRE 1 RPN =

b T (4o

S Tiag i B

%5 A A H B (80%IRM) > Fp
f”’F%;'\«fiﬁé) ~ i‘g 5&:;\: ;‘)I':@ﬁ ('&lf’ :

10 =2yl

L T R
FAREY) -

FE 4 20 ds T o R ECEnT 35:# B (Garcia-Ramos et al., 2018) °

~ foge-i B M % (load-velocity profile, LVP)

B IRMPRFT @ BERPEBPRFER > BRFIERHT S ¥

a8 R (%IRM)’l;’E’ H HR2Z2ERET LFIR ]v} 5 Fg N Y LVP(Weakleyetal 2021)0
LVP
14
.- -
o2l T
ﬁ; 0.8 e
2064 ...
€ ey
o ¥ =-0.0119x + 1.5563
02 R*=0.9943
’ y ) iy T d
’ 20 40 60 80 100
& 57 (%1RM)
W1 fir- AMGE G p LR FREEFEE)

v B4 (velocity loss, VL)

BRERA T R ILA B (Te SRR AT e i BN T B

=2l F
(R

IS

Pyt BT Ee o B WG R4 s (Weakley et al., 2021) »
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¥

e 4 iE
SRR B (FEeEF3ITHAHEB) P IREE (FREFLTHAHE)
R REES TR

WO R EI A IR B (F e S PE R R B RE > dek 2 10%:E
BRink » FH e kd R 05m/sy §# AT E IAE 045 m//s PBFI iRk §0F o

ARG RS wmi

1 B

P Ap B A2

(GF# LR

et al., 2023)

L H N L VL = (I[P 5 R ehde (i R/ e ko B b T

*E T K E80%IRM 3 R 15 B R4 FH (Gonzdlez-Garcia et al., 2023) o
dEE

TEAEE TR RT R G).

Bl B F RAEEFYR AP LR Bl w s

BRI ARITE AR SR ARE 10%E ~ @ B E 20%% o

TRERT| A4 Ed 18 348 ) BT UBELRI|AE B MR N Tk
AEFERF A ERE 6 ) I R KB ZE (Gonzalez-Garcia
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Bpe 4 2 ds (TAp M i@ # 8 (kinematics) 22 # 4 & (kinetics) 3% i HAY Govp
it & 7] e B 4 (Sanchez-Medina et al., 2010) » 7 F % % £ (isometric) & % i#
(isokinetic) »v4 jplsk & i@ | St & M2 A eniAp i 14 > F 4§ |+ (isoinertial) »*“¢ + £
REFL T F R Fonded RV E R 0 T 0 @Y EHOT RIS A R o
Sanchez-Medina % (2010) § =t 4 457 ¥ 42 # (Bench press) w < [f L ehig & -pF [ e
Mo AERR T o7 IIFRE § 0 4821 £ (Propulsive phase) 12 2 £ 3 Ff £
(Braking phase) ~ 4vi# #} (Accelerating phase) 14 % jii# #f (Decelerating phase) vt & ¢
EFAHE R (BIRM) = 5§ #rec® o M 27 0 F B0 PR AR & 20%IRM i
B deigfpend v L BB AT T70% a i B S 30%; % e AR 3 80%IRM
PF o Avak Hp B bt 88.3% ~ Rk Hp ik 11.7% o ¥ b o JaiBFEE A R 20%IRM pF oL
T2% ACEFPEL28% 5 B F BMAR 0 R AR T TO%IRM B NS e
i£ 3 100% (Sanchez-Medina et al., 2010) - {& & Sanchez-Medina % (2017) g & ¢ * ¢
DA REm R > # (full back squat) s (T > FIEEF AR H R B g 2 > JaiE Rk
Boenib ) iR D o R R E b d > PHE L 7T5%1IRM PR E PR
5§t 7% 0 H 3 | 95%IRM pEivF 1%t ) 0 BT B+ £ 8 (L00%IRM) P > fiie
PEECA 2] 100%:nt o @ AARMAE L Y 0 BRF AR Y kTR ik Tioe i
B (MCV) 112 Tizdeg B (MPV)> & & ¢ S < foend (Tig A7 2 47a ko f 4
£ a3 MCV 5 Fipd te S ffRaTin@ & 5 @ MPV e Sip it 1 B T35

@ % (B 2-1 > Sanchez-Medina et al., 2010; Sanchez-Medina et al., 2017) -



A 20% 1RM BRAKING Phase C 80% 1RM

7504 === Velocity (23.3%) r2.5 750 4 - Velocity r25
— PowerOutput e = Power Output
F2.0 2.0
500 L1s 500 4 L1s
- P>0 R ST = 1.0
S 2501 ~ £ 2501 P>0 55
= (OS5 Y “g b 0S5 »
= E = " E
o - e N -
=} 0 s T T T 00 > 3 0 T T T T 0.0 >
o 20 40 60 80 190 g Q 20 40 60 80 190 g
H Concentric Phase Duration (%) 053 ¢ Concentric Phase Duration (%) r05 g
S 250 P<0 = 8250 -
< k1.0 = F-1.0
5004 MP=256W MV=131ms" F-1.5 5004 MP=318W MV=045ms’ k1.5
MPP =422 W MPV = 1.35m-s"' Loo MPP =318 W MPV = 0.45m-s’' Lo
PP=687W PV=233ms’ : PP=636W PV=0.79ms’ ’
750 L-2.5 -750 L-25
PROPULSIVE Phase (76.7%) PROPULSIVE Phase (100%)
Decelerating
B 20% 1RM Decelerating Phase D 80% 1RM Phase
359 == Velocity (30.0%) r2:5 359 - Velocity (79[ 25
J == Acceleration e BT o VT Jd-- i .
30 - oo 30 Acceleration i
254 254
20 1.5 204 F1.5
o 154 =i, 1.0 =~ 15 L1.0
w104 BT AT e —~ " 104 a>0 e —
E & e T F0.5 '» £ “~ F 9
T 51, .- a>0 ol VR E T 51 0.5 £
S 0= g T r——a— 00 > § opammSie— . paamemtiTi=l gy T
E 54 20 40 60 \ 80 1 ()0 . g g 54 20 40 60 80 AT ' §
o i p) el e Los 2 = e.d-05 2
g 104 Goncentiic kiass Pration (%] \ s ¢ .04 Concentric Phase Duration (%) 05 =4
< 54 \ a<0 f1.0 < 454 a<0 F-1.0
S /
20 N S Fas -20 1.5
251 & o 55 -25-
-301 NuZ 24 304 L-2.0
35 =-2.5 35 -2.5
Accelerating Phase (70.0%) Accelerating Phase (88.3%)

Bl 2-1 M~ R rRaFauE R ~ e Ry R (B~ p Sanchez-Medina et al., 2010)

i im-i# & M % (load-velocity profile, LVP) 2 it 1% ¥ 5 3K 2 fe 4 IRPF > - f&
EREE ok 235 & 77> 3% (Garcia-Ramos et al., 2018; Jovanonic & Flanagan, 2014;
Sénchez-Medina et al., 2017) - ApBf 87 7 FEdp 1 » A s A+ L 2L § T L £ e 4 2
RE v LVP cnp 443 > 2 23 3 RA M2 %2 3p B4 (Garcia-Ramos et al., 2018;
Gonzalez-Badillo & Sanchez-Medina, 2010; Sanchez-Medina et al., 2017) - # Garcia-Ramos

(2018) enig e A3 ¢ it g RAT PR IEE 20%-100%1RM £2 MCV ~ MPV 2 & ch3f
B4 E R %R MVC(R2=0.969) # MPV (R’=0.957) % % # & S{LM %1
ZARRIA @ B 58 N h R i (coefficient of variation, CV) RIE. MCV (CV =
4.05%-4.93%) %3 MPV (CV=5.11%-6.03%) » Fl* » it {7 R 220 s pF > MCV 4%
Wr AR ERERAAHBRE (WIRM) Pdpih o @ 7T aplRd (T2 5 0 RATRHE
2 %I1RM 4% 22 MCV (R2= 0.955) » MPV (R2=0.958) % & A& S{EB % > ¥ L5
(standard error of estimate, SEE) 4 %] 5 4.02% ~4.31% > t i@ 7 %% &P 1 MVC ~
MPV ‘% if * »t 4 g 2 {¥ (Sanchez-Medina et al., 2017) -

Z &1 % 04> Garcia-Ramos & (2018) # 1) A M Ap 4o R 1E 4 25k i@ * MPV >

GB RIS AR EMCV MPV 3 47 o ¢4 @ HkaR Fhe™ @ AR
R TEA DIRPE € F BB e B U E s E B3 & (Peak velocity) o fe E_d 3
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ARfRIEG O AR TR AT EAGREEMIE (BERE) TS P
AP EDRFED > FRAFLERF LM ANEFIRARADEER  FED EE
Fow BB A R L i R4 PRFTE (Sanchez-Medina et al., 2017) o k& o LA G ¥
- o e BN N AR L TR P MCVY (R? = 0.955) 2 MPV (R? = 0.958) % i
3 PZIERI%IRM > F i 5 & FE 4 pF (40-60%1RM) > MCV ~ MPV £ BT 32:¢ & 5 95%
28 % B0 420 0.03-0.04 2 B (Sanchez-Medinaetal.,2017) - i = & {7 7 i B 2L i
»t » Sanchez-Medina % (2017) 39 % %&£ FRene R PERrEI AT e 0 Jo gt TR 4o
@ e AR R (B0 P M ) ~ f“&i)\%“ii)iﬁ””ﬁ)i °

BEERBRAYT ARG EEVREARDRFIZ - L HEEHE H - AV R ok
¥ B B -Gonzalez-Badillo ¥2 Sanchez-Medina (2010) 4%t 1596 4 i& {7 R 3o & IRM
Bl3% % 4524 MPV 2 %I1RM 0 LVP» % JL5] MPV #9%IRM % 3.8 & 558 4 (R? = 0.98);
Foho BT ERAMDERAY D 56 F % %:Q—*’E"fqz BEO6 FE A DR (60-
85%IRM) » i % &7 27 4 fs IRM # 4 7 9.3% > & 4pstsi & (30-100%I1RM) 1 MPV
T2 % 0.00-0.01 (m/s) 5 £ 8] 2-2 # 12 é AR - - 'g S 6T S B
B LVP & RI &P R DiRS > Flpt o FEPFAT 5T UFRY%IRM ¥ 1 MPV &
FAER) 0 @ LVP & SRSB4 RSP REPRA X (EARF) EELALSPE LVP 0
TRRIA T2 X ApE 4 £ (RSR) 22 | ehfl 8 (Gonzalez-Badillo & Sanchez-Medina,
2010; Sanchez-Medina et al., 2017; Torrejon et al., 2018) » Sanchez-Medina % (2017) #-§F
%EEEFA S MRSR 2 (<1.3)~ ¢ RSR & (13-15) 4% & RSR & (>1.5) - 3=
® iﬁiﬁ%@mMPV 2105IRM % % B B SR E TR 4 A0 00 (R2A B % 0.95540.958+
0.961); @ = £ A4IMPV £ 40%-100%IRM % ;23 P AL B o fruls = 5 > 58 71
Gitas B (30%IRM) A MCV B34t~ @~ &85 & (90-100%IRM) 1 MCV #
WM LAl R AN G AR RADREMN G P BN By AR (4
R’=0.95; %+ : R°=0.94 - Torrejon et al., 2018) -

FE NG DT 1,%5‘%% v ¥ B aeE (T R (MCVMPV) Eic fE e e fp e 2
AR (IRM)> * 2 X a4 2k s BuER Py es Y BRI 3 RAE
B a2 2 SRR (RP>0.94) - ¥ ¢ > Jovanovié ¥ Flanagan (2014) M EESER
2B %IRM Ap vt o i A iR R DR B Tl FIA WA R FF P AR A
F# > @ IRM B3 7 B 18% - A& * B2 %IRM » § IR dd cnprig 7 & {1k
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7R (4P IRM @), §RRRAMT LG 2 BAR (5P IRM L) Flpt o *
WA R FE 0 T G R R R -

2.0 Change in TRM: +11.8%
— MPY = 0.00003 Load” - 0.0204 Load + 1,889 1.40 ~ ’n
E e RY=0.98; SEE=0.06m s'; N~ 5 1204 » B, 111
E 2 1 "o "
< 1.5 e 1N ose
£ Z 100 e s e
£ g O
> £ 080 a0
¢ 101 o M2 e, ase
S 2 074 NG, 036
i) G 060 " N G
g‘ - - 47
) > ol
£ 054 E 9% -
g = 020] = TR -0999:v w=0.16ms") 033 g
2 > = o T2(R?=0998;V,,, ~0.14ms") ?
0.0 T T T T 1 0.00 Sy
20 40 60 80 100 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 100

Load (% 1RM) Load (% 1RM)
W22 e R fFA 1R & RAREf Fd AR RS L RREE
R Fwis2 wRIEE § F- R M % (P~ p Gonzalez-Badillo #2 Sanchez-Medina, 2010)

F-% #RANLADERFR

oo e PP A DA v iR B2 %IRM E ’ﬁ B 4p B #+ (Sanchez-Medina et al.,
2017) > ¥ A * LVP @ i o X wde i E B & (WIRM) #7373 ag R
AEEE TR R o B,ért TE A R TR RT VR REZ T ST BB IR

T # T B4 (velocity loss) v Bl E Eape 4 VR E SN A AR Y AR KK
PRI R et B2 53 R %R R (velocity-based training, VBT)(Weakley
etal.,2020; Weakley etal.,2022)c VBT # ¢ - BRI 4L 3 I i * » < & (MPV-MCV)

LA W B RE R RPE RS R B kR ey - THITEAR L 1.00m/s

24

$7 TR AL 0.60m/s Bl RiE X 3 [1-(0.60/1)]%100% =40% » 12 % £3% 3

HTEREMAFES 40% Pl s Tt trkTd AL FES
45% » P Z B EAE AT > B P42 40% 5 ok o
g3 RUR A et bl FARR A LT E G B ARAM I FIMARRE T R

FERERRY - WAWER P RF »x> ;4 (Sanchez-Medina & Gonzalez-Badillo, 2011;
Sénchez-Medina et al., 2017) » Sanchez-Medina £ Gonzalez-Badillo (2011) 58 #7 % 35
M RN A T R A G R chdpth > R E T EE 2 R AE  (bench press)

w2 Fa&k (70~75-~80~85~90%IRM) w3 27 i (4-12 7) 218 » 3t B
ABETHP S BUEFOR G BEEATHES ETHOERGAE CMI B AT
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B HIEF RALARM r=092); a FHE =097) & REE (r=0.95) GuE B
ABL I REFEET FALAAM T g nTERlE 2R (FHE I R=0.85 i
BIR=089) s FREF AT HEATHEEALT FA (506070 80%IRM) #fe

P A d F A (10220-30-45%) cha b r o Py FRE R LG ~ & 4R
kR 2 2 (r=0.69)(Rodriguez-Rosell et al., 2018) 1345 & £ % e /Ek R N E S
HWRA AT U R R HR A RS g osndp ik e

TR EEERGORA fOREHN YRGS B R I M E R DT E o A e

P ERAS T F SR EREVRERF o o EHEA CVREE F R :
el RLPERILZ (T R E (Mcleod etal., 2023) » B ‘e e iv S o § e dpap
% B (%IRM) #r4 end * F B=c Bk 2t b)4e 100%IRM 3 5 7 11ief7—- = F &
@ 90%IRM R ¥ 11z = 4 =x £ % (B 2-3 > Nuzzo et al., 2023) > Rm » /K> 54 4
P E R E RBABES VR VIR A AR %IRM R T > BRER
Tl £ RE g L B M L #5310 S0 ~ 85%IRM i i it
FR4 B SRk N BRET YRSk < F o fcen® ¥ (coefficient of variation ,
CV) 4% 16.8-23.5% » 17 65%IRM & G| » F % 581 % L357 U7 1627 > 1~ T 1
% 12227 5@ 85%IRM L3555 49 7 F~ T L 4.8F (Gonzalez-Badilloetal., 2017)»
Ripaid o 7 2R Br 3 U F kR B BT RS g 4 SR 5
2ORHPRA RABRM G BT R NP E) I mE B 2 K i gonE  BE
LR k- B ézgw D EKBAR T RIN A Gl F R Gl o B
B a5 B (50556065~ 70%IRM) fdn o g Bim 4 1L 2. T > R & ihk
BB GIE R A 2 b K TR R A 5% T30F u A 31.2%F RSk (§
Bl 0 29.8-32.1% > CV =2.7) > @ &8 # g Bin 4 1t 6] (20-75%) + BLEF|4p 02 587§
B A BEOATS d I RN BT R A R R A L B B R
B4 (R7=0.96-0.97)° ¥ ¢k » 5T sehfe 4 20 ds (7 (F ) » FILFISF ST B %
Rodriguez-Rosell % (2020) #£34 4 7 F 3% & (50 ~ 60 ~ 70 ~ 80%I1RM) # B # i 3] 4
B FRAPRAET RS b < F Rk PREDBHIE (50%IRM: 15-44°60%1RM :
10-31 - 70%1RM : 5-18 © 80%IRM : 4-10 © ) » iz [e 55 TLiE B ik & P A 1L 7 10§ 253
BIE TR e ) ((R2=0.93) o
L V)Eki%’?,l‘l e sERINAVHERFEAL (FR-2) F

Bl ApR o 3 2 G O0RARRIIL A DVRF R B At o Tt E R T o R
12
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PUAE RR A BB B A ek o ARG GRS e E o R Y E B

& VBT b %Mo 4 V87 10 F %S ¥ S B2 0V RS T i 3 o

%I1RM Maximal number of
repetitions that can be
completed

100 1

95 2

93 3

90 4

87 5

83 6

83 7

30 3

77 9

75 10

70 11

67 12

65 15

B 2-3. 14 2 5Ap¥t e R — Bt F U Bchd (2B (B~ P Nuzzo etal., 2023)

S8 #BEMNORETER

RER-TEF RIS FdH > ¥ R AFLIRE A AR (o BB 0 ©
IR G ARFEZ 2B 18 2RI (Seitzetal, 2014) o P oav 304 oo LRI hE
PR SRR EFREAFAT S AV RBFFEG LR L aFER L 43 320 &
482 (Seitz et al., 2014; Tsoukos et al.,2021; Yuan et al., 2023) » B2 X &c F »% f'&@pF & p
B2 E S T ﬁ%ﬁ"%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ’ B G EREOPERET o AR A

o ‘“%%P PFiv s B FEE2
MR FE RS 3~48 ) T A CRE 4 A (g 4 B B S R AR

Jee (Harrisonetal.,2019) = P %0 » © 7 49 B 47 1 ¥z dp

AL FE2 5wt B H i 2k (delayed potentiation effect)(Cook et al., 2014; Harrison et al.,
2021; Mason et al. 2017; Raastad & Hallén, 2000; Tsoukos et al. 2018) o @ &£ & {4 5 5 7735
FoaxkAd FEFFASA RBAFF R TR~ BYRE - BRHLENZIRE
% e, 5% (Harrison et al.,2019; Holmberg et al., 2023) » @ & &3 T kB0 2 B IR
Jg o
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-~ RBERF
WP e 3 @ BBEH K G xRl ER A8 3 IR, &k
VL Fg T 48 /) ¥ (Cook et al., 2014; Mason et al. 2017; Raastad & Hallén, 2000; Tsoukos
et al. 2018) o @ /A PF B ¥ i T £ % M+ 538 (biphasic pattern) > Raastad & Hallén
(2000) hEE A FREFZR YA 5 - BE LGN R EFRE 37 ) pF s F A1)
P2 {88 ® ATRB AT NS 0 A 22 [ FERERI Y- XERLARSOED T AS
3ol mwiRE A (baseline) o AT F AL Ko b o F I ERGF I T A
AR Bl PR AR R gt T Bt § RS 12 6 ) P ehat B s o g (Cook
et al., 2014; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2021; Kalmus et al., 2021; Saez Saez de Villarreal et al.,
2007) > TaERT M AS BPEEGET 0§ BN A S i@ doa 4 (BB~ R~ ep
PE) FlEFAR
WAL ET T HEE (80-95%IRM) (& 5 248112 6 ) FFac 53 7 »cde 2 CMJ 12
%2 D] % & (Saez Saez de Villarreal et al., 2007) - Cook # (2014) ~ HFREFHE N 7=
32 x37 (80~90~100% 3RM) = 5 > P PES A S BRM A HEE 4 £ (+4.2%)
CMJ % g5 5 (+3.9%) T H = 40 2 R {2 R o ¥ b > G- F 7 B3 R Apk <
Few P o R AR B A W (2 2 < 80%IRM x i Rk 4 20%:0 % HE) > & 6
RS EE IR CM) B B 2 (Gonzalez-Garcia et al. 2021; Gonzalez-Garcia et al. 2023;
Gonzélez-Garcia et al. 2023) - Saez Saez de Villarreal % (2007) R 4173 B 7 iy #3128 38
P e A 2 A > % - Bho B AILA FR A ERA 5 A B A S ] L
MRS T ERA S ANE RN SRR T E F 4 5 (rate of force development) ¥
A2 R B R EER €W AR R T E R U A R (stiffness)
ez i 4 §-i# BB % (force-velocity relationship) = m Harrison % (2019) B|:u % PAPE
LR BV A AR I JEASE 5 T U 4o U BT 4T 4 (calcium ons, Ca)
AR Tt W BEH AT B S REREROYTEFR M A H IS
Ffk (free testosterone) £ iF# £ M AFER 7 L AP M (Crewtheretal., 2012) > @ P54 %
ik e B RS EEREF T 2@ JER L T '8 (Cooketal,2014) 0 A
Cook % (2014) ¢ HF F o AL+ Fh 7 10 F 22 8dr 6 | Pris e 8 Af LR -
WA (CMJ % 3t % ~ 40 2 % fef] ~3RM FHR) & § R/ G § > 15 iF
Fr BRI FEARIAMER DAPF LT SEHARCL DI RAT L EFLE
o

RZEHRBFTZTDFEMN G -



IRRY 1N /I?ﬁfﬁ VYRR G T M AE A D E (8 24~48 /] 5 (Kalmus etal., 2021;
Nishioka & Okada, 2022 ~ 2023; Raastad & Hallén, 2000; Tsoukos et al. 2018) » &4 # 3 %
FE GG OB R EHESL ’é_%’s‘l' 1~2 % e k4 % £ o 4r Raastad & Hallén
(2000) AT 3 e x 3 THAHEFEZDHEHE (front squat)(* £ 65%IRM) + 3 & x 6
Tk B (kneeextensions)(* £ 65%IRM)> % 33 [ AT AEEH DL CMI & & (+5%)°
mAFTRSE x4 T anf £IFEEY (jump squat)(40%I1RM) > 4 ~ {8 24 ] FEE IR CMI 3
R (+5.1%) ~ DJ tARSI (+10.7%) + = » @ CMJ & & (+ 3.0%) % 48 | prz {4 (9B % &
»+ a0 p| @ (Tsoukos et al. 2018) - @ {4 4 Nishioka & Okada (2022 ~ 2023) & * ¥? Tsoukos

£ (2018) e~ 3k o B 24 PEISE BRI CMI B R 2 o
aumwmgégwpz,ﬁ% TR R R S L S PP 2 ) G

F153~48 P pF o A Mk ~ B R SERIEA DRI G I3 24 ~ 48 ) pren
Eh A m B R ARIEA ER (> 80%IRM) B~ § M 6 o] PR 154w A A
SR ERAGIRE SRR

2353 PAPE > s 4p i "B A B B R HE & F1F (R RETH 5
EFHXF BT X%IRM = iz g H = [arbitrary units, AU]) (Harrison et al., 2019;
Holmbergetal.,2023) » £ H i3 chA A ET i A4 B AN BIRA 1L E R4
HREFBEEBRY MR v 4G Em B 5w BN sk (McCaulley etal., 2009)
FP 0 % B (= 80%IRM) ~ M E f A Fd i S B vkenat B G R K
(Harrison et al., 2019; Holmberg et al., 2023) o %E B % c4p B < )—iJ%%f P PRk ER
2B IVRE o K FRA 13480~ 1190AU 2. fF (£ 2-1~2-2 - Cooketal.,2014; Fry et
al.,1995; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2021; Kalmus et al., 2021; Raastad & Hallén, 2000; Sacz Saez
de Villarreal et al., 2007; Tsoukos et al., 2018) - Z & /I & ¥ _» T B3R E L H 7 s
Fl g o P BPR A ARk R DRRFRFUE RS FREG (B RASERS
e 4 i@ #) B 5 (Nishioka & Okada, 2023; Saez Saez de Villarreal et al., 2007; Tsoukos et
al.,2018) o ¥ ¢t s M T HEIRs ¢ EREFHw e FH A S R ¥ 2 B
gk s ORI F MG XV § RS FEBEH A HF & (Gonzalez-Garcia et al.,
2023; Nishioka & Okada, 2022) -

FE 4 iER g R R TR AER AR T B E & gyl 2 4 %)% (Harrison et

al,) > %A FE (> 80%IRM) ALE R it § 25| Avut YA & % (Cook et al.,
15



2014; Fry et al., 1995; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2021; Harrison et al., 2019; Saez Saez de
Villarreal et al., 2007) o % # eni5 e < )EHW D Fry & (1995) # . 85%IRM »R# ¥ £
(clean pulls) ~ “B# % 4 (snatch pulls) ¥ 3% = 5.5 ] pF{s £ 8 B+ (vertical jump) ~ FANE
(snatch) 2 % 3£ (cleanand jerk) =% I ; Saez Saez de Villarreal & (2007) = 3 % %
Bror PIRE S B 3417 % 80~95%IRM eh# BB > A21RIE 5 2486 ) FFF U CMI>
DJ éhg & 5 & Efsk i 27 80 ~ 90 ~ 100%3RM (+ ¥ 75 ~ 85 ~ 94%I1RM) Skl &
EOPPARE 0V OUBED 6] S 3RM F HEE B R IERE 40 o = Rl ~ CMI 4 B
#E Y G W, IR g (Cook et al, 2014) ; Gonzalez-Garcia % (2021) Itk ~ % R
80%IRM e gt 8 (half squat) ¥ %= 6 | FF{sehCMJ & &

WRMB TR R ARY R G EE AR SR A 2 B DT ek Bt
A E e F BB BRE A oxdr A B R L RendE & F1F  (Harrison et al., 2019;
Holmberg et al., 2023) - B & %2} ;ﬁ#ﬁh&ﬁ TR AEIA FH (> 80%IRM) F AL
Woblenk Bt licd aepordr A 6 ) PFS i@ ds & IR (Cook et al., 2014; Gonzalez-Garcia et
al., 2021; Gonzalez-Garcia et al.,2023; Saez Saez de Villarreal et al., 2007) o @ i F § 1 H
BF B BGK TA 3 ~5FK 2. F > 4o Saez Saez de Villarreal (2007) #* 2 & x4 F x
80% IRM +2 % x3 7 x85% IRM (1150 AU) en# HE £ > & 22/ 77 50%:F &
THe (Bex F f=t#80%IRM=8 T ; 85%IRM=6 T ; 90%IRM =4 F - Nuzzo etal.,
2023) H 4 r 4w BEH i che e B e 8 RS fior B8 E SIH K35 R 60 50%

o Cook ¥ (2014) ®eh3 ke x 3T FHE (80%, 90%, 100% 3RM) +3 2 x 3 °
el da 8 (80%, 90%, 100% 3RM) (+ % 762 AU) ~ Gonzalez-Garcia & (2021) 12 % x
80%IRMx i B 4 20%L £ (1352+658AU) « 11 %2 Gonzalez-Garcia £ (2023) ¢
2% x 80%IRM x i# &4 20%T T HEE (= £ 480-960 AU) o g b @ BRE
TR B R R ey B S0%ehle R T O MBRIIURE 2T WA AR S
U E LR AR A 0 4 A AP EB TR -

8 F ¢ Ekstrand ¥ (2013) R &R 8 H 87 1 25 w R ¥ HF 85%IRM) 1
B (RZ2FELIRE) A 4~6 | FRLFBEZINERLARE L DML A
Raeder % (2016) #4 {74 2 x6 7 x85%IRM T {7 H £ (2040 AU)~Bartolomei % (2016)
% 8% x3 7T x90%IRM (2160AU) 2 % 10 x 8 x 70%I1RM (5600AU) =74" i 8 p] 3
Ra@d 1 0.5~48 ) FF 4T CMI £ 3R> A E hd gl ?}I%E GRCA TRV MR i d

© P T E X F R=t#ik (Nuzzoetal.,2023)> & @3 5%E + 304 & 2000AU 12+ >
16



HE TR R SBR S B SRRES > T A RER AR Y XA 4
A RS SR Sl

»
=
i
B
9
%
% Tnkf
)‘]

LT G AP ng%m*‘*%;& ' B LB B A (> 80%IRM) R FE 4 E B0k 2t e
P RE e F B s A F BB 50% ) o TP R D SRR 2% 2 b 480 ~

1350AU i7" 8 3 »c3f 3 af B A i ™ o
= v BRI g B R
wm e IR TR BAE (>80%IRM) xpuwairwggb F S P R ME R
B (50%E <~ F f=cdlic) AR WLBRRY A2 R G o - kA4 F R
R 4 MR B BT HE < X 5 3000 ~ 4000 AU (Harrison et al., 2019; Holmberg et al.,
2023) 0 B oA F A B AR OF R RIS Fh o HEDIRE T 1/3~1/4> A
g g o gjfv Bl /i %% 480 ~ 1353 AU (Cook et al., 2014; Gonzalez-Garcia et
al.,2021; Gonzélez-Garcia et al., 2023; Saez Saez de Villarreal et al., 2007) - 7A@ > Gonzalez-
Badillo % (2016) 53" E 5 960AU (3 % x4 T x 80% IRM # i ) > iriz 4 i
FlutBME R A2 BT 5‘21:55??5%%%:51?5?'%5”" ERTAR G M £HEZApHEASE
(RSR) e &8 02" { wc 59 A 2 3 & 922 %  (Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023; Nishioka &
Okada, 2022) o SLf P o 3 BLR P4t A R a2 11?7\?& - K‘*’ﬁ e RSR KT ¥ i
#§ » 4o Saez Saez de Villarreal & (2007) RSR 5 2.05 (¥ & IRM=1583 = 7/88 &
=769 = '7)~Cook % (2014) % 193 (¥ EH IRM =168 = 7/88£ =93.7 = 7)~
Gonzalez-Garcia % (2021) 5 1.8 (X H#E IRM =139 = 7/88€ =77 =7) 1%
Gonzalez-Garcia % (2023) e 1.7 (X H#F IRM=124 > 7/8€ =753 7)) a3 P
Rp ot M R IR % e ]F*J% VBT e B 2 ‘F}f < R4 5 M RSR "F}f » 4 Gonzalez-Badillo
% (2016) 5 143 (FHEHE IRM =108 = 7/48 € =753 = 7) - Raeder ¥ (2016) 5 1.5

(F 2 IRM=114 2> 7/BE =774 2 7) ¢

m RSR B ut AM N B d R4 F advgae x5 MG AMFHR G
FEFOVE P 73 B b I AR ek g # it eH PAPE 3 ¥ 7<% (Hamadaetal.,2000):
~ ko RSRE H 2184 iUk ¥ 5 BB | ¢ RF v blsnlla 3gie (Fry
et al., 2003) > ¥ “t > Chiu & (2004) R|EL% 3|9V £ 4430 Ila (myosin heavy chain Ila,
MHCIIa) # 3 —'ﬁ T h- WA B RARIEA FRIEA~6 BB Fakihid B R
¢ F 4% RSR ¥ f o FORA A EER G h R Fle AR hAD A é[F*J%Q #F] 4% RSR

(FHFLE >2 BMEL) VAt RSR ¢ (FHFLE <2 BHL) 7 i
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PAPE »c% * 4§ P { £ (Seitzetal.,2014) - p 5 - & < FeiF71 7 I RSR -k $as
@H_i\a it 25 (Nishioka & Okada, 2022) » Nishioka £ Okada (2022) #- % 4-£2 &
% RSR & (222)~ M RSR & (1.76) » & ¥ #4 {7 5 & x4 7 x40%IRM % {fp+ » i
RSR 2424 | FFis 2 CMJ 3 B (+3.62%) > ¥ ¢t » RSR ¥ 24 /| pF{5 5h CMJ %

W —=
o

xR FrAM (r=0.612,p=0.004) - k@ > Gonzilez-Garcia ¥ (2023) & %

\\\?{Ir

BHie T2 x80%IRM X # Rk % 20%:0T (T HE - F IR 6 | pFiS CMI % it 5
ST EHE IRM T EELAAM (r=047,p=0.042) > 2 % IRM> 140 = 7 pF » CMJ A
FRA SR L LR RSRZ G MF M R 2R o3
B fg RSRT395 160 L4 £k TApHRSDBY: ¥4 14 29 %52 E 4
4 75 4o AT RAERFTER T - RDRF] QRS F DY RIFH T

Faef RSR 7 i beh B hH w B PR -

P H ERRFLUEREPG B 0
VBT @ RZLJg* »v a4 @ » AR A A LVP 122 E ek R A Bl
RpFeis B~ 2" E (Sanchez-Medina & Gonzalez-Badillo, 2011; Pareja-Blanco et al., 2019) »
PR % R FG > AT e A R (%IRM) T T o d k% £ R il
7 BH AL 2 (Gonzdlez-Badilloetal.,2017) > ® ¥ U Fehdh ~ £ & €T FF X ki 7
@ + 7% (Jovanovi¢ & Flanagan, 2014) > @ B3 a ¢ L P EH S E PR ¥ 11 2
e AR F R B R N (FRMA A B A B RN A
$LE TR e F o VBT AAp AR F 4 30 5 A 5 4 507 34 (Gonzdlez-Garcfa et al,
2021; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023; Kalmus et al., 2021) °

it BP AR BRAER LS FHFE Bk BB BIREDFF
FXgELahd d o p itk @ RONA VW Bl REHRESF Y > 7 B FAF B A
FuE B on A v 6] 5 10%12 2 20% (Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2021; Gonzéalez-Garcia et al., 2023;
Kalmus et al., 2021) » 3 & = F Bt Bt & > * & F 7 36% ~ 50%F F =< #k
(Rodriguez-Rosell et al., 2020) » & £2 L 70 BLZ T af J& M 0 &0 o907 %K 3449 12 (Cook et al.,
2014; Saez Saez de Villarreal et al., 2007) - & &2 2 78 > 4p¥+4 £ (RSR) M2 G %4 &
(IRM) -k i 3457 4p b tzgwnp;:%% o f —a‘—:m,s 4 Fo JreET T 20%:nid %4
Wi > B¢ Gonzalez-Garefa % (2021) 26 [ P BEFERD CMI 3 & - H9 % %
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sEE HEZE RSR 5 1.8 (XHE IRM =139 > 7/8€ =77 27); E4 3 FR A 55
Pareja-Blanco % (2019) &1 1.46 (XHEE IRM =111 = 7/48€ =76 = 7) > Gonzalez-
Garcia & (2023) 1.6 (X FH & IRM = 125 = 7/88€ =73 = 7) 11 %2 Gonzalez-Garcia
% (2023) 17 (T FHE IRM=124 2 TARE =75 2 7)< Jrip » o7 o 50
TOF B MORSR 2% (< 1.7) 0 # T35 IRM 4 B ¥ M0 140 27 0 B 20%:hi

=5

BRorZ W ¥ a2 2 4p4 £ 00z G4 ERMNOBR - A E 08 0 ' Pareja-
Blanco ¥ (2019) 2 # » &3 f 2 prenf sk 50 K B 0 » DAL o 7 5]
WAL (HPOR ¥4 (Yoonetal,2007) i F ¢ AnhE < s 01 RAE (7 8
Fefe 4 g > § i i@ B4 20%;% § vk 2 R 4 (Pareja-Blanco et al., 2017) >
Mo PR Ak B A 40% 1 A R TRF 4 A FE S (Rissane et al., 2022) - iHd 2
TR AP AR AR R A BT i g AR B T MER
o AR ﬁ“fmifgrﬁgc};&? fo g Flaulad R LR R T ERRTFELRE

PG 1B E R4 10% Kalmus % (2021) BB+ 5 & €3 K (16
B) a4 x5T xT0%IRM x i B4 10%:nT 75 8 - 484 » CMJ 4
MEEFE 624 [y 3 R o B FIEFRC NG O E ARFIES FREOR
W E Uk S a4 % iRt & A (Tibana et al.,, 2012) - Kalmus % (2021) /¢ % ¥ & ;2
ERRET R EA T oGP W m?[f’c R S T S el I LR S I
ST R TR AT F PRI 10 ~20%:# B % Fr ot e B G G v R
e B AR RS e T B VBT WERRRP LY A %A
% RSR /% 1.46 ~ 1.8 » $5 RSRJﬁ (>2) &7 i Rma o] (10% - 20%) 4]

= mﬁf@r}iﬁsh EE ) /F
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It

(%)

57 8% ATyl

1k SXM; m?}*kfgiﬂlua A5 L T e

d\li

#5(Eig B (MCV~MPV) Eit 8230 R 104 20 enp$5e B (%IRM) > ¥ 7 5 i3 4

4 BoRT s ur R R R F RSN G R SER4 (RP>094) -
BRMAVGHERYAY (FR %) TRBATAAM > 2 H1ES JRE 8w
FRIBp A2 BE G B RIERA -

B A (> 80%IRM) ~ M2 RE (¥ 2 F BBk 2 50%p ~ B2 E 450 ~
1190AU 2. &) e+ i@ da 3 »x4k 2 6/ FFis @ d L IR o

BRI A A A 10~20% 0T T L sk F R Ra R AT REV R K
FIEEw] ~ F RARR DR o Bl 0 v G R M) s SRR b2 0 ke R

HFNA R R R R R R UFE BRI Y R RO e FI 0 I R
RS L RGDUEBPR N R FRE- HFT R
@%ﬁa&ﬁ%ﬁﬁmewFWﬂ’%%gmﬁﬁiﬁﬁ’“%*@*i*iﬁ

o

B
(RSR<2) - 34 & J\li (RSR >2) e L4 5 it »c %k p %0 19 7 F
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F 2-1. 124 3F P chut S P Gk
, LR
- (‘& . 2y .-r«ﬂ N ~ Ll t iR %

E~‘) 1(1()3 - ;?i"sz B axsmxua @YRE) G IHIFE T B wE

Fryetal. 19:0 BB ELEES 5x3x85% %4 (clean pulls ) + 5.5 ] p% FFEH (N=6):CMI 3

(1995) (17.3+1.9 g » 3x3 X 8% %4 (snatch BT (+4.5%)
72.8 £ 14.1 = pulls) (2040 AU) E- }f&'%]" (N=13) : CMJ 3
7)o B N.S. (- 1.5%)
+ # ® IRM =
163.7 22 #
He)

Raastad & 10 : 0 SELELTHHE 3x3X100%3RM FE# s 154 1542 :CMI % A& | (-12%)
Hallén FANLPkE # +3x6100% 6RM # % 371122~ 1122} pF:CMI B R |
(2000) £5,0275+14 E (2367 AU) 26~30~33 /] p¥

P~ 84542 343X70%3RM 4 HE#E 5 # 33/ pE 1 CMI 3 B 1(+5%)
kg) © +3x 6 x 76% 6RM 7 ¥ &
%ﬁ‘ﬁg IRM = 169 (1755 AU)
+3kg(2.15 &
We)

Saez Saez 12 : 0 PIRE L (228 £ 3x5x30-40%IRM #F4FEr (450- 54 6 54 :CMI % B 1(+4%) ~DJ

de 26 % ~769 + 600 AU) % BT (+4.18%)

Villarreal 8.0 kg) 6P :DJ & B1
(33317-) ¥ HE K IRM = 2x4x80%IRM #H# +2x3 54 1CMJ B B1(+5.01%) ~

1583 + 248 X 85% IRM # B # (1150 DJ # B 1 (+2.98%)
kg (2.05 % 48 AU) 6/ D] & AT
%) 2x4x80% IRM # H# +2x2 54 1CMJ % B 1(+4.59%) ~
x90% IRM # H# +2x1x D] # A1 (+5.47%)
95% IRM # g # (1190 6 p D] &A1
AU)
3x5x30% IRM % i 8 (450 AU) 54 IN.S.
6 ] PF 1 N.S.
Ekstrandet 8 : 6 B E L (207 £ 1x8%IRMAFHEL 4 FH 1 x 46|pF 4-6 -] ¥ 1 BOST? (+2.6%)
al. (2013) 25 % ~95.1 + 100%4RM B3 + # (33"
26.9 kg) RERETE
Cooketal. 18:0 EsRE £ (2241 3 x 3 FHEE (80%, 90%, 100% 6 -] P+ 6 /] FF o CMJ % & F
(2014) # 2 93.7+83 3RM) 3 x3 MR IEE (80%, 1(+3.9%) ~ 3RM ¥ j #
27)e 90%, 100% 3RM) (762 AU) 1(+4.2%) ~ 40 2 = et
4 H 5 3RM = 168 1(+1.3%)
kg (1.93 48
%)

Gonzilez- 9: 0 FORERA T 3x4x80% IRM ¥ HBE+3 x4x 62448 | FF 62448 [ B I CMJ F R

Badillo et % (233 +£39 80% IRM M fa & (/7 (N.S.)

al. (2016) 753492 %% 960 AU)

2T)e
IRM ,éb)g g2 — 3x8x80%IRM #FH#E +3x8x 6] CMJ % R | (-8.5%)
108.7 kg (1.43 80% IRM " a8 (+ ™% 24 . FE:CMI & B | (-6.1%)
BAREE) - % 1920 AU) 48 /| pEICMI B R | (-4.4%)
IRM ¥ § 4t 8 =
88.4 kg (1.17
BHL)
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Howatson
et al.
(2016)

6 :

THFEe LB
B (280 + 2
oo 812 +
125 2 7))
IRM # g %=
190 kg (2.3 &
He)

AP FEe LE
B (26+5 &
60+3.7 2 7)o
IRM # g %=
107.5 kg (1.8
BHE)

4><5’5bg§ 4X5/o\ﬂﬁ:§ T
5 I:EI 4 #E’.530% IRM-RPE 16—
17/20 (& i3+ %)

24 | p&

4 -] pF 1 CMJ 3 B N.S.
(+3.4%)

Russell et
al. (2016)

15

FEERSRR (24
+3 % > 982+
32T)

5 x 10 x 75%IRM
(3750)

A

5 )@ :CMJ& A& (N.S)

Raeder et
al. (2016)

15

LHERE (L
s Fray
% 2231+1.9
B T77.4+£8 2
T)e

T i E IRM =
114 =7 (1.5
BHE)

4 X 6 x 85%IRM T {7 i £ (2040
AU)

30 &
24~ 48 /| p&

30 4 : CMI & & | (-13.3%)
4 1B CMI F B | (-6.3%)
8] FE:CMI & B | (-5.3%)

Bartolomei
et al.
(2016)

12 :

FREEA R
(24.5+42 % >
823 + 84 =
rfr) °

IRM % # 8 =
1734 = 7
21 zHEL)

8 x 3 x 90%IRM # i & (2160
AU)

10 x 8 x 70%IRM # §# (5600
AU)

30 A
24 ~ 48 | pF

30 & : CMJ power | (-5.5%)

30 4 : CMIJ power | (-15.9%)

4 -] p& ¢ CMJ power | (-
9.6%)

8 | & : CMJ power | (-
7.8%)

Mason et
al. (2017)

13 :

B o 5k
(18.540.5 & >
982 + 169 =

rfr)

4x3 Z1f (20kg)+ E4 F
(46.8 kg) # pt %

4x3 24 (20 kg) + HE 4 F
(46.8 kg) i g

1.75 ] p%

1.75 -] P& : CMJ power ~ CMJ
W EE R s CMI & B4
£ (NS)

Tsoukos et
al. (2018)

17 :

E3 e M 0 s
W B F B R
(22.7+5.5 &
80.7 + 8.6 =
;:r)

L |1RM = 163
27 (2.01 B
We)

5x4x40%IRM ~ @+ (800 AU)

24~ 48 | &

4 BEICMI % B 1(+5.1%)~
DJ RSIt (+10.7)
8 ] FF 1 CMJ & B 1(+3.0%)

Harrison et
al. (2021)

15 :

For A R %
(23.8+3.6 # -
83.9 +£ 102 =
,:r) o

L a8 1RM = 139
kg (1.66 i %8
%)

BaRE I Ix3x67T%IRM+1x
3 x 77%I1RM + 2 x 2 x
87%1RM (780 AU)

¢ R e
AU)

$4x 3 x65%1RM (780

82432 ] pF

8] 5 1 SI & B 1(+4.5%)

2] BEICMI % B 1(+6.1%)~
ST & & 1(+6.5%)
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Nishioka 20 : 0 T4 %k B4 E-kTe (LHE IRM222 24 | pE 24 ] PFICMI & B 1(+3.62%)

& Okada (224415 & » & A8 [1.93-2.67])
(2022) 713 + 74 2 5 x4 x 40%IRM < 5 (800
T)° AU)
L g £ IRM = M4 EkTE (ZHEEIRM 176 24 ] pF 1 CMJ & B (N.S)
1425 = 7 %48 ¢ [1.37-1.92])
(199 248 #€) 5 x4 x 40%IRM ™ g g+ (800
AU)
Nishioka 10 : 0 44 2 % 5x4x40%IRM B¢ (800 AU) 24 | pE 24 ] FECMJ & R 1(+3.62%)
& Okada (21.9+1.8 & »
(2023) 69.6 + 7.4 2
7)o
L IRM =149 1x2x60%IRM+3x2x85%1RM 24 pF 1 CMJ % & (N.S)
kg (2.14 i 48 L (630AU)
)
Harrison et 15 : 0 $rE 4 % 4x3x20%IRM ¥ i BF (240AU) 327 o pE 327 1 % :CMJ & A (NS)
al. (2024) (249 + 29
%807 + 7.0
ARDE
# @ # IRM = 4x3# x100%IRM % £ % g # 327 ] F:CMJ & B (N.S.)
130kg (1.6 #
W)

1= 27 FHFRL S |= A 7HFT%H NS = AZ NI EF (notsignificant) » AU= “§ % ¥ = (arbitrary unit) - BOST= #z}
AX Ef $fix (Backward overhead shot throw) » CMJ= T g g% (countermovement jump) > DJ= ¥ * g* (drop jump) > RSI= F Jigrv4 ip
#c (reactive strength index) » ST = J#H #* (squat jump) * IRM = & * & % =t # (one repetition maximum) o
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F 022, i Btk EIE A 3 E 18 ennt B G R

$
TR

PR E
:f_ ~ 4 i,];l

REh

Exx#ExBER (RPRE)

18RI R B

(TN

Pareja-
Blanco et
al. (2019)

3R 4 RS %
(23.6+3.6 & >
762 + 10.9 2
::r) °

> H # IRM =
114 = 7
(146 1 €)

3x60%IRMx i &% 20% (+

£ 1278 AU)

3 x 60%IRM x i# & 4 40% (=

£ 2160 AU)

3 x 80%IRM x i# & 4 20% (=

% 768 AU)

3 x 80%IRM x if & i 4 40% (+

% 1296 AU)

62448 /| pF

6] :CMI B R | (-7.8%)

24 [ B :CMI & B | (-6.9%)

6/ B CMJ F & | (-8.1%)

24 1 BECMI # B | (-7.1%)

6 P :CMJ % B NS (-
4.5%)

24 ] @ CMJ % B NS. (-

4.5%)
6 B :CMJ &R NS. (-
3.5%)

24 ] @ CMJ % B NS. (-

3.6%)

Gonzalez-
Garcia et
al. (2021)

R X
(24.6+4.1 &
77+89 2 7)o

L g [RM = 139
27 (1.8 1
We)

2x 60.9 = 5.8%IRM x i & x4
20%% E 8 (2111 + 617AU)

2 x 80%IRM x i Bind 20%%
HEZ (4 728 AU)

6] FF:CMJ & A (NS

6 ] B 1 CMJ & & 1(+6.5%)

Kalmus et

al. (2021)

+UEERE (16
+05#% > 79+
16 7)o

F % IRM = 123
27 (155 ©
W)

e 8 IRM =170
27 (087 ©
W) -

B4e IRM =177 =
T (221 48

P

-

[k

=
%

A

[
=1

4x5%x70%IRM x it B jm %
10% o 4 B ~ PR de i -

Ty

: 70%1RM x 40 = 2800 (AU)
£ 70%1RM x 20 = 1400 (AU)

2x10x 70%1RM o # B #2 ~ i* R

HE TR -

: 70%1RM x 40 = 2800 (AU)
£ 70%1RM x 20 = 1400 (AU)

6] P CMJ % B 1(+6.7%) -
3 F fi?;—'F*f n=7

24 ] B 1CMJ B B 1(+2.0%)
R f@ﬂﬁ n=2

Gonzalez-

Garcia et

al. (2023)

(24.9+3.7 & » 732
+134 27) -

T 7@ E IRM =
125 5 (1.6
L)

2 x 80%IRM x i# B in 4 20%
FHE (49 480-960 AU)

6/ )EICMIBRET T F &
—‘ﬁn=4

Gonzalez-

Garcia et

al. (2023)

T RS %
(25.0+4.7 p >
753 £ 89 =
T)e

L IRM = 124
7 (1.7 £
0.1 48 ¢)

2 x 80%I1RM x i B n
B (1 740 AU)

6 LR CMI B AT F F b
—‘ﬁn=4

1= 42T FHFRY > |= A FT% NS = A3 HF (notsignificant) - AU= % & ¥ = (arbitrary unit) > » CMJ= 7§

B (countermovement jump) * IRM = & + & % =X # (one repetition maximum)
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3% FIRas:

¥-8F RmRFPE

AFE T e P~ A Bk 5 Gonzdlez-Garcia % (2021) %2 3 %% - CMJ &

,& 0
||
=
(9]
A

6 -] P s £ (effectsize, ES=0.537) ¥ 3% Z.a=0.05- 5=0.8 12 % jp R ¥

* G-Power #c %8 (G-Power software, v.3.1.9.7) 3+ 5 212 > 2 & 8 % 55%2}!’5% v g T
Fa P R 3NDh e BRI REI LR ‘5&5@&?{ o

F\’%i WAt B AP > AFTREI L REES DR T H (£8018-

30 K) > Pk S EApE S Bk (RSR) F& P 2 11 b > RSR L A2 B i A B

J %] iﬂ"iﬂ’“a‘gu”ﬁb&ﬁ?”‘i» 2 gk T%‘ ' F RAFE R S & 2% (Seitez et al,

2016) = F B S8 F G or FE R PR R AT P o

(=) FLEp laEaEmREEAIIR (FF22)2FI LEF EFTHEIR

(= T pd EEAHES T
(= THEFTIMLL2EEE -

SR AE AR

(=) W2 LaE37wErgd I ¥ BEPEHEF 5o

L
(= FORF EER A SF (de D IR o
£

FHRESBLED AL TETRHEFRE 2ERLE P EvFR5EFHP 2P
TR FRAF IR AREFAETRAL DR G FIHEIFARAL I FL %

BAFET O LFFIHIETRAL XL AP EREY
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¥o 8 REHERK

AT RPN - £4F R E K3 (repeated-measures design) 3t e R fE 4 E 18
HREE WA RDOEL - FRFEFTREFAITRA > O RHRDAE RGP N
T4t FhF R FRATHE (B0%IRM) fi st AP R e g o2 &
F2/AF R RIA B2 R4 ER g R4 10%%2 (velocity loss of 10%, VL10) -
20% 22 (velocity loss 0f 20%, VL20) 5 122 2 4% 3" 8 2 Biife 4 @8 @ ME 4 @
# % (low volume resistance exercise, L-RE)12 2 ¢ § e 4 & # % (moderate volume
resistance exercise, M-RE) » = st e @ 5 i » 3 " Z IR 72/ » A9 %P F > F 5%
S A A R R AR o B %W 24 ) PEAE LR 3 G T LR e B

EFEf o RHEAF R (FIVRERLI O FRRIZFT) FHRFE AT p I RF

FRLE AR DN N Ape BRI RS A R RES o A
FRERLRPIHRAD ¢ 7 THY (CM))~iFHER (S)) 75 L2 prplsk 'y pred i@
B/~ @ (pre) M E A~ {5 6] PF (post-6h) BT o T R R Y bk - R KT E
7B REAI A 2022°C ~ BE A3 20~60% > F A~k % P 8~10 B2 B

P THAERSERPERLAR P - LRRFEFAR REIFHRT LR

F2&% Ry E
FHP B R ERFE AT OERFEF A DE N2 ERA S B %E -
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At d BRI AR R AT

)3

& R RIARE

‘

BET®RF A

*
[’ RATRMEBUEEFA

HEmEREE

4

[

BATRALE RS - ARCWI-S)) |

[ #asIRVIRS |

I FE24 -48. B

(ranemmt

o524 48/ B

-

EF RIS
(CMJ ~ 8J)

.

4VL10
3mxHE R K10%
x 80%1RM

$VL20
3xH R K20%
X 80%1RM

4L-RE
3ax3TF
X 80%1RM

4M-RE
3fax4 T
X 80% 1RM

KR -8

B 3-1. 7 %420

27

FIRR72 /0550 k.

% H BRI SR
(CMJ ~ 8J)

| AAKONE




PRI TR FREFALET RN AL
TR FEFRAL oL ORIELSR o %
ZHFHREMNAHPHFFEFIRMER ~ f -2 AMG - FXEPFREDERY
15 24 ~ 48 /] p% o

~ F E# IRM Bl # 2 2 222 LVP

Ji

I

AETHAHERERY pd EE T T FHRFRGFT > 2ARR Y 20 & THES U AR
=4 g Bl % (GymAware Power Tool, Kinetic Performance Technologies, Canberra, Australia)
BRI f R R PIES AR A B D 65 O e MWL IIRE
ARG i VR R %R %;Q—bf’iﬁ‘ TOREFHITAWER TS MRS GRR
60W)~2)5 » 45T g £ oo @ AFF 7 IRM BI% P2 %< Weekley ¥ (2022) cruz
RPUGT O FHRSES f i 2FEFIREE IRM 320% 3 ) ~40% (3 7)~60%((3 )~ 80% (1
TYUE 9% (1 F) hE R Faz FRL2448 % EF IRMBI%R » 2 §% %
Léi"ﬁi?‘lﬁé% FFHOPT KPR A 0525 2T nE R BB - a2 H T E S IRM
BAEZERFEEEST2Zp RS ASEEREZRFRL3 A4 AFEBRRERY
B4R r«g;.g};@qﬁvgg%ah;ﬁ 2 rd R EPEART

. IRM |k is 24 ~ 48 | P& » 9 2% ﬁﬂ&—xﬁiﬁ—/xwiﬁﬁémz?%'lﬁ B -ik
BB Bgp s IRMBI%RENHEE > &BEFT IRM20% (3 7)~40% 3 7)

ol

i

60% (3 F)~80% (1 T) 112 90% (1 T) hiplsk @ A fcBdo L £ B b B 0B F A
£ HF L S %4y IRM 20-90% 47 {8 J1eh T ko B (MCV) 4 B § B4y ehiz s i
(Banyard et al., 2018) - R%H) B 35 ¢ 148U 43 | R F e B s PR TMCV * 112 2
fie-id BB 7 0 IRM20% ~ 40% ~ 60%5~ 3 T 42 5 i & & Pt =0 43 B A 47 -
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-8

=
e
g
a
i
-
:

Bl 3-2. i f R PR

=~ A ER A
BEA-EAMGRRELE 1A NFHRA > EES A~ AR T2 P

ML M R LRSS N o @ R S G 8 F A8 ] PRAE SR 7 T e B e 2 ]

RS~ 12 [ P4 L BB S PR E R BB RAT S o @ S B 2 A UAE

P E o A xS T Ep

(=) @AR4 10%% (VLI0): i£{7 3 %2 x 80%IRM # i # - & i (73] MCV ~
" 10% % 0k o

(z) “®pE4Fhle (LRE): €732 x3 7 x 80%IRM ¥ & « % o5 Rk
R Rind 10%9 £ 508754 F B #ik 36% x 80%IRM k=~ F B # (8) =
036x8~3 -

(Z) #AERH2 20%% (VL20): 273 % x 80%IRM # f# o & w7 5] MCV ~
" 20% %k o

() P EpE4FRE MRE) 273 2x47T x80%IRM FHE - & o5 § ik
FHERITE 20%5 3 Fh X F f il 50% x 80%IRM # + £ §=tdkc (8) =
05x8=4-

B 3-3. #HET



FXRERA WG RF-BEED S AEFHIAS AmET RN E) - g
FRis 3 A4k RTH= B (Counter balance order) & 7 -2 g% Jip|% (CMJ ~ SJ) >
B BHERGRLETIR A4 F PR ERR Y EF3ITERFAERLTRLAH
VL10 %= ~ VL20 &= ~L-RE 2122 M-RE &2 €38 Pt PR 2 4 A 4818 » £ &R
#FE (8 50%IRM ~ 6 F 60%IRM ~4 T 70%IRM # H £ » & 2@ If 2 &~ 45 [Pareja-
Blancoetal.,2017]) > A &8 8 % 4 L 4G{s TR FIE A FH A~ o L4 FHAH 2% 6 )
Pris Rl L8 B4R -

4fhpe 4 Fd e kLR
PEFSEFHE LR
15 R ke | - BN R 7 Blde 80%IRM 5 MCV 5 0.55m/s » £

v

T °L-RE %2 ~M-RE = ~VLI10 212 %2 VL20 &

s

\\\?{r

3
BEEXTEE AR SRR T S TROE R §

BH- TR EERELET £0.06m/s(0.49-0.61m/s) > B S I kiR 0 B
+ 2.5~ 5% IRM £ £ & i B i v 4 F1%IRM *74 s chid B (Weekley et al., 2022) » %
B30 ~ 60 ff EATH TR EYR o BRI 0 AT RHRSEF IO R T
FHETe 2 L h @ R” I F T HTHEYE DT 08 B v R RT R 5
# g~ %¥ 4 (Pareja-Blanco etal, 2017) o @ & =t enfn 4 @ds i » v > 3 g JePode i

ERTFA A A TR RG] b B~ Rl R R TR

e A E SR L S (i #)
1
|
EHE VL20 Wy & BB 5%
(T — | S = |
FEFHER) 6‘F06|] %1RM ~ - |
Ing 4548 (4TT0%IRME#E) | 454 || LRE 6] B

B 3-4. G »~n4e@ o CMJ= T gt ; SJ= /ZH P+, L-RE= mF e+ i&H %2 ; M-RE
=¢ 4@ e VLIO= & B2 10%%e ; VL20= # Bin2% 20%%

30



¥ 8 WA PI%
- ~ CMI P =%
fitim CMJ P % % %2 % =2 °¢ Kistler #]4 4 ((Type: 9260AA6: 60x50 cm?,
Switzerland > #f2~#f 5 1 1000Hz) > ¥ # & 2 = # T~ L 2 Lo d £ BRI o
B BIFH AR DT LSRR THI RS GRS LR T
Bt 4 ELE D

BRI PEE L e N LS R PR R AR EL oe

4

b

TR RRPFEH T OREE 3R AR PIHEEIE30F 0 NEAREKEY X (BHESR)
Won {8 st~ 47 8icdy (Tsoukos et al., 2018) o I j& ® » 47 112 & & Jig3~4  (reactive
strength index modified, RSImod) ~ % 4 I (rate of force development) o & 47w w12 2 2
SR EoeE B 4§ (peak force) ~ % B i & (peak velocity) ~ *# 17 & (peak power) MM %
=& (impulse) °

= ~Slipl=%

B FRSEF LIRS F L ARIRF AL LI RME LR O0° = F
GEAFR £59) ~HRIF2HE > HIIC 4 Ui ~ x4 o P phde s RRERR
WAEPIFALTHOTRIL 2 RATH S PHEIASEE A F2EFROBELE
ATRIBR - % o TG AR FEF TR 3RS F IRREIE 300 ARER Y
x (BB R) R FA oty DY A F 4 RFD)~ % @4 & ~ % i@

RREEESF UL L o

B 3-5. Kistler ¢ # ¥

e o~ F Pl A 4T

Kistler ip]# 4 ¥ JxB~d-3 prds (TG 42" -2 ¥ K 8% 4 > @ * Kistler 7] ?
2. % %Al BioWare # 132 $34 £ iF% 4 2 dedi 3 (Excell Microsoft Office 2019,
Redmond, USA) » & 4v 12 4~ 45 412 T #iedy (Shyam Chavda et al., 2018) :
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- ~ BB B & (jump height, JH)

JH(E & im) ¥ 22804 T8R4 and o @ 3 8 2 S L1 prig s eg
ZRER R o PR (FH R R L LB R R 4N HE 10 2 ARG B
Bo0F o @B g (v 4L 10 2T ARG AEER > 2R 5og()P H Yt
SR (His)og 3 €4 s A (¥ 9.81 nvs2) (Moir, 2008) °

<% 4 % (RFD)
RFD (¥ = : N&) & fbifds (c9 o @ p 4 £engit @ (B 5 5 iEo

4 [vertical ground reaction force, VGRF] & P & 7| el F @) » 3+ 5 o ;¢

ETTR

AVGRF/At > & CMJ chiplgk % ¢ »RFD ch3t 8 8464 £ 2 E (c B) 14
Prgcid (d) Pl % 5 A ST ehhA > RFD 3+ 5 j€_a 2h1 VGRF % it 426 10N 1

€% oo k iT% 4 2% & (peak of vertical ground reaction force, PVGRF) 4l % (]

: z
(2) 2
B
]
=
2
g ¢
=
E
% f E &
0 04
“ d I & & time (s)
. 2000~
E 4
I
(b) :
- J
1=}
= 1000+
2
=
]
g
3?":: E L]
—T i} ™
" 0.5
a£ o
/ § time ()

B 3-6. T Hpr R F M6 F (£% 4 21 pE@ B 5B (B p Linthorne, 2011)

B

= ~*% @4 § (peak force)

BrEEEARY B e T 4 ks B o
® -~ i B (peak velocity)

W E g TR 4 FREF ERE LB RFFFESHL, VEF
BRE > HEEERTZHEERAY ERDERSE -
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-

I ~ % @ % (peak power)

#-#chy % ~ Office Excel #it8:-8 M R T &2 -8 e (8% 4 Jph B8 8 5
RS TR S SRR 3 SR AR U S A
+ ~ =& (impulse)

R R (H = I Nws) L& 38 AptiEaniEse? VGRF B2 AT g
o FAFME ST 408 255 [ (Fuarr —mg)dt s £ ¢ tl % VGRF doif
WL 10N PrenmE g & 2 5 VGRF 4o M E 512 10N preps i g
(UMmmjmnoﬁééﬁﬁﬁmPWIﬁCMJﬁW@%&iﬂ%&EﬁM(E
Aul 50922 fr 0.934) 0 #Tru T 1B NVI Kk & & T BORE 4 ik o
= ~CMJ 2 8 1 F g3+ 3515 (RSImod)

CMJ 2. RSImod 3+ ¥ 2 5% % pEE# B /85 (Ep5 R (] 3-7) -
6000 -

A

...................... >« -
45wy 1)

5000 -

4000 4
4 B 4
ol 3000 4

R
2000 -

1000 -

0

0 1 2 3
5B (s)
Bl 3-7. THEETRERTE SR (Bp @ %)
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Fo8 ML
A7 @ % SPSS23.0 MK A AL REE 7 A 4T o
- R BRI EGEE T8 £ L LT o
~ H #]3 4p (2 # & ANOVA (one-way repeated design ANOVA) +- fix 4 B 22 20 R 4
B REE R F BB E RYRE) MR R S (TR R - R
B ~bBRERAMEGERMA) E R o NMEFLRE - i * Bonferroni

method & {7 ¥ {5+ fie o

'

~ = F]F 4p ik &~ ANOVA (two-way repeated design ANOVA) < 2% 2 1+ (4)
XEFFS (2) hiB - £ 23 (e ARHMFLP > - % * Bonferroni
method &7 F f& L g o

z ~ x4k § (effect sizes, ES) #& * Cohen’s d ‘“# /i » 30 ~ {2 7L £ o 4245 Cohen

(1988) = grzef > ES ¥ & & 5/ (d=02)~¢ (d=0.5)-= (d=08) »c% & o
¥

g

s kR RS 0=.05 o
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;ng E'E?Z:Q’t’f’étﬁﬁﬁ% IRM 28 F 2B enig B EdET Bidi A F5%%
2 0?%/&&%%%*? Faod 4-1 #7 > Bdho Tiof + B L R R -

% 4-1. FHRFEFAFTN (n=9)
Iﬂ] (Fof = R )
£ # (yrs) 24.8+3.5
£ % (cm) 174.64 +3.75
e (kg 73.28 +5.57
#* % IRM (kg) 150.00 + 11.40
IRM/%% £ 2.07 £0.08

i IRM= $ 4 F B=c#co
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N EET A T ER YL

*F 3 LVP %02 20% ~ 40% ~ 60% ~ 80% )4 2 90%% B & IRM “t# 2. L Hw

KO LVP

At (R

MCV =-0.0118x%1RM + 1.5043
MCV =-0.0109x%1RM + 1.4698
MCV =-0.0126x%1RM + 1.6369
MCV =-0.01x%1RM + 1.4633
MCV =-0.0116x%1RM + 1.5588
MCV =-0.0141x%I1RM + 1.7735
MCV =-0.0114x%1RM + 1.598
MCV =-0.0119x%1RM + 1.4781
MCV =-0.0105%%1RM + 1.3535

O 001N DN B W —

.98
.99
.99
.99
.99
.99
98
.98
.97

T

i LVP= fim-# BB % MCV= T iR ; %IRM=1RM 4p%t3 A -
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- A HEEIRER K
ALY L e T B REE S F

et i“}“)" ﬁé‘ -_"i ﬁ

FpEEARRE BRI B

np’ =.056) -
<.001 » np? = .654) » % {5 fkg ot L-RE 2P & 43 M-RE %

<.001) ;

—éJ.—-s T ,fUFJ.

VL10 % (p<.001) & %+ VL20 &
143 rm bt HBERY 2

=>1
‘E.L ¥ F

=X Hoet i)

SURER R

THEZIR &

ES TR CIE

—;,‘:’ﬁ ) _L)‘L“L%;}F]"=

B e A RE ok 43 9m o

d H 7]

¥4 3 (F=0.532,p=.665"
EFBFLRE (F=16977,p

A M-RE 2 (p=.005)~ VL10 & (p<.001) & ¥ " * VL20 % -
RN
3. L-RE ‘.48 % 1> M-RE & (p=.019) ~ VL20 % (p <.001) ; @

ks B mE n=9)

(p = .019) ~ VL20 %

@

TR s
ELB (F=16977, p<.001 » np’=.654) » i& {7 % 151t s
M-RE % (p=.005) ~

L-RE M-RE VL10 VL20
PREE (kg
- e 117.6 £10.0 116.5+10.0 1154+ 12.1 1169+ 7.4
E 117.6 £10.7 116.3+10.6 117.7+9.6 1159+ 6.6
5z 116.2+9.8 115.0£10.2 117.5+9.6 113.6 £ 6.0
T35 117.1 £ 10.0 1159+ 10.1 116.9+10.3 1155+ 6.4
F &= B (reps)
- 3 4 40+0.6 53+1.5
E 3 4 37+1.6 48+1.1
yz e 3 4 3.6+0.9 54+1.1
ek g M*20 125720 11.3+£27% 15.5+£33L°M°10
LR E (AU)
- 240 320 320.0 £50.6 424.0 + 118.9
i 240 320 296.0 + 124.2 384.0 + 86.2
= 240 320 288.0+73.3 432.0 + 89.1
ek 720M 20 96020 9041)ﬁ:214u820 1240.0 £265.9L "M 10
I AU= eggﬁxz,IJRE— g4 FH e ; M-RE=¥ £ 'VL10=i§Eﬁﬁ%lo%ﬁ_;VL20:;§

Booni 20%%E 5
by RFLIR
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S FHEERTH
DHEARY LA RN (T2 R S E 44 417 o B H F]F ANOVA A 45
o BEHTLENTHORAETEFLE (F=4.678,p=.009 np’=.346) > F {5 i
%87 L-RE 22 (p=.013)~M-RE ‘& (p=.031) % % % *> VL20 & - ¥ 7|3 % B # A 475 -
Lawmchh B RILTPELE (F=0316,p=2814 np’=.034) - it &> & » 2%k
Lt ALY (F=26398, p<.001np’=.746) » % t5 ' kg L-RE 24 ¥
VLI10 & (p=.003) ~ VL20 = (p<.001) » M-RE ‘& (p<.001) ~ VL10 & (p<.001) i ¥
Bt VL20 f o & e By SBRy A 1S F M EF LR (F=41.796,p <.001 -
np’=.823) % {& v A S 4y U L-RE eig BT 4 PS5 VLIO & (p<.001) 122 VL20
& (p<.001) > M-RE ‘e fr P &2 i<+ VL10 2 (p = .049) 12 2 VL20 %= (p <.001) >
VLIO %2 VL20 22 B2 HFRF| 3 HFLE (p<.001)-
%44 FHEE2 E R 28K (n=9)

L-RE M-RE VLI10 VL20
T 32 & (m/s)
R 0.59 £ 0.06 0.58 £0.06 0.59+0.04 0.55+0.07
- & 0.57+£0.08 0.56 £0.06 0.56 £0.05 0.54 £0.07
Yz e 0.58 £0.07 0.58 £0.06 0.55+0.09 0.53+0.07
R = 0.58+0.07% 0.57+0.05% 0.57 £0.06 0.54£0.06-"M
B R (m/s)
IR 0.61 £0.06 0.60 £ 0.06 0.63 +0.04 0.61+0.07
5o & 0.60 £ 0.06 0.61 £0.07 0.59 £0.06 0.60 £0.07
Yz e 0.61 £0.06 0.61 £0.05 0.59 £0.09 0.59+0.07
R = 0.60 £ 0.06 0.61 £0.06 0.60 £0.06 0.60 £ 0.06
B BiE R (m/s)
- 0.58 £0.06 0.55+£0.07 0.55+0.06 0.47 £0.07
5= 0.56 £0.08 0.53 £0.07 0.52 £0.05 0.46 £0.06
¥z ke 0.57 £0.08 0.56 £0.06 0.49+0.10 0.44 +0.09
= 0.57 £0.0710°20 0.55+0.06 %° 0.52+0.061°2 0.46 £ 0.06L M 10
#FRIA (%)
- 38+3.5 7.7+6.8 11.9+4.0 22.8+3.6
- & 55+53 11.8+6.5 12.5+£5.0 22.1+6.2
R 6.4+7.1 92+6.6 18.7+ 6.8 246 £11.6
= 52+£4210°20 9.5+5.010°20 143+£3.1°M20 2324£5 5L M0

® i M-RE=# £04 &% ; VLIO= # Bind 10%% ; VL20= i & in4
20%ie ;=22 L-RE 24 B3y ¥ £ B ;M=gr M-RE ‘o4 By ¥ £ 8 5 =2 VLI0 24 B F LB ; V=g VL20
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=&

~ “CMJ 4 4l B

3 e s

FH 5 CMJ 2 B 55

bod 45 PRI KATE P - F]3 4 ik Rk B #A 49 BRI F13 (L-RE -~ M-

RE ~ VL10 ~ VL20) ™ % gl F|5 (w0 ip] ~ i ~ 15 6

EEK S EoF

P CMJ BB R 3

WWE SV RFIR O M-RE A4 » {3

i~ R

F]Q&F)% o
& ¥ RSImod fpx R %]+ > &

np® = .352) F E I EF KL

(+9.05% > p=.011)» @ M-RE ‘222 VL20 %

| ) ¥ CMJ 4 3R S diceh i’

R o
+

23 5% (F=3.070,p=.047 » np>= 277) 5

3
2 6] el

23 EEFLRE (F=0.007,p
% dg HRIEF] S (F=4.019,p=.019 > np*=.334) M2

2 .4
Al o~is 6

EEE S RFRYT M-RE & 4258

=.936 > np”>=.001) » i

BB AR 5.6% (p=.002) He4ky

Kil>

5 iE* (F=4353,p=.014"
&F‘—g‘ gL
[PFLEF e LR (p=.034)-

B XA AT EF (F=0.430,p=.733 » np’=.041) ~ AL FF (F=0.429,p
=733 > mp?=041) i1} ERAIIEF-KE 4 BRFT (F=5454,p =042 np>= 353)

TRFLE -

45 3 PR Sk JIL¥ CMI £ 2 28 (n=9)
L-RE M-RE VL10 VL20
% & (cm)
P 444 £43 444 +£3.7 445+3.8 448 £3.8
fhi~is6 P 45.1+3.9 46.2 £3.2* 458 £4.5 43.8+£22
A (%) 1.06 £5.61 5.60+£3.17 3.24+9.2 -231+5.94
ES 0.08 0.649 0.323 -0.385
RSImod (m/s)
e 0.569 + 0.061 0.573 £0.051 0.590 £ 0.063 0.569 £ 0.086
fi~1s6 | pF 0.587 +0.083 0.624 +0.073* 20 0.626 = 0.096 0.565+£0.061M
A (%) 3.06 = 8.99 9.05+8.1 6.00 +10.51 0.077 £9.51
ES 0.245 0.815 0.441 -0.063
w4 5 (N/s)
a0 B 5869.4 +2686.1 6135.2 £2436.9 6078.1 +3028.7 5729.4 + 3482.6
i~ 186 ) PF 6799.7 £ 3133.1 6872.7+3177.8 6310.0 +3197.9 6279.6 +£2979.4
A (%) 1145+ 143 11.83 +£40.43 20.3 £66.5 23.62 +46.12
ES 0.320 0.260 0.167 0.170

3 I CON= f#]%e ; L-RE= KEre4 @d 2 ;
Band 20%%E RSImod= A
Pl HEFLR M= MRE2}H¥LP

M-RE =¥ ﬂ[m 4
fsied dpdic S ES= 2%k £ 5 A
; 20=¢1 VL20 23 &f%}“ii‘l °

39

’
B _1’:_

VLlO_ 1§)§/ll % 10%___ ’ VL20— Kf
Plokis 6 2Bt Ep A *= 28



=~ R RS
dod 46 SR T S AT R BT

3 CMJ % oo PR oz, 32 88
np’=.064) L EERF 53 (F=2.493,p=.153,1p>=.238) %
FRERIEFELRE (F=3.858p=.022,np>=.325) -
SFFREEA SRR e B RERY
282) c T {5 v ks M-RE 2 /i ~ {5 6 /] P&

LR B e

3 oA

23 5% (F=0.549,p=.654,

S A AR KE e Aum )

[ERC RN T SR T

=.105) ;

235) 0 ig— # i

ESTRTEN )

L&k AT 0 AR F) S AR
mERFFSREEFELRE (F=9.793,p=.014,np°
& (+4.47% > p=.022) £ VLI0 =

B (+4.77% > p=

MELI e (F=

008) 4 {7 & x

2 3 (8% (F=23.145, p = .044, np’
it (+2.48% » p<.0001) -

2.464,p=.087,np"
g% KE (F=0.942, p = 436, np’
=.550) » ¥ {& " #&3F  M-RE

FEERA -

A 20%% 5 ES= stk £

s A = L /?J

/?J%Ew 6]

40

[P R F A k= R G

Bis o 2 FF AR T s PR A LR T AT TS S ELE (F=0.044, p= 987,
np’=.005)c 2 3 i¥* (F=2.569, p=.078,np>=.243) 1 % B 5|3 (F=4.804,p=.060,
np’=.375) RIEPGHEF

4 4-6. 2 P B%RAEILE CM] » R E 2 B8 (n=9)
L-RE M-RE VL10 VL20
e E4 £ (N)
E R 1952.0 + 207.3 1901.9 = 170.0 1975.8 + 184.6 1970.5 + 209.4
Pl 6] pE 2016.0 +215.5 1966.1 = 174.4 2018.9 + 154.9 1969.9 +221.7
A (%) 3.36+5.14 3.41+£2.98 2.39+4.23 0.14 £ 6.65
ES 0.303 0.373 0.253 -0.003
B B R (m/s)
E R 3.07+0.15 3.06+0.12 3.08+0.11 3.09 +0.12
BlSR 15 6 PE 3.08+0.12 3.13+0.11% 3.12+04 3.05 = 0.07
A (%) 0.33 +2.58 248+12 1.43+4.1 -1.08 +2.69
ES 0.061 0.622 0.329 -0.344
B B (W)
IERT 4711.9 + 533.0 4697.1 + 508.0 4668.3 + 603.0 4708.4 + 515.1
Bl 15 6 PE 4722.5 + 476.1 4883.3 + 482.6* 4921.9 + 560.2* 4898.1 + 594.0
A (%) 2.92 +3.73 4.47+2.81 477 +5.71 0.15 + 4.55
ES 0.243 0.329 0.386 0.007
e g (N-s)
AR 227.23 +26.36 226.18 +26.42 227.20 + 24.89 229.72 +26.61
Pl 6] pE 229.70 + 26.48 232.18 +24.46 231.35+22.14 228.02 + 25.94
A (%) 0.86 + 2.56 2.69+ 1.58 2.22+4.01 0.4 +2.98
ES 0.071 0.232 0.200 -0.038
211 CON= #74]% ; L-RE= Mo+ & ' M-RE=¢ £+ &f % ; VLIO= i Bin2 10%% ; VL20= # &



I P ALY CM] B PR S B2 58

ok 47T RIS AFTF P Z T3 p ikt A %R B F9 AT )3 (L-RE - M-
RE~VLIO~VL20) 122 BEREF 5]+ (iRl 4~ 18 6] PF) # CMJ 3w PR S dicen @l 8o

R EEETRCE TS R (F=1.569,p=223>n1p>=.164)~ & B B (F=
0.250, p=.861 > np>=.030) ~ 3. ¥ @5 F (F=0.297,p=.828 > np°=.036) 1 % 3. fir
£ (F=0.165,p=919 > p*=.020) ¥i2F 23 *% 5 &

BHEFLIRB 225 VR BEETAFRTF 20 e Ed A (F=0.089, p
=773 » qp>=.011) ~ s ¥ E F (F=0361,p=.564 > np>=.043) 11 % gp.o frg (F=
0.007, p=.934 > np*>=.001) 12 % g 54 § (F=1324,p=283 np’=.142) i1} B
ZiHFLE -

WAEJEFG i Bk G G oo dpust E4 E (F=0.703,p=.559 > np?=.081) ~ &
#EE R (F=0.096,p=.962 > np>=.012) » . e g (F=0.137,p=.937 » np’>=.017) 1/
Zogp it B F (F=1.647,p=.0205 > np*=.171) kil BEIIEFLE -

% 4-7. 3 I R B AL CMI dc i B2 B8 (n=9)

L-RE M-RE VL10 VL20
BoE g £ (N)
P e A 1899.1 £259.8 1834.4 £200.6 1890.6 +220.0 1900.4 +284.5
P (s 6] PEF 1953.7 £299.8 1916.4 +209.4 1890.8 £192.6 1877.0 £248.9
A (%) 274465 4.56+5.08 0.29 + 6.79 -0.65 = 7.91
ES 0.193 0.399 -0.002 -0.084
ok g R (9)
P e A 1.54+0.26 1.52+0.24 1.53+0.25 1.55+0.32
B (s 6] PF 1.55+0.30 1.52+0.24 1.53+0.20 1.52+0.23
A (%) 0.30+4.93 0.24+73 0.58+10.14 -1.00 +£10.363
ES 0.035 0.013 -0.016 -0.124
Bk ESF (W)
B e A 1702.3 £437.6 1684.0 +£372.5 1698.5+£435.0 1672.6 +471.3
B (s 6] PF 1732.7+491.8 1708.7 £ 406.8 1727.1 £359.6 1596.0 £ 334.6
A (%) 1.42 £10.21 4.10+14.58 4.87 +18.06 1.82 +£19.30
ES 0.072 0.143 0.089 -0.064
oo g (N-s)
P e A 109.71 +£21.69 108.67 £17.06 109.61 +£20.54 111.43 £22.49
Pl (s 6] pF 110.71 £ 23.75 110.09 £ 18.76 108.97 £18.02 109.09 + 17.49
A (%) 0.39 +£4.90 1.03 £6.77 0.15+10.33 0.35+94
ES 0.031 0.063 -0.038 -0.033
T I CON= ##l%2  L-RE= Mg+ i@d e ; M-RE=" £+ & ﬁv e ; VL10= # B4 10%% 5 VL20= &

B4 20%%e s ES= »x% € ;A = mPERI%KE 6 FLELER A
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Sr & ARfedERESI 2P

ok 4-8 TR I AFTF R Z F|F p ik A %R B 9 R EIT F]F (L-RE - M-
RE ~ VL10 ~ VL20) ™2 % R F]F (00R] ~ /i ~ {8 6 /] PF) 4+ ST A men@ 8 o

ZFFHE g 0 SIHEEE S B (F=0977,p= 420> np’=.109) 2} 2 3 iF
gt ARk A TR T AILFF (F=0.667,p=.581>np’=.077) X} LA F KE;
AR F S R E R EEF (F=6.984,p=.030 > np>=.466) » ¥ (51" kg7 & M-RE &
A6 T EERM (p=.005)-

B4 K AT IEr (F=0.453,p=.718>np*=.054) B2 F]5+ (F=0.200,p=.895"
np’=.024) ¥ F FMI|EF LT EF TSR G EF (F=5470,p=.047 > np*=.406)

BiEd 3G 023 Fr (F=0451,p=.719 > np°=.053) ™ 2 gJZ F]3 (F=0.480,
p=.699>1p°=.057) ¥ ABRRINEFLL APFFFFFEINEF LT (F=6407,p
=035 p’=.445)c T BT LREEAA » 86 [ FF BEERZ (p=.042)

SEF HBEERE G EE ARG LI EY A (F=0.891,p=.460>1np>=.100)"
AEJE TG PR A SR E KR (F=623,p=.607 > np>=.072) > @ PEFRF 7|5+ § AT ¥
L3 (F=7578,p=.025>np’=.486) > £ 51" k7 M-RE 2t/ » {56 pF} BaF %
it (p=.005)

HEHFRHEARII FF (F=0.530,p=.666 > np’=.062) % EJ2FF (F=.924,
p=444>p’=.103) 2} HEFLE - R TS § LR FKE (F=8.739,p=.018 » np’

=.522) T isv g M-RE /i ~ 15 6 [ P53 BEE R (p=.0004) -

g (F=0.755p=.530>np°=.086) ix F B F I i¥* 5 A3 &%k >d
® 53 (F=0.116,p=.950>np>=.014) AZEE k& ;m pFFF3 (F=12.437,p=.008>

np>=.609) $ FRFIM ALY > £ RFR MRE ZA3ME 6 | BEERS (
=.0006)
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% 4-8. * R a2 ¥ ST 2 B8 (n=9)
L-RE M-RE VL10 VL20
B*EE B R (cm)
P e 39.1 £0.05 38.62 £0.04 39.9 +£0.04 38.7+0.03
Pl is 6] PF 399 +£0.04 40.93 £ 0.03* 40.7 £0.03 39.0+0.03
A (%) 2.55+6.29 6.38 +£5.47 0.84 £10.94 1.16 £7.84
ES 0.175 0.545 0.018 0.088
4 5 (N/s)
B B w 4658.7 £ 1247.4 4897.9+1519.2 5006.6 = 1784.6 4971.5+2035.9
Pl is 6] PF 5678.2+2731.4 5669.0 +2376.4 5352.0 +1879.4 5797.3 +3176.3
A (%) 17.74 £29.75 15.16 £ 26.69 8.98 £26.18 12.92 +18.49
ES 0.480 0.387 0.189 0.310
%t g (N)
BBk 1984.1 £ 206.3 2027.8 £221.2 1988.4 +216.6 2001.8 +£216.3
Bl S 6] PF 2045.3 +242.6* 2052.7 +198.6 2055.3 +£264.9 2033.1+242.6
A (%) 297 +£3.65 1.42+3.12 3.36 +7.02 1.55+3.90
ES 0.272 0.123 0.278 0.140
i EE R (S)
BB 2.89 £0.17 2.87+£0.16 2.87+0.14 2.87+0.13
RS 6] PF 291+£0.15 2.95+0.13* 2.88+£0.13 2.88+0.12
A (%) 1.07 £2.83 2.86 +2.36 0.44 +4.80 0.44 +3.53
ES 0.175 0.543 0.068 0.083
% B (W)
P 4659.6 + 638.8 4585.2 +£ 667.9 4725.6 £ 655.6 4643.9 + 609.4
RS 6] PF 4783.1 £ 646.1 4783.5 £ 605.1* 4822.5 +£643.5 4707.8 +£572.7
A (%) 274 £4.18 4.57+2.71 2.36 +8.75 1.55+4.64
ES 0.193 0.311 0.149 0.107
=% (N-s)
B Bk 205.24 +28.81 202.71 £29.70 204.91 £27.89 204.81 £27.77
RS 6] P 208.77 £ 28.79 209.64 +27.77* 206.52 +23.40 207.12 +£27.38
A (%) 1.78 £2.83 3.39+2.15 1.13+£5.29 1.21+£3.91
ES 0.123 0.226 0.063 0.084

@ 5 VLI0O= & B in4 10%%
P RAR TS 6 L %“ﬁﬁﬁ“i*—ﬁfﬁw HELE -

s VL20= i B4 20%% ;

43



FLg HH

F-8 PFEAMAETHEVR LK
AT ARPhLI B S 2 VBT & 4t B AN i SRS
EAFERE AP A AR AR T (80% IRM) 74~ F ki IRM #2 LVP

0~ 40~ 60 ~ 80 ~ 90%IRM # 4t i 2 #+ (tig B (MCV) » i i& -

=
A
i
7
&
K
N
1%
i ol m
F*
[\

W 3% i - ”Ufs‘i'l“iilﬁﬁ? D A 80%IRM 2 PR R 0 (FLFHEAN ) ik
Voo FEREDFRTTLNAL T AR Y FHE S LVP L2 thdk (R 5.96
(Conceicaoetal.,2016) ; 2#F 3 #* o d £ E N FFHE - B LVP A TLikdicd FljE .97
-99 2 B o BEr AFE T 2 LVP R R E § LAFOTERIA 4 0 G ook % F X O MCV
DNEE LR IRV R E

AR T é}gk;}}; U iE 48 IRM ehp B8 g R ¥ £ 18% (Jovanovi¢ & Flanagan, 2014)
Flpt A AT g ¢ chib e 4 21 ge (L-RE~ M-RE) 74 LVP = 209 5% 4 2 2 203
j—?’fsb.i EARETEFVR L 43 B % 4 B R aIL g
REETalgFALE (L-RE:117.1£10.0 = 7 ; M-RE : 115.9+10.1 == 7 ; VL10: 116.9

PN
o
NS
\\\Xr

+103 27 5 L-RE: 1155+64 2> 7) > & & 3 @8 gk i 2 % 43 0.60~0.61m/s
L (R 44 MR AR EE R ADIR B AE P DB

iﬁ@ﬁi‘@ﬁﬁ‘il’ﬁﬂ—*‘% PIRATAE O R R RO § £ RAZER
FRAF > TV ARAIES AR o F 2 RT R FRESLRT R0 DG

Baths A< 151%7'?:}% 5 S DR TS SRS R F R X S R
(Harrison etal., 2019) « F]pt » 257 3 K3+ 7 B2 F hxdkaiB e 2% e (L-RE &
23X M-REe& 2 4=) WEFFER LW O Rpd2RE e s (VL0 ek 2
MCV ™ "% 10%pF i 2k > VL20 23X T MCV ™ ' 20%p% B 2k) » L5 87 3 dp 41 > B4 A
fa Ao d F R dics $8 BicdEL (16.8-23.5% - Gonzdlez-Badillo et al., 2017) » p*

-

RAFEERPREEADRS ifis o d BEFERNL BT FOIERIFEF R s

bilde e 80% IRM -~ i B im 420%™ > 7 2 % 5 51.6%55 % £ K= #k (R*=0.93;
Rodriguez-Rosell etal., 2020) - ##* 7 7 VLI0 2T 5% w % = 3.8 - s 23 5=

44



VL20 e fl 5 52 R332 70 d s 8r > A B EK TERITL B 24

o

LA T TH TV FE R

o8 SRBHEVREGRES IRFLE P PP

AFLAILEP DS FEBAAES KT (RSR>2) BHEFFRAILS FH 4 ~
(56 [P HNEE AR (CMI~S)) chat BER L e AFTFY RO @
Kped '3 (L-RE~M-RE ) % 3¢ & &' (VL10~VL20 ) 7 ™ 3 ek
22 -

e CMJ eni@d £ RAgp ik & (B % & > RSImod ~ % # ) » M-RE &%/ » {5 6
T REREFRS O ERR ($5.6%) 21 F 4 £ 458 (RSImod ; +9.05%) - 5 3 7+
B WA TS A 2 ¥ CM] s 2 SO Sl B B %8 M-RE ey
T s EiE B (F2.48%) F o B (14.47%) 0 @ VL0 B4 BRI o (E
FHPEADL (HMT77%) A T LR h B RRNERIOA T EFR L BT A
T AT IR A DU $ e s BRSO ook A R o &SI AR G0 M-
RE et/ » 15 6 | Pl Fec L BPiE B B (16.38%) ~ & B & (+2.86%) ~ & &7 3
(+4.57%) 11 % e 8 (+3.39%)> @ L-RE~VLI0 2 VL20 ‘e A 2|4 ¥ :c L cap % o
FEM P %7 M-RE efpfst s = B/ o~ 2 {av 5 »cde 2 CMJ & ST e
A IR o

AFZ AR P DGR IS PIRGR T ET R B R B R AP R
X M-RE&2-~VL20 2 ¢ HEHLIR) 2 pend > 5 M-RE 2chd-3 pr& R4
{66 PFRAEL c PARTE RYRILZEFFLIRL TR A DELFIF (B RE
PFE N mox F oo x %WIRM = iz & H = [arbitrary units, AU]) (Harrison et al.,
2019; Holmberg et al., 2023) > i % cn@ 3R EF i A 4 oL S BPR 4 Zyep 4G > |
REPRF I FMyvp 4 FERF4 > SARF T FFIVHRE 6 12 48 | pF
(Bartolomei et al., 2016; Ekstrand et al., 2013; McCaulley et al., 2009; Raeder et al., 2016) -
AE B R R R F  BaE R P-hik g H 3 518 Ag4 i (Supercompensation) »z
Mo <15 F i # 4 3 (Harrison et al., 2019; Holmberg et al., 2023) - ¢ 4 #c% ¥ REF T
B R~ MR E A VR A EH A I agedk (Cooketal., 2014; Gonzalez-Garcia

et al., 2021; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023; Saez Saez de Villarreal et al., 2007) - &]4- » Saez
45



Saez de Villarreal % (2007) k£ 3 &7 22" E 5 1150 AU 1% i #2 ;Cook £ (2014)
PIRER AN F 762 AU ch T Pl > Gy PREI A~ 6 [ L
vE L B 5 @ Raeder & (2016) #4 7 2040 AU - {7 B 2 -~ Bartolomei % (2016)

Al * 2160AU ~ 5600 AU % & » IR 2E8H (5 05~48 - 4T CMJ £ 3R -

A Harrison & (2019) enim:w fRizix 3 % & (>80%1RM) re4 2" 5GE & ehi
THeh 9-14 7~ BV E /30 760-1190 AU 2. FF o 2 3 M-RE 23,5 f T #ics

12 = ~ 3" E 960 AU > VL20 2] 5 155+ 3.3 = ~ 1240.0 + 265.9 AU > 15§ chii 5

VREVAERIPEORY KA BER Ak o ¥ - 25 0 L-RE 2y RE

(720 AU) Be i R T "L e m A iy A 4 F et B > 7 LT RE T & 03 &

MHlEAFE L RAL P RO R -

1A B > pragdn > W BPH AR ¥ IR ER 3 1 48 (Cooketal,
2014; Mason et al. 2017; Raastad & Hallén, 2000; Tsoukos et al. 2018) = % 747 3 4p & & /i
6] PF g I AR eout B G s F (Cook et al., 2014; Gonzélez-Garcia et al., 2021;

Kalmus et al., 2021; Saez Saez de Villarreal et al., 2007) » § 5%+ » 3% 5 @d FE X 30T

SR EGNE BB RRA MPREDIEA DI G BT SiF R L Rk (BB

frf] ~vep 4 ) AR FPL U O 6 PFEIE G LR R & W I M-RE 24 IR

FHERS cBAY PRI NUEBEH L SF - IFET R AERE 3 1T PR

(Raastad & Hallén, 2000) - Ekstrand % (2013) » % BLAEHE + 3 {7 1 x 85%IRM # H #
4 2B~ 1x100%4RM R P 7 g sxde 2 46 ) RIS ent SR A4 AR o Pk T

AT TERINRREMIRE AL HEE N A8 S 3 sxdk 2 SI 4 IR (Harrisonetal.,

2021) o BB B Sk BRI Fh (s 3-8 ) g JF'K*}; oAy JVIRAE BN F IR

@od%ipfﬁégﬁﬁwﬁﬁzk’ﬁ¥éiﬁ&uaﬁ;ﬁ%?ﬁz%ﬁk’ﬁ

Bl L-RE 2 ~VL10 22 2 VL20 o7 i B s pPFRFELA ¥ a0 MR B PR F cni % > 7

WA LR RE  FRE-HDFRRB G FETE (38 ) o

ﬁ;ﬁ%o

ek B g4 ERT (RSR>2) enB -l { 5 &2 88 MH sk

(Gonzélez-Garcia et al., 2023; Nishioka & Okada, 2022) » & ¥ it £2 F 3o+ iﬂ’f EH{ Eadn
54 3 M (Suchomeletal.,2016) - = 3 #Z 3 4pd > 3 4 2K T B A s $Hp 3

g Bp S femiii P % {EFrHELFH LR (Seitzetal,2014) - B

W - BT A e RSR KT $tag 48 M5 i 08285 Nishioka 22 Okada (2022) #-
46



P52 F A 5% RSR = (222) K RSR = (1.76)° @ =¥ 447 5% x4 T x40%IRM
% B RSREE 24 i CMI B & (+3.62%) > Rm > %A 7 & * chdl
Moe B RF ARG T P T AFR EEFR (406 /) PFEE) vk o @ Gonzélez-
Badillo % (2016) 4z %+ £ kL4 (RSR=143) {732 x 47 x 80% 1RM ¥ i
BB ABREIA MG 6 PEFLERARF TR AL M-RE ERI&HY T &
Gonzélez-Badillo % (2016) % > 4pk ere 4 '3 (3 =t x 80%1RM # §f £2)>
BRAEAN 6 FTREFHR LI PLR-SFE AT T E Gonzédlez-Badillo & (2016)
TR SR A ER BRI PR F R ER LRS54 2k H (RSR
>2) Vi L FERE - RA M RHETE AT NP HRESVRY O DTREFTR
AR S S R BRI EY e e S gF 45 g
AL Y- BPEIERE A :é_fki'i’f (RSR>2) 7 F i B yn & v 3 (10% ~
20%) AT enuE B A ek 0 B R AFT 7 K (T VL20 i o orkde S A R) 7
oo AT ABRRIS AN L6 ERARDES o EFAR DI A
MATT F @ ARl e 4 20 HUES (2 22 x 80%IRM x i Bt 4 20% 0 6 (T 5 A pE )
RopL R A A 2% (Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2021; Gonzalez-Garcia et al., 2023) - izt
FE#R § 52 F RSR A0 16-1.7 2 B p > 8 LT AKF R L Ra > §
RSRZF| 18P /i » 18 6/ menCMIBEE R RRIP B4 » g © 5 A1 &Edpdp o
ARRTREOBHE G REOFURY 4 0 PR PRI T4 S i & & TR (Suchomel
etal., 2016; Nishioka & Okada, 2022)- fe &4 3 51 % -2  (RSR=2.07) 11 Rin 4 20%
BEACMFARP R LI P AR PRV A EFTHRKITDLE G M AL B
KR e A DI oA AW ATy BT 2 8 0 F)p > AFT Y V0L20 i
PR E (1240 AU) 3 »t Gonzélez-Garcia % (2021,2023) #7 3 » 11 728-740 AU o p* ¢k »
Fié FrAl T oAp e ik B A B (20%) 0 A7 7 VL20 BT 35V u# 7 4.8-54 7T 5 g
*t Gonzélez-Garcia % (2021~2023) e14.4-47 T o & Fitfadh o BAAE TR EH %
é$¥§$iﬁ’@sﬁﬁwﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ&m?ﬁ%ﬁméﬁ&¥%f’ L IRiE
F e AR o KR FR A B R o R o
¥->a > g¢¥ VLIO &= (904 AU) & M-RE 2 (960 AU) 2z B e 3" g 2 id 5t
g B (4 4-3) e M-RE 27 FehE > VLI0 2 ah ~ 15 6 ] pFa A s
ERAREERD c BEAL NI VLI0 B EE A IRA W b5 14.3% 0 P A B Y

M-RE £:195% > 2 & echi R E TN FR -EAFY c FFRRMA S L TPRE
47



BREF B REpH I (r=069-097 ; Sanchez-Medina & Gonzélez-Badillo, 2011;
Rodriguez-Rosell et al., 2018) » Jaip] fdp v 483" HE T » VLI10 27 & Tl F ug B
Avbolm A2 LIRS o Am gy gl F R ALY Fh 838 AT
s dVIAE B £ Rk e A), (Harrison et al., 2021; Ekstrand, 2013; Raastad & Hallén, 2000) -
%]

e
=

M F WA VL10 & V0L20 B A o~ (8 6 /) P A ELET 4t MR G A
BB E o MGEER AR > W ARE- KPR HF N ERE

48



YT SHE2R

AEE R BEE S Bk
RE ~ VL10 ~ VL20) ¢ » %
M-RE f & 4 » {5 6 | & A% =
RIRE ST B Mo

B PSRN 6 L B amg s R

Fo8 2
SRPH LK ST RRE PR B RE R PR BMLEE
ARFLERE- HIFH T HERAL T8 5 VR F G oneip RE F AR PEAR
VIR 2K e P ERBFFE VR AR ERp F R L 0 (TR
BAPRDBE L EPELIRR o

U

WpE I AE R R YR 2 R Py o

49



34

Bartolomei, S., Sadres, E., Church, D. D., Arroyo, E., Gordon, J. A., III, Varanoske, A. N., Wang,
R., Beyer, K. S., Oliveira, L. P., Stout, J. R., & Hoffman, J. R. (2017). Comparison of the
recovery response from high-intensity and high-volume resistance exercise in trained men.
European Journal of Applied Physiology, 117(7), 1287-1298.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00421-017-3598-9

Banyard, H. G., Nosaka, K., Vernon, A. D., & Haff, G. G. (2018). The reliability of
individualized load—velocity profiles. International Journal of Sports Physiology and
Performance, 13(6), 763-769. https://doi.org/10.1123/ijspp.2017-0610

Cohen, J. (1988). In: Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences. New York, NY:
Routledge. 20-27.

Crewther, B. T., Cook, C. J., Gaviglio, C. M., Kilduff, L. P., & Drawer, S. (2012). Baseline
strength can influence the ability of salivary free testosterone to predict squat and sprinting
performance. The Journal of Strength and Conditioning Research, 26(1), 261-268.
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3182185158

Chavda, S., Bromley, T., Jarvis, P., Williams, S., Bishop, C., Turner, A. N., ... & Mundy, P. D.
(2018). Force-time characteristics of the countermovement jump: Analyzing the curve in
Excel. Strength and Conditioning Journal, 40(2), 67-77.
https://doi.org/10.1519/SSC.0000000000000353

Chiu, L. Z., Fry, A. C., Schilling, B. K., Johnson, E. J., & Weiss, L. W. (2004). Neuromuscular
fatigue and potentiation following two successive high intensity resistance exercise
sessions.  European  Journal of  Applied  Physiology, 92(4-5), 385-392.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00421-004-1144-z

Cook, C. J., Kilduft, L. P., Crewther, B. T., Beaven, M., & West, D. J. (2014). Morning based
strength training improves afternoon physical performance in rugby union players. Journal
of Science and Medicine in Sport, 17(3), 317-321.
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jsams.2013.04.016

Ekstrand, L. G., Battaglini, C. L., McMurray, R. G., & Shields, E. W. (2013). Assessing
explosive power production using the backward overhead shot throw and the effects of

morning resistance exercise on afternoon performance. The Journal of Strength and
Conditioning Research, 27(1), 101-106. https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013e3182510886

Fry, A. C., Stone, M. H., Thrush, J. T., & Fleck, S. J. (1995). Precompetition training sessions
enhance competitive performance of high anxiety junior weightlifters. The Journal of
Strength and Conditioning Research, 9(1), 37-42.

Fry, A. C., Schilling, B. K., Staron, R. S., Hagerman, F. C., Hikida, R. S., & Thrush, J. T. (2003).
Muscle fiber characteristics and performance correlates of male Olympic-style

weightlifters. The Journal of Strength and Conditioning Research, 17(4), 746-754.

50



Gonzalez-Badillo, J. J., & Sanchez-Medina, L. (2010). Movement velocity as a measure of
loading intensity in resistance training. International Journal of Sports Medicine, 31(05),
347-352. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0030-1248333

Gonzalez-Badillo, J. J., Rodriguez-Rosell, D., Sdnchez-Medina, L., Ribas, J., Lopez-Lopez, C.,
Mora-Custodio, R., ... & Pareja-Blanco, F. (2016). Short-term recovery following

resistance exercise leading or not to failure. International Journal of Sorts Medicine, 37(4),
295-304. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0035-1564254

Gonzalez-Badillo, J. J., Yafiez-Garcia, J. M., Mora-Custodio, R., & Rodriguez-Rosell, D.
(2017). Velocity loss as a variable for monitoring resistance exercise. International
Journal of Sports Medicine, 38(03), 217-225. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0042-120324

Garcia-Ramos, A., Pestafia-Melero, F. L., Pérez-Castilla, A., Rojas, F. J., & Haff, G. G. (2018).
Mean velocity vs. mean propulsive velocity vs. peak velocity: which variable determines
bench press relative load with higher reliability?. The Journal of Strength and
Conditioning Research, 32(5), 1273-1279.
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001998

Gonzalez-Garcia, J., Aguilar-Navarro, M., Girdldez-Costas, V., & Romero-Moraleda, B. (2023).
Time course of jump recovery and performance after velocity-based priming and

concurrent caffeine intake. Research Quarterly for Exercise and Sport, 94(3), 655-667.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02701367.2022.2041162

Gonzalez-Garcia, J., Giraldez-Costas, V., Ruiz-Moreno, C., Gutiérrez-Hellin, J., & Romero-
Moraleda, B. (2021). Delayed potentiation effects on neuromuscular performance after
optimal load and high load resistance priming sessions using velocity loss. European
Journal of Sport Science, 21(12), 1617-1627.
https://doi.org/10.1080/17461391.2020.1845816

Gonzélez-Garcia, J., Latella, C., Aguilar-Navarro, M., & Romero-Moraleda, B. (2023). Effects
of resistance priming exercise on within-day jumping performance and its relationship
with strength level. [International Journal of Sports Medicine, 44(01), 38-47.
https://doi.org/10.1055/a-1898-4888

Howatson, G., Brandon, R., & Hunter, A. M. (2016). The response to and recovery from
maximum-strength and-power training in elite track and field athletes. International
Journal  of  Sports  Physiology  and  Performance, 11(3), 356-362.
https://doi.org/10.1123/ijspp.2015-0235

Hamada, T., Sale, D. G., MacDougall, J. D., & Tarnopolsky, M. A. (2000). Postactivation
potentiation, fiber type, and twitch contraction time in human knee extensor muscles.
Journal of Applied Physiology, 88(6), 2131-2137.
https://doi.org/10.1152/jappl.2000.88.6.213 1

Harrison, P. W., James, L. P., McGuigan, M. R., Jenkins, D. G., & Kelly, V. G. (2019).
Resistance priming to enhance neuromuscular performance in sport: Evidence, potential
mechanisms and directions for future research. Sports Medicine, 49(10), 1499-1514.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40279-019-01136-3

51



Holmberg, P. M., Harrison, P. W., Jenkins, D. G., & Kelly, V. G. (2023). Factors Modulating
the Priming Response to Resistance and Stretch-Shortening Cycle Exercise Stimuli.
Strength and Conditioning Journal, 45(2), 188-206.
https://doi.org/10.1519/SSC.0000000000000728

Jovanovi¢, M., & Flanagan, E. P. (2014). Researched applications of velocity based strength
training. Journal of Australian Strength and Conditioning, 22(2), 58-69.

Kalmus, O. E., Viru, M., Alvar, B., & Naclerio, F. (2021). Impact of low volume velocity-
controlled vs. repetition to failure resistance training session on measures of explosive

performance in a team of adolescents basketball players. Sports, 9(8), 115.
https://doi.org/10.3390/sports9080115

Linthorne, N. P. (2001). Analysis of standing vertical jumps using a force platform. American
Journal of Physics, 69(11), 1198-1204. https://doi.org/10.1119/1.1397460

Moir, G. L. (2008). Three different methods of calculating vertical jump height from force
platformdata in men and women. Measurement in Physical Education and Exercise
Science, 12(4), 207-218. https://doi.org/10.1080/10913670802349766

Medicine, A. C. o. S. (2009). American College of Sports Medicine position stand. Progression
models in resistance training for healthy adults. Medicine and Science in Sports and
Exercise, 41(3), 687-708. https://doi.org/10.1249/MSS.0b013e3181915670

Makaruk, H., & Sacewicz, T. J. B. O. S. (2011). The effect of drop height and body mass on
drop jump intensity. Biology of Sport, 28(1), 63-67.

McCaulley, G. O., McBride, J. M., Cormie, P., Hudson, M. B., Nuzzo, J. L., Quindry, J. C., &
Travis Triplett, N. (2009). Acute hormonal and neuromuscular responses to hypertrophy,

strength and power type resistance exercise. European Journal of Applied Physiology, 105,
695-704. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00421-008-0951-z

Mason, B. R., Argus, C. K., Norcott, B., & Ball, N. B. (2017). Resistance training priming
activity improves upper-body power output in rugby players: implications for game day
performance. Journal of Strength and Conditioning Research, 31(4), 913-920. doi:
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001552

Mcleod, J. C., Currier, B. S., Lowisz, C. V., & Phillips, S. M. (2023). The influence of resistance
exercise training prescription variables on skeletal muscle mass, strength, and physical
function in healthy adults: An umbrella review. Journal of Sport and Health Science, 1-14.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jshs.2023.06.005

Nishioka, T., & Okada, J. (2022). Influence of strength level on performance enhancement using
resistance priming. The Journal of Strength and Conditioning Research, 36(1), 37-46.
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000004169

Nishioka, T., & Okada, J. (2023). Ballistic exercise versus heavy resistance exercise protocols:
Which resistance priming is more effective for improving neuromuscular performance on
the following day?. The Journal of Strength and Conditioning Research, 37(10), 1939-
1946. https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000004512

52



Pareja-Blanco, F., Sanchez-Medina, L., Suarez-Arrones, L., & Gonzalez-Badillo, J. J. (2017).
Effects of Velocity Loss During Resistance Training on Performance in Professional
Soccer Players. International Journal of Sports Physiology and Performance, 12(4), 512-
519. https://doi.org/10.1123/ijspp.2016-0170

Pareja-Blanco, F., Villalba-Fernandez, A., Cornejo-Daza, P. J., Sanchez-Valdepeiias, J., &
Gonzalez-Badillo, J. J. (2019). Time course of recovery following resistance exercise with
different loading magnitudes and velocity loss in the set. Sports, 7(3), 59.
https://doi.org/10.3390/sports7030059

Raastad, T., & Hallén, J. (2000). Recovery of skeletal muscle contractility after high-and
moderate-intensity strength exercise. European Journal of Applied Physiology, 82, 206-
214. https://doi.org/10.1007/s004210050673

Russell, M., King, A., Bracken, R. M., Cook, C. J., Giroud, T., & Kilduff, L. P. (2016). A
Comparison of Different Modes of Morning Priming Exercise on Afternoon Performance.
International Journal of Sports Physiology and Performance, 11(6), 763-767.
https://doi.org/10.1123/ijspp.2015-0508

Raeder, C., Wiewelhove, T., Westphal-Martinez, M. P., Fernandez-Fernandez, J., de Paula
Simola, R. A., Kellmann, M., ... & Ferrauti, A. (2016). Neuromuscular fatigue and
physiological responses after five dynamic squat exercise protocols. The Journal of
Strength and Conditioning Research, 30(4), 953-965.
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001181

Rodriguez-Rosell, D., Yéfiez-Garcig, J. M., Torres-Torrelo, J., Mora-Custodio, R., Marques, M.
C., & Gonzalez-Badillo, J. J. (2018). Effort index as a novel variable for monitoring the
level of effort during resistance exercises. The Journal of Strength and Conditioning
Research, 32(8), 2139-2153. https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000002629

Rodriguez-Rosell, D., Yéfhez-Garcla, J. M., Sanchez-Medina, L., Mora-Custodio, R., &
Gonzélez-Badillo, J. J. (2020). Relationship between velocity loss and repetitions in
reserve in the bench press and back squat exercises. The Journal of Strength and
Conditioning Research, 34(9), 2537-2547.
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000002881

Rodriguez-Rosell, D., Yafiez-Garci, J. M., Mora-Custodio, R., Sanchez-Medina, L., Ribas-
Serna, J., & Gonzéalez-Badillo, J. J. (2021). Effect of velocity loss during squat training on
neuromuscular performance. Scandinavian Journal of Medicine and Science in Sports,
31(8), 1621-1635. https://doi.org/10.1111/sms.13967

Rissanen, J., Walker, S., Pareja-Blanco, F., & Hikkinen, K. (2022). Velocity-based resistance
training: do women need greater velocity loss to maximize adaptations?. European
Journal of Applied Physiology, 122(5), 1269-1280. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00421-022-
04925-3

Suchomel, T. J., Nimphius, S., & Stone, M. H. (2016). The importance of muscular strength in
athletic performance. Sports Medicine, 46(10), 1419-1449.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s40279-016-0486-0

53



Sanchez-Medina, L., Perez, C. E., & Gonzalez-Badillo, J. J. (2010). Importance of the
propulsive phase in strength assessment. International Journal of Sports Medicine, 31(2),
123-129. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0029-1242815

Sanchez-Medina, L., Pallarés, J. G., Pérez, C. E., Moran-Navarro, R., & Gonzalez-Badillo, J. J.
(2017). Estimation of relative load from bar velocity in the full back squat exercise. Sports
Medicine International Open, 1(2), E80-E88. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0043-102933

Saez Saez de Villarreal, E., Gonzalez-Badillo, J. J., & Izquierdo, M. (2007). Optimal warm-up
stimuli of muscle activation to enhance short and long-term acute jumping performance.
European Journal of Applied Physiology, 100(4), 393-401.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00421-007-0440-9

Seitz, L. B., de Villarreal, E. S., & Haff, G. G. (2014). The temporal profile of postactivation
potentiation is related to strength level. The Journal of Strength and Conditioning
Research, 28(3), 706-715. https ://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0b013 ¢3182 a73ea 3.

Torrején, A., Balsalobre-Fernandez, C., Haff, G. G., & Garcia-Ramos, A. (2018). The load-
velocity profile differs more between men and women than between individuals with
different strength levels. Sports Biomechanics, 18(3), 245-255.
https://doi.org/10.1080/14763141.2018.1433872

Tibana, R. A., Prestes, J., da Cunha Nascimento, D., Martins, O. V., De Santana, F. S., &
Balsamo, S. (2012). Higher muscle performance in adolescents compared with adults after
a resistance training session with different rest intervals. The Journal of Strength and
Conditioning Research, 26(4), 1027-1032. http://10.1519/JSC.0b013e31822dfefb

Tsoukos, A., Veligekas, P., Brown, L. E., Terzis, G., & Bogdanis, G. C. (2018). Delayed effects
of a low-volume, power-type resistance exercise session on explosive performance. The
Journal  of  Strength and  Conditioning  Research, 32(3), 643-650.
https://doi.org/10.1519/JSC.0000000000001812

Tsoukos, A., Brown, L. E., Terzis, G., Veligekas, P., & Bogdanis, G. C. (2021). Potentiation of
bench press throw performance using a heavy load and velocity-based repetition control.
The Journal of Strength and Conditioning  Research, 35, 72-79.
https://doi.org/10.1519/jsc.0000000000003633

Weakley, J., McLaren, S., Ramirez-Lopez, C., Garcia-Ramos, A., Dalton-Barron, N., Banyard,
H., Mann, B., Weaving, D., & Jones, B. (2020). Application of velocity loss thresholds
during free-weight resistance training: Responses and reproducibility of perceptual,
metabolic, and neuromuscular outcomes. Journal of Sports Science, 38(5), 477-485.
https://doi.org/10.1080/02640414.2019.1706831

Weakley, J., Munteanu, G., Cowley, N., Johnston, R., Morrison, M., Gardiner, C., Pérez-Castilla,
A., & Garcia-Ramos, A. (2023). The Criterion Validity and Between-Day Reliability of
the Perch for Measuring Barbell Velocity During Commonly Used Resistance Training
Exercises. The Journal of Strength and Conditioning Research, 37(4), 787-792.
https://doi.org/ 10.1519/JSC.0000000000004337

54



Yoon, T., Schlinder Delap, B., Griffith, E. E., & Hunter, S. K. (2007). Mechanisms of fatigue
differ after low-and high-force fatiguing contractions in men and women. Muscle & Nerve:
Official Journal of the American Association of Electrodiagnostic Medicine, 36(4), 515-
524. https://doi.org/10.1002/mus.20844

Yuan, Z., Liao, K., Zhang, Y., Han, M., Bishop, C., Chen, Z., ... & Li, Y. (2023). Optimal

velocity loss threshold for inducing post activation potentiation in track and field athletes.
Biology of Sport, 40(2), 603-609. https://doi.org/10.5114/biolsport.2023.119284

55



