o d AR SR TR T S )

Department of Physical Education

College of Sports and Recreation

National Taiwan Normal University

Doctoral Dissertation

Bt IR R E S R SUREERHE I IR, B2 45
Using inertial measurement unit and wireless foot plantar

pressure insoles to measure the footwork of badminton.

Liu, Tsung-Han

pERR AT A L
Advisor: Shiang, Tzyy-Yuang, Ph.D.

PERRE 110 & 7 0
July 2021



i

&ﬁipﬁlﬁéﬁu@vﬁiﬁuéﬁwﬂféﬁ44®ﬁ’ﬁ%€%4*ﬁ«
B~ Bk d > s BMA A E SRS KT 5 SR Rl B ¥ o JUEaD
PR E AR N ERITE L RPPEF LB A- BRI AL AP 2
fTf =2 FA GG 22 BT 0 4 i YD F RO RN HEE > v BRFERDY
=25 &R % F o B (& VP 4E S A Rl R AN L E R o

R *£i~@ﬁ%%%f*wéiﬁ4’ RIS BT L 2 A F T i g
LA BRARLT > BoxS hpr g LA SLE AT iR 0 RS ;:,z§” 288 Reas SE-WA
Ziraho LR e bR S RMrEd B w4 LA e - Atk S8
HERELIRE 2 FIRREFFL W HI LI FIFE LR R FR P 3 HF
ML RFREEG 0 bR BRAIHE

RH#HTYLab 2 SR~y P L P REHHY 2T H 5 fg%ﬂ?%&% WihE &4
%%rﬁ% ERREH - EE s - L0nYY ﬁyﬁ%\% B k5 L Eh
PR R EZ A1 T RHEL OR S 2> AL T ESEL
RS L A R A R 2 AR R S e B 48 ik 0 B R A R
PRGLE DB AR R TR 2 R A s AR L I R
AR AP LFE O RERMAEA R ROGEEZ S RS KIOFEEL %

BEg

@@%ﬁm}ﬂﬁ#%?$ﬁﬂa PR FRGIE 41 (79 &4 SNfos dnll{d 2 e
BAT AL EE B R LY B RRAL IR S DY AR g S R
4w A gﬁpfmﬁ:p\#-rmgmpiﬁgﬁ BEHT T WILRE il
LFAEASEEE AR pr sl g g

EHLIFNDTA IR AL 2 AR 2 e AL FaRE ok

Fl & fz?zﬂk— EAAF Yo Bl g ol F Flio T A2 N Tehip 3

¢ RE RS R R HL S “uTE B0 52 RFEORESMEFEE A FOREAT LEMN

A GEAPELF s B I2ESH R BN Al hy e, #kpe T3

B2 &t pafss o« BRE NEGFE e A Bk D o Sop Mt A AR TheD
RS

FI 7 &%

FEt w g 2021.07



BF*REEREZ AMIBREGRHFIRN 52 31

2021 & 7 *

BV
£

N
SRR E I

#&

TE L RN A S TR Bl fBHEATEHRTORET A

BERHK RRiITT

“M\-

CAREPFRERRTE M) R EWT RS
BRI N E R R o PR F ST RER R EE R RER kR
B IEAERE TRE I FERY c P BT RBULREE RRREY
THEA P RIRA SR ITT R B Sl B R ABE R IFLR S L ARG EN
Eusgpd SRy - 32 1 REWB AL 3 0NRELLEFF R BFIRH SR
wiT > e pFEPIEYrand-E B 5 I8 % 4 (Vertical ground reaction force, VGRF) ~ /& 4 ¢
= (Center of pressure, COP)#ru™ % 4eif R BEE4p1h - B % ¢ A& 11 B33 B2 0
fjo Bra 2Rk grE A FM AR 0 BP B RE R DER LN IMU i B
WET OUAFER Pl e ThLE 24 E w2 @mfgr/‘%fz““ 7 B IMU ¥ 12
*ORE IR S COP Lt F R S B enA B > ¥ RS B IRA S diT £
¥ o &% I VGRF ~ COP #f & 4rif B 7 0% k2B 33k & 3 #o (45 e » i 40 B
Bk e VGRF 22 COP g Al » ¥ 0l * 303 B389 > s 1 AT s 4 &

T

Méats: BEHERE - AR BH - -H

ii



Using inertial measurement unit and wireless foot plantar pressure insoles
to measure the footwork of badminton

July, 2021

Author: Tsung-Han Liu
Advisor: Tzyy-Yuang Shiang

Abstract

Experiments to quantify the kinetic parameters of the lower limb of a badminton footwork
were generally carried out in a laboratory setting using force plates. Recently, wearable devices
have been developed to be cheaper, smaller and less physically intrusive, and increasingly used
for sports measurement. Many current studies use inertial measurement unit (IMU) and
wireless plantar pressure insoles for applications such as load measurement, movement
recognition and lower limb kinetic parameters. Object: To quantify the lower limb kinetic
parameters, acceleration parameters and movement differences in footwork movements using
IMU and wireless foot pressure insoles, which will serve as references for the future
development of smart badminton shoes. Methods: Fifteen college badminton players were
recruited, the vertical ground reaction force (VGRF), center of pressure (COP) trajectory and
peak acceleration of the feet were measured. Results: Significant differences were found
between the racket-side and non-racket-side feet in footwork training. The acceleration peaks
can distinguish between the vertical, medial-lateral, and anterior-posterior contributions of
different footwork movements, and the IMU can be used to quantify footwork characteristics.
The COP trajectory identifies the difference of footwork and can be used as references for the
footwork movement. Conclusion: The VGRF, COP trajectory and acceleration peaks can be
used to assess footwork movement characteristics in badminton. The VGRF and COP
trajectory data from the wireless plantar pressure system can be applied to badminton footwork

training as a parameter for understanding lower limb kinetic parameters.
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Fifg 3t 7 4% VGRF% men~ | frpF B - ¥ & * B B IMUS 2Rl 4 48 & VGRFh
= ;% (Jiang et al., 2020) = T # A7 7 #IMU S sk e b # * ALF B 2 k B3t pFep
VGRF ( Ngoh, Gouwanda, Gopalai, & Chong, 2018) - i /14p i < 1,?’%?_9 gt H R
IMUie (7 VGRF3 & £.— B35 4 e 8 4 45 p| £ ¢ ;% (Guo et al., 2017; Ngoh
etal., 2018) o ¥ ¢k > & * 7 EHEE EF 2 N EEFIMUL R 4 45 35 08w B2 d G erp
hoEER A ap BT o Py SRR Y IMUdE 5 chVGRFE B4 45 R (F 0
VGRF 4p B 1+ i 0.93~0.96 3 & 4p M |+ (Setuain, Martinikorena, Gonzalez-lzal,
Martinez-Ramirez, Gomez, Alfaro-Adrian, & lzquierdo, 2016) - 2_ % #= 7 FEzn L H B

IMU S & sl £ = 3% » 34 9 FE57 ] VGRF (Guoetal, 2017) « 3R IMU % 17 % %
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R BkT2 by U T4 9 $ & g g * (Karatsidis, Bellusci, Schepers,
De Zee, Andersen, & Veltink, 2017) - Shiang% 4 (2016) & * IMU gy 22 Vicon 3D
B 154 47 By v B ETEa ) ST i b A R % R IL0.9990% R AP B A §
Wit i B B2 R4 VORF#Ecd: % % 4 T 0875 % A 49 M (Raper,
Witchalls, Philips, Knight, Drew, & Waddington, 2018) ; Lee& 4 (2015) #A¥:+ enfs
PR EIMU RIZA ~sa ~pr= fide (T3 MESRATH > 555 IMUF
UE AN A g A R E R MR RDEIR L LA F IR S L
178 % IMUE o 7 R e 285 8 & # 35 £ #f 02 «nd» iF(Malawski & Kwolek, 2016)
dIMUZE 23 Bf ) ~ER-DTRY 5 RIFT SRR IMUER %

FRA Ny T o B @ F IMU R R R~ #0445 2 55 R 0 F (71 1LAP

ragﬁvatfs@um\ﬁ?“zm AR OTRAT & AR UM R ORE S S
,:,\,btagﬁvm,.lsﬁ LL% %qlgk?,‘ s l}‘]LL]é’#lMU Eﬂﬂb”‘ iiiLﬁf;h’qg,ll

APy o E4 2R AP B HIMUR 3 85 B4 5 A L[] - Sasaki® 4 (2018) #4323k 8
Bep skt it @ % IMUFe B 45 SRR F SRR ERRE L G R %G o~
FAMEL A IMUER R e A RPE NS AR TR TR %
#cs 47 (Jacob, Zakaria, & Tomari, 2016) - Bessone et al. (2019) ¢ * 111 IMUB| & &
3DF: (£ 4 451t 0 TIFH SN TR B F 2 64 B RHCPp M o LAY 0
ek FEIMUS =8 85 g r £ 220 * £ 404 B (Wong, Ma, Liu, Chung, Bae,
Fong, Ganesan, & Wang, 2019) - g3 sk ek £ 83k ~ sk ~ L 3 H 5~ P s
BRI Fap B ARE TR IMUSE S dteni > BB TIRIRE
* £ F I RiE R & IMUSL 2 = & (Liu, Chen, Shih, Lin, Yu, & Shiang, 2021) > 2 %

B'uthe % 4 (2016):%5 B3 IMUKE S » s #edTdn 2 # S & (T L B o
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FI & TRAR
e é;F?Je? Too RIRER G F S OEINE B LA S E R E LI
htrF 2 4§ ERFETRER ] FOA LG > FERRURRAET LA
MR F DR RV o P A PTRPF R R S VGRF Ap B e &
BFCHY IMUEE 2§ 4L @S R Y g e (B e U
paeawIMUR Z e @R R R HY ¢ Z @ AR RIE > Z i RE L
T kT e e s s FEAL N EPER Bk RELHEHE S T
TIEHE IR T ¢ FER R FR LSRR AT AGTAY

PR TRERF LA RELEIMUSE Z AR ALK ERT T RIS T F
PRESFHEFLILL SROFANRENHFT L T LHIUNEF s 7 AR %
3&%4ﬁﬁ&ﬁTiﬁéﬁﬁﬁ’ﬂ%%ﬁﬁi@}ﬁﬁéﬁa%iﬁ%@&ﬁ
ERAEERS 6% S0 4 T 44k BVGRFZ COPHLI» % T4 » {7 14 27418
AR U 2 A K 2w LG e BEOfRE O HrEr 2 o Bren B30 4 5 Ap B Sk o
F i IMUL o Rk Sk BRI SR en L0 (R 0 R0t e T s

g R ATEH T Fehe
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3% 2

-8 FIH%

AFPTHRFLL AR FNELeFRH AATA (£8: 21.53+£1.80
Fe~ 23175661729 24 ~f2E: 69.46+£9.14 o 7 ~ zRés: 78+£319) > L E
S N SR EE 2P RS RN R
AR RPELRF HHE AR L BERE FF A BRI R}

BETEREFLE FLER AT

31 £3@F A FH (n=15)

T4 + kA

&8 (yr) 2153 + 1.8
£ % (cm) 175.66 + 7.29
e (kg) 69.46 + 9.14

wies 4 (cm) 2776 + 0.86

EIEVRPER (yr) 78 + 319

Fo8 RPERFERA
- ~IMU 7 g4 %% (Capture.U, Vicon Motion Systems Ltd., Oxford, UK):
TUE R e iE RARRE B RIS B B et id B $RBHE 5 5 1600
Hz » 4eii & f2P~ 4 §1£200 g
SRR ks (Lisole AR REER T FFHARKNF AP L9 A
e &)
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RARA BRAE i o P S 20Hz o AR R Y 0l
FFAPPHHEFTHUE DRRLFTHRRN > BFFRTECPEER
2388 o

~ Ipad 7 (10S 13.3.1, Apple Inc., CA, USA):
Bk Lisoleapp #2.5% » & 7 &R FTH W & > B H & T % (FauEie
B ijds (T TR IT 5 2976 (T B e BoRaE 5 30 Hz
v~ IR EE(PT810 0 PSR T F E R G UL P 0 ST o D) Ry e

R =t A3 265mm-300mm o R B B R A 5L F R < e S BRiE T RIE o

=

B] 3-2 Lisole j % &R ¥e#y

‘,¢" ;
/ \\V 3

AN~

] 3-3 Ipad 7 T 4~ ) 3-4 P7810 § =% &%
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¥ & RERERIAE
L A
() WREEH R R EPR) >  SET TR RKRAATLTE
PIT) BRI > Bt 20 Hz -
(=) IMU : fegtst 2 4 %rs sk ¥ enfd 1212 % (Cheung et al., 2019; Hindle, Keogh,
& Lorimer, 2020) » # IMU #8847 % 2% 2_% 1600 Hz -
L&
AL R RN F(R SD)R Ay 7 P HE TR R FRiEe
A% KR RRELY (Lisole Aric g RisH - FFHPHRP G A7 oY
B nB) FRRHARTRERARE S IR RS NI A PR E %
% IMU g p| % (Capture.U, Vicon Motion Systems Ltd., Oxford, UK) » :ZiZ B¢ 7 =
fhiviE R H P~ Z PR S PR Z e 4 o TP F K 25 1600Hz » 4
# ARl 4§ ) 5 £200g o B fx Ipad 7 ¢ Lisole app 425 4 18 ¥ ¥ i SUEHren LR i

B ¥ B (T AR Y AL (30 Ho) T 4 B i A ekt o 2 A R

KHARKE o R4 e (7 10 4 40 £ 6 fe(Hong et al., 2014) * 7z IMU % &
ATEF W FLRBE B THRREE > DR AT ek 8y
B 5 1E o

RPFFEFRAEFY B2 PR 36) A TR LT XFHRERES
Wende THE S > TR KR FEFFFEI AT F /B TREHNFEX
% 7 e sk b (7 (Fu, Liu, & Wei, 2009) » § S i& (7iE 427 b jeB IMU ~ ZUR 3L

HGE TR
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BITERG R RER
B PR GBI B oY
P XA BRI R R

BT AR & 42 TR K s RIMU

WATI0 4820 &

'

R EATI~TB B KB R
B A wp o R B RIMU # 4

'

1R B 4T8~1178 Bk B B B
FAR A fop by R R AR IMU 7 ¢

Bl 3-5 9 i A2 H]
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4

I 7.k#%5% 10.EkgHkiE 6.?‘:‘:?25_51*2

B 36 75>

Yr&d FTHEEaELS
= AR kB AT
~# 3 @& * Lisole Full Insterller 1.4.1 #c %8 > i 7 &R cfEE~ 2 =0 VGRF
¥r COP #k & - Excel 2019 12 :b 2 % fi ehEE%r VGRF 4e 34,17 5 48 & R 28 i (1BW) 2
B FORCUE  BrE 2RgR ko Brendg e b I (H Yrfi e 31 Y - & Hrdgy chiEAe)
i #p > VGRF E B~ orE b cns — % @ » COP Pl E 55 & %rents j3 % W 3|4

YA s AT A -
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[N Lisole ZES % s o X
(=2 - B [ |
WE &5 em 28  AUBA BEZERY | DEZEEY B B
WRRS Wa
1S WUTHE
e @

HNEE 2021/04/11 Peak pressure (kPa) Wit 3103 WlRight 00
ERARS 8400 .
EEms 102719
BEEE 102742 “
ERER 00002 .. i
SRZAA 0
=us 021-12 o r %
3} TER
e 20 600.0
L1 180
nw 60 Force(N) Weert 5750 [MRight 0.0
BERY(E) 7 o
EBRTE) 7 4300 ™
L1 P
"
3600 I )
—
2400 ] Ll E] > » M 00:00:02.0
Area(cm?) Wt 510 WRight 00
i A

200 3 ? , N

B 3-7 Lisole Full Insterller 1.4.1 #ic%8 4 &
= R R E A
41 * Vicon Capture.U Desktop 1.3 4 47 #ic #8 % 41 4c i 2 J 4o 30 55 /55
AcgKnowledge 4.1 #c#8 » 245 IMU % fhert 50T f it 2 (smoothing)$: *  mean
value (windows 3/samples)it 7 3 BLAJE & /§ % & AJL ¥ P & fherte i B BT
AL > Excel 2019 it {7 {5 Fcdp 473 B = & 4r i B 25840 (Liu, Li, Xu, &

Zhang, 2020):

Sum =/ (VA)2 + (ML)? + (AP)?

SESUM Gz bl REVA B EE G el RIGML 3 235 2 e ekt R AP 9 60

B i B OE o
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Sensors

Settings

Trail018

Trail018-8

03/01/2021, 02:11:06 PM D 35s

)
2
5
c
]
B
]
?
3
<

Regions of interest

Raw Outputs:
?

liligned Outputs:

OX1D @SV BOutput et (ra: (G

] 3-8 Vicon Capture.U Desktop 1.3 # %2 /i m

vl =] M = 1304 52400 voits £ " Max =)~ 48411367 vale 3 =M )= 38260067 val 8 =) |Max == 12952494 volt £ 'I Mo >j-on

[ T

| M

Bl 3-9 FEP- L phivid RE B

21



P B i IBMSPSS23.04c48 0 &7 A i A £ 40 M (Pearson’s product-
moment correlation) 4 47 &332 zfH ST > IMUZEVGRF 2. B enfp B 14 > T #5834
BIREFHIMU L fh4eid R B2 KRR A E B2 FFafph 4 g F K 2 5 0=.05
R TEEECpMARR & 00100 A $0.11-03 ¢ & 1031050 ¢ 3
& 051070 - % & :0.71-0.90 - = 2 : 0.91- 1.00 (Hopkins, Marshall, Batterham &
Hanin, 2009) o &-447 * %r2 248 * %ranVGRFE (7 8 4k 2 Tk T 4838 %
Fl o BEF-RE T 5 0=050 ¥ b 3H B % B fhdk(coefficient of variation, CV) 12 #x
LA FH 2 FIMUZ 4cig B B R 0% £ 14 (Hopkins, 2000; Ward, Evenson,
Vaughn, Rodgers, & Troiano, 2005; Lam, Ding, & Qu, 2017) - % £ 4 % (CV<0.2) »

2RM] 3¢ & (CV<04) (Bankosz, & Winiarski, 2020) ©
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FEE 23

¥- % VGRF %%
16 X EF kA 2+ 11 Bsk B IF B0 TR B IF 6 enff * % 2h47 » %r
VGRF #icdy & % 4o 4-1 9757 o 195 F S crficyp g or + 9% 3 cnVGRF ¥ 1.43BW>
BB 9 VGRF %) 216 BW ot #F » 3534 11 B & 378 # iF eyt Ll A 47 (% 4-2)
T I g 2Ll e VGRF 0 R IRATE £ B (P<0.01) 0 s ff ¥ Ar 2y
P YR TR A BT L A F A s B (T o Bl 41 LARBGEGE EF 4
B REF PR o B 4-2 A R EPEER G F (T 4 20 ik Rl 5o B 4-3 3
11 3 & 55 & (E g * yr 2 * %r VGRF #ciE > B 4-4 5 S 23 % yrdE 2 w4
BRELE G FIEY 4 DGR B 45 ZHBHEFLE S b

BRY LT

IR
i

Wk iEY 4 R G B 46 SEMEE YL ek RETE B G

P

¥
=

Jml

P4l R B AT SRR LD o R LD M £ R 4 Pl
B > B 4-8 # & ptEE % VGRF & % R 0 & 4-3VGRF &2 IMU % $hw 2_4p
[ A ?J‘!'ﬁ N VEGRFE €38 ~ 2+ ~ 5 {é 2 e i@ B R IR R AP (r

=0.194,p<0.01;r=0.239,p<0.01 ; r=0.229,p<0.01;r=0.224,p<0.01) -
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# 4-111 3 % 38 & (v e * %rz 2848 * %r VGRF #icdp % % (n=15)

VGRF(BW)
Eaia Avg. SD CcVv
A D 1.37 0.21 0.16
N 1.23 0.24 0.20
&= D 1.39 0.22 0.16
N 1.24 0.30 0.24
= w & D 1.40 0.19 0.14
N 1.25 0.24 0.19
+ R B D 1.43 0.28 0.20
N 1.17 0.28 0.24
= ] & D 1.46 0.25 0.17
N 1.07 0.23 0.21
+ s & D 1.61 0.34 0.21
N 1.38 0.28 0.20
> fedh & D 2.06 0.46 0.18
N 1.08 0.29 0.17
+ BB D 2.06 0.46 0.22
N 1.08 0.29 0.27
= BB D 2.16 0.48 0.22
N 1.14 0.27 0.23
H yrpt D 1.82 0.31 0.17
N 1.14 0.27 0.23
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% 4-211 B33k & B & iv2 % VGRF #4445 (n=15)

B PR B D 2.12 0.39 0.19
N 1.20 0.38 0.32
D AN S A Avg s T30 0 SD A HREL CCV R E 5o

D (BW) N (BW) D-N D-N

B 1F Average £ SD Average + SD SD TiE
G A 1.37 £0.22 1.23+0.24 0.27 4 47**
& 1.39 £0.22 1.24 +0.30 0.26 4.70**
= 1.39 £0.19 1.25+0.24 0.26 4.71**
+ ] B 1.43 +0.28 1.17 +0.28 0.42 5.48**
= pIH B 1.46 £0.25 1.07 £0.23 0.29 11.53**
+ 18 B 1.61 +0.34 1.38 +0.28 0.31 6.28**
T e B 1.50 £0.26 1.17 £0.20 0.31 9.28**
T Pl B 2.06 +0.46 1.07 £0.29 0.60 14.15**
= RIBEE 2.16 +0.48 0.97 £0.26 0.53 19.60**
H prpe i 1.82 +0.30 1.14 +0.27 0.42 14.22**
B B 2.11 +0.39 1.20 +0.39 0.30 12.36**

L **p<O01l-D A% %o N G2 " ore
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Em ek

D
o
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VA peak (g)
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# 4-3VGRF & IMU £ #hwe 2_ 40 B |2

VA peak ML peak AP peak Sum peak
VGRF r 0.194** 0.239** 0.229** 0.224**
p 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000

**p<.01 - r=Pearsoncoefficient > VA = £ & > = (vertical axis) * ML 5 =+ > =

(medial-lateral) > AP % @ {¢ = = (anterior-posterior) > Sum % = $#h & 4vif & o

Fo8 IMU s RS B8 %

AT R LD B R hF R R BT (R 44) 0 B 49 5 IMU %
fhe 2 Zfh S E RE R BETHRIRIFER D ROF R FE 354 16
g B 4-10 34 B IMU & fnf 52 (0) » B 4-11 5 BFEE IMU & B oA (%) -

4-5 Z = phé ik R Y L

\rm\-

e AR W S phe P A AT SR P T g
H B PehdE fhe TIY B-% 24P (r=0.441~0.958,p<0.01) > Az v e &
WY B-2 24P M (r=0.456~0.978,p<0.01): tw sdhe TS B-F BARM (=
0.416~0.862, p < 0.01) » A B EI'RenL 3 dho TIRY B R-B RAAM( =
0.517~0.885,p<0.01)> = % fhw & ¥ % A -% > 48 B (r=0.696~0.921, p<0.01)

At phe B ALY B R-F A 49 M I(r = 0.523~0.883, p < 0.01) -
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% 4-411 B & & (¥ VGRF & IMU & #he #icdp % % (n=15)

VA peak (g) ML peak (g) AP peak (g) Sum peak(g)

B 0% Avg. = SD CV  Avg. +SD CV Avg.+SD CV Avg.tSD Ccv

+% D 125.80+48.75 0.39 52.48+47.72 091 65.64+27.12 0.41 150.14+53.07 0.35

# 3 N 31.24+20.46 0.65 27.86+33.75 121 22.78+1528 0.67 44.38+36.43 0.82

= D 123.00+46.68 0.38 45.13+39.32 0.87 60.04+23.31 0.39 141.23+50.19 0.36

# & N 31.00+31.37 1.01 19.96+18.15 091 21.92+21.73 0.99 39.67+38.94 0.98

=% [D 128.38+39.21 0.31 59.49+46.21 0.78 66.09+31.68 0.48 150.67+47.30 0.31

# 3 N 35.14+23.46 0.67 21.31+19.48 091 24.29+17.46 0.72 42.69+25.99 0.61

+® D 94.08+48.14 051 43.04+40.70 0.95 55.62+28.44 0.51 114.22+57.75 0.51

# 3 N 23.44+1439 0.61 44.37+39.47 0.89 21.82+11.46 053 51.05+3858 0.76

=R D 102.89+44.40 0.43 49.08+42.88 0.87 53.78+25.72 0.48 120.24+51.65 0.43

# % N 20.81+13.43 0.65 18.16+15.65 0.86 16.12+9.60 0.60 29.64+18.30 0.62

+f D 53.13+35.17 066 36.62+31.14 0.85 36.56+30.19 0.83 71.14+46.89 0.66

# % N 45.98+36.00 0.78 52.44+57.13 1.09 28.18+20.04 0.71 77.98457.73 0.74

=t D 76.22442.77 056 35.73+28.65 0.80 48.52+32.87 0.68 91.68+52.52 0.57

# % N 47.89+30.09 0.63 39.35+43.04 1.09 29.61+1598 0.54 67.26+41.98 0.62

+® D 8577+38.11 044 70.78+48.70 0.69 55.84+30.50 0.55 109.49+50.58 0.46

B8 N 60.07+45.04 0.75 113.83+74.09 0.65 52.76+49.15 0.93 134.16+75.38 0.56

=® D 8201+37.36 0.46 123.33+63.49 051 82.69+49.65 0.60 147.68+57.52 0.39

B8 N 66.65+39.04 0.59 71.27+#52.15 0.73 55.26+41.24 0.75 101.00+67.72 0.67

9 D 4791428.07 059 64.59+66.29 1.03 36.17+28.60 0.79 82.09+61.80 0.75

B8 N 40.91+32.44 0.79 27.52+24.32 0.88 29.73+24.30 0.82 53.71+40.90 0.76
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g% D 56.67+36.18 0.64 37.51+32.85 0.88 39.46+26.22 0.66 72.24+43.70 0.60

B8 N 77.47440.32 052 71.10+53.68 0.76 50.37+29.47 0.59 105.93+54.38 0.51

DL NSZER * %o Avg. 5 T30 > SDAE%EH - CVLE %8 5
VAL £ % = & (vertical axis) » ML 3 % + = % (medial-lateral) » AP 3 % 15 3

(anterior-posterior) » Sum 5 = #h g ek B o

160 mVVA ML mAP mSum

1-D 1-N 2-D 2-N 3-D 3-N 4-D 4-N 5-D 5-N 6-D 6-N 7-D 7-N 8-D 8-N 9-D 9-N 10-D10-N11-D11-N
E I & 0T

140

[y
N
o

=
o
o

D
o

Acc. peak (g)
]

RN
o o

o

B 4-911 P %A & (T IMU 4eig &% EF A

100.00

90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
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10.00

0.00

1-D 1-N 2-D 2-N 3-D 3-N 4-D 4N 5D 5N 6D 6N 7-D 7-N
SN g

7 A (%)

B VA peak % B MLpeak% ™ AP peak %

B 4-10 # 5 IMU & g 2 2 (%)
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B A (%)

100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00
10.00

0.00

8-D 8-N

9-N

9-D 10-D
2o 0T
HVApeak% B MLpeak% ™ AP peak %

B 4-11 i IMU 2 gk & (%)

10-N 11-D 11-N

F 45 ZphE B REEE ~ 2+ 2 W (S phe cDfp B 24 47 (n=15)

VA peak ML peak AP peak

LI # it r r r
A D 0.817** 0.578** 0.701**
N 0.708** 0.874** 0.739**
&= D 0.931** 0.456** 0.672**
N 0.936** 0.807** 0.771**
= B D 0.873** 0.619** 0.692**
N 0.869** 0.735** 0.748**
+ Rl B D 0.866** 0.702** 0.729**
N 0.441** 0.978** 0.582**
> f]H & D 0.932** 0.623** 0.683**
N 0.805** 0.784** 0.680**
+ fs B D 0.839** 0.643** 0.703**
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N 0.544** 0.813** 0.416**
ERER N D 0.958** 0.699** 0.862**
N 0.726** 0.806** 0.516**
+ P BB D 0.794** 0.802** 0.720**
N 0.556** 0.919** 0.591**
= (] B B D 0.517** 0.873** 0.559**
N 0.879** 0.857** 0.883**
H % B D 0.588** 0.921** 0.620**
N 0.863** 0.744** 0.822**
Y D 0.766** 0.750** 0.523**
N 0.885** 0.696** 0.801**
**p<.01 > r=Pearson coefficient - VA € & = = (vertical axis) ML 5 =+ > &

(medial-lateral) » AP % = {5 > & (anterior-posterior) » Sum = = #h& 4cig & > DL ff

’#w’,Na,,r‘F“%w’o

¥z 8 COP#i*2%
ARG WS 1S R D BB B YT COP g TR e 7 A
t7 0 Bl 4-12 5 + ¥ 5 COP i ] » B 4-13 5 & %0 4 & 59 COP #Li [B] - ] 4-
14 22w 9% 3 COP B > Bl 4-15 3 P gt + o h s ~ 2w 32 2o
BE=ZBFHEHS COPHIFB LR » B 4-16 5 + % & COP #ui» @ > B 4-17
® = 7] 55 COP i F] » Bl 4-18 & o it ot ]y 5 2 = ]9 & COP $ui* [l
AR o B 419 5 RES BEAIRACOP g T4 > 7 1t i COP g o 4

im B R S g B oo
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EATF &L Z AT AR
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Bl 4-14 = =+ 5 COP i B
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Z AT AL £ AT H AR E AT KL AT 1R-R & AT F &L % AT F %R
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| |

5 5 ‘ 5 5 5

11.92 §13.55 | 9.40 ‘ 13.64 8.62 13.31
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25 25 25 : 25 25
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30 30 30 ¢ 30 30

B4y cm
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= B gH a0 COP fiui B
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Bl 4-16 + % & COP #ii* Bl
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Bl 4-17 = i+ 5 COP i B
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FLg 3HH

d AT SR F sk By B Y @ % VGRF(EAR 4 % &) IMU F
AL(BeiE BE E)T 10 R3ER IR E I (T o COP it e 59 17 5 & 17 2] T ehik
Py BSER k5 VGRF 2 COP ufm FAl » ¥ Mg * 2093 s AL T 3T e

ErTELT e

¥- & 3% 52 VORF it

B FHBEFT - oAy = A A d HWP RN EEH S BEOE R M
Bad ZHBSPARNP DRI IER S ABER RS 2 LITE S BH T
BPEBE L HWEYO ) m ARG g a ERIRF B ERARED %

W B EARY § O HE LR Y Py A F 7 e ande (TR {0 3 ALAp MR
B3k BehT o E 4 BT B B FE VGRFE ot 9 5 % 2.2120.45 BW >
a3 523442052 BW » + {6 & 5 2.062£0.60 BW » = + 4 & 5 1.78+0.44 BW
(Hungetal.,2014)c 2. wo A7 5 444197 5 ko 333k & £ F L & TR E (T 7o
BB %+ cAVGRF 5 3.1+0.3 BW (Ramasamy et al., 2021) o & 47 7 15f= % 3& ¥ f i 5
R ALLE TR B IF R &I G I B (Tl % grer 2L % %rVGRF#cih & & 404 4-
1~ £4-22 B4-3977 o 1345 F Sk ePBcdp 37 + e 8 ehd 5 5 SVGRFE * %k
1.374£0.22 BW» 21 * #%r 5 1.2320.24 BW( 1 * %r-2L1g * %rSD 5 0.27 - TiE & 4.477%>
p<0.01)+ & % # & VGRFIE * %r i 1.39£0.22 BW » 2L13 * %r 4 1.24+0.30 BW( 17
sr-2i4g # %rSD 4 0.260 TiE 4 4.70%%>p<0.01) 2 % # 5 5VGRF§ * #%r % 1.39+0.19

BW > 2L # %r 2 1.25+0.24BW(f§ * %r-2L1g * %rSD % 0.26 > TiE 5 4.71** > p<0.01) »

40



3 R & et Rl S VGRFIE * %5 1.4380.28 BW » 2547 # %r 5 1.17+0.28 BW(13

*ogr-2igg ok %rSD G042 0 TiE & 548 » p<0.01) » = R & HVGRFIE * %r i

1.46+0.25 BW » 243 # %r 5 1.0720.23 BW(I§ * %r-244% * %SD 5 0.29 Tig % 11.53**
p<0.01) » #4394 & ch+ t5 % & HVGRFIE * % % 1.6120.34 BW » 247 * 4r %
1.38+0.28 BW(fg * #r-2Lg * %rSD % 0.31° TiE % 6.28**>p<0.01)» = 2 % & VGRF
i % %r 5 1.50+£0.26 BW » 258 * %r 2 1.17+0.20 BW(Ig * %r-2248 * %rSD 2031 T
B % 9.28%%>p<0.01) > et TR > o B (TVGRES % 328 1F * e At

P Y R F AR 0 RP Al S & Tl Y %K ik VGRF AT

o+

BEZFrphs? I 0 S iy G F B 4 R éﬁi@?‘l%‘;‘ﬁpfﬁg
% - ®(Hongetal., 2014) ; & p+E «"VGRF.% % + @t cOVGRFIE * % 5 2.06£0.46
BW: 2biqg * %r 2 1.07£0.29 BW(fg * #%r-248 * %rSD % 0.60°TiE & 14.15%*>p<0.01)>
= Pl B VGRFE * % % 2.16+0.48 BW » 2L4g #* %r % 0.9720.26 BW(If * %r-2L 17
* %rSD 5 0.53° TiE & 19.60** > p<0.01) - ¥ %rptiE 9 VGRFE * %r % 1.82+0.30 BW >
Zhfg o %r L 1.14+0.27 BW( g * #r-2b48 * %rSD 5 0.42 > TiE & 14.22** > p<0.01) >
#rit i cAVGRFE * %r % 2.1120.39 BW » 2b43 * %r % 1.20+0.39 BW(f§ * %r-2L1 *
#rSD % 0.30 » TiE & 12.36** » p<0.01) » A 324 BB v RIBCE - = PIBYE - 5490
BB~ R EE R AL P AR s GVGREY POAT < 3t 2L % renVGRF & T
Z P11 % B & (TVGRF% R F 4 47 4 200.14~0.32(CV) i3t ¢ Mensg B & o
Bt 3L B OE B O e AR 0 T S TLAE ¢ % 2Ll ¢ reVGRF &
REFLRE(E<001) P+ Bra2hff * yriaiskh 3¢ 2 4 BF 7 st i
2iEd A mEy Aot i feawh 52 A2 e RRA A o T3 TkEE
HE B M RFPBZFLIEL ~ M ot ¥ 228 (Wong, Chamari, Chaouachi,
Wislgff, & Hong, 2007; Fu et al., 2009; Phomsoupha & Laffaye, 2015) - Bl4-4 % ¥ i*

PR E S e B H L R G F e 4 b AR M A ER?=038 &I
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oo ok iE* A Bl AR AP

18

PRARH R4S SH BT UL E e R
B 2 8R?=0.92> T B RAPK P AfE WP 2 v i R EEVERFE R

BARIEAPM - Bl4-6 S BB AL E S o @ RELD B G R FF 4 SR ED

\m:\L

AP A HR=038» TIY RARM W47 5B Y WA S e i B B
GOFfer 4 M A AP M AHR?=0.83 % RE B DM - FI4-8 H 5 2 g
VGRFA f 3% 7 14 34 35T B R AL R0 o S ehlf * grds 20y » rde 5 B 9
fe B BPEEERIR ¥ g 2gg r oy )L 6 (v end B2 e OVGRFHR A £ FE B
MRS PA SRR o £4-3 fA11B B IE # (7 VGRF2 IMU & $h 2 4p B

I VCGRFE £2 ~ 2+ ~wifs2 Zdhhr R R F MR APM(r =

AR ALY

‘m\k\

0.194, p<0.01; r=0.239, p<0.01 ; r=0.229, p<0.01; r=0.224, p< 0.01) *

AP R SRR kAT g R B * #renVGRF 4 2t 1.37~1.61 BW £ i
fAAp B A 7 (Hung et al., 2014; Phomsoupha & Laffaye, 2015; Lam et al., 2017; Nielsen,
Lund, Lam, & Kersting, 2020; Huang, Fu, Zhang, Fekete, Ren, & Gu, 2019) s iE 4 >+
1.78~251 BWAp ¥t 3% 5 » BHEEMR * #renVGRF /1 % 1.82~2.16 BWehge[F] » + - 8
A= }gk(Ramasamy etal, 2021)% % 3 BWP k] > 2 H R F1 5 E A T 354
A sk nTRE T % g4 45 (Gold standard) > ;¢ & $%:p| £ VGRF (Jiang et al., 2020) -
ARy A LB Rl URBREFRER S FFY S 0 TR i B2
BROERMERF  ERAFFRFAERY AHUERA R T 7 3 S R FANTE
BIPBCE Bl o B AT SRR RUR ) TR VGRFR R W B R (F ) &
AR OL R 2wy Y dp o F @ % loadsolE A RUR K P4 & 5 100 Hz
B fEEYE e (TR R D] B 4 98 B iR £ E 4 30-0.46 ~0.36 BWrB~ 47 & % 200
Hzpr 5 0.35~0.37 BW - #4 @ 7 2 R L BK & E R+ 3 2904 BWr L &
(Peebles et al., 2018; Bessone et al., 2019) o & &t &R & Sofi iP5 5 7 o 2 38

1Ay B enig % (Bessone et al., 2019) > A FT F e AR KR K B~ 1R 5 520 Hz
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F] g 3 S B R 0 D EUR % i @ VGRF UGB LR 4 KR ] o

AR Y S D6 LG R (580G ke 4 38 A VORF i)
s/ 7] (Lametal., 2017) > 4p B A7 @ S F B R A MR DB F e o

B4 t 4§ (Lam, Wong, & Lee, 2020) » F]p- ¥ iv £ B~ b frk B R ALHR € i@ &
VGRF#c e ify i< (Bessoneetal., 2019) o ¥ #F » & 3 Ap B A7 7 2 T &R & 5L B4 45
ToRLAp e o EREUR R eE R fodi B S (T3 ELaE B R R anfie (Martini, Fiumalbi,
Dell’ Agnello, Ivani¢, Munih, Vitiello, & Crea, 2020) o d % > g # apt Bl B E @
ERE B A G f#3 Ln 0 33 UREAVGRFAEF o 4 > 1L pl4 T 4
shfcie -] (Martinietal., 2020) > £ & F s 4p B 8T § P B B AEURK A TR E
SNVGRF ¢ v ipl 4 7 L B oripl B en@qp e ] » e 4 B E KRR G nig * {14
EVREEFIVRET > RARRKA DAARF R S RO RN B2 P
B iE et 4 B SBCF AL o
BIRA FH BIREARY 0 FREFE NN R e 0 F N Brgr 2 g
GVGRFY B F LR » WP N E s L AW piEd h 1 F Y £ 2

2 % £ g B (Wongetal., 2019) » 1 * %rgz 2big % %reVGRF ¥ 3 % 8 & A ¥
R 9 P P

AR O0RP TR BRI L PRELE O RBALEFERA KA TR
EERGE S R HRGE Y A 2hg r grend Bt ket e b B 2 B DI ¥ %rVGRF

&
ik

% o deid BE B R ILE AP B 1 (R?=0.92£20.83) ) st B R B AT BRARE o
e BHVGRFEIMU & $hde i B9 & F LA ¥ AP B 14 > $03h £ IMU e i B % (8 5
$B 3

< (coefficient of variation, CV)fix = (% 4-4) B B4p M 1L cng & o
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¥ 8 unmHp S22 IMU g

g3 32k AR B HIMUR 7 82 B4 § A /4> Sasaki® 4 (2018) £*4F33 3k {8 H-YEsp
Frpd v @ % IMUfc i hi 47> T s T HFRERRF AL G RG> 5 1M
Fr Al IMUZKE P andeid il Rt 0 M & Gl shi@ e 0 6 5 s {5
(Jacobetal., 2016) - Wong % 4 (2019)F" 7 S IMUHc i ¥ & 5 ff * £ Z2bfg % £
E R o F ke BEEH TN A ARG FE IMUG & Beahie
(Liu et al., 2021) » 12 2 B'uthe % 4 (2016):5 B3 IMU R » & fddp 2 # 5 %
FTE R o B BIMUER Y TR > 11BNk L 0 6 (TR F
chfbrf b iE B OE B2 & fhieid BB F(CV)(£4-4) 0 it 7 fE & fhe chbeiE B
BEE M T fRIRT Md 4 BE Al AT ek B ol e TR R S
oIS 2INE bhiviE RE B R S 4 300.31~1.212 F > P IMUAe iE R
BB ARAL AW F LR e BY BT LB ITHEPS N B
IREAT LGP 0 e ROE B DRt € WEF E B AR A 0 I B e (REET A R R
I — a8 | & (Liu, Li, Xu, & Zhang, 2020) - *# & # /% & ;* (peak detection
algorithm) 8 ;23 # 2+ & i+ & % (step detection) » 1343 IMUF A e (@ fic g k3t &
s B (Liu et al., 2020) - 227 A kR IZHE-2 fhic i B MELE B 7 5 2 (Setuain, et al.,
2016) k & 12 & 47 1% 5 3¢ P46 5 VGRF2 2 o

AFFEFEIRILBEFE D ROFFRFE EFTH > B495 IMUGE fhe 2
ZHhE N ERE B BB TN ERIFRLA D RDF L HFE E351301600 = B
fhre beiE R OE ERIE R A 3716.12~128.38 g 0 FLP dok & A S A B R F &

redf i7 4 LF & @ 7 220000IMUK B - F14-10 5 9 5 IMU & i e R (%) -

Jt

SERE WSS B e et B B e 41T S 10000 & (L)) A BB A A fhe

dvig Boenib et (%) 0 1T A it & %am?‘ﬁk&ﬁ'—,m v kg TF‘ B+ %r’m?"}?&}iﬁ
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*42.06%~53.91% » & 24 * %R 5 26.16%~43.52% » i % b A AT AR
/%:19.78%~28.99% » & 2-f * HrR] & 27.39%~49.50% » i 15 % o ff * Aren g
B A #+26.14%~30.24% 7 2-ff * %ep 4 22.26%~30.08% o FE fy B (T AT Hreh
Eo ?m4t1f}§?}ik}§r§’”Tkkmﬁ,{ﬁk koo fes ERIALRHSELE
sz ¢ R LR R 4 e T RR AT S % el o BA-LLE BE
IMU & 0 F & 2 (%) » S5 3 o ff * ren e & 4 %0 28.47%~40.38% » & 24 *
WR] 5 28.47%~42.36% » J{ %+ o ff AR R AR 4 %033.32%~43.45% 0 & i
# %R % 28.04%~50.22% » 5 t5 S iR * %‘P.‘n’ﬂﬁ}g%}i 4 %:24.33%~28.71% 7 -3
* grp) 5 23.28%~30.28% > FLPP A gt R (TIf * grendeE 2 e B AP H W e
TR B > AR die ok o 4 GRBTI G L RIEME 2 RN 2 v
bzt RS NEE 2w o S RPMEE EABER Y bzt e o]
JEANEE S ok ABL bl @ REET ~ 245 T (SR ip A 31
o AP T g b iFadE e RIRY R-% 24p B (r=0.441~0.958,p <
0.01) » 2+ TIY B-% 249 M (r=0.456~0.978, p < 0.01) » o {5 dhr & IR
P OR-% R AP E(r = 0.416~0.862, p < 0.01) 5 % HcH B F (Tenlf * pridE 2 op oo
HETERFR-Z2AAM > R 2R AHE S L RHE S RBHBE ZBH B
FIZLE g MR 2 0 e SN E S e o JH T SR B R L
PREDEAWHEARH R WS 2L e RooA 3 YR E R A
Haf MBI T LR o b d RGP B o AR (FiNEE ph
R B AR-B ARAM(r=0517~0.885p<0.01) > AL TIRY B A-% > A0 B
(r = 0.696~0.921, p < 0.01) » fwt ts e %3¢ % & -% & 4p B 12(r = 0.523~0.883, p
<0.01) ¢ ABrEES (vetp MALA 54 T L ER 9 L RIBHEES (T BEI Y grR 2L

PHrEE Az e BB e @ R 0 Z RIPME 2 H AR A Y Hr D e

w

BB AR S e EYCRREE R Y b Bry £ S e Ap R o Rk
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TR R ZAPMILT O 0 AL ET w7 R e ) 8 2 B TS ff o
PR AP KR RN Dk phe FR A AR Ry R A RIBEZ E
PR PR A F A AR RA I L e FR A EREE T AL R H B L
R B 1 B RIEMEE S S RIBMEE L Y Ay RS R 2 12 e ihE
B B FRBAY 2L b AT VR ERTRESGT M
(Reeves et al., 2015; Sasaki et al., 2018; Phomsoupha & Laffaye, 2020) » #]* %36 & #h

e IMU% BT P FEA 737 ik 2@ it Hds s 242 m{d 2w

FRATE B IMULT o2 5B i s 5 2 phiES it enphfic -

S

Z_ a0 T jLJf%I %#

o]
i
1%
e
&
[T

45 B ES B (F R EUR A F 2 COP
Pop P AL R 2 R4 ap e E =k (medial forefoot, ML) 2 =+ *4; % % (big
toe, BT) &3 B4 i T =2 4 4 (Mei, Chong, Gu, Zheng, & Fernandez, 2017) -

WL FAAMATFERARIS LR A S LA s 2 H B R LS H B COP
iAo m COP fuph A {6 > w e 4 3t 3.4140.82cm; 4.82+1.14cm; 9.7845.4cm
== [Fl(Huang et al., 2014 ; Lin, Hua, Huang, Lee, & Liao, 2015) - 4 =t 5 58 32 7k 4 &
WEHREEYP OFLALIREHB-LB L RBEH I REHRE IR HBEZ B e

YR ARG B 2R BE LR BEES B o Bl 412 5 a0 30 COP
PRl TSR PO IR Hrenie S e (e 6 COP 5 8.62 cm; =+ COP &
2.01cm)ai & £ F] 2 2bfg % HrE B H 3 N FR > AFYRF L KRB AR g
AR FR D LA e o e LD RE > TE 2 5 COP ity

fif (7 16 COP % 13.31 cm; =+ COP % 0.38 cm) » it 3% B idd enT 7z o4 dhe

4o Bl 4-13 51w 5 COP i ] - 4 2L ¥ grenief iie(+ 2 COP 3
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9.40cm; =+ COP % 207cm)i & & F) 5 2Lg * %rf e § 2w E =% F > L4
HRFR o fEme @ o A e Pl E AR BRI 1S A o fiE AR A HRE
& 4 1 COP i » ik (39 18 COP % 13.64 cm; =+ COP % 0.49 cm) - [ 4-14
sz B COP i B » 2HIf * #rE AP e o R F S T E e oh
WA A FHRE (918 COP 5 11.92cm; =+ COP 5 145cm) > #ix 1 & ‘adF b
BT g R ehr a0 T A 2 T xR Bk b (Fi837E (18 COP 5 1355
cm; =+ COP % 0.34 cm) > b3 * %rd JEB L w3t o B 4-15 5 PR L5 4
B nAhBE i m A EE B eSS COPRIFRISLE > 7 UFRL D EH
B w Eh ch COP g i 5 #f i > 22 2 3 s cn COP #ui P BE % P> 4 & cndit 4
o LR H HrEs (TN R RS TR o TR g - BER HEII LG v
PSR EE R L B R e R R 2 TG S
T B LR RIS AR RO LR T R - ]
4-16 % + @] & COP #Lpn ] » 7 MR B2 * % & 8% 5 ¥ 8 ch 3B &
A ¥ e > COP g+ fe(7 (s COP 5 2.28 cm; =+ COP 3 0.84 cm) > @ 1}
FHF L B R RARE R LRy b (v LFHRE > COP Fui i [
&k ({8 COP 5 9.94 cm; =+ COP 3 0.47 cm) » B 4-17 5 = |+ 5 5 COP
PR B 2R g ¢ 2w mf Fe (w1 COP & 7.24cm; =+ COP % 0.99
cm) o 1g * Hri g # (5(5 16 COP 5 12.81cm; =+ COP 5 0.34cm) i §_i5 2 5| %
FATE 058 o B 4-18 5 e Pt e R 5 2 2 R 5 COP #Lpr Rl«nA £ - IR
ABL R AL RHBE DR SR YTER AR R R e e
FOE AR 2 F B A0 o B 4-19 F B S B B IE 3P0 COP bt T - 45 3438 A7
LTRSS EFALG rurnn Efen L bR 2 22 % yrR] Bk e s §2 0
P38 i+ (Phomsoupha & Laffaye, 2015) ; = = # S ¢t @ E g+ 4 (MF) M3t

mRG S ELm ez St o I SR S PR R B DR FRM O &
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'

l.

BETRPBHE L DA R AL T LB A LB A B G AL R
LR f i (Huetal, 2015) » 38 Bt fe il Toa @ 3 0 2 h Bt L B 5

{ %k R4 o (Hongetal.,2014) o Af7 3 & 5% 7 107 fR22L18 % %r ff % %r ¢ 5

S HIT R FE DA R Y B IR B i ek § A B

Wi doo o AFRPOEE D REEE e P o AR P FREr A FaFin

¥

TR I AR B e DR LBV R AL ER R TR
& et b % (Hu et al., 2015) - ¥ ¢F > 1t i COP i 4 cnF e =% 2 2w ing
B b S-La s o o b COP $ui i 5 % 1 0 ¥ 2 % b ¢h COP in
PR RS R S-FR R EE RN SHCOP I P EREALAR S Fl

W™ 0 COP ffn it 5 333 o 5 s (¥ 24744 o

S RMmBEZH

s

33k B EITEARY 0 TR EENE e A @ N Y 2L greh
i

VGRFIZ LA ¥ £ B » B sish @b A2l e dp i@ de o 2 7 1 % £ 2 2448

T
P AL B LT B G AR AR e B LB B B B

FHFNT LI E S EAL Y hif T (Bessoneetal.,, 2019) o Zh4f * %rig & L 42 R
Spos e 0T D AT A 2 RIS A RIBHE 2 28 2 5 P T
T RFE TSR T M RS AT ik S o R e 2 b endh 5 2 BREESS (F 5 dolg v

B12gg v i AR S i

\‘*ﬁ“
|k

ho FRAcEREE > P HD &7 b Fierss
AT D S o F B BRI (4 00 R Rk (Huetal, 2015) 0 e AT R R IR
FoEAeY 2L e adeid B GOV LA 4o T B S 1 2 anh 'k (Sasakietal., 2018) -

E R A RS R ER T POE R R A R R { e 0 2

«

SIRH B R PR DT BE 4 B R fic 2RV LR Y E R KRK K &7 HVGRF2
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COP#upreng jpl* k& it IR BB R T e 4 §F S o s e & * IMUF b
3 EIRBALY F s R g (T4 R 2 R T2 RVORF(ELR R 4 4 )
IMUF AL (e i R % 8)7 10 % h3® 332k B 98 & (F 45 e ® COP#LE™ iC 53 a5 % 1F
H|Erenik gy o &R KR kS VGRFZ COPuix 7oL » 7 r i # 3033 3R Ui 5
R A Bangk Y idy 0 AT REVRELKREELL TR FipH

EME Ry GFPERG T OB A > 0 FIT LR RES N KD

\\\xr
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