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Feedback Control with a Dynamic Target Angle in
the Middle Finger Metacarpophalangeal Joint
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Abstract: A method to control a finger joint with a dynamic target angle via functional electrical stimulation
using the surface electrode method is proposed. If the finger joint can be controlled with a dynamic target
angle via electrical stimulus, it can be applied in situations in which various finger movements are taught
to others. In this study, to enable highly accurate control with a dynamic target angle, we constructed an
electrical stimulation intensity/muscle antagonist ratio relation model (ESIMAR model) that absorbs the
non-linearity that exists between the stimulus intensity and the joint angle. The ESIMAR model can be con-
structed in our proposed procedures without depending on the ability of the experimenter and obtained from
only the several static relationships between stimulus intensity and the joint angle. Moreover, this model
fits well without trial and error corrections and without the consideration of other factors. We constructed
a PID controller that using ESIMAR model. Using the proposed controller, we conducted an experiment to
control the middle finger metacarpophalangeal joint angle with a dynamic target angle. It was possible to
perform control with high accuracy. This outcome can lead to the reproduction of various finger movements
by electrical stimulation.
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Fig. 1 Relationship between electrical stimulation intensity

and middle finger MP joint angle.
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Fig. 2 Typical example of the relationship between electrical

stimulus intensity and joint torque.
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Fig. 3 An example of a control result tracking error time series

graph in our previous study.

LA =NV a— M iiE sy, BEMAEICHT AR
A AR ISR S5 2 D RE R I T TH B LED
Hb.
ETIVIEENER G ONEIKTFT S L) RIEIZOW
TRUTFTDEBYTHL., ThETIHHORTE BN
X o THEME M T A L2 HE L2FE T3
B o FBIN 2 BN L OGNS A =5 2 ELTBD,
HH D OLEI OIS 17) TRELFINHET IV, FEhR
FHOFEBI AW X ) FATEERW ISR T D 2T g
ERBERTIE 24T LD TELRVEV) MELH - 72
BARMICIE, BAHEORE & B bV 2 & ORI E I,
JEBE MV 7 S DV 7 AL BB &) e EARIERE
DIRY — 2 % BRGACETINL T, R & R AL o R
B AEICIZ R ST, MBMLE DI NS o7z, 20D
7o%, FIRBAHTA L & 0 AR B ICHIH 2 3 5 720121,
PEAME T VA BT 2 U I3 D6 & % F2EE 25
ITSEAM ST 2 LB D - 72, HIf Y 27 2 0FEHL
¥ ERLIGE, EBREOTBN ML S TR
P SN TIETHIEE T V2R T 22 L% T L.
3.1 EI I HEME T IR O PR ASE W E [ & 2
NzxdET 2%, 3.2 HiCldE 7 VLT 25 S
DHEIZHKALTLE)ERE T atiEd 5 hikz b
5,

3.1 BEAEANDOIGRITMEVWRERENELE

HEMENONOEDEL > T LT ) ERIZL T 2o
BHITONS.

o IR G IERIEESFAET 5.

o IBILM - M2 DDETFT N EHMASDLEL I LIZE

DETNVHTET) DEIDPIEAERD.

1 2HDERIZOWT, M1 DX IZHEENDIHESS
B o TLE ) BIGIIAERERE & I3, PID il
INT X — FAEDPEY) TR WE SR Y 9 5. PID HI#
EHIBER R 2 GE LT B 7280, Hilfxh 5 12 IR
BN HEAAT D56, F8 5 ORI OsE T PID H# /3
T A= PEFE LR L 72 R B [19) Tl )
BINTA—=FHRETAILITEHEL V. FESOLRTO

© 2022 Information Processing Society of Japan

— FHRRIE k2 fhes

/
J

0.0 2.5 5.0 7:5 1(‘.0 12'.5
R mA]

4 IR B B AR R L & RIS ROV 2 OBk E
WL L3 2 & AT Ll

Fig. 4 An example of non-linear relationship between the elec-

a

—
Hed
in

—
s
=

o
in

n
=

A

B kL7 [N*m)

s
=

trical stimulus intensity and joint torque in the muscle

contraction force increase zone.

22 [17) CRRELATNARE T IVIIEE bV 7 35 ET 58
SRR EEFIF (X 2 WUE BT (BT % E AT
SHEE & BIET PV 7 L OBREMIEERE & 52 TWABDS,
Ma4DLH)ITETVEFTHEE PVZ EDHTIEE DA
BWGIRLhoizizo, HEMENODUESHE L 725 X
I R PID HIH /S5 A — & 2% ETH L3 LW,
& o T, @75 PID HlffI/ 87 X — % 3% T 57201211,
ARG T IR ZINL, HTEEFYORW
ETNWVERESTLULEDN D 5.

2 OHDERIZDOWT, PWIETIVEIRIEAH & i8{H
MIT 2 DML, HIEERICIZFNENEHAGDE DN
BERH 72720, ZFPNBETVOSHTEF ) OES DT
HEZ->TLE)EVIREL Do 7.

DLEXY, il go AR HILL, ORI
HLiEMEhET 1 ODEFT NV ERET L2 &T, PID
I OB TR R b 272§ 2 e TE B, ZOMGRE
L CHEMENOPHR AR L, BIEEMENSRHE %
HIEAFTR B EEZOND.,

3.2 EFNMBENIERREOHNEBIEELTILESIRRELE
WEFE

ETFNVRENEBREONEITKFELTCLEIERE L
T, MR THLEHAECIEREM NV 2TV
fLLTWwzw) e iFons, BEEHAEICL > TH
WWHE)T & BAE bV o OBRMESZ LT A L, BE V2
& BE A ORI IIEME R BRI S 555, TS 2 EE
L7ZETVERBET LI KERI R NS0 5. BRI
WOREE L RAET A B OBIRME  EIEE T LT A 2 L THESE
L7cET N ERITHRWICGRET 2L BEIIEL Rk b L
FALNBD, 228 THRNTZ X D IZKAANDE LM
SREE & IR A ORI E KO 5 2 L I3EE L v,

Z 2C, TR & SRR o M R R R R 52, [
g sen LIz d Y, EalpihsgaeMEDOMOFIEE
HifEDERTEL LI, 1B EIRMGICS 25
BHWORE OM AT 2 KT L TH 2Bz 2% L,

1173



[BRAIEF=EmEE Vol.63 No.4 1170-1185 (Apr. 2022)

BmFELLE & g MP B & OB EHIIS 5. 2
IZ& D, BEERMFEGRE LG5 Th L EEAE L OMR
P BN 2RI AEICE D W TROALZ LN TE L7720,
ETINEBATERNICHE T 2 LER R b EEZ BN
5. E51, BIEHEEMHEDLETLIODETIVEIHELE
TLIELUREL BB 720, 31 HI CHRRIZEHEDETILVD
HTIEFVOEESHPHEAELLEVIMELFHTE S,

4. HIESEE

3 FE TR HEMEANDPUR AR &\ 9 R %
§ % 72O HlE G AT B DOFIEAL 2 & IR
LHEMHADETLIOOHEET IV E L, EHICETIVE
ENEREDONEIKFELTLE ) &) HIEEZHET 5
7280 |2 SRR EE & BAET A BE O BITR 2 2R IZEHI L 72
T=FIIEDOVWTETVEMEST L HEERET S, 25
(2, H#ETF IV EMH L7 PID #l# 478, % LT PID
H/NT X =7 OFPEFEIZONTH RS,

4.1 EXRHEE-BEAEBROIFREET VL

EFMEDFIRILTO @ 206 @ 12HE)

@ /- BRRIERE OPE.
Q@ BRANMIREE & B AEORRE KD L.
@ I E ER L2 TH LTt oE.

@ TiF, TIREHHE Z B HEGRE A 5 EEEBINE D
A% % U 7 WHRIEGREE £ COMPATHBE 21T 72012
AN KRR O EEA1T 9 . 0mA & FigEE 2 HH
T & 2 HEREE & O i FREGRE & e/ NHREGRE (Sonin)
(2, FIREB) AR 3 2 RIBOREE &5 A % & LR 5 Il
SR & O RTRIREE % i KRIBOREE (Spes) ISERET 5.

@ TiF, EEMIBOREE & B O RR 2 BB 2
WAEIZEDOWTRDDIZH 2> T, 31HTHERL D
2, REMEREHEbET 1L 20T T VA LT S
728, RIEH & TR~ ORI % H— D& K TRIT
LU L. SHIZ, BEMH LML & b ICIUE S &
TR 2 — I D2 D [20], RIEAG & R O I
NDINT ¥ 212 & o TREHER O J i = HlE 3 5 [21) &
V) NI OBIETESY O X 71 = X L & B 5 X9 % il >
AT LTHDLIENPET LW,

DRy, BXRANEGRE & B AEOBRE KD S 720
DZEHE LT, K (1) L) HlREHEOT, fRIEH LR
N ORLRE DN T v A% BTG 2 (2) T
#£95.

Sy S,
= 1
“ Sf,maz * Se,maz ( )
Sy
Sy max
Ry = ﬁ (2)
Sf,maw Se,maw

© 2022 Information Processing Society of Japan

' |
] 10 [ [] 3 10 [ERR
Sy min Sfmax Seamar

g Semin 2
R~ o0 S S U [mA | i~ SO [mA |

5 ESUHHOREE L AT OB

Fig. 5 Conceptual diagram of the electrical stimulus intensity

and the provisional antagonist ratio.
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Fig. 6 The relationship between the electrical stimulus inten-

sity, joint angle, and the muscle antagonist ratio.
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O HEEBIEN A B\ e 3 A WGPl f e 3 4. 5.1 &)
THB L7/ TESIMAR EFVERSET A2 LT, N
A7 AE D BRI A O M) ISR E T REE 2 .

PID #l 2 I FPULL Rprp &Kl 1.0, /M 0.0
THIRT 2 Z & T L TFRHEIREH D R 25k 5. 2L
T ESIMAR E 7 WD W TR ANEIINY 5 55
WREE S BLU S, 2k %. LLEAESIMAR €7V % H
WO TH 5.
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1 BRGUREEEC 5 PID B/ €5 2 — & B (SOt [19] &V
51H)
Table 1 PID control parameter adjustment method by the ul-

timate sensitivity method.

Fe g5l =0 oy
INT A=K INT A=K INT A=K
0.6K, 1.2K, /T, 0.075K,T,

4.3 FRABEZEICL S PID Fl#/N5 x — 2 37%

PRGBS L TR I L C BRI O A %479 2 &
T PID /8T X — % 2§ % [19]. ARIZBT 2 LH
Tl g 2 2 (4) 1TRT.

Ry = Kexewy +b (4)

7 (4) IZBWnWTC, R(t) EFREPLE, Ko 3T x —
5, ey 3K ¢ 12 B0 B B EEBIET A EE & FHI B i A R &
DFFE, bIINA T AMEZRY . K, OFHMEIL 0.0001 &
L, /N4 7 A4l b 1Z ESIMAR £ 70V &JHWC, HIEMEE
AR AP EICEE L7, 2L C, HEMEIC
T A FEEIRE DS ET A TSI A =4 (K, =K
g LTw., 2L T, BEMEICHT 2Rk 2554 L
ol EORBINT A =5 (REURE) LiREEY (BRFE
W, T.) 2%, | 1IH6E- TPID HlffI/8T7 X — & %3k
% [19].

AFaTiE, 10degree, 30degree, 50degree ¥ \»9) 3 D
OHEEESAEZ#EL, FNENIOWTIRFIEEEY
To7. MRAVEEEECRlE L BB AL, A
FIBIIC & o THEIRT X 2 difg MP B A REEHEH % 12 HuE
L7z, BEERAPIC X - THEBTE % s MP B AP
138 L ZF —20degree 7°5 80degree TH Y, ZD L) &k
TRRIZ v BEET A BE & BRFUREE I BT B H AR ET A EE 12
FELTLE) &, HIEMEHAELY bMED L I3
SHLZLEPTE Rz, BEREEAE I L CIRE) S
CDLIEDANETH L., Z070, BFHETEHTE
% BAE AR LTRSS 30degree DR & i% LT, 10 degree
5 50 degree ¥ T & FRFVEFE TR 3 % HIZREI L
HPHE L7z, S 6102, BRFUREE CRE L 7- BRI A R
£ 3k LA LTI, B85 0o [17] 125
W, REVERESEICBI A HEMEIfEL 3 mE T L
THEL T HRECHIBEIWRECH o 72720, RFEREDET
e L7 BRI A EEHIFH T % 10 degree 2° 5 50 degree
% 20degree BE 23 MG EIL7z. 2L T, T EThoH
FRBAET A B L CRRAVREE L 24T - 72 R b 7z K,
ET A L THIBMIZ47T) 2 & T, MEiMEL K. B &
T, O ERO7- (F 8). BIEIAEERIAF 21X, FHll
L7-BIEi AR Icd e L7 K, BXONT, 24iH L C PID i
WNT A—=F KDDL ENTE, MEIMAEICIS L 2EY)
% PID HIfHlNT A =5 ZET H 2 EWRRE 2D, 2D
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Fig. 8 Graph obtained by linearly interpolating K. and 7t ob-

tained by the ultimate sensitivity method for each tar-

get angle.

I e L oF R E LTI, BEiMEICE o Thig
MP BEHi A7 $ 5 FRIE Al & R o E— X > b7 —
LENZEALTAH LT, MEOREMLLTSOMELRT
EVEALT B 720 TH S [22].

5. BMBIRAEADT 1 — /Ny 7 HIHEE

4 BTRE LKA 32 T, Pl MP BI#i 2 )iy
AR BEICHIE S 2 R E AT > 72 I L 792BR3E, 52
BRTNE, BRI, FFMiTEIC OV THNT .

5.1 XRERES

ERMEEE L, R ICELE $ 5 2 AR R o Tk
AR 59, BEHE 2 S 2 b TE 2 b D E 1k
WL 7z, BRMIEEL, EHEO ORI O [17] & FH
C#lEx fvTns., BXROBIRIZOWTIE, Bk
JOVAE Lo, BERMAERERE LohG, BT T
AT AWMURIEB X T VA VEERISIC & ) R &%
CERpIER TR D B [23). — T, HAFMB -
D OFH R EAS 1.5 mA LU OHAME OV 22 A<
WA & G236, BAR N CERMERUER 7V 71 ) RIS
HEHVRISLT, KMEH I LEETE [24). F
7z, 70V ANE 0.3 ms O HAFYE OV A & TR SV R LT
WURE ), BlES7, AIEVDE LW LG TH
Y [25], [26], Tamaki & [9] (£/5)L Al 0.2 ms O HiAH <
WAZHWALZETFREEZGISREI T EICRIIL
TR I EMD, RETDHEAME OV AZMH L7z, #EE
BB L CIE EE12 0.2ms 25 0.5ms D7 3)b ANEAMH
ENTWLZENG, AFETIE OV ATEE 0.2ms & L7z,
BEH SV 2 DR BN TR, FEFICE A0
BT A4 L2 < 20Hz 123%5E L7z, 1R Ik %% 20 Hz
DRI % 120 FRIENIN L T e KBSV & #EFE T &
B EARENTVS [27]. Lo T 120 B#E#E T2 FCTIC
SET T A FREEZ /IMREL 213 S A RS AEE S HlH 5
B EVHEHDTTRECH 5. BERANIMIRE 2 2L s & 577
PFE, BRI SV AOE S 2L S ¢ 5 AM ZF X
(Amplitude Modulation) il L, XISV ADE
SIFEIME L EFE L 72, BEAE SV ADOAKDS L UER
IR OMETIE~ A 7 103 v ¥ 2 — % Raspberry Pi 3B
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9 FEERTHM L RinEms

Fig. 9 Surface electrode used in the experiment.

115 5 A e
R R A

e i85 D kA
B 0 A5 E

Area4
51 75 B
BE D FHiHArE

10 FEEMON Y 1 fLfE

Fig. 10 Position where surface electrodes are attached.

TATV, KWW FICEE S 2 RKEBMBEOTH L 54E S
=\ &9 Arduino UNO & W TESHIH IV AIZ L 5T
BEAM A T RMEBD AL v F > T EITo 7. REE
T L 72 AR E X )i KRB 33 mA, 7 XV AR
0.2ms TH A 7280, BEAFNEEEE DI TRE % I KBS
EEBEZINEICEME Nz LTY, AELREMNZEN
WHIFICHIZ 2 2 LT E 5 [28]. & 512, FEAVIIHEEE
PHITTEEL R KB TH S 33mA ZHIINL T, HAZ
B D720 OFHEREL 0.13mA TH 5729, Newton
LOMFEAER [24) LS LAabE L L, BT CTRRTEK
R TN ERIBIFIFEAERIOAVEEZONS,
73, Raspberry Pi 3B £ & OF Arduino UNO IEE/NA )V
Ny T ) R EREEREFE L C\WAb D, REFOFEREEIET
NCHEHER? S 3HEFE STV 5.

FIHFEM IR TENS KRGS Sy N2 M
L7z (B9). £72, FRMEMOERE I EEmM L & W
BED D 5D [29], AEBRTITHBEMLELIRMA L7, B
WAL, EE) SRR A, R A\ B & BLiE T A
Z&T, B HIGELS A LA 2 812 & o TR EE) %
FIEREITHETDH L. RIEHH OB L BiEEheh
10 O areal & area2, FREIH O EM & s Eh 2
NI 10 D area3 & aread OFPHT, BRAEIC X > T
BARIMME LT WG a iR L, BiE L. &b, iF
JE T, TR & b ICH— OB E CRIMZ 1T o 72.

BaEN AR ORI, 6 HiiEMEL >~ ¥ MPU-6050 % 2 Dffi
T2 El2E0iTo72. 1 2H O ¥ i3 digsiig -
2, 22HDO Y HIEFORMO R — FOEREICHIEHF
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B 4 BE TR O\

FH - BE TR

11 B EEHIEEE B X R - Bl EsE
Fig. 11 Joint angle measuring device and wrist joint fixation

device.

A7 F—bFatrh

SRR B LR

ESIMARTET /L HE 4L

iR e P

PRI 44 JE 1 S e

12 EBRFIH
Fig. 12 Experimental procedure.

FREMAMEFATICR S L) ICEE L (K 11). FHIIL
TIMEEBL Yy A 02OV 74 VT I2L 5T
F yH OFFREIEE M - R EE) )7 [0 O [l #n A EE A oRe
% [30]. #LTC, 22001 4 ZZN TR 7= [alinfyfE
D755 R MP B = Bl L7,

RIEERZ BT 2 BEEAEHIE TN 11 R FE - b
EEEE I ZEET A L1072, T - WEEEEL,
FARIZ D ES R, FE BAET A EE 25T BA & A B2 I 12
BT HEAPRT 27201 L7z, Z O%E 12Hi % [F
EY AL, il TFE A S L I E D% T AN
A5 ETIRIF—EE b0, FRROBEZRT LI LD
WL 2 B,

5.2 EERFIE

EBRTIEEZE 12 1I27R7.

AV 74 —LFarty TlE, ANETAZED 720D
fEgEr [31] STV TEBRICHET 2 3B 247, BH
S X BEE R A7z, EB SRR T, PR MP BT
G B X OV EB) 2558 A4 § A RIEFEMON & % RAT
SRRk 72, ESIMAR EF VS CIE, 4.1 i Tk~
7277 T ESIMAR £ 7V ORESE 4T o 72, BRFERE T
&, 4.3 8iTHRAR72HEET 3 o0 BEEHMAEICTT 2 K,
BLOT, 2R 7z. BRFEREEEICH T 2 BRI A,
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--HRAEAR
B RRAE HEEmPRAE 69 B R f
Edh Ty fhE  Edh
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% N\ l{ ‘\‘ A st I n—F
I

NS L L2120

N L 8 In—=7

d.m
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B [s]

B 13 HEAEIERT]OH)
Fig. 13 An example of target angle time-series graph.

FEBRSIME D BLRN L > TEHTE 2 KA E

Orman & FNBHAE Oy & 2E12K (5), (6), (7) 12BE> T
32 (ed,miny ed,midy 9d,maz> g&%tf:

1

ed,m'm - (gmax - em'm) * g (5)
1

ed,mid = (amaw - gmzn) * 5 (6)
2

ed,maz = (amaz - gm'm,) * g (7)

BEBBINE D ELZHHI L > TEBETE L RRESA
FE &/ NI EE DO L E 7 B BAETAEE (04, mia) 1 10 FD1H
I L 72%%, S KM 04 maq [degree], T/ME 04 min [degree],
JEHA 20 B O IEZBARICZAL L T B 2 HEEAEEIC 40
EHIHT 2 (K 13). HEFTIE 1 AOERSMFEIZS
E1EE L7

5.3 EERSmME

FEERBIMNE I FATE R R R, BB, %
B, N=ZAXA=AZMFHLTWARW 21 Er b 25 %
(mean = 22.6, SD=1.3) FTOHRMIKE L. £
MBI RFED D VI RERETH - 72, EBFESINE 94
DHIL 6% (EBBMEL 2, 3, 5, 7, 8) IIHKEMNELS
T OREERH Y, 3% (EBRSNE 4, 6, 9) (FHERENE
SR ORRERD e o 72, F 72, WO S I3 EBR S
SEETIFFEFL L7,

5.4 &A=

EI R B AR A B & MBI & £ R O R e S R
(tRMSE (%)) % #FlifgE e L7z, AF i3 % rRMSE
(&, HEERIE AR & R B E A R 0 TR S AR A
(RMSE [[]) % & EES N1 O B O K2R (0,40p)
THRL7:fiL L7z, RMSE Oat#E %3 (8) I2, rRMSE
OEHER %K (9) 1TRT.

iy (Bas — 0,)2

> AN ) (8)
100 + RMSE

rRMSE = — 297 (9)
9!]‘1[)

RMSE =

R (8) ITBVT, O, XBEY ¢ 12515 5 BIENIfEE, 0,
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EREZ) ¢ 12 BT ZEHIIBAET M EE, N a5 & 3 2 il
WP 2 B 2RHIAE AR T ERd. 2 (9)
IZBNT, Oy EEFEBRBINE BT 2 BEEMEORKME
ER/MEDZES B FT.

6. EERIER

DT o#rTld, REHIEFRESE L 2P o728 4D
FEBRZIMEDOT — 5 2T 5. RELHIBRAEIEL
EBSINE (FEBRZINE 4) CHLTEIETHLIES
5.

6.1 EMBEEZEAEANOHMRESEKCET 2K
B9 H A A EE A OB RE R, BEEN A RE AR B 4G 10 7
FEWEE2S 50 R E To 40 B E L7z, EEsng
4 % B < BB o B EERIEN M EE & S BE A A BE oA
PP RS rRMSE OSP4l L 6.392% & 72 o 7z,
EBBINE 4 2 EOEBRSINE &R ORI ELR 2 12
KL, HIEREROMCES L LT, EEBESME 3 Ok
NI YR TILT—ORERINT T 7 %K 14 I[IRT.

6.2 JEM - REEEICRET 5 HIEHEE

By HAEAEEANOHIEIREH TH 2 40 BHIZB T, HEE
FEEDER LT SRR 2 S B ERr &g L, HARSA
FEATRA LT\ IR 2 (R B ERg & e L 72 (X 13).
R E IR LERSINE & B < 8 4 DFEER
ZF B LT, M B ERR & AR B ERE O HIH 3= 0

x 2 B EEMEAORIIR SIS 2 HlHEE ((RMSE [%)])
Table 2 Control error for the entire control time with a dy-

namic target angle.

KB INEE rRMSE
1 2.448
2 17.546
3 3.421
4 37.954
5 7.140
6 6.082
7 4.880
8 3.738
9 5.883
PR EBRBINE 4 &
6.392
FR<)
— R --- AR T
20
FRU
%% 0 Qrvh-n;dﬁ:fckg—_¢5‘,..‘P_d\{
B
10
&
=20

10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50
R [s]

14 FEBZINE 3 OHERR N7 v ¥ 71T KR 7T 7

Fig. 14 A control result tracking error from participant 3.
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rRMSE %% 3 IZ/" 7.

J B BVE & APREIEDO ISR DD L) &l
WD, HEBRSINE O RMSE (SR %L, It
DHDH2ERMEEITo 72, AEAKEL%E L2, tH
EDORRER 4 \RT. tEORE, WHFICAHEEITR
W HENLEHo7z (p=0.798).

6.3 HIHBEZEAEOAZIICEAT 3HIHEE

HEEEAEORE SIE, DFoL)cERLE. K
(6), (8) TrEFe L 7i/NEAMI AL 0in, D> 5 I KEAH A 2
Omar TTE 3EGL, HEMEIVNS VTV —TD5 HEE
AN V=7, BEEfAER V-7, BEMAERS IV —
TE L7 (M 13). KERHIERELIEAE L kDo 7 FER
ZMEZ R 8HDERSIMAICEHL T, &7V — 70l
iz rRMSE 23R 5 1ORT.

TN — T OMEMRAER KT 572012, FERSME
D rRMSE ICAZM AL, BEAE V-T2 R (3
ke T BEEMER 7 V— T JBEAER 7V — T B
INT I —T) LT BER L D 5 —TCERE S G

x 3 JHHiBIERE & MREIER OHIEEE (fRMSE (%))
Table 3 Control error regarding flexion and extension move-
ments (rRMSE [%]).

EBRZINE JeE I B (I
1 2.478 2.418
2 11.764 21.856
3 3.553 3.285
5 8.050 6.100
6 7.077 4.893
7 4.606 5.142
8 4.026 3.429
9 5.807 5.962
bR 5.920 6.636

x4 JEMEE L MBETEORIEGRAEICRT 2 ¢ Mg ORFR
Table 4 Results of t-test regarding the difference in control
error between flexion and extension.

F t fiE p fE ()
7 -0.267 0.798

% 5 HEEEMAZORNIET 5 H#FAE (RMSE [%))
Table 5 Control error regarding the magnitude of the control
target angle (rRMSE [%)]).

EE BEAEXR BEMAET BEMAEDN

Zn Tn—7 =" Tn—=7
=
1 2.607 2.258 2.384
2 15.925 17.688 18.955
3 4.497 3.351 1.856
5 5.672 9.242 7.111
6 4.229 8.120 6.323
7 3.029 5.898 5.686
8 3.582 4.643 3.300
9 5.293 5.960 6.379
SEH 5.604 7.145 6.499
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F 6 Il HEAR ORI T S HIHIERAE O 5 Fo ks R
Table 6 Results of ANOVA regarding the difference in con-

trol error between the magnitude of the control target

angle.
Y
HE A
KR f'zgi 2 1‘%33 2.644  0.106
DRI
e 7.243
G 0.167 23 oo

HY) EAiTo7z. AEAKMEZS%E Lz, 58T OfE R
TR 6 (IRY. STHONORE, FHHICAEEIRDS
Nho7z (p=0.106).

7. BEAEGEMEEICETIER

KEOREHETFEICOWT, EHFHOBE,I S5
GHIEEE ) 2/ L Cneh &) 222 E% 4 5. Lopes 5 [3]
TSRS X > THEMESME L RELR (HlIlcE 2L
LT, flffsnrzs EOMEBEREDOAZED IZZ DR
ZREEAIC TS A BR1C1E 5 degree BRI DFRAEDH UC L
FHIL V)T EERL. O DG, AR
DA% FE) \CBIFAEEIREED R 7 2 L& U R 5 e/ Ny
fREEIL S degree FEIE CTH AL L EZOLNAL., UEx 5T 2D
BRI L o TEIEOHORZATH BIS, HEMAKE LD
DS 5 degree A CHIM T E L, RLZZVWHETTR
RAEIRAE &, BEAMBIC & o THIME & N 7> FHERIMTRAE 12
Lo TAMAIEL 2 B AR ICET 2 EEIE VTR W
O, BIEEURB L OEEFERICBW I THh L EER
Ls. BANS [16]) OWFZE TIXTFRMEI * 13 degree &
V) HIBIRRZE THIG L 724%, AR CILERE 0Bltmr S
5 degree Aiff & ) GlHIFRAS & G AAHE & R L7z, DLk
&) 5degree £\ RMSE Ofii%x, FEERZINE 4 %<
EFEBRSINE O B E O R KZALIROFEE Th L 71
T# % rRMSE 16.389% % 1] % fll{f#i 25T = LTI ELOR
BIOEHFEI BV TR T THLEEZOND.

F#2 L0, &R0 1% EOERESNNE D T RMSE FFli
HHED 16.389% & T AR E o/, 72, K& %l
AN U7 EBRBINE % B < EBRZINE OF T RMSE
126.392% & % 1), 16.389%% Tl b5 L o7, DL
KRS, EEEE OB DS oL HHEE TH 5 & v
25,

F72, K3 LD RELHHERAEDI A U ERSINE %
B < EBRS MBI BT 5 IR By ek & MRB)EREZ €
NOFYRMSE (Z& 612 16.389% % FlHl>TWwWa, &5
12, £5 X KRELHIERRAED A U 2g2Bmng % K {5
BN BT A HIEEMER V-7, HIEMER L —
7, HIEEMEE/NT IV — T ZNENOFE rRMSE 33t
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Fig. 15 ESIMAR model and polygonal line model.

b 16.389% % Tlolo>TWw5b., LLEO#ERE 6.2 5 6.3 Hio
KRN S, iR ECHIE HEAEOKE S OfED
S FERUHIEANG & 7 SRS T, )P E OB, S
T A HEEECH L VR D.

8. ESIMAR EFILICEAT 2ER

ESIMAR E 7 V3% O, BERIHORE 255\
DT eI T CIIMEEIAESRMLTLE ) 2ol
TR R, BEHRE S REO Y 7 TIERE
AL UIE X 32k s (R6) 720, K& 3
DOIY) TIZHEENBE LD, 82HBLUSIHT
BN B AR 22 EH T 59 2 TD 320D
)7 ENENDEECELEL, 84HITIE3 >0y T
W2 E T 2 ET I EDZE LI ONWTELET 5,

8.1 I UTHE

ESIMAR ET7WVIZDWT, 2 O m 2 FoPriuiie T
LVHTFOEITV, 3OO TIZ5E L7z, 7B, ESIMAR
ETFTIVTTTIZITOy hENTWSFHENL, ESIMAR €
TIVE DFENRNE T D X IcPin e IR L2 TRk
LB E T VICBWT, s/ S s o
AC1HAE 2 ABEFCORMAZKmEmET) 7, 2 JH»
L3MHEITORMEFmELY 7, 3HE»S 4 HBE
TORMEZS®REZY 7 LR (K 15). SEBRSNE
D ESIMAR ET VB L3200 ) THELrT 7%
X 16 (2”7

8.2 HEET T DRE

BIEITER L&) 7TOREERHES 5720, B
FERIE P ICBI 5% TOMHEE RO, £ 7
D=L, B HEEA ORI ERRE I W T, %
BRZINE 2 L 2% ) TSRS B R O FIVINEE R % B
1 HER A EEAN O K EERE R TR L 722 AR TR L7
bDTHL. ERBINE 4 2B EERSBMFIZL T L%
T T OMMREZOFIGEEZR T IR,

T LY, EBBINE 1, 4, 6 TR EERSINEICH
LCH@ET ) 7 OMHERA 97% % Thls 2 £137% <,
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3T HETT 7
1

1
e 0.8 0.8 0.8
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E IR [mA| ERABIRE [mA) WS AHHEREE ImA]
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Fig. 16 ESIMAR model of all participants and 3-area division graph.

® 7 BEAEHERICBIT 58T T OMEE (%) (EBRSNE 4

Zh<)

Table 7 The usage rate of each area of all participants [%].
e ARG Hp R e R
FREWE 2y xyy  =yy

1 81.688 9.313 9.000
2 0.438 99.000 0.563
3 0.000 98.313 1.688
5 0.313 97.313 2.375
6 40.313 59.688 0.000
7 0.000 100.000 0.000
8 0.000 100.000 0.000
9 0.625 99.375 0.000

MIFROITE A EDEERICBWCHEBELY) 72 H L Tw
b EDGAH, ZDOZENL, BBORETLVOEBD,
FREZAL DS U R 3\ R ) 7 N DA fl S
ERER DT A 2 L2 X o TEI E RS A O %
THEICLTWA Z Lo 7.

— T, EBRSBINE 1B L OERSING 6 (EP5RETY
T OIS EBERVE v FERE RS2, EkOET
MEIZH 720, EESINE 113 ESIMAR € 7 V&5 §
TICHIERERE R T IR TELRIRTH D, EBRS
HOINREL) 7 EHMEL) 7O T 7 OMEEICIT L
AEFEDZ L, BRRED) 7L RET) 7 E TR
BfRE R 3 2N TELRIKTH -7 (K 16). £D7
W, EEBBINE 1 I L TE ESIMAR £ 7FIVAEDY, %
BREINE 6 ISR L CIRsREE =) 7 8 X OFFRsspE ) 7 A%
g ) 7 L FEMOEEE R L, B AT Tz
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9, HIRET) 7 OMHESRNE W) FHERE Lo TV
EEROLND.

8.3 K -=@WEI 7DRE

RIETAERIMIZIZE ALHBETY) TEHEHL TV
TEDED oA, FT LY, PERELY T OMERIE
100%TlE 7% <, RRET) 7B X O ERETY 7 HLE L
LTV g hab. AROHIMERTIE, HiEito
gL 7B L OEMET) 7 (K 15 #Ef) 12y
LA ERIIHIEEEAEE LTHREL TR, £
D728, ESIMAR E7 )V CIHHE L TV AR WEE 2 /RT 2
CIEX o TIBRET Y 7B X OEMET Y 7 O & 45
ETBRMARETHEN) T EDVR D,

EERSINE 4, EEBEZINE 1 OBRELY 7 & EihE T
)7, FLTEBRSING 6 OERETY 7 % K < EBS
HOMRET) 75 VITEEET) 72 H L Tz
BISEISHTH Y, 25T XTORMFIZBIT L ELM
WOREE & B AL OBERY T — & R EREE L 7oA, (SR
I T7HDHWVIEEMETY 72 HHT 5 HEEH 5\ ITEE
DWITNDPDY A I v 7 CHEMESSHICZLL, BE
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Fig. 17 Scatter diagram showing the relationship between the

amount of change in provisional muscle antagonist ra-
tio, the rate of change of provisional muscle antagonist
ratio and the time delay before the change in joint an-

gle occurs.
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Fig. 18 An example of phenomenon 1.
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Fig. 19 An example of phenomenon 2.
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Table 8 The average of cross correlation coefficient.
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Fig. 20 Scatter plot of the muscle antagonist ratio vs. mea-
sured angle and Scatter plot of the provisional muscle

antagonist ratio vs. measured angle.
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Fig. 21 A control result tracking error from participant 4.
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R 9 HWHAOLIZREN B L O AEELERE

Table 9 Dead time and angle change speed of each muscle.

i I 5 %E% falh i %@%
Lo 72 RF[#] [ms) FEA LRI Lo 72 IRF[#][ms) AR
[degree/s] [degree/s]
RERBIIITE 4 ZRR< 150.00 76.74 128.13 77.20
KBRS I O F-EfE
EERBINHE 4 250.00 87.07 500.00 213.06
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