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Load characteristics of bilateral and unilateral strength during the squat in jumpers:
Comparison with bilateral and unilateral leg press
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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to compare the strength abilities of the squat and the leg press in bilateral and
unilateral conditions, and to clarify the relationships between these types of leg strength, subjects’ performances and
the results of field tests. Sixteen male jumpers in athletics were selected as subjects. They performed the isometric
quarter squat and leg press in bilateral and unilateral conditions. Target strengths were peak force strength (Fmax),
relative force strength (rF) and explosive strength (Fexp). The sum of strength in the unilateral condition (UL) was
compared to strength in the bilateral condition (BL). The subjects also performed a standing jump (S]), counter
movement jump (CM]J) and rebound drop jumps (RDJ) as the field tests. DJindex was calculated from RDJ. Their
personal best (PB) and season best (SB) were compared with standards on IAAF scoring tables.

The results were as follows,

1. Peak force strength of BL squat was significantly lower than the squat strength of UL and the leg press

strengths of BL and UL.

2. Explosive strength during the leg press was significantly higher than the strength of the squats but there was no
significant difference in explosive strength between BL and UL during the leg press and the squats.

3. There were significant positive relationships between DJindex and squat strength, which included relative force
strength (rF) and explosive strength (Fexp) during the bilateral condition, and peak force strength (Fmax),
relative force strength (rF) and explosive strength (Fexp) during the unilateral condition. However, there were
no relationships between the field tests and leg press strength.
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B s OEREE I3, BIEICL o TN
KEFBDAE— Vi, BUOEBIEICL > TEEH
MIZERT AL THSRPHELSFOIBERETDH
5. BUIBETIE, BIETOAE - F2RELL
T+ ARBREME 74—V TR MIRESH
LEERKRL )N VRV Yy v T EORBETE
BHLRAENERLE L THLELEINTWVS., 74—
VRTRAMOBEREDICEBT AL, TNIEHD
BN ERBRIELS, KEhe LEEROKES L
A7 7y MZBITEH N EDOMICIEDOHHBREMRD
RENTWE (FFFIVAF—, 1972). 29 L
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BT AHIEEEG DT E A EDH I L B FEE
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YIS, BETFHIZ 2B LTS, LAL,
HHEDZHLREI N L -V FHED»LES
N-EEBRAB L UHHREFTICLI 2 bDTT— %
DRRIEZ EN TV,

HHO (2003) 1 TEAEIOEL 120 EICL AW
R 277y MZXB2&KHH (LT, BL: Bilateral)
EEBRENEFNDORHAS Ty PORKHHDOE
gt (LLF, UL:Unilateral) Q& %#4iTo T 5,
ZORR, BAENIOENLE, BLIZULDD
DEYVH6%DETTHo 7255, 120 ETIL BL
WZUL £ v 827 %bEL, BELREVALNL.
THROLEEEE TIX, BAELBHNERHIO
MRS, BREEAENKE 25 LHERZ
WAKTAHIENHMSNTWS (Linford and Rarick,
1968; Huge-Jones, 1947). # LT, A2 7 v ;D
L) CREMEBOEKE I CEHEZB X 2HIRT 54
P TFohRETHLZ7O0—-XF - F A

i

Fa497 Frzfrv(Z VR H— . F—EX,
2003) TiE, HAORERIEVWHTICHEINS
(IUTF, 2007). HWAEFALNIBAE 120 E
TOMMAZ 7y bTik, BAELBENRAGH
DEBRPLHBRENIIRE SR DY, KBEHOX
BRI L o THAODHIR SN TL £ 9 720 {#
BAOFHTICRKBE R, E2AD5, FHAY
7y FTIEEERDEEE E EXTESTT L
B, REIOFTIFHAEOHEIINE 5 2 & THH
BAESEND., 29 LI-BIEEDEND)TE
BIZENPEL-EBREEZON, 22T, WH
227y bTHAFIROER L 2 5 h - hEE
DX FHAEIL, BIBEE I CBVTHERD 2HE
SCBHICERT 2 DI LEREBRELECE
REHMEEBT L8, WbOI#HO ) %212
FTEELENS. LoT, AMRAZ 7y FTid
BBRN 72T Ti <, RRIOIFEELrmLS
HZEL P L— UV IOEMESN, FEITIE
MEBRAOBILICEREEV ML - DX
INENFIFTDPVETH A I LIPRBENT. —
5, BL W45 7T (Henry and Smith,
1961; Schantz et al, 1989 ; kK&, 1997 ;/~NH,
1998) 2L > T UL £ 0 b HAIMET LW aEM
DIEWMOD L. FZT, BHIEOKED - KA
BI20ETDAZ Ty b &, KBERO T %
FEBRL7-TRICE B2MBAHEENE VY 7T LR
TOBL & ULOHALE S, BHETOER
YRETL, ATy rO M-S EEY PR
WY ALENHE. T/, AV Ty b LIk
RO EBENEETHULMOER I, HEROR
WHER 2B 520 LELZ#HO)D L —
SV TEEZLNEY, TITORNEHERE
PEUEBOEMMAENBELINDLE T4 -V
FAMEDBEBREBRONLICTAIET, ATy

MO ML=V TEHRVPHBNIZT TR, K&
EOTHEIEOUEICD DB LT H-EREA DR
WERRTHIEDLTEL).

UEnZ &2, RFETEIMEB LI TFHT
DAY Ty bV ZTLAOHNHED S HHE
ATy NTALNIHINETOERER % #5t L,
IhoDHEHE T4 —NVFFAMNBXUSBERE
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WERE \TIX, KR¥RE LB CokERER © B
ETABTHRE 164 (it 223 257K, &
£:1.77 £ 0.05m, {AE: 68.1 + 5.3kg) DPHH %
87z, Table 113, HEMEE Z L ITHEBREDO K
WO FEHE L FEREEZRL TS,
WERE OBITREIL, B2 2EEBOHERL N
VR BT IR T 5720 ICEE Sz IAAF
Scoring Table ver. 2003 % Fi\» T B & & ;0 #%kPB)
BIU2007EDY— X v MNELsk (SB) %18
#At L7z (PB score: 813.2 + 142.0, SB score:
774.8 + 122.8). Table 2 (X, HEFfEH Z & 12 PB,
PB score, SB, SB score OF¥fE & EHERE R
LTw5,

B, EBETIOCHLD, HEBAEICHD
ERE\IIFRNICABIZEO B, FHikds L OEERIZ
%) falt s EE T aHHO L, EREOERSM

XY AREBEERL.

2. RBREE)
(1) 297 v ML BHHEN

VL AEERDOHETIR, REHAEL
120 BEIZERE L72IREED L &N TOBM R KRG T
EELZWHRIREE FHZ & 12iTbE7z. ZOBIC
&, WH, FEAZ 9y PEICKEHONRELE
L ZERBS T+ =TSy P T+ —LEEE
B L) ICEERRE L. T2, FHKOH
ECITEHRZ LB G IMNE L 2LETiIThY
7z,

BEEOTFHDI-O, +5 5o +—LT v %
ToTrLbHELZRBL, wr—27 v 7TRHFL
LTHMARIRICE2ENBEORKIE 1 HiT- T
POFRRFEEITo72. A TEIREEELFEDL L
WEIIWCLHT, A=+ 2oBRENTHER
LIRS RAXMEEFTEETSLIHIICLT, &K
HODICELT2L 2 EERFT L2 LOBRL
2. ABOIEF L, EBFOFRICL LB NENLE
2B, BRAELHOERLLIZT ¥k
L, REEBEZE1EE L. 72, EHORE

Table 1 Characteristics of the experimental subjects.

Event n Height (m) Weight (kg) Age (years)
H]J 2 1.80+0.06 72.816.7 21.5£3.5
PV 1 1.68 61.0 24.0
LJ 5 1.78+0.04 71.444.5 21.2+1.8
TJ] 8 1.77+0.05 65.7£3.9 20.9£2.9

HJ: High jump, PV: Pole vault, L]: Long jump, TJ: Triple jump

Table 2 Mean and standard deviation of the personal best record (PB), PB score,
season best record (SB) and SB score by event.

Event n PB(m) PB score SB(m) SB score
HJ 2 2.10+0 962.0+0 2.08+0.04 938+33.9
PV 1 5.20 5.20 1014.0
L] 5 7.04+1.11 927.6+228.9 6.9611.04 910.2+214.0
TJ 8 15.31+0.90 973.8+96.7 14.83+0.88 922.0+93.8

HJ: High jump, PV: Pole vault, LJ: Long jump, TJ: Triple jump
PB score and SB score are calculated from IAAF scoring table.
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B 1cXkaEHLy XS LAT, RESHAEE
120 EIZERE L RED» S HOMEER 1T hE
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(3) Yy EE
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4 v FETIT, HEEFME L CEERE L AE
L7-., EHFREIL, wWihokiEbxERBkESD
gL L, oL EROERALR, RETEEIC
IAEERHRT A0, MFIFEICH TTHE
FTBHEIIIHRLA. S TIIBEEER SR
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3. BEEESUCEHIER
(1) HEHEA

A7 Ty NOBENZ, TAVA NI v I Iy
JDEBIIRELLTA—ATIv V74— A
(Kistler #t8¢ 9287B) 2* L skl 7z. Ly s 7
LAOBERAE, < —COTHIZF—vE
O— Ft (RFMEFEMLHE LTZ-500KA) % ¥
LTEDTBZEL.. BonEhiE, AD
YN=5 %N LTIkHz D} 7)) 7L — T
NV I VI AR, O—IRAT A NI ) V7%
ML 7.

Ly 7T LVATIE, BOHEBEDEL Yy 7TV
AR —=VDTy VT L—ADEETH S 495N
TMELLLOZHENRERHHELLZ. 22T
Ty b L—ADEEIX, U-FEVrHWLE
BEICLDETRILZ., MEE,rOEETX 7Y T
L—ZZEW DA TRIE L7228, 7y b7 L—2
BEROERBICEVERON o7z i s, K
METIET7y b TL—2&ET v 7 FOEEIZON
TIXEMR L TREL 7.

22Ty Ly P TFLVADPZEILL 2 TES
ni-#eRKH7 (LUF, & KHD : Fmax) »
b, RELYVOHAITHLMxHH F) 2&
HL7: ZEABHIGET 52 TOR) —EMER
DERKRAEL%E H 512 DBRFERH T (Fexp = A1/
At) #EH L7 (Schmidtbleicher, 1992 ; Stone,
2007) .

2) Z4=IWKFZX b

TV MAAVFLEDOY X TEBICL 0 TEDS
N7z 22l (t) L EMEE (g = 9.81m/s") #
SCTROFBETOERICESWTHES*EH L
(B LZERIEMTER). Boni-kERDS B
RDJ 22w Tid, ##ERE (t.) % BV T Dlindex
(RFiFA, 1993) U TORDLHERDI.

= = 1/2g (t/2)°
DJindex = 1/2g (t/2)% t.
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Thb. £/, FHEOREM L WEEICEET
HERIE, HEAROEN LR, FHEOHE
=7, HEIAROHENLZE S LT, BFRoD
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R % #BF LTRSS Ok & L TRV 5.
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Fig. 1I3A 27y bEL Yy F T LATHEESR
72BL & UL O&A#H ) (Fmax) =2 — bk ~ (N)
THELZDDERLTVA.

RARHITIE, A2 7 v bo BL A 3258.9 £
631.3N, UL 7%4582.8 = 993.8N, L v 7 7L X
Ti¥, BL #%5071.1 + 1030.1N, UL i% 4882.2 =
737T5N Tho7:. ZhFNOMN 2B L 24
£, BLA7 7y Nk HIE, ULAZ 7y
M, BLLYZZ7VLVA, ULLy Z 7L X Xbh/N
S, ETICHEREVN RO LN,

REL/ ) OMIHITIE, BLRAZ T v kS
49+07, ULA27v b2°6.8+ 1.2, BLL v
FTVANT6 14, ULL Y ZTLAD 73 +
0.8 THhH o7,

Fig. 213 A2 7 v e Ly Z 7L ATRELSK
72 BL & UL ®#B%19#57) (Fexp) % N/ms Tl
L2 DERLTWAS, A2 7 v F TOBRREWEG
771%, BL %% 7.4 + 2.5N/ms, UL #89.7 £+ 3.4N/ms,
Ly 77 L ATiE BL%19.5 + 8.6N/ms, UL #%
20.8 + 6.8N/ms THo72. FNFNOH % L
L7#®R, BLAZ 7y POBERME L, BL
Ly Z7VABIPULLY 7T LADLD LY
INEL, BELRENRDONI. F7/2, ULAZ
7w MZDOWTS, BLLVy 77T L ABIUUL
Ly 7T VADBENH DL SN, BER
ENRD LN,

2. 74—=IFKFX b

Fig. 31, 74 =V FTRAFTOY ¥ v TEE
THEONZFNEFNOBRES (cm) 2 HEL
bDZRLTWA,

74— FTFA ORI, S]DOHKERD
46.5 £ 4.6cm, CMJ] D BkiE% 2%51.5 £ 5.0cm,
RD] OBk E A% 44.7 + 6.3cm THo72. FhF
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¢ RDJDOHES L OBICEEZELRENRD LN,
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Fig.1 Comparison of maximum force (Fmax) between the squat and
the leg press in bilateral (BL) and unilateral (UL) conditions.
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Fig. 2 Comparison of explosive strength (Fexp) between the squat and
the leg press in bilateral (BL) and unilateral (UL) conditions.
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Fig.3 Comparison of the height between standing jump (S]), counter
movement jump (CM]) and rebound drop jump (RD]).
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V=T, A7 Ty MZXBHN (A2Tv b
V=), Ly ZTLRAZEAHN (LyrTSL
ATNV—=T), 74—VETFTAMOHRBEESBLIV
DJindex (74 =)V FF A V=), PBBE
'SB (BEFEEE 7V —F) & L7z,

BEBEIN—-TE 74— VT ANV —=T
T, SBscore & RDJ, SBscore & DJindex & D
MICEEZMEMBBERIZD SN, LaL, B
BETN—TERT Ty NN —=TBLUL v S

Table 3 Correlation between performance scores, field tests, output value of the squat and leg press.

wo o ow I+ & 3 & ] a ] a

= = ” " »

t 5§ £ = & £ v & & & & £ ¢ &

i 8 3 2 £ B A A4 b b b A @ Aa 5 bH D

£ 8 3 8 B 8 £ & & & & & 5 5 & & & A&

PB scoring 1.00 0.92* 0.38 0.23 0.46 0.45 0.16 0.26 0.15 0.24 0.31 0.00 0.17 0.24 0.31 -0.05 0.01 0.15
SB scoring 1.00 0.49 0.41 0.59* 0.56* 0.21 0.32 0.12 0.29 0.36 -0.01 0.30 0.38 0.35 0.08 0.17 0.23
SJ 1.00 0.90* 0.64* 0.53* 0.36 0.39 -0.07 0.46 0.46 0.03 -0.11 -0.21 -0.09 0.16 0.10 -0.23
CMJ 1.00 0.54* 0.42 0.18 0.18 -0.18 0.20 0.18 -0.06 0.00 -0.05 -0.01 0.23 0.24 -0.08
RDJ 1.00 0.75* 0.24 0.38 0.11 0.36 0.46 0.12 -0.07 -0.04 0.20 0.10 0.22 0.15
Ddindex 1.00 0.42 0.55*% 0.50* 0.52* 0.59* 0.57* 0.09 0.06 -0.14 0.06 0.04 0.16
Sq-B-Fmax 1.00 0.94* 0.30 0.87* 0.70* 0.17 0.40 0.08 -0.46 0.56* 0.18 -0.20
Sq-BF 1.00 0.29 0.85* 0.79* 0.19 0.32 0.10 -0.44 0.40 0.16 -0.22
Sq-B-Fexp 1.00 0.43 0.44 0.73* 0.05 -0.03 0.07 -0.14 -0.33 0.36
Sq-U-Fmax 1.00 0.94* 0.42 0.15 -0.12 -0.26 0.31 -0.03 -0.14
Sq-U-rF 1.00 0.48 -0.01 -0.16 -0.16 0.09 -0.11 -0.14
Sq-U-Fexp 1.00 -0.16 -0.25 -0.15 -0.26 -0.43 0.29
Lp-B-Fmax 1.00 0.91* 0.05 0.78* 0.72* 0.21
Lp-B-rF 1.00 0.23 0.54* 0.69* 0.28
Lp-B-Fexp 1.000 -0.10 0.11 0.63*
Lp-U-Fmax 1.00 0.86* -0.08
Lp-U-rF 1.00- -0.07
Lp-U-Fexp 1.00
* p< 0.05

Abbreviations mean as follows, PB: personal best, SB: season best, SJ: squat jump, CMJ:
counter movement jump, RDJ: rebound drop jump, Sq: Squat, Lp: Leg press, B: bilateral, U:
unilateral, Fmax: peak force strength, rF: relative force strength, Fexp: explosive strength.

Performance

[_PBscore ]
[_SB score ]

Field Test

(/’

=N

<« > P<0.05

Bilateral Squat
v 02
’[L Fmax rF ] [ Fexp ] )
TR\X/%um
T
Unilatgral Squat
\\\ l;gax 7r’F Esxp ] y
e =
L1 ) \
-1 Bilateral Leg press
Fmax rF Fexp ]
J
e press
MImlate Le press e )
F F
\ max exp y

Fig. 4 Relationships between groups of performance, back strength, field tests, strength
value of Squat and Leg press. Arrows show the significant correlation.



36 AR—VHEFHE $£2% $£15 FH20£12 A

TVAT V=T EOBICIIAELZHBBRIIAL
nNhehrolz. 74 —=—NVFTAXANITNV=FTLRY
7w M W—7Tid, DJindex ¥ BLAZ 7 v b
DM, DJindex &£ BLAZ2 7 v N DBRED
#7, DJindex E UL A2 7 v bORKH,
DJindex & UL X2 7 v F ®O#M*t#577, DJindex
EULARZ Ty FOBEWHDEOMICEEZH
MEARI RO, LrL, 74—V FFX b
TN=TE VLo T TVAITNV—=TELEORBIZIIEE
ZEBRERO N o7, ATy R INV—TF
EVY ST VAT V=T LD TIX, BLA7Z
Ty OBRAHHEUL LY 7L ADRKEGN
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FNV—THOMBEEREATA L L, BEHEE
7 )V — 7 Tl%, PB score & SB score IZBE 4
Mmoo, 74 —=IVFTFAMNT V=T
Ti¥, S] &£ CMJ, SJ & RDJ, SJ & DJindex,
CM]J & RDJ, RDJ & DJindex & ORICHE E 248
MEFEPEDON. A2 Ty TV —=T T
BL & K#i77 & BLAEX#71, BLEKHH I & UL
BRI, BLEKHD & UL #ad#577, BL AERT
& UL &kf/, BLARX D & UL Mt #p
7, BLEBEWFHH & ULBENE T, UL RKH
S & UL A # OIS H B HREBRTRO &
n7. Ly Z7LVAZV—7Tik, BLREKHH
& BLAEX# N, BLEKH N & UL &KH,
BL & K#i/1 & UL #Hxd #5700, BLAHxH 1 & UL
wAF T, BLAEME S & UL #4383/, BL RS
A & UL BEMAR S, UL & KHH7 & UL 4
A DOEICEE 2 HBEBRIRO L.

V. & ¥

1. 297y bEEUVLyTTLRICEITBHD

i 2%

BAKAHN (Fmax) OB TIX, Fig. 1 IZR& 1
AHEIH9ICBLA2Z77y UL A2 7 v b, BL
BIUULLYZFLRID, WiFhdHEEIZ/N
S0z, BETLIZBLE UL AEEBLTAS
&, A7y P TIIULOBRKH NEBLDOL D
IO REL, BEREVFRDOLNIZD, Ly 7T

VAIMEDOHICEELREZIROON 205 72,
A7y beRE—ABILLEALY ST LTI
BL & UL & ORICEDPRD LG Do 72025t
L, A2 7y T BL & UL £ DRJIZEATD
LENTWAEWVHZ EiE, WA 7Y bTOH
DETIEEEGIETICLEA200L0E, &L
AIKBERDFTHHEEIZ L o THRADPHIR E NS 72
LT HETHE (FEITH, 2003) 2#FEL
TebnkEZONE, RICBLEULAZ Ty b
DERBNELV Yy ZTLVATORA LB L TH
¢, BLAZ 79 MIBLVyY /7 LABLY
ULLy T VALEDBMICEEBELRENRDLNT
w3, —%, ULA27 v MEBLBLUUL
Ly 77 VAOHDEDBIZERZIRD LN 2o
7 (Fig. 1). BLAZ 7y s TOBRKHE NI, 7L
ML & BEE) T B 72T IEHE T & RBED
T EDOARIRELE NS, FLT, 22Tk
KEERDOH DFIRIZ & > THM THIES L5 HH
BAOLDSHEANI NS bLEZONS, L
AH, Ly Z 7L RIBALES L LEEBHT
HbH1:D, KBRIMDOIZFHERRICL 2EELTITIC
CWwZexHBLS UL DHHEEDFHD S
5. D%, UNMEEBMND L ) ICEBFRL LT
ET, AR TIIABRIRIC L 2 HAFIREA A C
5., IND, BLAZ Ty bbby TLRAED
MICEZE LIS HEBHEEZONSE, —F, K
MAZ7v b (ULRZ27y k) SWHAZ T Y
MERBRICEAMIC L BB TH A, 20720, W
HEDIABRROZFHEELTAMLTHISNS
P, FHRCTEIEE L ERTESORMBRE 25
TeDIWIZTEHA 27 v b iE EERRE O SIHIRIC &
LPRBEZT RV, Lo T, FEAZ7 v b
(ULZA 277y 1) 3ARBMOIHE#EEIBES T
HHNTIEH B2, ZOEEYZT I RWEEANT
DHBEANTH o727, HBEBIVHITKE
CRBL7-dbnEEZONS.

ATy VY T TVAFNFNTEHELN
BL & UL OB %EBEF S (Fexp) D& TIE, BL
227y hEBLBLIUOULVYZ 7L A, UL
227y hEBLBLUULLY ZTLAEDE
WEEBLREVGRDLN, FA—&BWN® BL & UL
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EOBIZIREELREIRO SN o7z (Fig. 2).
BEWE S (Fexp) OHNZEH T LIZATHA
2k, X277y FTI3BLA7.4 + 25N/ms, UL
7597 + 34N/ms THAEDIZxFL, Ly 7TV R
T BL #719.5 + 8.6N/ms, UL 2%20.8 *
6.8N/ms & 2L EOERALNTVE, ZTD &
ABAT Ty FELY T TLATRKEREDNADL
N7-HEIZ, A2y P TCEENE2RETHL &
T AL LT ERE ZORBERELLZDTDL
REINIEHTFIEEL T EEZLN
5, AT bDE)REFIILAEIT-XF -
FATA Y - Fo AT EBRBREHOR
TZEoTHAREENS, 2D L & DKL,
MBHCBT VI ICHheRETLI L L,
HEBEHOERBEICREST 2 Z L2k oN 5
(FPA, 1994). L ZA, Ly ZTLADL)
CTFRICREINZZ70-X R - F 25497 -
FrAfUTIE, A7 Ty bERR)EKEHOTE
BEEIIHER XN T w5, 2F 0, KRB L HHE
HOERBLECERET 2LEN WD, KR
NOHRPHTTELTRBEN TS, Ly 7 TL
AT, ZH LBz EEerolzZ & TH
WREDZABICHEE LT TE AT LA, A
77y NOBENHNHLOLERTERY/-) 0
HAWKEL Lo zBREELZONS.

2. #HEBREDBBERES

T4 = RTAMIBITAHETG T FLENA
THbE, CM] RO EL, SJ & RDJ &L DR IC
BELRENEDOLNTWS (Fig. 3). 9 L7z@k
BE LB ELOBBREATHASL L, SB score
& RD] ®° DJindex D213 A = 2 tHEARE1RATER
HDHENTVAEALDOD, SJBLUCM] & ORIZIZ
EHLNTWiror: (Fig. 4). BEEMEESICE
J B 8T —BEOFHEIC oW TEMA (1991) 2F
La— L-EEEERICBITLAMERTOLET
b, AIFFELEMRICCM] DD DT IEL, S
IIRD] L AIREORKREIRINTVE, £ T
‘&, RDJ D X9 &Rk T, BRERIZEWD
DD, RKIIES] R CM] D 2 5, BRI
1/3 ThHotzk L, SJRCMJ & iz TEL 2

HRBEOAIANTHAEILEREL TNA,

CCTOHOMENDIZEBT AL, RDJD LD
E R TIE, BONAEEIKE pEE 2R
7L, izXzxTwb (B, 2000 ; Kurokawa,
2001). LT, EolWPkALDE oL
BT L ER R L (T ITEER - RIEA D
FE»OHERI%Z ) FLFAETAZI LR E %
5. AR (1982) 1%, BSUIBSOMMRIIZ B
WFR vy 2N LTELTICER, EFHREBMICLS
D “NA Lo TETNLES NEN, B
WIZHR LD ) 2 e, ) EL{EE - £EFSh
BIOOBMEDIAI vy a—F 1 r—Ya
EZHIE, FLT, IhHNFP—FNVENT
ForhHe LTHEIERL, RIEAT % BH&KIC
ST HBEORLHES) (Eccentric thrust) # T& 5
RIL e bE) %8R0 ROPLETHS
EEBBELTYS., RFFEIIBVT, 29L&
RDJ %° DJindex & SB score & M IZHK & 7 F RS
BEFRDOLNTWEZ LiE, ZOEFOEREE
2, BHNEEDLOICIERKBTLEL &
BB L VERB E~O FHEFI AR ST
Wl bkEZoN5E, T/, KIFFED DJindex
3.0+ 05 Tho7. TNIEFLELDAR—Y &
Frexg e LZFFS (1993) O3 L FET,
% 2 T Bk ETF & IEHEEF O Dlindex 23D
BHOEFICHEBLTELIEL, KFFEICBIT
LHHERED, REEFOEMBEMNEL L TEVEY
RECTKELREGLESL VWL LEZLN
5.

3. Z4=IVRFRAPERTTy hBLTL YT
TLZOHEH EDER
TN—=TTEDORBREARIET A, BERBES

W—=TW@ERAZ Ty VTV =TBIOLY TR

TNV—T7TORNEDOMICHBEBERIED LR

Lol., 74 —=IWVFTFTANINV=TLiT, Lo s

TVAT V=T DRICIZHEEZMHBEREIRD

N olz, ATy NIV —TEDOMICE

B HRREARIRD b7z (Fig. 4).

DJindex & DRIZE E 2 HMEABRIZED L/

ATy NOHMAREIIEB L TASLLE, £2T
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TR YA T Iy s HNEEEZLTNLDI
L, EEIIEBREFEE VAT T4 v IR
NEEI YL S5 (Dick, 2007). A7 T v
FNCEETELET A0, B I ORBROE
BREE, TRICL - TERESNIHHOERR
PR BRELZINTEMEELET A LN
T&E2w, 2F ), fEARENDBIEZ FKELE,
Whbwa (8o | koo nTwb, $7,
RD] O¥kES % B EFE Tk L 72 DJindex T3,
B L72& 912, TRICE o THESIN-EHE
FICHEAREHREEE L 20N, RIEORVHE
RO##\BHIENTERY., 2F), 74—V F
TAMBRZ Ty M HBEDOERELIZEAE
EHMEMEBET S8, Thbb [#ID] Ak
HDONTWAZ LD, MEICEEZHEMERERIER
Loh-BRHEEZONE, —F, Ly 7 7TLXR
I AHEERTHE. FOD, EEOE
BRFICLEL SNLBBREOZIFHELTLEL
Lv, L7225oT, MBERICHEERST 20
WL ERERBROTIFREER C R T 5 HEEA
DREBREEZVLEL Lo/l &, 74—
K52 M EDBICERVALONE Do R BEHEE
A5,
BREMGHORBTIIL Yy 7 L ADHIH X
7y FEDDLREVI EDNRENT VAN
(Fig. 2), 74 =)WV FF A OMEBERIEL v
FTVATERDONT, HIZAI Ty PEDRA
RO LNTWSE (Fig. 4). T 74—V K7
ARNTIE, HOATRL, EFHDI—FT4 % —
YavEERBLALPT, BEYYOKREL2HH
REFROONTVELDOTHA). Lo T,
BEREFO L) ICEMEFHTHO V2RO LN
L ER, HEBEEIOATE L, KEHSBIT
HED B HEF 2 ZE LR TOHIREILE
ThrrtEzbND,

V. EfS JUEBRENDTRR

AWFFEOBINE, MEHEFMICLARZ Ty b
VL T T VAOHAOEBENCEBHAZ Ty bO
HHET2&FL, SUBIUOEAIZXI B HAL

T4 —=WVRTAMNOBEBEPOLAIZTY DL —
SV TERYPOLDPICTEILTH o7, HEBEE
i, REEEFETICHET 2 EFHRERT 16
LR E L. ERERT, WOoMEHOEE

ELTHRAEI120ETDORAZ Ty ey S L

AEWEERMZ EIITo72. 74—V FF X b
3, REhZLEERK, KEH)EEK, 5ELESR
VNN Y RO T ThHotz, 28, BHEER
EEHMZ B TR 2 24T ) 208t L
TTEREBABIVF 74—V TR bEDIGE
BRERE L. MHEFICEZ2R7 Ty M E
Ly 77 VAENEFNRORDLEE, 29 LTHE
SNHEBRHE 74—V FF X FBXUBRR
BLEOIMICBERE ST LR, LTI &8

LIk o 7z,

O \mAHH (Fmax) Tid, KEBIRO T EHtkhE
DEE*ZIFTHD, BLAZ v FATUL
A27Jv b+, BLLYZ7LVAX, ULV v
TV AR TEHEREINE o7,

@ BEWH N (Fexp) oW TiE, Ly r 7
VAT R Z BT 50153 L
T, A7 7 FTIIHBRIBOIFFEREEZ N L
THEBAOI & sZ T, UL G BL
EDL Yy T TLADRDNER Ty bE YD
BEIIKE o7,

@74 —=NVFFAPDI L5, Dlindex 12— X
Ui ieEk (SB score) & DORIZEE AR
BRARD 57z, Z® Dlindex (¥ BL 2
7y MIBUT AN (F), BENED
(Fexp), ULAZ 7 v MZBTEEREGH
(Fmax), Hxt857 (F), B%E85%55 (Fexp)
DRICEEZMHBEERIRD L. —F,
Djindex iZV v 77V R L ORICKE B 2 1%
B oY (R WA

EBRE~NOREE LT, X277y MIVATIT
bialzd, MEEE &L ITEREE L U LK
DEREH AR LECRETALENHY, B
WL o THRESNLBENIZEIT 2 VEBRTOL
BRFICHRTHHBEL LT AL TE S,
Bz, MM 27y FTIiE, BMEEHOMEILD &
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b5 Ll ORBEHOZFEREET M ESEL T L
WHBERVDHLELEEZONS., #LT, FHA Y
7y T, FEREHRETEELRYFSOMMES
EEN, MIZHT28SEHAZ 7 v bR
TE A, LoT, o< % L-RETOH
HRNDICERLEEV ML —= v 7L LTOWRE
BVRPREING., —F, BUATITbRBEL Y I
VAIREE 2R L - HERNOEHNTH B /2
O, AR L CREH D 5 B D JIMER ) % #e4,
BILT A2 ML -0 L LTHAMTHAS. 29
LcZeErs, MEMEFMIZEAZX 2Ty FBX
CLy 7 7TLRE, #NEFREBICE U fvg
UPLBICEEEEZOND,
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