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Abstract

In the present study, two experiments were conducted to investigate the influence of
changes in emotion and attentional foci on lower limb muscular activity and spinal reflexes
when performing a supraposutral motor task. In Experiment 1, healthy male participants (n
= 11) viewed 30 pictures (10 neutral, 10 pleasant, and 10 unpleasant) taken from the
International Affective Picture System when they performed an upper limb aiming task by
standing. The Hoffmann reflex was obtained from the right soleus muscle by stimulating the
tibial nerve. EMGs of the right soleus and tibialis anterior muscles were recorded. Each
picture was presented for 13 s and 10 stimulations at 1 Hz were administrated. Results
showed that no significant differences in the EMG amplitudes, EMG frequencies, and
Hoffman reflex amplitude were shown between the three picture conditions. In Experiment 2,
healthy male participants (n = 11) performed similar motor task of the Experiment 1. After
10 acquisition trials, they performed 10 internal focus trials and 10 external focus trials.
Whereas participants were instructed to focus arm movement during the trial in the internal
focus condition, they were instructed to focus external target in the external focus condition.
Dependent variables related to EMG activity and spinal reflexes were similar to the
Experiment 1. Results showed that there were no significant differences between internal
and external foci conditions for all dependent variables. These results via two experiments in
this study suggests that sometimes lower limb muscular activity and spinal reflexes
excitability might not be modified by emotional and attentional changes during postural

control with a suprapostural motor task.

1. [IL®IZ
AR =Y R EFITBNT, Fox 138k~ 7 DB L ANE U5 WGl 72 8 T8 2 & 0,
HIEL T 57 3 —~ U AERHETHZ LN ROOND. AR—YOREGEHEEZDL L, BT
HE RO DT —~ 2 AOFREZLET HLHEMER & L URESCERED 2 Fr—Ld
RINBZEF BN D, B, R, K072 EORPEEOFERe, B L TEREZ @&
/\ﬂ?f“ﬁﬁiiéfﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂézl/'C7£‘i§b%L26. — 5T, T REE, ST R EDAR—Y L
IZREEEIND L0, REEOHIICED2FEED 2 hue—/UE, N7+ —< 2 ATk
LTE®%%%%O7~X%%M
TOLXHREEEEICL, AT, EE ST b —~ AR TR OREREE OB AT RE
U 7= SEEh AR DREREZVICE B LT, BRI ST 4 ——~ o A LRSS S B RS & 5L D
IND, Z OEEHIEENE ZEENICOET L, ORMEE (@RPREaRR), OFH (K
RHRARRE) , QFHESE) - BIfF CGREGHRS) D 3 DO LV KBITE D, EELEEDOLEL
TEEN RS OO B A i L 72 A TAFZE 23R D &, BRI S INMIIEE. (internal focus) 73
SAEIEE (external focus) (ZHARTANT 4+ —< AZADOMREZFSZ & (e.g., Wulf et al,,
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1998), Z DOHIG % E L fHEEICENIEA 7 =X & (e.g., Lohse et al., 2010), & 5T/ P- AR
& OFEFRIATRE U 7= ES I &FHEI A 1 = X A (e.g., Coombes et al., 2005) 3B 5 7)MZ72 > T
BY, OQOHIEE) « BEL L TIEZ OHMANGELN TS, S HITIEFEOMREIF IR
T DI TFEDE LR 215 10, SRR PEAE OFEFITLE 5 KM O —YGESD Y (e.g., Hajeak et
al., 2007) oM /L IEFNEF (e.g., Oliveri et al., 2003) DOEEMDOE KR ED X 912, QD KB
B L VUZKT 2R b EZ <G ST 5.

ZOEH 7, QOFHLMZELTUE, YIAAA NI ITARA R Ly F - va—h=v
T e A I N ENSTEHGEICREEIND K DI, EEIRT o U R T L7 AR B D
HIE, fEkE Y BE S %< OWFFEMTOA TS, Loy LAWFZETE Y # 5 DEAYER & o RE
IZOWTOMSEE, BN/ E REL THIEFITDRVWBLRIZCH D, 20 L9, EEjA A —
(e.g., Oishi et al., 1994) , FATIZH 1T 5 LB AR ZZ (Sibley et al., 2007) , #REED EES FE OB (e.g.,
Llewellyn & Prochazka, 1990) 72 & O 72 LB ERIC L » THBEK S OMEINAEL 5 2 &
DHE SN TS, AR TIZZN O OMZEIZEBRE L, EE) ST 4 —~ 2 ZADOFEFHITEIE L 720
PR & L~V TOEBH ORI A R A2 BB ST H LA R HIE L
L7220 FEREIT-T-.

FEBR 1 T, SEERREZA TR IS 1T D PR & A TUAE O MR 2N B SRR IS T T R A
TARDZEEAME L. B 2 T, EHEEITIFICE T 2 FH N ERICANNEE
(internal focus) & 7MTEE. (external focus) NMKIETTHELZTHRDL Z L2 BN E L=, o8,
ARFGED 2 SOEBRIC BT DEBFREI T, S TO BRI K D a 2 v 75 (FEAEEN L)
ZHWE. BERICB T 2HERCHE, I 7B 056 3y Moy T 47, NL—R—/Z
B —TRL—7, W8 .5l - 7T —F = U —7e EOENTEH 72 EOFx OFER) A F LR
Bl L TETFOND LI, ZNOLDOEEAXF )V TIIAEEE THRXT7 4 —< U AERBET 5720
(2, SMALITET D TR DTGB 2 JIC R AR D 72N b, PO BEE N L 5.
DX D) IREEN A R L ORPRARRRE L LT, SMALICBW Tl FETAA—2E L, MhichH5H
S R—DREMICHEE LT L — — R A X =l b a2 TE 5B —FHEE5 2
L FERSINE \CE ST, ZOEBREAIT> T DRI, BEHRICEREZ 5 25
LT, FEEE T ALY Hoffmann S (H &) 2R L, FHMKFORE S &5 L.
B, ZOEEBHEEI T TWDEEOE 7 A LRI EHOMKELREERT 5 Z & T, BES
HEE O T OFHIEENC KIETEL &by TRFt L7z,

E&R 1

2. WY

BN DZAL DN BES SHHERE 12 KT B O WTHEATIFSE TlE, & AT (Sibley et al., 2007),
IR DAL EYE (Hoffman & Koceja, 1996), 72 6 NI TREDEROK X (Llewellyn &
Prochazka, 1990) (2 X 2 ZBHIHARZZIC L > CH RKENIHEISN D Z ENRESNL TS, L
2L, ZAUH OB TIEZ < TN & D EIE DR MITBNT, REEE L WD 1 - DORENE D7
RO PF->TEY, ZOMDEIFTHOWN TSNS TRV, EIFOSBITIIRk 2 R 7ENH
DN, ELIRPEERE B AGE (FEH, 2006) TiE, B4 - kL (fight or flight response)
AU 70 E OIEBTEN A 5| okl Z 9P ASPRIEAE 23 ARG IZALE ST B, FHITINA THAR
A, FaElE, MrEES e N OEILORE AR TR I NI B ST 5.
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AIFGETIX, ZNDOkA ZREE O TN G, FEIGSIC L A EETE 2 5] X 2 T 5UAGEHE &
L CHR-APESEICE B Uiz, BT TIE, PR AR PRIEE 23 3 il i R L - RT3 B D0 T
TEEDHEE OB & W o T-EIEZ L (Coombes et al., 2005), 72 5N RO K LW 7= &
FEI D2l (Coombes et al., 2008) NAEL D Z ENREINTEY, Z0OZ & F - RHPEE 2 A
R—YVHHIBIT DEER AT /VICHEET L L AREBL TS, DFD, AR—YHFHERIZBWT
P RPRRBAE N FER SN P THE RN T =~ A BT H720120F, 26 OREOLEAL
(it L2 BB TEN 2 & DB H 0, T DI DI IT PR PEAE (AT L 7= S Eh A o Rk RE
PACEFEMIZIND Z BB EE E 2 5. ZO—BE U TARERTIL, P APREdE 235 i SO 6E
ICRIETHEBLFHRD L2 HE L.

FEERAN P AN PURSE OBEEAT 5 121E, 26 ORIEEFIET D 12 DICER S - BB
MAGTNE S VDN D . JATHFRICB VT Y, 73 L AR ZHIET 5 2 & TlR-RNIEE A F
BESCRHSREIC KT T RENTR O TR Y, PR PIEN 255787 5 B2 HIlJK (Bonnet et al.,
1995) <CB& I (Both et al., 2003) (2L > T7 & L AR A KT D Z E0NHE ST
L. L LIS O T, EERREEZ I ThRWEFRIREEBICB W TIR-RREE 2785 L, 0
BROBFRSEISEDNHE SN TS, AR—YHEIZEIT 5 /37 + —~ o AR TEE) A F 1
Z AT LT D i HOIEIE OZAGIZ Y O BEEATEIO AN EERER THY, ZOREBRELA
WFEClE, babk U7 EEm R E 217 - T 5 B P IC BRI IG2 % 5iék L 7=, Bonnet et al.<°> Both
et al. DIEATHFZE & RIARIS, SEERREZ 1T > TV D EHFIZE W T HPREE B XL ORPEIFIc L - T
FTRESCI AR T D Z & 2 FEBRGH E L.

3. Hik

3. 1. ERBIE

11 A DOHRFRFAEBLOFHFRFEAE CEEF i 20.45 5%, FEHERZE 0.68 %) MBI LT,
7B, ERANCETOERSMEN A T+ —L K artkr F a5z,

3.2. BEMIH

TE BN AT PSR- R EE 2 5% 3 5 72912 International Affective Picture System
(IAPS; Lang et al., 2005) Zf#ifH L7-. IAPS % F\ Tkl & EBHE OBfR &2 T~ TV D 51T
%% (Hajcak et al., 2007) #5E(2, AR—VHICEREL ED K 512 10 BOPRENE 25557
L2 DEE (BEES 2070, 2311, 4180, 4659, 5628, 5450, 7325, 8170, 8501, 8540) , ik
RKG72 ED 10 MO NMREIE 2% T 55 H (BEEF S 30561, 3053, 3102, 3150, 6560, 9405,
9410, 9433, 9635.1, 9920) , 72 L NI B HEER E D 10 o FHEEE (GHEFK 5 7002, 7004,
7020, 7041, 7150, 7175, 7224, 7233, 7235, 7705) Z#®AT"

3. 3. EHFRE

PRI BHBINIAL (R &2 > AMRILEH) OREEZISHE, E (9cem X 9lem) DOESFEAMIZEY
FHF 7B 3.5em DHIRIRDO AN =% T T LEZ. WTa \—OhR T S8, BENEE
THERORTHICENTRETIE L2, N—OHMIZIT L —F—RA ¥ —%3E L, ERBIN
FOLEMIFIZmT TOea it Lz, ERSINE OEFR B AT 210em OALEIZER lem O
SOCHBE ) 2T, &7 13 BRICBW AL R E L—P—FKRA v X —DN % —K
SEAEHERRE AT O L oKD KA SHAERS HETOESIE, KEND L—P—RA
VHA—FTOERIE—ET D L ICERSINEEHICHE L. EFEAE, AT 90cm, &
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& 110cm OfZLBEICHRE SN 21 A v F DT 4 AT U AICERL, TOEEAEM LR S
TR, 20, AT AIZERSINEG ORBFICAST, F0 X ) ARHERRE TERSMN
FIIERERREE T 7.

3. 4. ABIEEOEH L&

Fe T AL ARICEHIC, B lem ORI 2 ik B 4 B H AR 2cm THE L,
Yo7V VTS 1000Hz, 7 b A7 JEE G 10-2000Hz © EMG Z3E M L (Power Lab
26T, AD Instrument Pty. Ltd., Castle Hill, Australia), Ft&krJREIEZ & T A fHi3+bmV & L, Ai
EETIFE2mV & L TRl L OGE&E L7= (Chart 7 for Windows, AD Instrument Pty. Ltd.,
Castle Hill, Australia) .

M it L OVH #iE, imifE 8em2 DR GEEMA I EICE X, B 6mm OMEREMEmE
R EE D R 1k 2 T B a2 LB Y T, T A Y L — & — (SS-104d, Nihon Kohden, Tokyo,
Japan) Z T 1ms QR Z 1 DER CERTHI LICLY, BT AFHOMHER Eo itk
L7z, it b arhdmiae & HIc T LN RCHMCEET D Z &2k, RO e % it
L7z, E£77, DADOEGEH (SP0180, AD Instrument Pty. Ltd., Castle Hill, Australia) & %/8
% (MLAC35/ST, AD Instrument Pty. Ltd., Castle Hill, Australia) Z W\ COE b iedk L7-.

3.5. EEBRFHE

EEFRE Z BIAT 2 NS, KM e & QNS e COBENALIZ BT 2 K HEZHIE L.
REBRSINE OFR M IEIT ) 16.48mV (FEHERAFE 1.81mV, #iPH 7.98-25.95mV) TH Y, £
DIRMEIZZE L RF ORI L) 52,27V (BEHERAZE 7.15V, #§iPH 20-105V) Toh-o7-. Fi-
R H T 6.59mV (BEAERRE 0.72mV, #iPH 2.71-11.59mV) TH Y, ZORFORIKEE

I8 42.27V (FBE.: 175 5.84V, #iPH 18-78V) Th-o7-.

ZDHIZ, HEIZIEN ST A7-00ME 3 BITEITo121&IC, b8 s 725 30 #RAT4 Fhi
L7z, MEBRATCIET A P CTIEMEH L2WREIEETE 18, AREESTE 1, BLOHHEEE
1 BEHWE., £TTIE, 25 1 505EY 13 PRIERL, ERSNEIIEENZ RSN
TWHRIFZEDEEZFH LN D, FRHCABRIGRENRE TE LR —HIEHZ LTkl
THEEZLD LI R Lz, S0 RITEK A ZE%IZIE, SAM (Self-Assessment
Manikin; Lang, 1980) (2[R X¥7-. SAM [ XEAE AR HIP R 2 PR ARl - (valence)
k%@%ﬁf (arousal) % 9 HEICL Y EEMICFEHIT 2 EMKTH Y, EOEHEM & 4L
I TS (Bradley & Lang, 1994).

2 30 FATIZBWT, At T A & AR E M OMEE 7 5 N MAEIXEEO 2R 4 Billa L
f_p %5 11 ek LTz, AIRE R~ OESAEIL 2 3170 16 378 L, £ < DT

AW BTV FIEICH, K H EOK 50% ORENEH SN RETE 2 5270, &
;ﬁﬁ*ﬁu%w%ﬂ@ﬂﬁﬁ (3°F-15) 35.55V (FEVERRZE 5.18V, #iPH 15-68V) Th -7z, EXFIHIE
EMG Oitskabad 7= 1 % L0 1 BHR TR 10 Bofig %« 5 %, 1 3 47H12 10 D H «&%uaﬁ
L7z, BEHBITIERSMEBICT VX LIER LD, BXMEE 5254 156 RITICBW T
REETE, RREEEFE, THEELZZNETN 5 T OBEICEREIND Lo L. B
WA EERITH L IHMBESITICE X A MOV T L EBRBINFRITH Y L X — T A%
ST RIS, B T AW ERIE T OZ st U CERPEMIHEIC X 5 R RKiiiER (MVC)
Zatdk Lo,
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3.6. T—HGHT

b7 A & RIS EHOMTEENCE L TE, BEMR~OESHME 52 T\ 16 #7445
Mratgel U, #4790 EMG #kigE LT RMS 25 L, EBRSINEHOT —2% OLE &2 57
7o OICERBINF R R R RIS T 281G (WMVC) 28 Uiz, S BICERERNT 21T
9 ZET, ARITICRIT B AR PR D B L.

HEIZB L T, &FUTICEIT 2 10 BOBSAMIZ L 2 HIEEOREO VY ZH N L., -
H i OER, &7 AHOEEMHIEE EMG) OZMIEKAFET 20ED, S HIIFHEHHTH
HHTEHE D bDEMG DZAIZ K 2 IHIBEREIIKAFT 2 WS E 572018, dAURIEE
A7 40ms ® bEMG @ RMS #5 H L (Hoffman & Koceja, 1995), &FEEBSINE DL T A M
B 5 10 HBORKERTOR T O bEMG %Rk, EBRBINMERIZWMVC #HH Lz, &7
A FIEEIRFIZ351T 25 DEMG & H K OIRIBIZEMERICH Y, H ORI 5 bEMG O
AR T D201, ERHNRIC L - CEH &z H K22 ORI OERTO bEMG TR L7z H
¥ gain ZHH L7 (Hoffman & Koceja, 1995). & 512 H K gain ([Zxf L C, EBRSIMEROT
— X OO T OICFHERSINE I H K Z7iek Lz 16 3TICk1T 5 H ¥ gain O L
PR 22 2 AT PREIE S, ANPRIEE S, TSR D H K gain & ZEIZZEH#L L 7.

SAM (Z L » Citdk L7- valence & arousal, [0A%%, & 7 A & RIEFH O EMG #RiER L O
JE L, H i Gain @ Z fE, © 7 A & HIEEH O bDEMG #RIEO S TOREBAEEIIKT LT, &
HHEESEM (3) ZFEMSMEWNER L Lz 1 BRSO E1TO 2 & CRUMOFEIED A%
T EBRBINENERICHT S Mauchly OEREMEREIZIE WD TESEMUE TE WS
121, Greenhouse-Geisser (& & 5 HHE & FRAEDHEME A H L2, TAMEIZIE Bonferroni
DORREZ AW, AEKEXWIRBREIZ XD 5% A & L.

4. fER

4.1. RIEBMEOF = v 7

Table 1 |21, FIREGESLFICBIT 5 SAM IZEC A L 7= valence score & arousal score, 725
N MAB D R FEBRSINE O3 LR A2 R LT, T OFE R, valence (F (2, 20)
—137.96, p <.001, 7,°=.93), arousal (F (2, 20) =30.23, p <.001, 1,°—=.75), HR (F

(2, 20) =27.19, p <.001, 1,?=.73) DETIZBWTCEHKED EREN RO LN, LHEILEK
12 X4, unpleasant §:/4:® valence 7% neutral 55 & pleasant SRIHFIZHTHEIIL/NEL (p
<.001), pleasant §f® valence (% neutral SFHEIZLENTHEICKRE -7 (p <.001). =56
|Z unpleasant 5™ arousal 73 neutral 5:ff (p <.001) & pleasant 5 (p =.008) T~
THEIZKE L, pleasant 54 arousal & neutral 551 (p =.001) [ZHRXTHEICKE o
7=. F£7=, unpleasant 54D neutral S5 (p <.001) & pleasant 554 (p =.002)
IZHRTHRINES o T,

4.2. EMG & H ¥

Table 2 1T1%, FEEFEEITIZH T H EMG IZBT 22 TOEE, 726N H il gain D45
BN O AR E R LTz, BT OFER:, & TOEBIZB W TSRO EZHRITFRD
Lotz (p >.230). ZHEHESTIE, pleasant §:F® H i gain 7% neutral S/t~ T
REWMERAZRLIZD (p =.083), ZOMOELIZIT 5 5:M4MICITAEZEL X OAFEBEMIT
oot



Table 1

Means and standard errors of valance score, arousal score, and heart rate in each

picture condition

Neutral Pleasant Unpleasant
Valence score 5.19+ .22 6.69+ .19 2.08+ .17
Arousal score 1.43+ .26 3.18+ .49 4.74+ 61
Heart rate (bpm) 87.97+ 4.50 87.50+ 4.58 85.45+ 4.63

Table 2
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Means and standard errors of all EMG variables and H-wave gain in each picture condition

Neutral Pleasant Unpleasant
RMS of SOL EMG (%MVC) 12.93+ 2.56 13.14+ 2.41 12.74+ 2.32
Mean power frequency of SOL EMG (Hz) 141.30+ 5.72 140.24+ 5.78 138.49+ 5.82
Median power frequency of SOL EMG (Hz) 118.01+ 6.25 117.43+ 6.02 115.37+ 6.48
RMS of TA EMG (%MVC) 85+ .11 83+ .11 87+ .13

Mean power frequency of TA EMG (Hz)
Median power frequency of TA EMG (Hz)

126.25+12.43
101.50+14.91

129.54+£13.69
105.23+£16.98

125.68+11.74
100.88+13.65

H-wave gain (Zscore) —.01+ .07 14+ .05 —.11+ .11
RMS of SOL bEMG (%MVC) 12.15+ 2.42 12.28+ 2.51 11.87+ 2.39
RMS of TA bEMG (%MVC) 89+ .12 92+ .11 95+ .12
5. B

BB 2 0ERRHEIE & LT, SAM & VTR~ 72 FEI 7o - R 3 X OV
FEDRERNG, pleasant FF Tl neutral SR THRIEEESCREEN KX <, unpleasant
254 C neutral IR TRIBIEFESCREN K E NoT2. 2D ORERIT, REBRTHEHL
7o TAPS |2 & 2 HRIgklE 36 L OIS OBAEN EBRSINE O.LEREICK L THER CTh o722 & %
RLTWD. 512, unpleasant SFI2H81F 2 HEEE X pleasant SRIFICHERTH REN -T2
EMD, RREEEEIZB T 28EN L ITODEEIZH L TE ThH o7 E45. Z0OXIHIC
FBIPREEERE IR L ClE unpleasant §:/F253 b mVMEZ R L7228, AFAYFEEE & LGl
Wz BV TIE, unpleasant 54 Tl neutral 5e4:<° pleasant S/ I AR TRV MEA R L 7=,
SF VY, unpleasant FAFIZE W TARPUEE EEZ BTV D IZ B R R OTEENXEERI I3
Hill SI=As, FERSBIMELE O K pABMRIS 2 ERIRNCITEE L Tz EaHliL 72 & B 2D
nb.

pleasant 554 & unpleasant FRIFICEBWT I O X 5 72 LEIRYE L OVERMZENAE T 59T,
T Th o T A EHIIE T OTEE O Th 5 EMG HRIES EMG BR8N TUT,
R OFEEZEIT RSN 2T, 2D OFERIL, ARERIZIIT 2 BIERIFIC X2 PUEECR
PEAE OFEFDS, LI CEEREEREE 21T > T D i ORBGIENZ B 5 TR O AiTE B
BAERIEI o7 2 L2 LTS, REHIEIZEI 5 TR OATEE) & &G D2 Izo0
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THATHIE T, @ATICB T DEEIAN LI K> THIRE i OEE N R L, 5 Ch 2 HEE
BORERILRDT 5 = L ARSNTNS (Sibley et al., 2007). —J5, R 2 BRI CONAL
REHIHIRRIC B 7 AR E M OAEEINEL L2 W o #HE S H Y (Hoffman & Koceja,
1996), AEERTILZ O & Rk 7ekE R 7R 7z, Sibley et aliZ L 2 EBFERIE, & Cls
181 % B <7 0 O REAHIE WK O EAITARAT LI2 GBI D& L & B 2 B, RERD L 9 IZHIED
ZAb %l Z B D IR W EEMHIEIRRE TUX, PR AN PLEE DM I 5D < TR O g E O
FAIFAECIZ WZ ERRB E T, SH O TIE, RERID IR O & PRI AR TR
BN SN2 B RBEORE RN E L DO OVWTHRRITT D Z EN/NELE S 2 5.

F7- H JEOREIZE L TiE, MO ERITBO Hiviemnol=n, L ELE Tld pleasant
A H # gain 78 neutral SefE IR TR E VB 278 L2, Z ORI, B TERY
EEERE AT 5 T D BROSIALRESHIEN 3 2 BBl R S D3RS 12 K> TIREE T 5 AlRetE %
AL TS, REBROERIT 11 HOFEBRBMFIZL DO THDT-0H, N EONRT—RED
AREMEZ BE TE RV, S HICERSINMEFER AT LT, ZOBROELRZHER L TV
SERBD.

FEk 2
6. B

LEMRE A O BB DR E R OB OWTHRATHIE T, WEEEZ AW F
BRAF - 2 b F—DNRT g—v L ARET D 2 L AHRESN TS (Wulf & Weight,
1997). S HIZ, AEEZAWEFEERNIEEICERT, AF—2I21—F—0NT7 R
REFREDO N7 3 —< A0 EAZE Z L HMEIN TS (McNevin et al., 2003; Shea &
Wulf, 1999; Wulf et al., 1998, 2001). = DE LD T H 5 KA L ~UL TOIEBHIGE A 7 = X L
B LTI, NT7 U AR— R ETONT CARFFRVEICE T 58— FEIWEO & WE L (Wulf et
al., 2001), 75 NZEHLENHFZOIRIE Ch 5 &JEH.0s (center of pressure: COP) (23517 2 #ifHD
INEE (Wulfet al., 2007) DA/RENTWAD.

D DFATHIFE TIZ TR X 2 EERRE Z 5 & L TWD A, ARERO X 51 EREER L
TAEERRE AT 5 BEO S EBAHIBN 3 2 3B OB LT b RIERIZ, AAREESHIEE
IZHARTHFIZ L DT A RFRET O T +—v o 2% & (Wulf et al., 2003), SMOEEIC
£ % COP O EH DK (McNevin & Wulf, 2002; Wulf et al., 2004) C#FHO/NE & (Wulf et
al.,, 2004) NZDOIEFICH HEBHEA W= AL L LTHESN TS, ZD X H1C COP %fif
Hrd 272 EOJEZ AVWTRIE L~V TOEE)H I LT, EEEADOEITFE O EEh 4
FEAE DREREZAL ST R STV DAY, HIAX LU COTEEh IS RE 2 R~ 7= e TSt I3 A4 72 6
V. O XD W ENOARMIE TR, FEBR 1 ERERIS, YALIZBW T B TR EERE 21T )
BED TR OFEEN 2 &b N EFEMKIICEEE SN MTTEELTL 2N E L.
ARFEBRTIE, BB COEYGERREZ FIE L L2729, EEESOBRED FEICHT L0
EL, AMUEBRNETCIEL—Y—FRA =D RICERE AT S —JF, AW
RSN CIIMTFOEEICERE 2 M) S8 CTEAEERE A THh 7.

HEEEREHIFEEOMBRICOWTHEITHIETIE, 7 — 20— VIT XD RKRITEHEHRE

(Marchant et al., 2009; Vance et al., 2004), &BIHiEEIZ X 25 RIEFIGHERE (Lohse et al.,
2011), vy 7k (Wulfetal., 2010), ¥ —>Y#\Fif#E (Lohseetal., 2010), BIX R4



8/16

v FAR—L D7 ) —RAu— (Zachry et al., 2005) %179 BRI, FMOEESMETIINMOERSM:
IZHARTEHTH S L <TG ORI ME] 4, ZORNTEVWRT 4+ —~< A ERET D
TEMNRENTWD., DF D, ANEEEZHWD Z & THREBE/ T 4 —~ 2 A L TR
EEAREINTEY, RERO X 5 L CEBFRBE AT 5 B FREFOHIEENERE L Tt
PERSRM TR IR S D Z ERTREINT. S OITHATIE TIL, BEHIERRE AT
> COP D JF 4 DK (McNevin & Wulf, 2002; Wulf et al., 2004) /37 > AR — REIED
JEI OB RK (Wulf et al., 2001) PAWERICL > TELDIZ ERNREINTWVDL I END Y,
AREBRICB T DHNEBESRMFICBONTYH T OMIEEIO BN E KT 5 2 N TFHEI N,
F R EBFRH OBRIZOWTHRATIIZE T, “HEEEFEEEZITHY Z LI 2EEREIC X
STEHRRKHEPNNSLS 2D 2 ERHEINTNDED (Weaver et al., 2012), & DD AATHFSE
FRM 7267, NIEEAIMIEEOFEEEAOZIZ O H KINOZ(LIFFFNC TS L2 &
MTE ot

7. ik

7. 1. EZBRBME

FEER 1 LR 11 ARSI LTe. 7ok, B 1 &I3R2 5 BIZEREITV, ERANZETO
FERBIMENSA T —L K arkvr e,

7. 2. EBHE

B 1 L FRRZERFREZ Y, BIEISAALIC WO T B A U - AR E B AR 2 T .
AR TRE DGR N T o —< AT L 720K 91, Al 90em, @& S 110em OALEIZ 21 1 >~
FOT 4 AT VA ZiRE L, PEZFITHICES 2.5cm DS E22/RL, TOMETM LR HIRE
AT HE T,

7.3. AEEREOEM L F#k

FEER 1 & [FER7e 51E C, EEREZATHRICA & T A S & ARIIE O EMG % 5iék L7-. M,
H ¥, BIOLMEROFEAFIELER 1 R TH-T-.

7.4. EBRFHE

EEFRE Z BlAAT 2 AN, K M7 & QNS e TOBIMNALIZ BT 2R K HIE 2 JIE L7-.
RFEBRSINE O K M LS 17.55mV (BEERRE 1.94mV, #iPH 8.56-28.57TmV) TH Y, %
ORI U= R ORI 1T 89.86V (BEYERRAE 6.39V, #iPH 67-131V) Th-o7z. F7-
R H I3 5.94mV (BEHERRZE 0.86mV, #iff 2.98-13.26mV) TH Y, ZDORFORIFEE
IR 71,91V (BE%ERASE 6.81V, #iPH 31-101V) Th-o7-.

Z ORI, BEICENLSE L7200 10 BIT21TO 1221, WREESRME 10 34T &40
HEESRME 103 T 2Ty, WMEESRM L, B 13TH Z2BGT280C T2 b o 10 3K
TIZBVTIE, FOBXZERL, FOBXZHRLBVEET HZ L TRALMTAETES
RO —HIE2 L9512 LHURLE. SOICHNIERESRMBHRD 28T 8 FoEhx2E
WL, FOEBXAZHRDBVEETLHILIICL TSIV CHRLE. AAEESMATIE, &
1RITH ZBET 200 T2 B0 10 RITICB WL, RS v —DodhE 2 E#% L, Xo
X EZHKDLRVBEET DI ETHRALEMIRETELHRY —HFIFEL L TIEE N &
Hor LTz, SOICHEBESRMIBIBE D 28ATZ 812 RS V2 —0 o8 2 Eik L, Xo#)
XEHEDBYEETHLOIC) LHURLTE.
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HE 2 G744 830 BITICRWT, Ak 7 AMEARIEE I OBIEENL b NS OAEBUTT + A
A BIZEARRUEESENS 11 B L. AR~ BSAIT 2 34705y
DORATE L, £ < OIRATHRIZAV B TW D EICH, ek H EOK 50% OHRIEH & H S
D RET % 5 % 7=, &EBRBINE ORPLETL L) 62.00V (FEHERZE 6.04V, #ifH 27-86V)
Thotz. BRI, EMG Oftdkzathd7- 1 % X0 1 EECH 10 Bofilz2 5 %, 13
THIZ 10 © H g2 fidk L. WNIERSIE EAMEBE SR Z21T O AR, 70 b NTESK % 47
BT h L <IIBEEITICG 2 DDV TIEERBNMBEM T Y U X — T U 25 R-T-.
®%IZ, &7 A ERIE I OZNEICE L CERMEMIIEIC X 2R KihaER MVC) %5k
L7z

7.5. T—X5HT

b7 AW ERIEE D OMIEENCEE LT, KEMR~OEXHEEZ 5 2 TORWNIEESE
2B % a7 EAMIERSIFICR T 2 5T 2 okt g & Lz &7 o EMG ([2551) 5 RMS,
YRR, B X OV ER O HIETER 1 EREREE Lz, SBHICH K gain, BT AL
HIISE 5 D bEMG @ RMS O A FEBr 1 ERERE Uiz, S HICNIIEER &M L AMER S
DERITERZIZERIZ, TORITICBW THEEESZBET 2 BURE B CE B & iR
T HDI, 9MIEQ NIEFICER TET~1 BELBEHRTE o) O-HRICEE S 7-.
INHDOETOEBIIK L THIED®H D tREEITH Z & T, FUHOFEIMEDZEZT~T-. A
BEKYEX MR EIZ XD 5% A & L.

8. fEFR

8. 1. BEERBEDF = v 7 LA

BRI E VT 9MHEIC X 2 IEBEEROBIETF = v 7 217720, WIEESRECIIeFERS
INE DONH)N 6.68 (SD=1.36), MUEESRMTIE 6.40 (SD=1.32) ThHV, FHHOFEE
TR LN o 72 (¢(10) =1.31, p=.220). FEROFERNL L, WRIFICEBW TEREESZHUR
BOICHDIREENIT D ENTERESZD. NIERESRMICE T 52 2ERSINE O X5k
1% 88.50bpm (SD=16.38), A AYTEE S Tix 89.30bpm (SD=16.01) TH Y, FHFEOFE
ZITR LN - 72 (¢(9) =1.03, p=.328).

8.2. EMG & H ¥

Table 3 |Z1%, MIEESRMIZHIT D EMG IZBT 282 TOLEE, 725N H K gain DRFEERS
N O LR AR LTe. ¢ REDRER, 2 TOEBICB W TEEOFEEEIIA LD
>7= (p >.107).

9. BE

WIEE EAMIEBE 2R T 72O HW T EURIZ L 2 EBREBEO B I 283 5 72 D2 S
WIERRORER NS, RERICB T 2EBEOBRIEIHIBEEH ThoT- B2 bND. &5
(DB ORER D b, [FRREOABN R K CH S BV TEREERRE AT > T &
SA%. ZOXH7%7T, R CEEESREEZITo TWHEEXOTHEMHTHL e T A L RilkE
HOFIEENZEA LTI, RMS, EEOETOEBIIEHROETR A>T, T b Ok
REns, EREGLE LTTRLULEX 7%, AREEICHE S 20 fiiash, 720 ONZEHRE O
KEIAERTIIELN o7, L LR DEEEICE L X, BilEHICE T 5 EMG OJF



Table 3

Means and standard errors of all EMG variables and H-wave gain in each atentional

focus condition
Internal External

RMS of SOL EMG (%MVC) 11.50+ 1.34 11.89+ 1.31
Mean power frequency of SOL EMG (Hz) 135.51+ 5.12 135.54+ 5.23
Median power frequency of SOL EMG (Hz) 112.79+ 5.06 113.07+ 5.30
RMS of TA EMG (%MVC) 81+ .07 79+ .07
Mean power frequency of TA EMG (Hz) 106.02+ 6.14 111.64+ 4.53
Median power frequency of TA EMG (Hz) 78.50+ 7.83 86.32+ 5.99
H-wave gain (Zscore) 08+ .11 —.08+ .11
RMS of SOL bEMG (%MVC) 9.97+ 1.47 10.32+ 1.50
RMS of TA bEMG (%MVC) 1.37+ .34 111+ .24

BB NIRRT CIENMEBESR IR TEERSIMNE D 11 4 T 4B KREIVEEZ R L,
& ATHSRERREUCE U TR EMEDOZD p A .107 Th - 7= BE O AT I W ToME
B BIMEE B O KN RIN TS Z &b (McNevin & Wulf, 2002; Wulf et al.,
2004), HISEOFIEINCBIT D RMEMOEDOHEBEMEICOWTIE, SHICERSMNEZHESCL
ERTHMERD 5.
S B HFEORIEIZE L THEMMOZEITR 6T, NREESCIMIEEIZAE 5 FHEH O

REZAITAE U oo, DERRY R & B BERCRHERE D BRI DOWTHATAFZE ClE, B A A —

(e.g., Oishi et al., 1994), EHTIZ 1T 5 EEAZ (Sibley et al., 2007) , sfE O #ES FE OHINN (e.g.,
Llewellyn & Prochazka, 1990) (ZX > CH KHBIHI SN D Z EnHEINL TS, —F, I
BICX D " E#HE (Oishi et al., 1994 Experiment 2) <iE#)A A — (Aoyama & Kaneko,
2011; Bonnet et al., 1997: Hashimoto & Rothwell, 1999) | X - T H R OIRIENZ L L7z
EWVIOMELHD. ZOL D REROZEE, (LB O EERBEICAE O A AR O ZE AT L T
Wb EEZ B, REBRIZEIT 2FEBREICE L TURKR X CH 2 FHE L~V TO R EHEEE 2 4
L% F CORBHIAN TIERhoT B2 bD. LLEL O ARFERTIE, REGIEEREEZTT
I BRIZ AT I B WO TS < S STV A AMIEEIC L AEE) X7 4 — < o ZADORHESR, N
PHEEIC K DEE T +—~ U ADOEOH RITH D T OHIEECERI N O A T =X I
ZRIET HETITITEG o Tz, SHBOMIETIE, B 5EEREEEZIT > 560, AFERL L
DIRE DEE DN E TS T2 BB OVWT OB T 2 2 NN ELE S 2 5.

10. £&

AWFZED AR, EERRE 21T 9 BRORE B X OERE OB LT RIS RZ T B L~ 5
ZETholz. 2 DOFEBRIZEBWTERSINEICSAL T B AR U7 AErY iR 2 i S &
7. FER1 T, FERSIMEDORITICH DT 4 A7 LA NTPELE, AR, 3 X O MRS %
FRT D GEAR 2 BT 5 2 THEBRRE & i S, EERVEZI TS E T AR & RS E
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D EMG Ziidk L7z, S BITEBMREA~OBZHNNIC LY, HXKHZFHH L, ThiSomE N
BT EBROER, GHEARKIC X > TEBICTEE AR TEE 28t 35 2 S 1IZiEh L
7oy, D XD IR OZBAGITHE 5 G EICERER R O ERZ I m S oT. FER2 T
VX FEIRE DOIEBRRRE 21T O BICIEEE ST 5 2 oD R 552, NEESMETIZTFO
B ICERZ BT S8, AEBESRMETCIIL—F =R X —DORICEE T S CGREEZAT
DR FEBR 1 EFERRIC, EERRVEZATT O T A EFIIEHO EMG, 725N H K5 %5
LD, FEBR2IZBWTE ZNLDOEHIC 2 >OFESFRIOEEZITREIN Lo, 21
D ORGSR 2 FITANE Tl PR R E B B S OB SINL C B A A U7 E s 217
2 BRD TR DO AE B CFF RIS ER I B L 72 2 LRI S T
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