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Table 1. One example of predicted muscle forces and spinal loads(Newton)

Rectus External Internal Erector Latissimus L5/S1 Disc
Model Abdominus Oblique Oblique Spinae Dorsi Reaction Forces
Left Right Left Right Left Right Left Right Left Right comp* apT lateral ¥

EMG 11 11 10 12 21 54 710 561 27 42 1546 881 40

MF3 0 0 0 0 0 0 383 383 418 418 1470 1128 0

MS3 0 0 0 0 0 0 479 479 337 337 1477 1181 0

Ml 0 0 0 0 0 0 467 467 348 348 1476 1174 0
Values are from subject a, direction : extension, magnitude : 50%MVE
* compression force
T anterior-posterior shear force
F lateral shear force
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Fig 2. L5/S1 compression forces according to the moment direction and biomechanical models



Table 2. Mean compression forces predicted from four biomechanical models(Newton)

AR B3}

Aol A] EMG B3} A7kA HH s mds o4
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Model Magnitude Extension Flexion Lateral Bending Lateral Bending Twist Twist Counter-
(%MVE) Left Right Clockwise Clockwise
10 837 456 509 527 636 563
20 1,014 584 551 568 768 681
30 1218 760 663 653 946 824
40 1,445 1,021 811 802 1,170 1,081
EMG 50 1,758 1,342 1,044 1,055 1511 1,364
60 2,096 1,719 1,340 1,375 1,853 1,761
70 2,648 2,016 1,682 1,785 2,250 2,197
80 3,148 2,365 2,096 2,224 2,625 2,616
90 3,723 2,769 2,623 2,643 3,103 3,052
10 575 494 393 393 424 434
20 851 689 487 487 549 568
30 1,126 884 580 580 674 702
40 1,402 1,078 674 674 798 836
MF3 50 1,677 1,273 767 767 923 971
60 1,953 1,468 861 861 1,048 1,105
70 2,229 1,662 954 955 1,173 1,239
80 2,504 1,857 1,048 1,048 1,297 1,374
20 2,780 2,052 1,141 1,142 1,422 1,508
10 577 509 410 411 434 445
20 854 718 521 522 569 590
30 1131 927 632 633 704 735
40 1,408 1,137 743 744 839 881
MS3 50 1,685 1,346 854 855 974 1,026
60 1,962 1,555 966 966 1,108 1171
70 2,239 1,765 1,077 1,077 1,243 1,317
80 2,517 1,974 1,188 1,189 1,378 1,462
920 2,79 2,183 1,299 1,300 1,513 1,607
10 576 538 509 510 498 513
20 853 776 718 720 696 727
30 1,130 1,014 928 930 895 941
40 1,407 1,252 1137 1,140 1,093 1,155
MI 50 1,684 1,490 1,347 1,350 1,292 1,369
60 1,961 1,729 1,556 1,560 1,490 1,583
70 2,238 1,967 1,766 1,770 1,688 1,797
80 2515 2205 1975 1980 1887 2010
920 2792 2443 2185 2190 2085 2224
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Fig 3. L5S1 compression forces according o the magnitude and biomechanical models

3. A3 &/F MHH=

2 (anterior-
posterior shear force)s =7 % ¢z
(anterior) .= 3Fsl= dlo]lom, A H
899 N o]qlth BrlE waka) F7]

off whE QA HHl=e) A W5
A9 52347} Table 3 o A4+
o] 3t

AR A3} U2a gEes el
A2 AT A AAe wdle)
F, RHE W 9 27wl 2
=5 2thp<0.05). AAHOE Az
Y Hrke 22 Flo] d5H%0eH,

EMG o] 9]t o5 ZHt : 1050 N)
o] 7¥¢ AA Ve HA3t R 3
TH 0% EMG FER T} 279%(MF3), 21%
(MS3), 9%(MI) W& /5 AdeS o5
ST A3 REellAe Ml 54 g
7} A 0= TP S (B
953 N)& oI5silor, MS39| o5
2 828 N, MF3:= 766 N ]tk
671 23] kel A< m%ﬂ o3t o5
A= 9583 e B 2otk 7t
g Aol Bel Hlﬁh: Ay} =3 v
t‘ski /\];ﬂ Hl—sl:oﬂ/q EMG & Ul‘:ﬂ o ﬁz%
s} RElRTh vk ks oS3kl thFigure
4). #43 2} EMG B2 57

35} Bdo] B2 07 450(MF3), 40%

¥ JAe AdHe HA Ha
N o o] 14%E
% FG7telA
opd Zo® et
el 7)o W QA9 g =Y
o] f=A3}7} Table 4 ol A
ARl oJshd mEl F
, 13 J hﬂr 7] Al 7K F aae)
T st ZoR vERt

023 59 A5 Ade vk g
HA3} pdlo] EMG RUHTh Ao
2 579%(MF3), 85%(MS3), 47%(MI) =7
53iglom, Ml S22 2 3
(B3t 156 N)= CISSFATHEMG @ Bt
84%, MF3 : +F 132 N, MS3 : S+t 124
N).

Pz

O]x."OﬂH]- Dlﬂ]oﬂ 46]_
2k B (Figure 5), EMG &

'koﬂfﬂ 7P 2 s eSSt
=1 230 upEPo||A]
o %6}95\4 71231, EMG
== kA 0 EE} &

3
iy, o
fw

=

Mo A

32 12 &
toly
)
]1‘,
O

v

Ef
ru e
Y
e
r(

k

g
o
tlo

e
rlo
>
)

Z 1400
(@]
© 1200
©
~ 1000
©

32

£ 800
—

— O

% & 600

=2 400
™
5 200
5
= 0
< Extension

Flexion

BEMG OMF3 OMS3 BMI

LB left LB right

Direction

Twist C Twist CC

(LB: lateral bending, C: clockwise, CC: counter—clockwise)
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Table 3. Mean values of the predicted anterior-posterior shear forces(Newton)

AR B3}

Aol A] EMG B3} A7kA HH s mds o4

3% 2t G} 67

Model Magnitude Extension Flexion Lateral Bending Lateral Bending Twist Twist Counter-
(%MVE) Left Right Clockwise Clockwise
10 562 419 392 386 460 421
20 640 575 422 416 537 498
30 735 758 502 469 642 584
40 845 981 617 572 771 737
EMG 50 998 1,261 785 729 950 904
60 1,168 1,597 993 932 1,138 1,147
70 1,463 1,847 1219 1,188 1,352 1,402
80 1,728 2,129 1477 1477 1,565 1,633
90 2,024 2,407 1,797 1,731 1,855 1,894
10 455 347 325 325 333 339
20 658 443 400 400 415 427
30 862 539 474 474 497 515
40 1,066 635 548 548 578 603
MF3 50 1,269 730 622 622 660 691
60 1473 826 696 696 742 779
70 1,676 922 770 770 824 867
80 1,880 1,018 844 845 905 955
90 2,084 1,114 918 919 987 1,043
10 466 362 344 344 339 345
20 681 472 437 437 426 439
30 896 583 530 530 513 533
40 1111 693 623 623 600 627
MS3 50 1,326 804 715 716 688 721
60 1541 914 808 809 775 815
70 1,756 1,025 901 902 862 909
80 1971 1,135 994 995 949 1,003
920 2,185 1,246 1,087 1,088 1,036 1,097
10 465 374 377 377 374 383
20 678 497 502 503 496 515
30 892 620 628 629 618 647
40 1,106 742 754 755 741 779
MI 50 1319 865 879 881 863 911
60 1,533 938 1,005 1,007 986 1,043
70 1,746 1,110 1,130 1,133 1,108 1,175
80 1,960 1,233 1,256 1,259 1,230 1,307
9 2,173 1,356 1,382 1,385 1,353 1,438
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Table 4. Mean values of the predicted lateral shear forces(Newton)

Model Magnitude Extension Flexion Lateral Bending Lateral Bending Twist Twist Counter-
(%MVE) Left Right Clockwise Clockwise

10 1 8 14 22 23 17
20 15 14 31 22 33 31
30 20 17 43 35 53 36
40 25 24 50 45 86 57
EMG 50 36 29 54 69 139 89
60 41 47 81 79 195 132
70 46 57 101 101 247 173
80 48 76 140 161 293 223
20 57 91 192 240 333 258
10 0 0 64 64 15 16
20 0 0 128 128 29 32
30 0 0 192 192 44 47
40 0 0 256 256 59 63
MF3 50 0 0 321 320 73 79
60 0 0 385 385 88 95
70 0 0 449 449 103 111
80 0 0 513 513 117 126
920 0 0 577 577 132 142
10 0 0 69 69 6 6
20 0 0 137 137 1 12
30 0 0 206 206 17 18
40 0 0 275 275 22 24
MS3 50 0 0 343 343 28 30
60 0 0 412 412 33 36
70 0 0 481 481 39 42
80 0 0 549 549 45 48
90 0 0 618 618 50 55
10 0 0 86 86 7 8
20 0 0 172 173 15 16
30 0 0 258 259 22 24
40 0 0 345 345 29 32
MI 50 0 0 431 431 37 40
60 0 0 517 518 44 48
70 0 0 603 604 51 55
80 0 0 689 690 59 63
20 0 0 775 776 66 71

& 4 9tk ok #45 ndo ofelsk e 388 o vErke wdel AXsn o

Ea
EMG 1:11:4]_Trjr ﬂﬂi} Utﬂg oﬂ% g_ﬂ]_

7t o)% ol 1Y &

Q3 9ol 3

e 2ge gl & 4 9t
(Cholewicki et al., 1995; Marras, 2000). =
ATNE B dSelA EMG 2

g2 298 08t 2 S
I QAN HAE) pell 7Z)gkto]

=
[}

i

.
A3t
_%‘

A = o, 509 whe cI5eidl

7] Sl 2 7] o] AAE ek
e NTE ﬂ?ﬁ:@} DEﬂoﬂ}ﬂ _T!_E:]o =
hybrid = 2(Cholewicki and McGill, 1994)
< EMG U”’Jﬂr AR d5EE Hout
SHE S E %X*'?SHO]E o= s

gretar Qlek megh A ow HA A
gL Y H]QF—LE ﬁ‘“"]ﬂ” Y
= AAE o, A 25 5 FY

FIJ

(Lavender, et al, 1992). webd, H#3}

Tdolx ZgS 2dsto] 8 9 A

F F3lE A3 e el dist

A7h e

Hughes(1995) 2] &1--ellAf= 417 &7 2
& ofe] 7K BAZE ARgslo] T

23 4EHE SsIoH, A3k

kel ol Aaks Bolow 7 & A



AR B3}

Aol EMG st A7 A5 2L ol §F HF 3t B

500

400 |- -|MEMG OMF3 @MS3 BMI| - -

300 r

L5/S1 Disc
Lateral Shear Force (N)

e

100 [~

Extension

LB left

LB right

Flexion

Direction

Twist C Twist CC

(LB: lateral bending, C: clockwise, CC: counter—clockwise)

Fig 5. L5/S1 disc lateral shear forces according to the exertion direction and biomechanical models
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