REREHEESHODEAFHBOHE &

INA A A M) D RABIEE~DIGH

SAFRETRIEMERE 2281219 BEFHETF
(& : =48 HH HR BIE & BE IR, MZH ¥ HiR)

1. [XLC®»IC

B, BEAEIRICBW TR 2 285510 TR NMEGR O T-D T A F AN I AGRFENTHIL TN,
INAF AN AGBFEENIAT B E12 1T B R0 7e R 80% A OB NREE N ChD. ZORBEET Ik
B ERCFRGEIZ ) A RN E R EL B W E WS T R H 5. — 7 TR IR 72 B (R B R
EHODIZD WDV AT RHY, — G R T HEEE TERNEWI R AR HD.

ZOREE RIS DI=DITT=0, AR TIIEREZO—>THLIREREMGBERE FIZEHFAL
T8 NFREES AT LADBRAFEZ B EL THFEZ T > TV 5. KRR I B 5o 5 ARG HE
WD AY Y R TR R B R E S ITE S, RN OE R CTHL- OB R 50
REMEMEL, WO BAESLCERNRE CTHLILRENETF LD,

ZHVETOMSETIE, 0.1s MR TYIVH LI AR E A EE 5 ORH S &l - IR YR —
KRG B AL LS TRRBI R Z RO T2, RIFZECIEakn=m L4 BEL TUIVH LB SR 0.5s
ICEF LY R— IR E < Tk RERD -, Fiz, BB E 5 LR E D 3 58 5% B O
H) 2 e A HL o 72

2. [RIE
2.1 BEf
AL VL, £ ORFRHEDSIMETE BN T2 X TR AT HIEENEN THDH. TOHAWN TH
A D872 B O 2R A fiEdh, R RE 2 AR B S 7o E X S . AL D% A NIE
AT o BRI CA U7 IR BV AL DS AR A 2 A ISR 22 -5 &, i/ MaR G Ca? D3k
HEND. Ca¥ D EFATHEOTSRAED IR MEALDMIES AL, 5 BRHEDSIHE L5 AL AN I8 A4
%. Fig. | \ICAhBRAEDAN =X 1, Fig.2 |2 EX Ok FiEE R34,

Musele Fiber
s Neural (e
Brain Spinal Command &
Collective
Cord ,\'lﬂuif;;m\lian -0
Muotion \S< = 1
Intention Sl | 7 Ie = g X ' 2 y
, : { 0 2 4 6 8
Electromyography time [s]
Fig.1 Mechanism of myoelectric generation Fig.2 Electromyogram Waveform

2258 L4 LR
FGUB KT HVANT, BERET YT FEED 2 O FIEERAS DT AT ALT
HDH. PEAREL, T —HEREHRIR T A2 DOREEDET L THY, N7 —2%REER
1



I BIL TR A&7 PREZITY. LL, B —OWRERITIEFE T2 BnALND. Fi2, TV
Yo7V, RO EET NV EMASDE TR W T HIPEREZ5FIEEZL TV,
TG LT FUANTIE, T —H By Mo T o X MIEBEEFL TV 72T, K IRERN
RIpDT =2y N LI T 57 — AT T TV T FHPREARD G EIRFIZ, RS ED
— T E T BMGRIRL CTOBEIOBEMET LIV 2 TORBEZEETHI0L S
RERZHERRL T DT H LIRS, K REARDMSIT T EZITY, Ff&n7e 7S %
[EF CTHIULFEEIE, 5B THIVUTZEREITO D 3 DOR AR THZ L8> TEY
BEMEIL, REMEOBWHEZSTWD., T F L7 4L AOME ke LT, 2% [ -
BB D BB E ORI 72 AL MERE N B W2 E AR L THE & e fBEICRT L TR & T
WD AR SEER TILRFSE O B BT O FEm I A L.

TUH BT VAN E DR EEEE M CIL, DO ME T/ —RenBTo2LTENET
VERMEE TP AN kLN EE X, R EFEICEOMER N T A, YA HME LN ()T
RDDZEMH KD, 22T, KIZZTAE p()IZZDOFEE CTOI TR k DEIEEFELTND.

K
G(k) = Zp(k) A —pa)/ 1)
k=1

Fo,EEEIINQ)TROHZEN S, 22T, [FOIIL/ —RO5EN K HEE j MEHASHh
7oL, Noparen()1E—FR i \ZBITFDT =28, Gouren(iNVE/—F i \TBITDY =AM, Nicienia(i)
X/ =K i OEMT /7 —RIZBITDT =2, Grpenia() LM T/ —RIZEB T DY =R,
Nrighenia(i)lE/—F i OFMT/—RIZBITDT —28, Grignenia iV IHEM T/ —RIZBITFHY =R
WA R L TND.

[F()I
I(]) = 2 1 [Nparent(i)Gparent(i) - 2/Nleftchild(i)Gleftchild(i)
i=
+ Nyignecnita (D) Grighecnita (1) /]

1G) DIEPNRENRFEE j 3T —Z 0 BICRESEBRLIZZEZBIR TS, DD, IG)DEHREN
Pt j 2 BELRRFBETOLLEERD.

2

23 R—kRya2T Y

PR—IR_RT 2= A(SVMITT —Z 5 LR LZEMIC~oE 7L, ZDZ2EM ETr T 2% 7B
TOHHEMNERDITHIET, T =& RI2DI TR BT 5D, EDORRIC, SVM [ dibitW\T —#
REDORNIIRKIBEO~ =T U R DB R A RIRT DI EY T D, ZO~— U ZiR KL T5Z
LIZEY, RAOT =22 0@ WM CHET 22N TELRED H D,

BT —H ORI MV EXT = (1, %0, 0, Xy), BIHRINTA—=ZEWT = (W, Wy, ..., wy)ET 5.
FIE T N —T DO R T IR b ITWT — X EENE i, x_ LT HE, ~—VrdizA (1) T
RKDDHZENARETHD.

_|wTx, +b]  |w'x_ +b|

wll - iwl]

0y



ZZCBERETEHE, x, x_ OFNIIET — 2B FELRW2D, SVM OREIZT & ToT —
IR DS DFEEEN D72 Ehd L ETHHEVIERME T T, ~—VdE R KETHw, bE K
WAHIEVIHIREICIRE TS, B, XQ)ICL->T SVM O EITHOZENMTES.

st o]

{w, E} = arg max d(w,b) s.t. >d 2)

3. HIRAE
3.1 &HBIA &

Fig. 3 IZEHAI ORI 27”7, 7 NOHEBREITH L, FEH2 O 8cm & 16cm D7 I FEHR
ZAE Y REAHEMZ R Lz, 2BRmMHEXEBIIZHFXHEZ 108, " N7 v 7%
HWT S X2 10 ki #iRE Z &2 3 By MEF60 M) Z1T 572, FFHHIL
e RIAEMHEXT —Z Ik L, Tablel IZR”TT 4 VFNT 4 N2 EHNT ) A AREEIT-

— .

Table 1 Digital filter settings

- Parameter Setting
Filter type Butterworth
! Low Cut Filter [Hz] 10
8cm  16cm  Elbow (ground)
High Cut Filter [Hz] 100
Fig.3 Measurement position Hum Filter [Hz] 50
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Table 2 Support vector machine settings Table 3 Confusion matrix
Parameter Setting predicted
Kernel RBF Positive | negative
The best of fit by grid positive TP FN
C true

search negative FP ™

G The best of fit by grid TP + TN

amma =

search accuracy =rp +FN+FP+TN
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Table 5 Accuracy by cutout seconds

Data state 100% 80% 60% 40% 20%
0.1s 53.50 52.30 50.30 51.50 50.10
0.5s 89.89 92.92 89.89 91.91 97.97
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change quantiles f agg "var" isabs False gh 1.0 gl 0.6
change quantiles f agg "var" isabs False gh 1.0 gl 0.4
ar coefficient coeff 5 k 10
change quantiles f agg "mean" isabs True ¢gh 1.0 gl 0.6
change quantiles f agg "mean" isabs True ¢gh 1.0 gl 0.4
change quantiles f agg "var" isabs True ¢gh 0.8 ql 0.2
change quantiles f agg "var" isabs False qgh 1.0 gl 0.2
change quantiles f agg "mean" isabs True gh 1.0 gl 0.2
change quantiles f agg "var" isabs True ¢gh 0.8 gl 0.4
mean abs change
quantile g 0.2
change quantiles f agg "mean" isabs True ¢gh 1.0 gl 0.0
absolute sum of changes
change quantiles f agg "var" isabs True gh 1.0 gl 0.4
quantile g 0.9
change quantiles f agg "var" isabs False gh 0.8 gl 0.2
change quantiles f agg "var" isabs True gh 1.0 gl 0.2
cid ce normalize False
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