RSO

T ANy bR—ILEFICETS T RO RE E BHERTFIE

Structural and functional characteristics of the lower limb muscles in American football players
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1. #iRE

W H k., WACEET AV A7y PAR— Al 1T
RS2 KPET AU A7y bHR—NET528EL,
R a 12X - T Offensive line (UL FOL), Defensive
line (B F DL) % Line Group (BLF LG, n=14). Tight end
(LLFTE), Running back (VA RB), Quarterback (LL I
QB). Linebacker (1L F LB) %' Middle Skill Group (B4 F
MG, n=18). Wide receiver ( LL T WR), Defensive back
(LA DB) # Skill Group (LA SG, n=20) @ 325 Hi L
72 (Fig. 1). #be#r o S R85, Table 11278 L7,
TS LIRS O H i R E ik O & ki ou T
Forfeidill 240, Ww~oZmoEe e, 2,
AWFFE T, BRI BTl & R S 0K % %
GTHER L.

E A 2_5 = = Q_F T 5‘ Line group:
= = OL,DL

- & =XV Yo Wy - =1
E {‘ _:V v q’ ‘—:? —{ Middle skill group:
= = g | aBRBIE LB
= = = Skill group:
= =] WR.DB
- N ; Fal

M Line group o : Offence

B : Middle skill group

0. Skill group N/ :Defense

Fig. 1. American football position

Table 1. Physical characteristics of subject

GEsts 5 !(\ﬁ:) Body(zf“?kght Body :u‘:\':ight
LG 14 19.9%1.2 176.3£4.1 98.4£11.0
MG 18 198+14 173.4%5.5 }* 833+%7.2 }1*
SG 20 19.8+1.2 170.7£55 70549 :I‘
LG: Line group, MG: Middle skill group,  SG: Skill group Values are MeantS.D..  *p<0.05

2, FREFHRAIR O ARRREIZET2BHEEDRE
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(TANITA Body Composition Analyzer MC-190, TANITA
FEAL) 2 Tl s L7,

KBREEL 3607 2 AR RT O M k. #8672 ai
I L1844 (LG 4%, MG:8%, SG:6%) #a %
CArofe Lt ME L7CBiE o S R ORI, 1
9 % BEOPIGND = Sem L = Skg MINTH - 12, i
SARME MR (MR 2 cTHidg L, 153 6 ducREmrg
29 Bt B & IEAT 0 & TOMAL R AL T~ Z 1
ETNAZA AIE10mm, A7 A AR Omm 2 & b ey
TR iR O 2 AT o 1o KBz 20 2 T (Knee
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extension: KE) @ KBEE (Rectus femoris: RF), 7RI
iili (Vastus lateralis: VL), 1 [ I §5 (Vastus intermedius:
VI, WML (Vasutus medialis: VM) BT (Knee
flexion: KF)  JCHl T )i M O J2 0 (Bioceps femoris:
BFs, BFD. P*B B (Semitendinosus: ST), 1 5 Rk i
(Semimembranosus: SM), #& 12 i (Sartorius: Sar), il
W (Gracilis: Gr) O i) 5 R IRTEE (ACSA) 2 b L —
AL L7 AR (Muscle volume: MV) (2 Fk[H] & 2
DL E B VTR L D 52 T
DACSA L A7 A4 A (10mm) # H v ica (MV=10* X
ACSA) = & » THI LI (Fig.2). MkRLzOLTIE, #
X 7 BEA 2 4T 9 fobis, WRARRTR R TRR L 7ol To
Lrc, Zods, [l —beg & 10 Wl s Lok ibrifl i 350
B M— ADETREUL AT L L 3% AWM THY, Pr—
ADGHRE LT ERiTE 2 b LT LIC.

i & A
A A
> d
coaL ¥
Syd START
A
START GOAL

L-TEST(RF— b3 2hs Syd B lcdh B~ b 2 FEH, GHRIZHDR
A EAYRI— MMV ETRBIILERETS.)

I-TEST (Syd HZ i@ AhioRS v b RLpBAy— L, BYARI12E
7y FLRAI—bSIVETRABIILEETS.)

Fig. 2. Field test method

3. MR~y EBRICEIT2EERE/NT—
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AHN) LA MR IEE)E H Ry T A — 2 —
(Power Max V II , COMBI#1:3) # JCTHahi L7z, Fifar
il d kD 2.5%kp L L, SEHORAS)) TORK
)y rR IS ORI PIEEA 10y MibYre, i,
MERE 1L, Power Max VII £ PCE 7y — 7 THémi L,
F— 2 Tn 7Ly 7 | (COMBLFEE) #HvT0.1
Bobcids L, AT (kp) & S (rpm) Z5iLEk L
Foo A OATAERETN L HERD S, Pk 6 11D R
7 — 435 [Power= R LA (kp) x MIEEL (rpm) % 6 +
60 X 9.8] #BE 2 HRAEOEREAAE 7B RDOIC. &

— PR —

o, AR YO — 78T — il O Tsetfili (268 7% 10set
Ot Fe®fil L.

4, T4 —ILEFTA

74 —nF7AFOBEHE, KATEIRY 720 BT a
7y PR=BEPNFLERFOALE—F « 23T — - fff
NEFMTHPCHCLNTUS Lest (AX—F 74~
o Syd b bR o PR 2B AN H LA
YPEROAS—FIAETHRLZL 22 METS.),
I-test (Syd Bl hichf v PPl oAx— ML,
WA Ko v g F LAZ— 423 TIhLE L0
M55 5. ), 40yd-dash, Standing jump ZHEHI L. Z{l
FNORLERE W 5E L7 (Fig. 3).

RF: Rectus femoris
VL: Vastus lateralis
VI: Vastus intermedius
VM: Vasutus medialis

BF: Bioceps femoris
ST: Semitendinosus
SM: Semimembranosus
Sar: Sartorius

Gr: Gracilis

Fig. 3. Cross-sectional muscle area measurement for thigh using MRI
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bAY ﬂli&f)‘lm LIz post-hoc test (Scheffe i) (=
IO, HRMoffEEHRErER_RiL.. 21, HEEO
WHRH L7 —, 74— FF 2+ LOHIHERIZO
T, €7 YOI L - THMBERZ I L.
AR ERERSY L LI,

TR

T B Eh B O Bh T
KIS O il R & Fig.4 (2R L7C.
DFERUZDOUTRLIELDTHS.
SGLOL AT ECizR LI

s

RREIE S N SR
KIS 4 k13 LG »3
KE =3\ T LGS

SGIhdfimEicEmefizmLi, KFIZLGAHMG LU
SG &b g fn'l P LI, FRUIMAER Lol b8
BRI RE TR L TRY 2 a i g L

LOTHLH, KM OMARULA EL AR LN h -
7. KE}){U\KFTfiSGfJ‘LGl DR SRl S AR R
L7, #finH iz 0TI LG 30 WAl 2 05 97 i n) 25 52 o
sivreh’, M TR SG Al T i th- 7.
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Fig. 4. Comparisons of KE and KF muscle volume
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oL, KFIZEWTWRSTUAMIZLGH MG K XSG

T LA iR LIS BEMIZEIEKE L D & KF LS
F P RET AR A NIRRT SR A

KR 0 2715 2 A 24 70 ) D iRz W THIE Y 2
W L oA, KEWIZ303 2 VLIXSGH38.7 = 0.5cm’/
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oL, SGHALGKUMG L L THEIZ O
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VL: Vastus lateralis, VI: Vastus intermedius,
ST: Semitendinosus,SM: Semimembranosus.

Ouc Omc Bse

RF: Rectus femoris,
BF: Bioceps femoris,
Gr: Gracilis

VM: Vasutus medialis,
Sar: Sartorius

*p<0.05

Fig. 5. Comparisons of muscle volume and muscle volume to
whole body weight among three groups
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Fig. 6. Comparisons of peak power and P.P to body weight

among the three groups
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Decrease ratio (%)

60 |

12 3 45 6 7 8 910

Trials
Significant difference (p<0.05) *.LG-MG, #LG-SG, +MG-SG @:LG B:MG A:SG

Fig. 7. Comparisons of peak power decrease ratio among the
three groups
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Fig. 8. Comparisons of peak rpm in pedaling among the three
groups

3. THREHBOHIERME & BENSEDORR
Table 2 (X KERIRIZ 3503 5 WAL E BIRIHREY » 75

MKz E— 27 —DIBRERLICODTHS. K

BUER 3503 B AR E BIRIREY 7 MBS S

Table 2. Relationship between muscle volume and power output

MV Power
KE
RF r=0.689*
VL r=0.791*
A r=0.650*
M r=0.835*
KF
BFs r=0.481*
BFI r=0.715*
ST r=0.673*
SM r=0.821*
Sar r=0.672*
Gr r=0.584*
RF: Rectus femoris, VL: Vastus lateralis, VI: Vastus intermedius,
VM: Vasutus medialis, BF: Bloceps f > Semitendinosus,
SM: Semimembranosus. Sar: Sartorius Gr: Gracilis
* :p<0.05
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=20 —DMRIEEHELBELEOHBMMFHEI L
Y (R A

4, 714 —LETRMORIEME L TREBRHEEREE
DBIF

Table 3137 4 =V F7 A PO EMERLICEDTH
3. £TOMNEHH x0T, SGRIMGIELG LD
AT EPEDSN, MGRUSGIXLG &b #hrcil)
FEftie R LI

Table 4 (X KB BT HBEL VDOHER L ET 1 —
WETFAMDWENM EDHHMFRERLIEODTHS.
KELizHWTHZ74—VFT7APOFIEM E b A HIY
BESGED LN, BECTKFIZHU A ARIE &7 4 —
NMEFAPOYWENM EOBREAELAMYYREIETD
BRCRD LN 1. KEIZHI 2 ZHBEOMAR L
74— FF A OYIEM E DO MERIZOTiX, L-TEST
¥ VI VM A%, I-TEST, 40yd DASH K U Standing
jump t& RF LASE O % 15 B 12 36 U T AT R IE O AH BY B #R 3
Fhohi.

Table 3. Comparisons of performance test among the three
groups

Group n L-::st lv(t:;st 40yd(';iash stand(i:l:)jump
LG 10 8.7+07 ] 5.3%04 \ 5.7+03 ] 2149247 ].
MG 14 8103 .:|‘ 4.8+0.2 ]]‘ 52102 ‘}‘ 24424117 j|‘
SG 16 7.9+03 4.7+01 5.1£01 2442139

LG: Line group,  MG: Middle skill group,  SG: Skillgroup  Values are MeantS.D..  #:p<0.05

Table 4. Relationship between muscle volume and field test

MV/BW L-TEST I-TEST 40yd DASH Stending jump
KE r=0.538° r=0.550* r=0.608" r=0.621°
KF ns ns ns ns
—KE

RF n.s ns ns ns

VL ns r=0.587"* r=0.575"* r=0.580*
Vi r=0.619* r=0.609* r=0.542* r=0.700*
M r=0.535* r=0.633* r=0.521* r=0.573*

RF: Roctus fomoris,  VL: Vastus laloratis, Vi: Vastus intormedius, VM: Vasutus medialis  + :p<0.05
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2. TEEHEOBEENBRENSEICRIFTR

AR— KB TEFEM 37 — 584Gk )15k,
B BEES Lo IOHMBNE ) OB RN
PMETHELREHTHAE., L ORISR —2RIET
HIcHIE, WRTOIER UBEM L ESKECHW
HOW) LTEY, 2ROORMPIEMHCES I EICLY,
AR—YBEOBHE L HN T2 EVWEETHL. K
METKT AV B> 7y PE=—nETIZEU 2 KON
AL T A AR TR TR @ i R O A

MR ILREY o 2 50E & 5 E\EEHRM T —3d oW
LAR—VIZBCTHE N M T2MFE L TIREH
SNTHY, 72V B 7y bHE—AFEHIIHCTE, 2
YEZPAR—YTHEHILELHENLINTLS.
LRz v I A— 2 — O EREHM ST — 11X, &R (J)) L
BIEEE GEIE) DR L - Tk 3, 7 — 2 REKT
ZYHETHL D EMIEDOTASLRETTH LV WHETD

5, C—oR0 -3 MEEPTQDTEKT TS HINEP
RLI, C—280—2 RS a VHIBELICEZA,

STEM A L RO, CDL ) LR OHEN

— 28—

ELT, #EHES7—DDOUKETHL AR INERL
THY, RRCL3ENOBERDI S LT # 2
LB, 22T, WBILLDERERIICHDIAKTESY
DE—Z ) —fliCHELIEZS, FEOBmEPRL
12 (Fig.5). &» T, A7 —3HiENEEI > a Vi
WH L BIRFRRETHhE I LMEDLNIL. KPra
Yk 1ty PHOE— 23—t T5 %ty b
DT HDHHRIE, MGRUSGURE#DI0ty }H
T 18%BRICOIT 2L THY. LG 14%FRIEDKT
BR LI (Fig. 6). WRIREY o 7 @R/ 37 — KT
UK a ka1 MR EREY
ZJHINIBI LKLy FOY— 2 MEEECE B L IR,
SGHMUMGIALG LI LT1 ~4ty D@L
BFOTHTEHCMiPRLEL ARy A—2—0)
GRS M ST — D HIE L Y I B I TH DI,
MG K USGII BT (J1) DUEH L O b MIEDEH k0
T. LGV Y BERTUA MO TAY
J12 7y b AR— vl RS ) & A R LR B & gk AT
DLITONAMHTHY, ST - TN
MR R RMIAT I e WL L5, IR
REY 2 D37 — LTz o0TiE, KPP a v
O REARL L, MEBIZ R 2 HIEDEL TR > 3
UHHESTEB GNA LB AN o TREY VS
Wz T, BB O MEEh (< 1Y 53 2 KIR i
TR REOHERIE K S, 37— RAI~D TTMRIEH
IR YRR F Y (34

AW TR B0 2 AR E M RHRLY
ZHIIE I E— 2 3 — DRI THRF L
(Table2). ZO#EH, ETOMIZICTA L HIN MR
WEHON, FHERHIE— 2 37— L RIELRICHS
SEDW LI HICKE T VL X VMOHY
FB &M EZ R LIS (VL r=0.791, VM : r=0.835).
NEY 27U YRR TH Y VLR VM A3
TN TR Tha . dith o D s ARFE
REMORZEY > 2 b —= Z % SHMAT - 128 2 AN
W - W) M O KR etk 37—, KBRS o 5 B
DAL LR HELTUS. &0, AilEix
NI A= 2= HMBM L2 L bv—=0 ik it
ETE, FTIHMBE~OAfiZary ta—vTasl, K
Ca P ERELTHECTUL I ENTES.

KA TIAKR Y D 12513 5 KE R FKF Ok
M7 4—nF72 bOBFRIZOCTHG LIS (Tabled).
KE{Z& W T L-TEST, I-TEST, 40yd DASH »34i &%
O HBIYHEA o 64, Standing jump 3 47 % 7% ED
HIMINER A b G ire, KF 40T A7 38 7 AW B 4R
BEDONLEIo I HOTKELZL S #HikE Lo
FRE A Lok, LTEST T VIL VM, I-TEST.
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40yd DASH, } U*Standing jump#*VL, VIR OFVMIZ
DUTHBEZMNBRPRD NI, 7AV ATy b
K=V BEFEHERKEPHRELIVIRAEX A PL—=r
RS ERL TV, I TRGEO br—
VIELLTAZTy b b=V TR BITH 37—
DFMEE LT 6TV Y1920 Plourzsnyder b
16) (3 WG B D5 L LT MRIO T2l 2 VT, »3—
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