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EMG Analysis of upper body during wheelchair cycle incline driving
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Table 1. Details of subjects included in the study
Time
Sublect TV o) (ki) (emy iy
(years)
A T11 40 69.3 168.3 14
B T12 46 68.7 166.7 26
T12 27 71.4 181.2 8
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Fig.; 1' Picture of wheelchair cycle incline driving
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Fig. 2 Comparison of muscle activation value accord-
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