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i OE: By, WERFMEELT (TBP) Ltk B ok E TEESL T (FBP) medsh h FAHR
SEMG ZALH &, HABFETHEE A AEET XKRBRE, Tk A 12 8 XFARAZRE S
AT 40%, 60% ., 80 1IRM ¢4 TBP = FBP 4 3] . MEF LR VR E, HEFRHEED N FH
., AABRAA & s B-Bry IEMG A= RMS ZAedgot, &R QAR 8 ZZ R+ L FBP 4& TBP =T
FAEIRGDEHEFEMEHF, 40%—60%1IRM ;B 1 FBP b TBP A & kK9 sh 4k 5., Q48R
##% £ TBP 5 FBP w4 £ L IEMG RA LR F B £2F (P>0.05); MM RMS £ 40% 1RM #
HHNAEEFTRERLEF (P<0.01)., £60%IRM AW AL ZMHEZF (P<0.05); Jh=3kMN
IEMG £ 80%1RM % # ot A £ EF B HF MK 2% (P<0.01), RMS /& 80%1RM # #7 0 % /£ B % 1 £
7 (P<<0.05), #%i#: FBP T A AR GEMA SRR XA Z, P fsrarit TBP A £ Koy shkik
B wO e, FBP e TBP AA TH XG4t A5 B 3ee, BRI FziE; K
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& .0 kb #E (Fast Centrifugal Bench Press, HIEATHEY . AW 5T I\ Bl J7 2% F0 35 1 AL HL 7 77 1T
FBP) ., i iFoe 2 8, V8= A 6 B B 0 ol B nf AFWF5E TBP fl FBP %) 76 Jy = fivph 22— LA
DL AR BMfE RS B R . s SR, Pl 225, H R Y[ R Z A 5 A
w3 Y1 550 0, Sakamoto A 40 Y & R, Fih 4 1 A £E 2h R4 B A 30%—80% 1IRM 2z
DA [) 8 B 47 B P 2 2T sk JUL R A i A9 5 ]S, BT AT B 4026, 60% . 80%1RM
WA . Y ar Xt T EMEE B 57 £ 2 & BiF 5% 1 B
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1.2.1 3%+t

W 12 4 K2EAME R Zil &, DL 40%,
60% . 8020 1RM K}t ff i #£ [ H1 =X Fib 4k 48 1 iF
17 TBP A1 FBP 252>, WK 25 > i B2 v i oy 22
1. BB, REHCEFEDP CCAPETHR . BE =
AL B R D AP =KD W{ES .
AT 3 22 S8 IR, AT Z AR B 5 min,
g >R FH 3B 14 1T X% HE, TBP fil FBP %> 43
TR, H Ak — A .

1.2.2 &%

PR 12 4 K =2 R 2l (AR IR 23. 0
+1.13 %, B 175.25+6.62 cm, {KTE 75.08
+£7.17 kg, IRM FpMfE 78.334+7.18 kg), Bk
flhlE, ARG, AEMEIIZGZ2D . L2
s, e GERBEARNME, Wilar 24 /)
B A #E T EROZR, A S 5 E AR
Z 5illik
1.2.3 MM EF T L

ey A B A EMESE . 79 s Tendo U-
nit Bk S 5HEE R B R4 . EE DELSYS T4k
WL R4 R 4. (Trigno TM Wireless EMG sys-
tem) M [ AL E . RGN W
e RS MRER. XUmERE . WL, 85T
1.2.4 MKIBARR T &

@OH] Tendo Unit 4 % J1 5 3 B [ 5t & G2 i
SN R 0 R B RMEERT 9 3l 2R dE A, S R
WA (V). Zh®R (P) M (F)., @
DELSYS Jo £k WL HL SR 48 £ 4t b Ho A v i 28
KA ZMNATH . =Sk BRI, B Sk
WHAES . ©— & mE BB (250 Wi/F) 5
FMER A S E M LN RE RS FL . B
P AT AL 0 V28 1R G R0 [ O RS B ) )R] . ol
DELSYS Jo £k Il H8 R 4R & 48 19 i & 43 B 4K 14
EMGworks 3 B[ .0 By B¢ TEMG CBL 3 JJLH)
A RMS (B ikie) #4750 0. B2l
=5 H B O R, BOR PR T AR A AL B

Ak Ay Sy = A E Ay B R
LTRM R A0 LA K 0 38 4 A 3 72 F0 3 2 3 00
YHiE s 580 R R s TBP By 23R 5 L H
W, X — i B A5 — 3o 0 5 — A #EAT. fgy
KRB e B =85 FBP Wik, Ok ik
B 57, MU a5 TBP it &) s — 5 . Il
AR AR AR R RN AT =R Z N
SER . B G R TS 0 R A E AT AL B 4 B A
45

(1 MHRESR . R TBP i, 2% I 564
i, PRFFFTES AL T &S by, M dn e s il L
2 s 0 T RE T R B R Ao Ml S FS R A RS, AN AT 4
i AR FBP B, 32388 R Al Re it T B AT 4% 2]
b B3 e R A . AR, AR
TBP AHlR] . WU, 545 Ll A4 i 2 2 18 55 i I
PPORN B A7 I R A R AR, X T ik B 5k
B oA RAE N A O AR i St . E R I

(2) IR B faf PR 20— 1) 0 BB R TBP
M FBP 2 Jj #4545 5 sEMG F8 b5 k. 0 4k i
TAE N LT 2 34 3 4 i Tendo Unit 1 & 77
WAL e DELSYS L4 L RAE RS, Zid#H
FIIEI A Mo J5 . PO L B 3 R B 1
M, ZzE2RXE I mAg., i ir e I Hin
B, WM. LFEFEZENRR, 25
X R WA bR O R T A
BIGTEMRESTN A AR EMER LT 12 4
5—10 YK AK o7 faf $4 B °0, EASE FREESE 15—20
SR AA . INEEE RS . RS2 A LA A
[t 5E Tk LA . K Tendo Unit #§ &k 77 5 3 FE
RFLETIE L, ZRIMBEPlEET
Mo, AR AL E T A2 BN S A 0y IE 1w,
DLORUE T A AT B AT 8 Y5 T 5 HE A 1o i) B 1]

B AN 7T S 5 N 2 YR . B fT 22 TA] TR Bk
5 min, Tendo Unit Mk T 5 E RIERFEICTF
Mol mr L (VO ZhE (P) MiE (F),
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WUHAE Y, MRS G, AR = s SR ML 3
PR AT 5 85 5 2 T R o) 4 S ST A B () 32 LS
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2007 P17, )iz M SPSS21. 0 4 it 3 4 ik 3,
¥ TBP F1 FBP fEAH[F fifif T (402 1RM, 60%
IRM, 80201RM) £~ 46 A5 £ 415 S e % FE A ¢
K, AT e M ERT 225 SRR R 5 2
S CANOVA)Y, 4% 51487 TBP F1 FBP 7 %
B AR B g L (8] 0 25 5, Z 05 PR AT 2 5 A
(LSD), Zr#HrMi4s it Z R 25 5% . k(2
S B K T P<<0. 05,

2 HIRER

AE %7 TBP 5 FBP MIsh h ¥ S 845 &
M 1A U, TBP 5 FBP % B 1Y 1§&{E )] &
(SERAETR ) INTTE: )| I R B P o A e =
5, LSD B8 TBP 7F 40% 5 60% 1RM, 60%

2.1

5800 IRM Z [ HfF B F 2R (P<
0.05), FBPAE 40% 5 60% 1RM 2z [A] f£1E & &
PE2ZS (P<C0.05), 60% 5 80% 1RM 1 fif 22 [A]
NEE R EME (P=0.073>>0.05); 14 B ki
B far 80 REAR . 41 LSD WA BoR, i
ff Z ¥ fFAE 22 5% (P<<0.05); TBP 5
FBP g1 1 5 A% 0 (5 D 2R 1 BLAE 4026 IRM,
HARMBM AR EM2ZS (P<<0.05), LSD &
7k TBP 5 FBP £ 40% 5 60% 1RM 2 [A] {7 7% i
EPEE R (P<0.05), 7 60% 5 80% 1RM 1A fif
ZEIANFE R EEZESR (P>0.05),

1M 6] i 45 9 6 77 b FBP #¢ TBP 0] = A4 i
TR Ty e R (B 7 &, 40 %0 F1 60 26 1RM i
Bl FBP o TBP 5 8 K HIshfE#E .

®1 ATREHE TBP 5 FBP MBI AZSHEE (n=12)
IRMY WE{H ) B /N THHE/ (m/s) WA D% /W
TBP FBP TBP FBP TBP FBP
40% 635.50475.89% 665.17+91. 60" * 1.19+0.15% 1.2940.14° %  730.83+100.56% 777.58--125.43% %
60% 709.17+96.41  778.92-586. 48" 0.8970.12 0.95+0.13" 654.08+86.70  672.00+93. 87"
80% 789.58+84.30%  847.00--91. 72 0.6240.11% 0.664-0. 087 601.42£71.70  635.67484.35"
F 9. 648 12.513 70. 968 74.730 6. 697 6. 180
P 0.001 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 004 0.005

E: »AT5 TBP AR AR B E M 2% (P<0.05),
fiirz AR AR R EMREF (P<<0.05), FR

2.2 AREAEIRE S O—EDEMNES S SEMG
5 =
2.2.1 R R f 4 TBP 5 FBP @< B & IEMG
TACH &

% 2 7] W,, TBP 5 FBP %3 ik IEMG
Wi 70 ey 38 0 TG 0, AL R A AR A R R
(P<<0.05), LSD W75 TBP B} = ff JJL i o F1 g
KWLTE 40% 1 60% IRM 2 [] 17 75 1 3 ¥k 2% 5
(P<<0.05), 60% F1 80% 1RM Z [a] A~ £ 7E i &
PEEF (P>0.05), Jk=3kWAE 40% F1 60%
IRM | 60%F1 80 % 1RM Z [A] X7 1 i & 1t 2% &

x*x R 7Y5 TBP AR A A dEH R F M £ % (P<0.01);

# & T 5 F A8 AR

(P<C0.05), FBP B = A A5 Ak = 3k WL7E
40 %A1 60 % 1RM., 60 % Al 80 % 1RM 2 [A] ¥ 47 ¢
BEWER (P<0.05), g KMLFE 40 % F1 60 %
IRM Z B fF7E B 2 5% (P<C0.05), 60% Fll
800 IRM Z [AINFAAE B M2 (P>0.05); #4
PUULIE — 3k L TBP B 41 [) G & 35 M 25 % (P>
0.05), FBP BF4l Al /A4 Fd2 7 (P<<0.05),
LSD 7R 40 % 1 60 % 1RM 2 [ A7 1 i 25 2%
5 (P>0.05), 60%F1 80%1RM Z[aIfE1F Ik &
PEZ R (P<<0.05),

R2 ABE%KAT TBP 5 FBP &) IEMG Lb% (n=12) v
=S LT R Wk =3k L g K AL k=S L
IRM Y%
TBP FBP TBP FBP TBP FBP TBP FBP
0% 58. 41+ 51. 65+ 40. 65+ 33.45+ 29.12+ 24. 75+ 741+ 7.52+
12. 187 13.167% 8.40% 11.73% 7.117 7.87% 2.61 2.57
609 67.75+ 59. 76+ 51. 974+ 49. 27+ 40. 06+ 33. 604 9.25+ 9.52+
12. 98 10. 07 11. 70 12.76 14. 23 14. 05 3.19 2.98
80% 73.56+ 70. 54+ 64. 15+ 57. 44+ 50. 45+ 44.33% 10. 32+ 13. 68+
13. 21 10.97% 17. 147 11.507% 19. 40 20. 47 3.35 4. 81 #
F 4.279 8. 164 9.921 12. 378 6.510 5.102 2.767 9.199
P 0.022 0. 001 0. 000 0. 000 0. 004 0.012 0.077 0. 001
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A YA R A f L, TBP 5 FBP [ BoR
F N IEMG AL AE R EW2ZEH (P>0.05);
FEHUWLIE — 3 ILFE 80 % 1RM 17 faf B ££ 76 I & i
FrEZER (P<0.01),
2.2.2 RF % # TBP 5 FBP & H- RMS %

4 5

2 3 Al 0L, 7E#E3S ffar 25 > b, TBP
5 FBP E#1 LAY RMS 5 IEMG (#)25 1k #4 $41
oL = FA WURT AL = 3k UL 0] 28 77 75 i 38 1k 2
St M RWL TBP 2 (8] £ i AN A7 78 B 3 M 22 =
(P>>0.05), {H FBP W} 4 [a] 1 faf 77 7€ o 3 7k 2=
5 (P<C0.05), LSD 7R, 40% M1 60%1RM Z

HFEfEREMZER (P<0.05), 60% f1 80%
IRM Z [ AfFAE B EME2Z S (P>0.05); #5#H
WUIE Z 3k L TBP 5 FBP B, 21 (1] £ fif 2 A 47
EREEZES (P>0.05),

TE4 AR 7 1. TBP 5 FBP A BoR
FE LA WLAE 40 % 1RM B A7 78 JE 8 b M 2%
5 (P<C0.01), 7£ 60%1RM I {77 b Bk %
(P<<0.05), FEAYCM S b, = A IUHT 5
BE=S MR A P22 % (P>0.05); H5dt
WURE — 3% WIL7E 80 % 1RM fi fof i 47 7F 1 2k 22 5
(P<20.05)

%3 ARE%KM TBP 5 FBP ) RMS Lk (n=12) nv
= ff LR R ik =3k AL fikg AL Jil =3k AL
IRM%
TBP FBP TBP FBP TBP FBP TBP FBP
10% 471.50=£ 512.584 187. 58+ 210. 67+ 132. 93+ 145. 06 & 49. 60+ 52. 84+
138.20% 147.73% 56.597 59.657 44. 60 42.13* = 16. 34 16.12
60% 553. 92+ 605. 504 218.92+ 251. 50+ 169. 694 186. 67+ 59. 08+ 61. 84+
123.58 130. 61 66. 76 74.65 48. 33 59.20" 16. 86 18.79
0% 618.50+ 655. 174+ 261. 42+ 288. 25+ 174. 00+ 194. 08+ 64. 56+ 69. 80+
122.01 133. 67 61.98 80. 70 34. 82 46. 42 15.42 18.75*
F 3.968 3.323 4. 298 3. 466 3. 258 3. 382 2.612 2. 689
P 0.029 0. 048 0.022 0.043 0.051 0. 046 0.088 0.083

3 ik A

3.1 AEGHRESO—EOENESE S A

FTUEFRSW

BN OIEREE S Y N W N iR B B S S =TI
(FBP) 5% M EME (TBP) % iF, 3hJi2p7s
AR L, W {H g 5 ¥ BE & B far Y 3 0 T
T, T SR ) B A R e D ik — 4 R
ARFFA HllMY Iy i A, ) Ry T
Hill DA Ay f5e A g 38 0 2 e KL PR A 4 38 A A K
i 1/3 Wi . RIAE — 5 Y B N T R bl 4 ) o
ORI NI NP <AL= a B A N (1N e
TBP 5 FBP 7058 19 785 [ 4 4b T vkt 3, (]
DU T R AR T RN % Ab F 40 %6 1IRM 2247 . FE i
NWESR A 20 & B, #ilan, Thiesfield
UV S 4 K AR T RMEE 2 S 1 R T
F, Hoh 13 N AR F WA 40%—50%
IRM,  H 3% P9 A 17 fif 22 (8] AS 7 A b 35 1k 22 5%
NN e AR T R AE 40%6—50% 1RM Z [,
Amador ZM"HHFSE T 20%—70% 1RM U Bl A 1Y
Fib e 0 Rib 9 0 3, A Ok B A ) R B AE 3000
IRM, {H #H4F 1 faf Z 8] (20% 5 30% 1RM,

30%5 402 1RM) ¥y RAF7E i FH k2 5%, FT L
N EAED R BN 206—40% 1RM, H
AP (20%—70% 1RM)  Eip #fE Fi
ML e T RS A B2 R . X — A
WFRAEAE 2 S, X aF 5 MG 5 A0 58 BT 5 0 1)
W BERTRI A 56 . AHIE S 5 0 5 00 B B T R 40 5
T 10 B BE AN P

SEHE RGP N Y E R EENE,
BURGERE . ZEHSTH , AP TR 2
poRE e e nhi R ek S N DG a2
R Z W 5% B 25 UE W BN b R E 8 7= A 3 1 s A
BEEED AR ONE E, BIMIG S S HE R A
J& TR g B 25 2T, e SR 32 Bl bR AT R R Ml i
s MEMEZ I, b TS AT A g,
AR i BN AT B — BN .  AE SRR S A E 23
WO, AE KR R b G BT i AT R S K AT I
H, F IR A MR BEAR A 2k ) e BE . (HJ2EMD
BORTE B A LT, 5 A s A X
SRR i e — LA I, E SRRy T
SR XA SIERAAE —E 22 R . AHE
REERKF ., MM >60%1RM K FBP 5 TBP
AR FEWN LS, e BRI SR, A7
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FUfF<<60 20 1RM B FBP #fE 2 i) 3 £ ) K T TBP
(R D, Wk vt /N FBP £ 82 & 2 1E
BT AR EMEG S EEA S, 2R
JE AT LR B0 RN 25 ) BB . 7R SE R I 2
i, FBP k2] O 4w R B G2, Wk
RBE# 2 Cal Deitz, fEHYERIZZN A & L)z W
Mz g2 B T RS ROR .

AWFIE B RTE 40%—80% IRM i [l TBP
5 FBP Wl h st I fr e P 2 %, X S IE(E
RGP . Christopher % AN B 5% th %
WY, 3R g g I 2547 R T R BE 7 B Y 2 3 A
. AW TE 6025 80%1RM if. FBP [#) 14
HhEZEZEFARE, @IS, o0
RN R A] B R 1 X R B0 R, X 4R
B AT e AT BMEZR 2T B, 5500 77 & AT BB 2 B2
EMED R EZEHEE.
3.2 AE & RE B O—m D B % S

SsEMG ZL 45 S o 47

EMEZ IR, ZHUFS 5 T/E, RESIA
i YO (= N [ 5 /o B s N 11 N = e
LA AL, Gabriel 257 75 BF 5% 2 thi LR A A
Ho ESNUREPCIUVER R ZAE R FR A, T LA
AR sSEMG L 73 Hr A 56 = M LET R . Bk
=SV B R LSS S WULARFE UL — Sk L. JF
¥ IEMG Fl RMS fE Rl #4845 . IEMG 2 AL
F P 2 o 0 D A A B S il £ T B R A T R A
M FRRTE— B ) A LA 2 51 3l 1Y 18 2l o
PR, —EBRE LR T SN TAERE 3h
LR VAU e B L VA5 G N NI N
RMS sz B LA 3 FR, 0 A 880 . R /INIRCe F LA
PROFASAL, — BN 538 3l B SR 4R TN %A 1
AT A S

ARHFFEEE R ok, BEE 7 3 i, TBP
1 FBP i Es LA ITEMG 3% i 3 K . £ RE
& Tuar A3 LA h = 5 15 3l 1942 3h SR AL B
HEWI K, SRR Es R E B L.
Naomi 21 BF 58N K TEMG il Jy & 7778 2k 1 %
. X EDI N IEMG f8UE S HH 1 i
KNFETEIEA G, AR ES R AL rE TS Bk
ol WA -2, AR BN, HE M T
TBP #l FBP F 3 lLAY TEMG U A 17 7E i 3 P
#5% (P>0.05), TBP il FBP i} 53 JLILA
2 51 2 (32 B B B0 H R B R S 4R 1Y 32 Bh By
BOH 258K, AT AR Y R PR g Uk R B 352 5

R T, XRIIE BT AR 5 A A
BB R HME R, X —FRER SR
JRERAIAY . B A AR R Ak X TR B o EE S
R F AL PR PR AR B A 2RI R B . AR T 5E B
N VERFEPUNLA BE =Sk JL7E TBP # IEMG Al
RMS [ f71 far 384 Jin 1y 386 K AH A8 {6 e B2 JF A K
RGP Z RN R FEEZR (P>0.05);
FBP %3 i}, #3ffih IEMG Fl RMS 3% i
BER . {HAE 80 %6 1TRM 34 i i B 4 K, 4% 44 f oy
ZEWAFEREEZER (P<0.05); EMIRE R
fof b #E A7 e & B, TBP F1 FBP {7 80%
IRM fifaf FA7#E 22 5% (P<<0.05), i
RE2ZIN B REMZRENER TILA . X
TOHE A A S . XA SIS AT Rk
F1, FEBOIURL AT BB . FEABE ST H TBP A
P —¥ 5, {0 FBP BHEHLULE 80 % 1RM fi
fof b B AR 5 aX — s AN e 4 — 3., HASUR A Z i
sA Nieik e EMMEETNAH TR,
Marsden 252U F1 Waters P 222 BJF 9% mit v 32 11 7
HEAT AT R W PR SR B, 28 R 8 Y Xy AT
fig s Lb A HULA B0 e 0 s, AT 5 1R E Zh L
FFEPONL A0 2 [ W 4 . FBP B i 25 45 45 X —
S RUIAE YIS S B b B R A BRI £ Bh L
FIEME 2520 . 4R SR 2B S ROR .

RMS S e L PR R ) A B0 fE . 538 3 B
SEEMMX W ARME LA L, EARPR D
TBP Il FBP i = £ WUAT o A AL = Sk WUTE 45 A
] G faf b ASAEAE P25 5, D DR AT A ik g
FibMfE 77 =X B AROR ), ARZE B G0 60 far T R g U RN
AU F A S AT BT UL R 4 2 1 A 2
A 2Z A K. 1 TBP F FBP 8§ K AL A9
RMS 7E 40 %—60 % 1RM i1 fif [ £7-7E b &1 2% 7
(P<C0.05), X EME Y 3 7E b5 i 53 B A M & B0
HEAT RME SR T B i R LA AT B0 P K F AT
LU 4E . TBP Ml FBP 59 X 378 T 85 .0 i
K o B, B N o 7R K46 4 2 T i,
sfbE SR RE 2 BRI B R R, AR TR L R
W AR R, 0 TR TT R B K R L PR 5K
Fm R BARTE /NG, AL VR B AR
Fyat . FBP B i B s 2.0 Al LAk Mg R L EE
Uy MubE A7 5 R Bme Y, R T ALA M T
TERCREM AT, HAmES EMRES 1
BRIz B b1 1 T Bk A 2R R

A i} A #F 98 877 TBP Al FBP Ik = 3k L&Y
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©) 5 BN 2 3] 3 A F AR SEMG AR

95

OB E S TR L. e B oRE (JEMG) 1 i
RV BE =K AR ZE I A SRR FFABAAT R
AELAC) B AT LA 58 23 M RN L. 23 A S IR T e
5 IR AT A A G . AR ST R 0 D T
v TR B ARERFL T 30, A RZ AT 2 &I
] 2 AT 00T B 5 0 8 2 2 UL A ) 93T R

4 Zp5EW
1.1 g

(1) 5&4:6ME (TBP) AL, Pk &0k
#e (FBP) 1459 fffar b 350 LLy™ A B8 K 1 06
MR K&, Erf/ha i, FBP [t TBP
AERBNAEE L, P/NF R, FBP g KL
M TAER % & T TBP; K it, FBP il — 3k
WSk s e op g, YIZRmd R %% &S &
S PRI 25

(2) TBP Y5 FBP i} fie K 7 5 35 Bl £ far 11 3
T i, {5 FBP B 6 faf K F 60 % 1RM i 34 0
ANBH L o KT T B A O B s, R
Tuffa MR R A AR m. E3h
12 2 BN R % 3 K. TBP I AE £ A
T 1 A B v A P ILIL R AR Ak R B BN, T FBP
R B far 17 00 L H S S R
4.2 #EW

(1) P g 0 FEEMEZ 2] (FBP) b4
FMfE (TBP) figr= £ & o4, /N far
BHRIT ShE R 0 & . 6 BT R KR T
%2,

(2) KA far P 5 0 2 RMfE 25 > (FBP)
(N EREN NN R B I a1 Ok ¢ EZRU LS P VA A
%85 S LA E R0 2
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The function of the antagonist muscle during fast

Study on Dynamic Parameters and sEMG of
Fast Centrifugal-Centrifugal Bench Press under Different Loads

GUO Cheng-gen', ZHOU Ai-guo®

(1. Deperment of Physical Education, Taiyuan Normal University, Taiyuan 030619, China;
2. School of Physical Training, Beijing Sport University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: Objective: To compare the dynamic parameters and sEMG changes of TBP and FBP so as to
provide a basis for choosing suitable load and mode of TBP. Methods: TBP and FBP exercises of
40%, 60% and 80% 1RM were performed on 12 college students. The dynamic parameters in TBP
and FBP such as speed, power and force were measured, and the changes of IEMG and RMS in the
centrifugal phase of related muscles were also measured. Result: (DFBP can produce greater power
output and peak power than TBP at the same level of load, and FBP has greater motion speed than
TBP in the range of 40% ~60% 1RM. @ There was no significant difference in IEMG between TBP
and FBP at the same load (P>>0.05); RMS of pectoralis major muscle had significant difference at
40% load (P<C 0.01), at 60% 1RM load (P<C0.05); IEMG of biceps brachii had significant differ-
ence at 80% 1RM load (P<C 0.01); RMS had significant difference at 80% 1RM load (P<C0.05).
Conclusion; FBP can effectively increase peak power and maximum strength, and has greater motion
speed than TBP at medium and small loads; FBP can better store and release elastic potential energy
than TBP at medium and small loads, and improve the working efficiency of muscles; FBP antagonist
muscle contraction is strengthened at high loads, and attention should be paid to the cooperative exer-
cise between antagonist muscle and active muscle.

Key words: TBP; FBP; sEMG; RMS; speed; power; strength





