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Influence of relative position between body centroid of caring person
and care bed height on lumbar load of caring person
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Table 1. Electromyogram measurements (Rt)

Mean S.D. Min. Max Area Median
@® 29uvV 5 18uv 550V | 869uVs | 28uV
® 23V 3 17uV 34V | 684uvs | 22uV
® 16pv 1 13puv 20uV | 483uVs l16pv
Table2. Electromyogram measurements (Lt)
Mean S.D. Min. Max Area Median
@ 32uV 6 19uV 61uV | 954uVs 31uV
@) 26uV 4 17uV 44uV | 770uVs 25uV
® 20uV 3 14uV 30uV | 606uVs 20uV
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(a) Lt frequency (b) Rt frequency
Fig.3 Average frequency of electromyography (knee joint)
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(a) Lt frequency (b) Rt frequency
Fig.4 Average frequency of electromyography
(femoral center)

(b) Rt frequency

Fig.5 Average frequency of electromyography (ASIS)
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