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Neural control of simultaneous bimanual force generation
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BIE #

1.1 MR DENE & R DR

BRROHEAREICECT, MFEB) I RI»TLDOTERVENF XX -y D 1DTH 5.
B zZE, O EZFITZY, a—e—HZiHwnizy, $VEDY —rD v FAZEF
BEAEToNE, cho0BfFIcBL T30}, FAOFRIMhERESE, b9
—JOFIFHNEZERLT 2 00 E@W R KE 2R3 Thb. i, bEGEEL
MIEEREZ A SRS, MTOMFANREIEZZTT 2 BERERH 7 + -~ v 2T
HrLwz LS., ZoMicdh, BT EHEO L) REMANEEIP AR -V X7 -2 v R
mE, BAFEHEEESAX—volTEB 2 EGLETT LB TE S, i, AF
—VickWnwTll, EFofihmtbtozooxyF 7L 2er—rou—4 v, Kikds
27 74D 7% [MFREEE] OfNREL T TR, FJv=vI/eKEko/7a—1ok
i HTERHE] CE»TEED $-HEETH L. 2L ICHFAN» 2% KEDH 2
MFEB) %, RLAFED LI ICHIHIL THWEDE 29 ».

INFTIC, FFEEZT ) ES) (R FEE) & il F[m kB2 35ES) (il FEH) o
e 27 L%, Wi O F M % FIRICBh 2> 3588 (FAAEES)) & T o 54 5 % [F R 1 B
2> 3B GEAALES) Ol > 2 7 L0387 5 L AlE ST &7 (Swinnen, 2002).
ZLT, 2o 0EHHEY X7 20MEQTRICIE, FF-MFEB)OM, MFEH)TH
R A SR EB O CR A 2 MR A A= X L5 T2 2 L AREhTER (1.2 %
Z0). EBIC, PR R DR 4 BRI 351 2 EREIK 28 LT b 2 & (Carson,
2005) % b, MiFEH) L, EHERMRREORR, Thbb, MfErnx -2 opEez
TCTwa, CoffifErm 2 b =225k, b LI, 5 ELMMAT S L CliFED)H»E
fTanctnwdeFEzonsd,

Z0 X5 AT, flziE, AR—vicEwT, MTERKBCHNIFEELZT IV FTL X
iF, MFE2LAICEPSTRKIKDZn -t Dk S hFER2 52 5D, et XEiE

1



B X5 PR R OREEIC L o C, RO %EH 3 2 BE O FEE) o HEE % H{E
FEB70ICE, DX RIAEY F—v a VERESHRNAD D L w5 BRI
T2ERBH B, ERIC, PL—=v 7 oRREEQCFHART X i, mlltkoEE) <7
A—~wvRAREMEIE L0, WEENL —= v 7B ETH S 2L (Rube and
Secher, 1991), WiflltE b L —=v 7 b FllME L —=v 7B AW Y A3 C LB EET
H2LwvHiEE (McCurdy et al., 2005; ACSM, 2009), FREFDOV ~v ) F— 3 viTik
B0 f F5EH) 72 iz, MFEHOIM D ERI<TH 2 2 & (Winsteinetal., 2016) 23
RENTWS, 6o T, WFHEB)DOMFRHIEICOWTIIZES 5 C L, FERE 2 iR R
T, FHNEAR-YRZEL Y Y F—va VEEL L COffifEdr s 3.
AWgE ik, MFEBOPTH, FICHFRIGHIRMICESZB V2. 8%, #Hi
L7 & 5 iIc TR AR R, o F—vEfEE LTkoohnb ey, FL—
=R AT avOFRELLTENING b H2720THE. —/T, M
FRIFFO BN FIERFIC BT, FREOHFEFOMETHELEL 5720 (1.2.3 %%
B, Wi FEBRFORIEE 7 v R b — 7 OB EAHEN T 2 0IcHEE LGEL T3 fito T,
RIFFETIEE T, WO LERIED & 2l FEB) OEB)HIEICBI T 22 HEL, X
K= /) ) F—a VREEL RO 2 OB, b RKIFROER & B % Ik
9B, i, 2 DR KR AM L T, T E R ) RE O EBEIE s 2 7 Lk %
NER T 2 WG O W CHE LR T 2. BRI, EBICX > TR LRI
Hox, il FER I REOEBHIME S 27 LB X, ZnaRHERT 5 MRHEO 2 K —

YRUAEY T =2 a Y ~OISHAREMEIC O W TG 5.



1.2 XA 5E

1.2.1 WFEEBOHETFH
W EES Y, ¥h s EA0R TEBoMTIER . fliE, ©7 0 ofE A8,
FFOTEIECHMI B LITAL BT OHECTY, MFL2EbELLZAICHIT R %
5. ZhiE, FUCAFOES TS F72 T CERNY 2 K045 F O EBNHIH & T[]k 1
s oA FOEBHIHE CIX, £ OHEBFIME S AT LA REEZLERLTVWS, 2D
Ko, MFEBICIIAEFLAFOEIGME > X7 LR RHETHAEL 2
(Swinnen, 2002). Z OWiFEBOHATHICOWTIE, Tk CclcHEB) (Kelso, 1984)
L F 0B (Spijkers and Heuer, 1995), MiZlEiH) (Diedrichsen etal., 2004) D X 5 7258
BERECHIE S LT & 72, Kelso (1984) 1%, g% JAMIICE 2 S EIC BT, LD
B % FIRICB) 2> T W HEE O 2 fh 4 ic EiFCw &, EA 02 RN R4
5 % R I Bh 2 [FIfAES 5 A E N5 2 & 23 L7z, 2 hid, M TEE)icsw T,
RN AR S I R R 2B o A T AT 22 LR R LTS, 20X ) RlFE
B OMETH I, HEBFEIE S 27 2% 6 2 PR R ED XS IS L Tw3DE A
5 2. Bz £, Aramaki et al. (2006b) (%, Rig & A REIC X v v v 73 5 HEB DY
B % BERER TG S B {4k (FMRL: functional Magnetic Resonance Imaging) Caisk L 7
LA, EFETTA Ay ey /T aRL Y bMFoRATEERR (RAAH) IC & vy vy 73
LD ST SEBBF OB S D v e ARG L fiicd, FTEFox v v T
LREOMGEEN ORI L b b, WF O BRAGH % FRE GEOAR)IC X v vy 7 F 207 035 EH)
AP A2 2/ N DT B 28K & v 2 & (Aramaki etal., 2010)CHTHH X v v v 7% B [F
Bt & v v v 7~ DU BE 3 2 IS B 23— JGEBYET X 0 b 17 o H) B AR
»%Z & (Aramaki et al., 2006a) 7z EAMER I LT3, Thabb, FUFOHEETH A
F72 FEE) 3 2 IKf & il F CHE) 3 5 R OERHIH > X 7 L 0BG, EIZLo LT L%

MXFHAE R DIEBENCHEER L TV 2 ATREMEDS R S T & 7=,
3



1.2.2 BFEBOEHFNH R T L

Nozaki et al. (2006) 1%, F Fi#H) & HFEBOHIH > 2 7 L 0@ DWW, EBYE
DT XA L HCTHIEL, A—oBoflils 274 LT, 1) F FEBKOLICHE
INdavio—7,2) @FEPFCORCHBEINE Y ba—7F,3) FT@EBIFD,
W EBED Yo b BRI N EDa v e — I35 3, &) BERE R 12
K7z, EEcix, FBAZT ofF S WELEED) (FWES) £ 7213, 35— okioEH) %
[FIRFIC i R L <7 5 BiEhEES) (MiiES)) 2 v <, BishEsEns ciie o - igic
WG E 72 (Nozakietal., 2006). % D5, hBHES)©oFEMRIL, WBHES)ICHRTH
L2 e s, oo —vicsnTd, MmBEB) O HhRIE, R BEEE)N 51
IC L Eef% L7 5o 72 (Nozakietal., 2006). Z D& O S OHFFE T, FbiES) T o)
B, WBLES) T OB EORICE L AMPER O T -~ v AD T T+ — & T
L, MPGEEIO N7 3+ =<V 2AZIHLICED LI L, TRZORNO & — v b FKICE
T % Z & &M L7 (Hayashi and Nozaki, 2016). [6— o BioE&hIHIIc 3 > oFlfE =
PO = I REET B L) T ORFUIIER ICEIRIE 23, BlIED & 5, BEEES) D )
B EOFER AT XA LERALZREEL 22 S LCwiny, 2 2T, RWF3EClE, %
e ZznIcXoTEL 2 [ OXUREIR Y ANZHOFERF7 X4 XY, 20K
EMGEET 52 L &2, EHEFEHOER AT XA LHBHLH L% o7 2 OIREHIE
i Z PR OIIED B G KD o N 2 ET 2 H T 2 BE O EEGEB) O FH 2 i X ¢
DI DEE Z b5 (Nozaki et al., 2006; Hayashi and Nozaki, 2016) 235, Ff#E 75
hRECE T, FCTFo@EDFIEC 3 2ofllay re—IB8HEHINDTHN
I, AR =YLV A Y T = a y~OISHAREEIIER T 2 C L3 ifr S 5. il 2
FFEOHAN L —=v 2 TiRA®RIC, MFOMOhtLr—=v 7l Ers2eT, B
75 ML=V INEPHIRECE 2 0b LR, ZOXIICAF—YOERNLBNS
LU, Ve ) 7—v a3 vORKNABS 2 LA % &, T LlmFo@EEHE s 27 40

DWTHHET 2 T & ITEBER .



1. 2.3 WAIREOHINGGEIC X 2 REHFHDIET

R ffi CAERL L 72 Kelso (1984) ol FH5:EB) O IS & FEkIC, il [E R o b= 725 )
FIFICE TS ERECHHAETHAEL 5. 2nix, FZOCRELZRRTLDL B
M RN I S84 L 2 e KA 2T 3 2 B4, MflIEERET e Lo T
(Henry and Smith, 1961; Ohtsuki, 1981; Skarabot et al., 2016). Henry and Smith (1961)
X, R R CHNFREL 2R oG FENICH AT, lF T 5 L 2R o4 F4E 535 3%
Rz & 2ME Lz, COMmEIMEEREKTIE, JFFMEFLVIFEFoIBELRLTV
¢ (Carretal, 2020), flZFIcBb L FHHOMAICEL LT W & (Cornwell et al.,
2012), B X0 & PO BHENKE W & (Magnus and Farthing, 2008), 7257
Wzt (Carretal., 2020), L —=v2Zick o CH#MEANSH 2 2 & (Taniguchi, 1997),
FIGKEEITd B b3 2 & (Gazzaniga and Sperry, 1966) 7z &k 4 7l mi 2 HHFZE D5 HEA
TE 7z, WM T ICBES T 2O S 2 A A =X 0L LT, 1) FEDHHL,
2) MSCPERRE KD, 3) AMGEEREHNHI A% 2 5 T3 (Ohtsuki, 1994). FE D HELIC
DWTE, HNFHICHER ) Y — AP EINDE Z L THABMET T 20 Tldrwhe
WO I D WT W B 208, R 3R CREFICH R % L < b mMERREK T 2R L
7h5 722 ¢ (Howard and Enoka, 1991) %5, Z nsmifIPHEREE T o £ ERCcH 2
I ORMA D 5. HKERSEIC oW, BMU T AL RIGE LT, =
H O FH SRS S 2 A U 72 ISRV II 235 2 T 2 23, [l o @i & #5557 o UL
MECHIIPBEAR L R L AR E T3 (Ohtsuki, 1983). 20 X 5 T, MG %
LKL 727 — XICH O F ) RIMEBREEHIH] A3 T PEREREAR T DB & 75 2 fifE A 7 = X 4
THh5HIEBFERINTE (Skarabotetal,, 2016). KMEFERREINHNIE, —HI D MMEE) A
EHORIERZRAT 2MELZE T, b5 —MoMEE 2T 2L W BHRTH 2
(Ferbert et al.,, 1992). #ilx1X, WFHENKDMKE (EEG: Electroencephalography) 2> &
H & - EBEfEE AL, H RO Z XY /h& w2 & (Oda and Moritani, 1995)

<, WD RIS A7) Fet th D — JGHENEF DL BN Al O R TR A I FEF LY b
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72\ Z & (Postetal., 2007), Wfil[F 44 i % IUAH L C > B RFIC, —JCHBHIT ~ 0% 5H 25 i SURI
# (TMS: Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation) % 5 2 % &, il & RO icAE L 3 94
LY b VA F258RL 2528 (Perezetal, 2014) R EBHGE I T3, 6, KN
HEWTIT %2 32 \F 72 0 BE D FE R 20t R & LT, MR OBEREICBE I 2t TN T & /2. fi
HHE T, WTO@ERKCR AR FORIC N CGERIES 2 DI L, 48 o 8511,
M F O ER G 25 F oM & [ L Tdh % 2 & (Gazzaniga and Sperry, 1966) 7T D
EEENCHE TH 2L U v2 & (Kennerleyetal., 2002) 238tz T3, 2D XS
1T, RWGEERFENS] & MR T OB Z RS2 e 7 v A3 A LT o T E 72,
L2 L7228 e, i s i3 AR BRI 72 0 Tk <, % Ofthd iR o 8 b 213

LHBEMED B 2720, Z OWRERMFERX 1 = X LI IFREEM O R D 5.

1.2.4 #wE/0Xb—7

KIGEE 2> & BRE~ TR 2 1R 0 % SRS LT, SHillE o BB B s % TR L
TH Y (Davidoff, 1990), Z 1otk Filsho FE BRI Cch b L ExHbNDL. —/7T,
X R T DRk 4 7o BEFE I 351 B MR ER 25558 L C v B 2 & (Carson, 2005) %> 5, [T
WX, EHEAME oA b= OFERZ T L, PlAE, KETRH O oML
X FICFEHl O BERIC TR 32 (Davidoff, 1990). EEIC, =2 —1a 4 2=V 7
T b b, [FAEVEDEIRIEITFET 2 REES R I N T E 2. Hlx i, ek Filsh% L
THLE—IEETFHAMIET 2 2 & (Kim et al., 1993)%°, —JGHEEITFF~D TMS I X > T
RN B EIFRBEMASUOR 720 Cld <, FAMOFICS HET 2L (Ziemann et
al., 1999), R D2 & BH & N7z EBEEFEBAL OIRIESAK & W N1 &l FEB) o A1 AT
WEZIFR TV L (Kagerer et al, 2003) 72 E BRI N T B, £72, B FEHICHEV
FEE B > B E B 0 BB Y2 W K 5, Cross-activation R b WF &N T3
(Ziemann and Hallett, 2001; Uehara and Funase, 2014; Cabibel et al., 2020). & 5ic, #i

D—IJGEEEF > 513, MFEEORHIC D AIFE T 2 M FEE =2 —o VBRI T3
6



(Aizawa et al., 1990; Donchin etal., 1998). % L C, HiHTIR~7z X 512, KAERREHNH]
A3 B O AR HIEICE S L T\w b 2 L b BERoRHIT . 2 oftic b, wEES)
PP THBIATEF O X 5 A FE M O E) (Sadato et al., 1997)% 4 v + 7 — 7 [ 72 G
(Walsh et al., 2008) 231l THEENC RIS 4 % & & 233G S T\ 3 2%, B H B S
FEIC & o Tl FiEB)IC B 54 2 G @ &2 — vIdB A s 2 e iR T3 (Swinnen
and Gooijers, 2015). £ D X 9 iC, MFEBICIZEMARMR 7 e A =225 LTk,
Zb BRI ER YT X — & (T, FEE, H5ECE R )i X o TR % 5 TR
BB, AWRTIE, COFEHANTA—2D DL LT, MAORBCESZY TS, Ch
13, SRR TEB O A = X LB L 2ICT B &S R O FERERIRFSE O B
o BB E, MR EOMEHEIc OWTHET S &1k DXk HicL T

MTFEBZHIE L CWd 0] 2HEET22L0—BER21ITTH S,



1.3 HREDOBEH

Wi CHERL L 72 NE A S, FF e miFo@EBHIH > 27 210 THET 5 2 L ARF
—UNRT = VADALERY A Y T = a vOREE LTHILD &) EANER,
T (R RE A ) FE AR D fiR BN D W CHE T 2 C L SR AR FEBI MR A = X L%
BRS 2 L WO RFERL W) 2 00BR 2B L. RLUFOMAFERE TS FFE
FRAET B W FRIRFICHRIET 20 e CTIIEAZHIEa v b e — 7288 X 12 RN
BB, TNEHEET AN =X LM REICRRN R DTH D LHEREIN.
ZOEDBHL I RNE, EHHEC AT LDAE—Y L) ALY F— a v ~DIGHT]
REMESC T T EB DR A 1 = X LI O W COBBRORERHRIAD 5. fE-T, AW,
i T[RRGSO BB I > 2 7 L X O, 2 R MRS 2 R RN 2 0 2 1 S 5
K32 zHNE L.

ARWIFETIE, FERI L ERIEIC X 2L ~ v 0% (Bifh) & L TR 2 EB L~ 10
ZAt (i) 2 81532 C i X 0, WiFRIR I SR BB I » 2 7 2 & Z D pfifE A 7
ZALICOWTHHET S, > T, MRl % EEG, TMS 7 & % i\ 72 fibéfE 3 X OVt ]
B DRI 1T o T, ERRICIE, BT CEB I N CE A ITFES) B D 5 ik 7k
TR A 2 EE L R~ O BL AT E 2 IS AE T AMICE L LA LT, [N
I T E) O MR D W T E R T 5. % 2T, IHEAE R ] B A IR T L b,
B L~ L2l CRIFTE T, B L BiEE) 26 2 oKl 2T 5 L8 TE 5 X
5 IRFFEiRE % 2 DGt L 72, Nozaki et al. (2006)2%, [FA—oBiofl#Hls 27 4e LT,
D) FFEESROACEEI N2y te—7F, 2) HFEHKICORCEHEINZ 2V b
0—7,3) FFERD, iHESRS Yo chBIEshiloa vy trn—-5035 3,
LW EIRE T B 7-0ic DHEBIYEE ] OFB7 X4 L2 RAL—J7T, s
1, ihsickoThEL2 YT ICEH L, 374bb, RLTFOMARETD,
TR Y A7 L5 F /W F B O ERGEE & @0 T ERGER D 3 SOk ERICH

PRTVS EREL, FFRTTIT ) REZ T Sk, R0 TT 5 A7
8



L FRIFHCAT S IR E D & ) B e T 2 h#ET 5. HERE2 TIE, WL

FOEE) TS, FFLTE T 5K & lFRFOED) S 2K & T, Pk

CU]F['

BN O EEE 4
DR CH 5 —IGEBBF OIEEN 7 2 2 & (Aramaki et al., 2006b) % B ¥ 2 T, —RiE
BT OIEEI L~ VICEH L7, EECE, JFRERNZELRREIC X o T XEB)IT & B
$52LT, —REHBFOMENEL T LM FOMIFRIC LD X ) ICHBL T 2 24
Wz, AWFEEEBELC, K FOMNFRME L M T R i) 51 31 2 @B flH s = 7
LOECEZFMEICL, ZDOY AT LERERT 557 L 5 5 MFEA 1 = X Lk ifin L 7z Bk

Wzt —=v27, Vv TF—vavFRERRET L 2HET.



$28 FFENICL 5HEHEF VP RFRFENICKIETZE (B
Feares 1)

2.1 =]:g)

RAKEE M /1 (MVC: Maximal Voluntary Contraction) % {5 F & & 2 il K 57 13, &7
{1l @ 7 JJAK T o K4 o B B Al B% oo BLEE 4 A (XN & 2 % (Brasil-Neto et al., 1993;
Gandevia et al., 1996) 23, FEHE MO 1+ K E B ICERELZITT L b3
(Martin and Rattey, 2007; Doix et al., 2013; Aboodarda et al., 2016). ¥ 7=, Fbi@E®E) % i
&R TICE T 2, FIH O KIEBR A & I 57 1 D KN ER~ 0 SBR[ 0 M BT
W2 2 ATREME (Baumer et al., 2002; Takahashi et al., 2009) Z# % 2 % &, F FEB)

I X BRI ST 2 TR IR R R TR A E R b NG, Thbb, FRFHN
FEHE DRI I7 1< X o THE U 72 38R 7 RIG - BREN R 23 10 - W D S FHE L, W
IR TORE I ZHREI L L/EIVES. —HT, FUCFOMOFKETD,
NER Y AT o5k FEAG O ERGEE, WFREEONEREER, +—~—7 v 7325
ORI T T B RGE L 72858y, FES) <R 2 iR AR 57 03 FEE) & Tl E)

G2 B8R R e FHEINS, F—0lkEHIHT 22+ v — 728k FiEH
Ll TEE TR 2 0 ChnIE, K TER LT 2 REIES L, K TEA © 1k RE
LA —nN—=F v TFTLNERBEECEL 57255, ok, WFEE DO ERER TR
MRIE T IXEC Tz, WFEB~OMRMIES X, A= =T v T L E
LAawZ eaffEllang., $abb, FFREHZET SE2RUT T, AR oRELL
HOIET LD DI T CRIEL 2N DIE T30, Eil L7257 C X 2 @f 7k
B BRIEHN R D8 & T RS & LT, MflIPEREREIC T O K & X 23813 2 IRt &
3. ftoT, WIFEEE 1 ClE, HTMARMEIC X > T4 U MmiEss 25, i s
LRI FIFIC I THELA AL 2ICT 272008, K TOR FEN M 2%

FE DI D FES LM FRN 25 L, W~ ORI ST DB 2 I L 7-.

=111}
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2.2 ik

2.2.1 HARMKRH

16 % ofdHE R AR (FEn: 22.1 £ 1.1 5% HRK: 1715 £ 5.0 cm; (K&H: 67.2 *
5.7kg) BEBICEIM L 7. % ZA4 4 XF, G*Power3.1 Z T, HEH 095 HE
KHE 0.05, #hRE 1.26 DffiatEL S L ICHEE L2, BMENIZ, 247172471
T 7 —%[F UkHECHIET 2720, 1-0.05 THE L7, SRR, PRERcEo X B
L7z, BRI, EBi b D 20%DFElRE Y v 2 —NT Vv ZEEELT, 16 L L »
I H Y TAH A XDBIRIE E Nz, FFERR#E O Edinburg Handedness Test (Oldfield, 1971)
BIFZRaT7IET70 25 100 THY, £ELHMEZTH o7, IFENRFIL, RN
KSR 72 R R O AR, iR R e RO B EA A L CE LT, FeHORRENA ML
—= VI EEML TR AEBRIZ, ~Le vy FESICESWTER SN, RN
REPOLEHEICEE4 v 7+ —LFavey b aBE FRERIL, PERERERR

R — Y RA R MR R B 2 D &GE OKIE#E 5 2020-03) 215 CTHfE L 7-.

2.2.2 ERTHA4>

FFENFREIC X 2SR FENEMFENS X, 200 OfERNES) IC x5
WEOECEFHNT 2720, WIRNREIL, RAKTORFENEFHED Pre & Post iC,
BRI T A b AT o7, KT OR FRIEITHE L, /EFIKT7 (LF: Left-hand fatigue)
Ft L4 F9 97 (RF: Right-hand fatigue) §&fF @ 2 & EM S 2. Effie vy v a Vi
JRAF—=N—=FTHA VERRAL, BERMCEEEEKEH Wi To ., Eliiky v ay
iF LR ORI 22, HANZE) ZsoNNRICHIZ 5 729, [ CKEw icfr b, wigens
RFEITE, FHrvvavo 24 KEFTi» L 73— VBRCE BT, 12 RfiET» O H 7 = 4

v OB, WU VB kT 5 X 5 fER L7z, Figure 11Cid, EEROMEZRL 7.

11



Warm-up —» Maxim

Pre-test

2min

—

Left-hand fatigue task 31”_';

al handgrip test - gignt hand fatigue task —r

Post-test
Maximal handgrip test

+ Muscle stretching
« Joint movements

+ Handgrip practice

imin _imn _ tmin _ imn1min

U—>»UR—> B —>B—>UL—=LUR
or

UR—UL— B —B—UR— UL
or

B— UR—» UL—UR— UL— B

or
B = UL = UR=pUL=—p UR=—p B

Submaximal fatiguing handgrip task
Load: 50%Pre-test handgrip force
Until it cannot maintain 5 s

imin _tmin _ imin _ imin - 1min

U—>UR— B —»B—=>UL—=>LUR
or

UR— UL— B — B —UR— UL
or

B — UR—» UL—UR— UL— B

or
B = UL=—» UR=—pUL—p UR=—» B

5 300 Right handgrip
@ 200 W
S 100
ol . L L L L L . . L
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= 2+ Right hand EMG
E
) 0
=
w -2+
Q 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
S 2r Left hand EMG
E
o 0
=
o2t
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90
time (s)

Figure 1 (A) Experimental procedure. Participants first performed a warm-up with muscle

stretching, joint movements, and handgrip practice. Participants then performed the

maximal handgrip test before and after the submaximal fatiguing handgrip task. UL,

unimanual left handgrip; UR, unimanual right handgrip; B, bimanual handgrip. (B)

Experimental setup during the submaximal fatiguing handgrip task. The participant’s

handgrip force and the target line for 50% of pre-test unimanual handgrip force were visually

fed back via a 27-inch display located 1 m in front of the participant. (C) Row data traces

from a single participant for handgrip force and electromyography (EMG) signal during the

right-hand fatigue task. Gray shaded areas indicate the first 3 s and last 3 s of the task. Top,

right handgrip force; middle, EMG of right-hand; bottom, EMG of left-hand.
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2.2.3 KIEATR

#7711, #EHE (MLT004/ST, ADInstruments, New Zealand) & AD Z #2353 (PL3516,
ADInstruments, New Zealand) ZF\»C, ¥ v 7'V v ZJEHE#$ 1000Hz Tk E iz, &
$k7— %1%, V7 b7 =7 (LabChart 8, ADInstruments, New Zealand) DG, 7 v b+
7B 20Hz DAV T4 vDa =" T 4R —ICLoT, PN, REAEX

DIEHFI, 74 ¥ L ZfHEX L v ¥ — (pico, cometa, Italy) Z T, RAENT A o
BABEM 2 ORI Nz, 0T o Ag/AgCl B IZ, JE1THT% (Kongetal., 2010) 1%k

, BEERERE B EIE 2 A SR BT, BRI S 1/4 o RN BT
INn7z. HEXKOESIE, AD £#38 (PL3516, ADInstruments, New Zealand) % F\»C,
Vv 7Y v I 1000Hz TRl E A, & v — W CEIEHTIE 10-500Hz DYy F ¥R
TANZ =BT O NI, EkL ZHER OGS, RIEERL, & v b4 7 KR 10Hz
D 4R D+ v fiifH Butterworth B —o¥ 27 4 L & —IC X o TP S iz, iR S 1%
KERFNH D “Ready? Go.” DA D&IC, ATREARIR Y EL 2205 B2 X 9 IciiR S h,
“Stop.” DEXE TO IMREIRAEN AR LTI 72, o7 ATk, FFEN L HFE
NOMEFENEERNRBICT 572010, HY v 2—n"T v 2% Wo7-, WZEtREZ, 2 [
ol F4271 (UL: Unimanual left) & 455 F4#8J7 (UR: Unimanual right), WiF4#E7 (BL:
Bimanual left; BR: Bimanual right) # Z 1241, 1 O KE A ACEMEL 2. 72 F
DN RE D ZE L, HBFINIRGL 2> B A Z [lfefz, INBASTEEh 90 B2, FilbEix 828 7%
BIEAL 2 R D, FRIETTEE 0 245 30, RIE 0L S 15 ETH Y, ZDLBhH 5[k
IR YA X ) iR & iz (Figure 1B). &ilBioiE )13, 3 Mo RiED A
s 3 2 BRI O FIEE TR & Lz, & o, MmlEREE T, Xoicky
R L 7.
(777 - 1 F1£7)
S FHET

AT EREREIE T = x 100

¥, WHPEERK T, EAoFZzhE Rl T 2720, ZoXickT 2liFE X
13



E(E-E0)mEFEN, FFENL £ (2366 FEAZEWT 2. iiEEt, BH
REPOMHBEXORKAMED 10%2E2 7224 v 7 %2BE, KRED 10%% TE -7~ 4
AIv 7 REEELT, ZoXBOFETIEEE (ARV: Average rectified value) # 5 H L

7. FalBio ARV 1%, 2 [BIGHA O SF-E10E % TR & L 7=,

2.2. 4 RRATORFENEFRE

RATORFENEFTFECE T 27— 2058k, RKENTAPEFRELCEY FT Y
T Tz, ZOETI, RN RE X, Pre O AES T A b D/ FET 50% 58 E %
MR Lt 72, 97, BT ImICEREI N 27 A v F DT 4 A7 LA Ik FEN
50%5BED X —7 v F 74 vk, MRNREOKET 237 4 — PNy s and, i
FENRE L, RKIENT AL E[E CLAZHE L, AlRERIR Y By e X S icfim a e,
B ITiElE, B FET) 50%IEEA5E ke L 72 5 MR Cx K R 2 TEYV HEl, 2D
2 ALY T RFERET T2 F COMRE (TTF: Time to task failure) & L 7. %7 HEC
1%, FPREAIE G ORREZFHIT T 5 7201, HEORIID 3 BE & &k D 3 Mo ARV &
H L JE B #C (MDF: Median Frequency) # B L 72, JE57 38 © ARV 1%, W7
® Pre DR AKIES T A b @ ARV % H#eic L CIER{L L 7=, MDF 1%, BHEE (R#D 37
W& tho 3 BEN DA T — 2kt LT 7 — Y 22454 (FFT: fast Fourier transform)
FEHAOCCHEH L, 208, FFT 2 2L N7 —AXT FAVEERRD, £ oIl
% MDF & L 7z. Figure 1C (%, 1 NOWFERRE 04 T HEIC BT 3 47 FE D & H

BREZFDOET—2D L —RERT.

2.2.5 XEBRFIE
WIFENRE 2 AE 3 MEREZ N, 1 HoENRITE 2 HoEEEZZ T 7=, BT
TlE, FFEBREME>OEBRICOWTOHRW 2RI 2%, &AKENT A FBITRKT

DR FENEFTREOME 2T o 7. Eifiv vy v a v, HERNRFZTS, HROX
14



MLy T, Bffio BENES), EHOME RSO Y+ — IV ST v TRiTo k. BERMICIE,

TR O/ - O 2+ vy F % 10 B, TRAETO i - g & WiE - S45E, 1EBIETD
fEdh - fiEZ Z 02N 10 [T o 7242, EEIERKREHO 70% TEAD R FE L liF
BN %ITo72. 2Dk, WIENREIL, Pre-test & LT, KENT A b 2T o7z, 2 57[H]
DIRE DR, LF S&fF %7213 RF M CTRA T DR FE R I73E 2 Fhti L 7=, 57 ek

T, 2 7MORE%Z L Y, Post-test & L TIAIESI 7 A + %175 72, Figure 1A 1%, FEEk

|

FNE % 7~ 3.

2.2.6 T—2OEEN
T — X OISR WML 5 72912, Pre-test D#EJ] (Dayl vs. Day2) 2 \»T, paired t-
test B X OCHAHHBIRE T 21T 5 72, % DFER, Pre-test DL, X TOFEICH
<, Dayl & Day2 oflicEE#1Z7 < (all ps > 0.1), HAMHEEREIL 0.789~0.912 ©

HETHY, HNEZENZIZLA LW bbb ok,

2.2.7 Histigin

RAKTOR TENEHEEICE T S TTF % paired t-test Z T, K9 5IFM LR
L7z. K TORFENEI T D ARV I X MDF %, paired t-test x T, &#HID 3
i & mtt o 3 B CH L 72, &IE575M1C 51T % Pre-test & Post-test D] DX
%Rl % 72912, paired t-test &\ TR L 72,

Post-test D81 & ARV 1, &ERE D Pre offiicat LCIEHMLL, E—F (FF vs.
WF) F 72 13997 5 (LF vs. RE)IC X 2T OECZFHE L7z, 77V A4 Y Zztbi e
LT, FE=PFCXoTHFEFTOFENEL L &I RFICHEIWT, Post DR F L HF
D)) X O ARV % paired t-test & WV CTHEL L 72, & HIC, JEF7 5B DIE I3 R 0%
WEFHI S 3 7201, JEF DR T & ARV O Post DfEIC DT, paired t-test % 1T > 7z.

MR REIC T D B D fE I, R FENICHSTHFEN KN L 2RI 720, one-
15



sample t-test Z VT L WK L 72, AL OKFHICL 2 &, FFEN EHFETH
FIE T OB R 5L, MR TORE IALENT 2L PHRING. fEo
T, 77V A ) bl e U, Ml BEAK T D RN 22 2 {t (Prevs. Post) % 5l 3~ 2 7=
®IC paired t-test ZfTo 7. I 510, RHBSITICL Y, FFEIRKOMFEIICH TS
ET L AT ONAERREN OBIRME 2 3l L 72. LF 5:fF & RF & cxhenEh FRENE
AR FENEZa Yy e —AT 52 LIk, Pre TIEBYLL 72 Post D EMFES & 4
i TR 7 & DIRMHBIRE Z KD 72, t-test 1T X B p fHIL, t-test DEITIE U T Holm—
Bonferroni {5 CTHilE L 7z. Z0R&E d 13, “FAE0EZFERLECHl> TRIEL, =0.2 2
INE ZEhRE, =05 BPREOMER, =08 KX iR E L Lz (Cohen, 1992). 7
RTCOT — X TP FRERE L LG L, MEMAERMER, a<0.05 & Lk, #

GTEHT IC 12 IBM SPSS Statistics 26 % 7z,

16



2.3 AR

2.3.1 RKTORFEFFRE
LF 4/ & RF &fFolElic TTF 02 bhadr o7 (t[15] =-1.729, p = 0.104, d =
0.44; Table 1). JEIEDRH% D 3 D ARV 1%, Mgt e b ICE I HRED RO 3 7
o ARV X 0 d HEICKE 2 o7 (LF, t[15] = -2.478, p = 0.026, d = 0.87; RF, t[15] = -
3.403, p = 0.008, d = 1.09; Table 1). JEFHE D ixteD 3 Wiid MDF i, WiZkfFe bic
W ARE O RO 3 BB O MDF X 0 b HEICK2 -7z (LF, t[15] = 11.761, p = 0.002, d

= 2.18; RF, t[15] = 7.693, p = 0.002, d = 1.56; Table 1).

Table 1 Average rectified value (ARV) and median frequency (MDF) of flexor digitorum
superficialis in the first 3 s and last 3 s during the submaximal fatiguing handgrip task and

time to task failure (TTF).

LF condition RF condition
First Last P-value First Last P-value
ARV (%Pre) 718 =+ 143 98 £+ 404 0.026 665 + 11.5 938 + 335 0.008
MDF (Hz) 109.6 + 185 73.6 =+ 142 0.002 984 + 241 658 + 169 0.002
TTF (s) 91.1 =+ 265 81.8 =+ 145 0.104

LF, left-hand fatigue; RF, right-hand fatigue. Data are presented as mean £ SD.

2. 3.2 Pre-test & Post-test DiEH DELE
LF &fFcit, EHlch 2 R FEN E EMFENPAEREICKT L (UL, t[15] =
9.169, p = 0.008, d = 1.41; BL, t[15] = 8.206, p = 0.008, d = 1.40; Table 2). JEE¥ D45
FFEDEAWFENCIERRHIMET BRI Nk o7 (UR, t[15] = 2.460, p =
0.104, d = 0.29; BR, t[15] = 2.457, p = 0.104, d = 0.34; Table 2). RF 5&fFT1E, & llo

HhFED EAMFRENPHERICMET L2 (UR, t[15] = 6.487, p = 0.008, d = 1.57; BR,
17



t[15] =5.519, p = 0.008, d = 1.22; Table 2). FEJEFH Mo FE L AlFEICE, A
HARMIMETIREZ I e d o7 (UL, t[15] = 1.945, p = 0.142, d = 0.19; BL, t[15] =

1.440 p = 0.171 d = 0.23; Table 2).

Table 2 Handgrip force at pre and post submaximal fatiguing handgrip task.

LF condition RF condition
Handgrip force Pre Post P-value Pre Post P-value
Unimanual left (N) 358 + 42 301 + 38 0.008 353 £ 41 345 £+ 43 0.142
Unimanual right (N) 392+ 47 378 + 55 0.104 380 + 51 316 + 42 0.008
Bimanual left (N) 357 £ 37 303 £ 41 0.008 347 £ 47 337 £+ 45 0.171
Bimanual right (N) 385 + 48 368 + 52 0.104 384 £+ 50 332+ 33 0.008

LF, left-hand fatigue; RF, right-hand fatigue. Data are presented as mean = SD.

2.3.3 FF RN ELAFEARUVHEIANODRFEFICLIZEDEL
FFED L liF R OB O R T X 2 EDE N ZFHET % 72910, Pre-test Off
TIEBUL L 7z Post-test © i FH2 7)) & M FHE ) % paired t-test Z > CTHEL L 72, RF &
Tk, AWMFENSERFENL Y DAEEICKE o7 (BR,87.2 + 85 vs. UR, 81.8 *
10.6 %, t[15] = -3.198, p = 0.036, d = 0.57). —/7C, EWMFENLERFEHCIIEER
3 7hr o7z (BL,97.7 £ 4.8vs. UL, 97.3 £ 7.8 %, t[15] = 0.239, p = 1.000, d = 0.06).
LF &fhcl3, EmFEN L ERFES (BL, 84.7 £ 7.3 vs. UL, 84.4 £ 6.6 %, t[15] = -
0.174,p=1.000,d=0.04), Gl FH#E 1 L G R FH#ES (BR,95.6 £ 7.5vs. UR, 96.1 * 6.6 %,
t[15] = 0.264, p = 1.000, d = 0.07) DEICIF &b b b HEHE F L o 72, ThH ORI,
Figure 2A 175 L 7=,
17 L [FERIC, RF Z&ffClx, Post-test DAMFES D ARV X, R FEIID ARV X
Dy KEDo7225 (BR,99.3 £ 154 vs. UR, 91.4 £ 9.7 %, t[15] = -2.605, p = 0.120, d =
0.61), HETCIEAv o7, AMFENLERFENID ARV O, GEAER A, o7

(BL, 98.6 £ 8.1 vs. UL, 98.9 = 6.0 %, t[15] = 0.179, p = 1.000, d = 0.05). LF Z&ff: iz,
18



TR & AR FE 1D ARV (BL, 95.4 = 10.5 vs. UL, 92.3 * 8.7 %, t[15] =-1.289, p
= 1.000, d = 0.33), HAWFH#E & HFFEND ARV (BR, 96.1 = 15.2 vs. UR, 97.6 *
11.2 %, t[15] = 0.486, p = 1.000, d = 0.12) D iciZ EL L b AR AR R o7z, ThHD
FES I, Figure 2B IC/n L 7=,

¥ 72, Post-test DIFEHHIOIES & ARV IO WTit, LF4&EL RF &FEoBEICEE
727> - 7= (Handgrip, LF-UL vs. RF-UR, t[15] = -1.530, p = 0.735, d = 0.30; LF-BL vs. RF-
BR, t[15] = 0.970, p = 1.000, d = 0.31; ARV, LF-UL vs. RF-UR, t[15] = -0.469, p = 1.000,

d = 0.09; LF-BL vs. RF-BR, t[15] = 0.925, p = 1.000, d = 0.29).

120 Left-hand fatigue 120 ¢ Right-hand fatigue 120 Left-hand fatigue 120 Right-hand fatigue
—e— Unimanual —e— Unimanual —e— Unimanual —e— Unimanual
115 — —=—-Bimanual 15 — —=— - Bimanual 115 | — -=—-Bimanual 115 | — =—-Bimanual
110 110 10 110
o 105 105 105 105 ¢
o
S 100 100 @ 100 100
g g
S 95 95 £ 95 951
£ o 90 g
k=, < 90 90
c
]
I 851 85 85 85
80 r 80+ 80 80
75 75 75 75
70 70 70 70
Left Right Left Right Left Right Left Right

Figure 2 The post-test handgrip force (A) and average rectified value (ARV) of flexor
digitorum superficialis (B), normalized to pre-test. Circles and linear lines indicate
unimanual handgrip task, and squares and dashed lines indicate bimanual handgrip task,

respectively. Data are presented as mean = SD. *p < 0.05.

2.3.4 MfAIEEEETICOWT
Figure 3 I%, Pre-test & Post-test OHITEREEK TORE I 2R L2 DTH S, Pre-
test ICB T 5, HFOMMEMAEMK TIX RE &b (-1.39 £ 5.46 %, t[15] = -1.014, p

=1.000,d =0.25), LF &b (-1.66 £ 6.90 %, t[15] = -0.964, p = 1.000, d = 0.24)F
19



BT Ao, NERMBENPBEE INT. Post-test TlE, RF FFICHWT, Al
FREABERFRENIVOKREL, AECTEAVHATREOEENBIZ I (5.66 £
7.75 %, t[15] = 2.922, p = 0.088, d = 0.73). Post-test I 13 3 17 F O WAl HEEEAE(E T 12,
LF &fFcid@lgZ s nd o7 (-2.26 £ 5.80 %, t[15] = -1.555, p = 0.987, d = 0.39).
Pre-test O /2 F O il HEBEAEIR T 13, LF 5efF ¢ % (0.23 £ 5.31 %, t[15] = 0.172, p = 1.000,
d=0.04), RF&Td (-1.54 £ 5.47 %, t[15] =-1.125, p = 1.000, d = 0.28) HE T3 7x
7o 7=, Post-test TlE, LF 4% (0.79 £ 9.38 %, t[15] = 0.336, p = 1.000, d = 0.08),
RF 4¢3 (-2.07 £ 6.25 %, t[15] = —1.327, p = 1.000, d = 0.33) /5 F- i< 4 75 7w e
BT3B S o 7.

JE 5T ERAEIC X o TR S N MR T 0 2 L 2 FHIi 3 5 7z 012, flEEEEK T
D% paired t-test % > T Pre-test & Post-test THH#LL 72. RF §fFCi3, mfll1EEEEE
iR IC Pre-test & Post-test & D THEED D b7z (¢[15] = -3.038, p = 0.032, d =
1.49). —7 T, EFOMIERBETICIAEERZIIB SNk s -7z (¢[15]=0.323,p
= 1.000, d = 0.13). LF &fF<id, HFomfllPEEEERT (¢[15] = 0.320, p = 1.000,
d = 0.13), EFomflltkeEaEE T (¢[15] = -0.285, p = 1.000, d = 0.10)ICIFHE

BB O NTn Do 7z,
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Figure 3 Bilateral deficit in handgrip force. Negative values indicate lower bimanual

handgrip force compared with unimanual handgrip force, and positive values indicate higher

bimanual handgrip force compared with unimanual handgrip force. Circles and linear lines

indicate the values at pre-test, and squares and dashed lines indicate the values at post-test.

Data are presented as mean £ SD. *p < 0.05.
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2.3.5 MFENPOEFLEFOERNY
BHRMFicsF 2o R FENOHNNMETZ=2 v P = L BT, RHEHES T Z1T-
7-ftiR, RF Z&fFic BT, Pre-test TIERBUL L 72 Post-test DLW FES & LM FHES D
Bl H 7 7 E O HIBIB% 4538 & 7z (partialr = 0.713,p = 0.003; Figure4). —% T,
LF &fFicbwciz, EliFED & AmFEN OMENICIIH & 2 2 BIREIZZED o ik o

7= (partial r = 0.461, p = 0.084; Figure 4).

Left-hand fatigue

Right-hand fatigue

20 20

B ®

D— =

S A <

8 10 a 78' 10}

L A o

2 s s a
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2 0 N g of

© A ©

=

= A A <

= A =

2 o

T 10t A A T 10t
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g partial r= 0.461 g partial r=0.713

.c% p = 0.084 & p =0.003
-20 : : : ‘ -20 ‘ : : ‘
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Bimanual left handgrip force (%Pre) Bimanual right handgrip force (%Pre)

Figure 4 Partial correlation of the left- and right-hand in bimanual handgrip force controlling
for unimanual handgrip force. Partial correlation coefficients were used to determine the
relationship between post-test bimanual left (BL) and right (BR) handgrip force normalized
by the pre-test by controlling for unimanual left (UL) or right (UR) handgrip force in the
LF and RF conditions, respectively. Data are plotted as residuals of each variable adjusted

by control variable. The linear line indicates least squares regression.
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2.4 EE

RHEFEClE, BTSRRI X 2 MR 57 23 FIRN L i FR NI T e W o
LT3 eHNE L. Z0fR, &K TORFFEIITHED TTF LEIHORT I
U 7R 9T 13, LF S&ff e RE JFCRIBECH -2 it b Bb o3, i FEN LT
BAO~DOHE IR o7, FERRICR, FEHEOTEEY, AFIconTid, FFRNOHIT
KT X0 SWMFEN OHIET 0T3P %50 572, Z ORI TFAES) D JIET O
%, REF &I oNn-R, LFERETE@Z0onimdr o7, TNb DRI, HF
ICDWTE, Fr TR FIEIC X 2 A O T 13, T AR ) S IC ICITE L7

WZeZRLTWS,

2.4.1 FFEFICEI2MFENEEHEFHDOETHIBEVWI LICONVT
LF 4&fF & RF St )f7 <, 5o i F4E7) & TR 138 KT L 72 (Table 2).
MR ST 12, WM CRBECH o720 (Fabb, LF &L RE LfFORT TTF ©
Post-test DG OB NICE X mD o 7), RF FFIcE T 2 6MFE D 13% D)
KT, GRFENID 18OMNET XY b HEREIT/NE 257 (Figure 2A). [FFRIC
W TR OFEBI O T, AR FENOMIEBOET X0 d/hE <, HETER VI
BEOMBENSBE I N (d=0.61; Figure 2B). Jefriffze i, K T#HB)C4E U -0k
ST, TTFBRIED N7 3 —<= Vv 2L TOFBICIZT LA EHE L W LA REINT
% (Feeneyetal,2017). ¥ 7z, FHI NI EEL, Wil FEOER 7 + —~ v =
X0 HIEFMDO TR OER 7+ —~ V AZHBEIVE T IS 3 2 EAWEI LTV
(Matkowski et al., 2011). 4 EIDOFEHIL, RO MR 57 O Ze 0 T <l PEEB) o b
REIK T2 T 2 L WO BRI WT, TUHDETIHTEE —HRL Tz, -, FF
BRI X 2 MREAIE ST IC X o T, NERY AT Lk T 5 R O ) A RGER & A4

STy TF IR OERI A RS 5 b 00, T ORFICTT ML T 5
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&, BN LT A —oN—TF v 7T IR L, £ L TR il
B O AR 2EB N 2R, MR TZIZA2 2L TE S LI AHLARL
n7= (Figure 5). bbb, b OFEEIZ, Nozaki et al. (2006) 25 #HBE OB H 2 5
RELZ, FA—oBioflfflc 274e L, 1) FFRE#KOACEHHEINS I Y br—7,
2) WFEBHFFCORCEIEINSE a v bu—T, 3) FFEBRD, W TEBRED &5 5
ThHEI NI EDOa v e —-F8H 5, LwIikFiritTsboTHY, FLUAEF
D FEIECTH G F7200 TIT 5 i FHE L i F R ICAT 5 i iR Cld 2 ofillfll =2 » =

—IBEEBEERRLT NS,

Left-hand fatigue Right-hand fatigue

Overlapping part Overlapping part

UL-specific BL-specific UR-specific BR-specific

1% Neuromuscular fatigue

Figure 5 Venn diagram showing the relationship between a force-generating system and
unimanual neuromuscular fatigue, based on previous studies (Nozaki et al., 2006; Hayashi
and Nozaki, 2016). Circles indicate unimanual-specific (blue) or bimanual-specific (orange)
force-generating parts, and the common area of two circles indicates an overlapping force-
generating part. Light blue shaded areas indicate neuromuscular fatigue caused by the

fatigue task. UL, unimanual left; BL, bimanual left; UR, unimanual right; BR bimanual right.

I CcoE (Henry and Smith, 1961; Ohtsuki, 1981; Carr et al., 2020) & [FlEkIC,

Pre-test Tl¥, A FOMHAIMEEEKT 2 RIHAREL 0L B LN (LF, d=
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0.24; RF,d = 0.25), RF effCld, MIIERRREIR T 23K L Tw 2720 Tk <, &L 5 Post-
test DAMFEN X, HRFENL D HKRE o7 (Figure 3). ZfriffEcit, =V —
FEEZIF#EF (Howard and Enoka, 1991) %K — F#EF (Secher, 1975)iC B¢, [Hifl
D EB)RE ) 23 -l DO EBIRE S K 0 b K& < Zx 2 WP RE IR ER G ST s, &
7z, WM N L —= v ik o THIIEESREE T oK E S ME T T 2 2 dIE I T
% (Hakkinen etal., 1996; Taniguchi, 1997). & &ic, WO/ b L —=v 2%, Wl
e IEF RS &1 X 2 328, Rtk itk idm X a v bl s h
T\ 3 (RubeandSecher, 1991). Zh b DBIRIE, L —=v 7 OfRIEDJFEAI% KL
TWw3eE2bNE., — T, AR CBRINAMFENIEGRFENLL S KEL
7 HRIE, mAIEEREREC N L —= v Z7oREEOFAIO X 5 KOG TIE R L, S14E
By AT LB BMTES O N EREROBEIC X o R TE 2 E2 T3, Th
i, AT CHER S N BIR B DT IRE CHER S N BB B iETH v, RIN
7 b L —= v I X 2 MRAEH O E bR b TH L. TNLDHRIE, FF
EMFONER Y AT LITE 3 DDOWGHBEEL T eIl L 72F 2T 2 3FFL,
ZNEWKT 2 OBES MVC ZHRET LI L ERBL TN,

AF VIREDOZACIC X BIEBEA~ DB /NI D b @ Ca U DAY D X 5 7%
R B X - T L 2 RKAYHES (Allen et al., 2008) D&, 13 A L DBA, W T
HEH)THMFEE THFFETH L eEAOLND. ZhiE, FULHRGEZHFHLCwE L
o, INLOEEFCREBFHOIFRLECTH L LARTLNTE L. —iHT, BHLM~
Ko7 4 — Fovy 29 X 2 IR © — JGEB) T 2> & O EBIfE B DD D X 5 7 i ol
BC X o T4 U 22 EE S5 (Gandevia, 2001; Taylor et al., 2016) (%, #43° L b Fr T
LW TEE) I R ISR T 2 L IXRS v, R S, WTEENC I TEE TIIEL
BORRN MR 7 e X =2 2532579 Th 5. FFREI7THEIC X 2RI O
WESHFRNEBFRENCTASE T oL LIRET 2 L, FFENOHNKT L HFEN

DFIET ORREDE N, THRE T O EEZRML CnhseEZONS. [EoT, WM
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FEH OSBRI B 53 2 #hIE B 23 PRI ST 2 wHE L 7= LHEHIS 2 2 L A3 T &
5.
2.4.2 MFENOHHETH L Ld 72 L OHENLER

HFREN D LETF & 5 F O I FEOBIR & WAHBI T L 72 & £ A, RF 4fF Tl Post-
test DA FHE)) & EMFE ICIEO MBI D b/ (Figure 4). ZofRIE, HHF
BHEGT LT REICEWT, MFENTOLEFLLAFOHNFEHELFRL TS
LERLTHY, MFCHBEOEEEAPMLEINTNE Z L ZR®L TWwa, Aramaki
et al. (2006b) 1%, £ & OFFFENREDLEFL T TXy ¥y 7T 2L 0 bl FOFLIE
ZERE (RIS X v vy 73 R0 083G —REFFFOIEF 1D 75\ & & i L 7.

C ORI, MFDO Xy vy ZORRIC, E—REEE Do MF~DEEIE NS ImEIND

Y

LT, A—XEHTFOY Y — 2B WPTEEERBLTHS, X5, fMRI (Kim et
al., 1993), EEG (Oda and Moritani, 1996), TMS (Ziemann and Hallett, 2001) 7z & D HJf%¢
Tk Y, HFE ORI IIBEREN R et 2035 0, AP IR0 ER X 0 B Wil o R e
EITo TR AREMEAHE I T w3, b L, A—JEBIEIC sk 3 2 i TR A ) Fe i
DHREHIEH A A TR S O MR I I X - Tl LS Wiz o chhiE, mFREN DM
BTRELAEELS, FTFBEANOHMET XY b/hsl hdeEzrond, B, BN
DIKT Ao 2 &, HRhFEN<LGmMFERET], ERFRED<EmFRET LD
I % R T RE D 9 7z (Figure 6). L2 Ladss, 74OWRNMKRETE, A
MRS & EM TR OZR—E L vz — v B8 on (Figure 6), MFENO/HN
KT OB TN B 2 AJREVE S RB & iz, fE - T, W T [FIWE 71 FE4E o il
%, H—oMRREEECIREI N DTIEAL, MREOHAER ORI L TiRESI NS
REMED B 5725 5. T (AR 0 F6HE o whRE A 2 40 5 SRR A fiig A = X2 2P~ 5 72
I, IMRI % TMS % v T8 T — & & iR EBAEIN 8 7 2 — 2 OBfR % FHili 3 5 &

BDH 5.
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Right-hand fatigue
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Figure 6 Individual data from post-test handgrip force normalized by a pre-test in the right-
hand fatigue condition. Nine subjects showed greater bimanual left (BL) and right (BR)
handgrip force compared with unimanual left (UL) and right (UR) performance (orange
solid rectangle). Three subjects exhibited greater BR handgrip force than UR performance
but lower BL handgrip force than UL performance (green dashed rectangle). Four subjects
showed a pattern in which BL and BR handgrip force were reduced more than UL and UR

performance (blue dotted rectangle).

2.4.3 HERYRTLOEREICOWVWT
RF Zeff & i3 liiyic, LF &fhcld, AR FENDEEMFEN B FEBRE T L«
(Figure 2A). Zhix, EFONER Y AT LI EH T 3 W FEE O N EMGER/NE <, F
—R=F TR BKREr o= EZLNS (Figure5). b L, ERTEN
CREMFENBE L A =X LT I5%HNE TS 2D THNIE, HIEFKITDIZ LA LI
F ==y TTZNEBFEB AL DL A5, Ebic, ERFEN L ERTFENOH
THETFDED 1% L7\ & v ) &, RF EF IS TH FEH O 1 4EBHEE 0 5 55 28

P nwZ L EEWKL T2 (Figure5)., 2D Z &b, KFFEICEH T 3 E6F] % ORFFERSR
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HEOREFROMFEF O EREHIE, GFROZNLY DFBETE ZRMMB D d o7z
LEZONS, MFRFICENT, GFE0 NIZGFCEFEL, ZEF citko el i i
B pHEIN TS (Stoneetal, 2013). ZD X5 AT 2 FOHABFET S X
ST, NERT AT LT 2MFEA O ERBEIROBEICO EHERDH L DS 5.

MoRREYE & LT, Al o i A R i R o — JOGE B BF 2316 L 375 X 5 7%, Cross-
activation (Uehara and Funase, 2014; Cabibel et al., 2020) B2 L T3 2 L EF b1
5. OB, GHEDOANOIMET (EF) 2o TiTS L XVBEFICAR Y, i FE
FHRFIC 13 X 0 il o i D iEEL AR S L5 (Ziemann and Hallett, 2001). $7xb b, £
FiconTiE, FFEB) b Wi FEE) T b Ml —JCEBT O E L ZIT T b0, T)
BT AT LR ERT 2 EGERD REED H 5. wIhicLTdh, FFEN
DT X M FEN OHMET ORI, Gfl & o REICH T2 EF (HF) I
BHEONERY AT LERKMRL TWBDTRAEVWES A, L LD b, KTk

Al Z O REDADTF — 2 ICRONT Wi, $72, LF &fFcirEMFEN O 5iEH
DERFTFRNIOMIEE L D b bt kKE VXY ICR 2 (d = 0.33; Figure 2B), LF &fF
TOWFENPOLEF L LT OM I FIEICBIRL S 2 H -7 (Figured). ZD XD
i, MEFENER AT LLEOBRERL2ICT 21C1E, HR2MELBETH 5.

2.4.4 EZBRORRA
AFFEDOMRL L LT, I T TR ST 25w F 5 7 Fe i ic g3 B2 fHEL 72 D
O, WFHARMOIEI B R FHAREIC KT TEZEITHOE I TH L 2 T oh
5. Tho DB eRaciE L, NAEKY X7 LicE T 2 i FEA O A GHEE,
FEH DN ARG, A ——T v 752N EMGESERE T 5 720121%, Bz 201580
METH B, I oic, FEAThgE i, RO BRI, O 23l EFEREE T DR E 3 %
WARIEZZEHHBAL CTHH (Owings and Grabiner, 1998), - {Hl1E: D 2 57 23 K-l 145

B) & M EES) I KT R, B PIRCTR R s R E O NS, £, [HE))
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EVOHEICFFHEOTHRTH 2 A[HEE D BETE 7z, Z ORI OFEFIC 1333 5 254
WCH2. Fi, KR TIIMREGEST ORELZHEST S LB TEhb o), Mt
IR ECLLEL TV ERET 2R TE R o7z, 207D, HERT R
T LOMFEA S = X LT DWTUE, HEM O Z T, MR 57 O Al & ERE S 5 7=
IiE, —JOEBE~D TMS 12 X % Voluntary activation %, AAY D B #H#E~ D B LML

IZ & % Twitch interpolation 7z & D& A R0 LETH 5.

2.4.5 IRFAFE1 DL L ®
A F ORI AR TR & 2 OiiEE 2K T 27228, AmFE O/ KT I
FRTFBEBADOHAIET L /NS o7z, $72, AR TRENOEHCE, AWTEN G
FHFRENIVDRED o7, InLOMRIE, AFICEVTIR, FFREIREIC X 20
FEAIE T DS T RIRE T ) R IC R BRI E L W L 2R L TWnd, ZDANZXLE
LC, A FEITHRECIINER Y AT Lo/ FEEDONEKEE & A —"—F v 7T 57
ERREIR 2SR 573 5 28, W T FIREA S R UL 7257 L QR ol TR [ A o ) AR AR

DEB N R EKT 2720, KT AERING L vw) T LRBRINT.
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F3TF MAl—REBHF~NOREFRZEREIRN MBS HEFRFEN ICK
IFTEE (HRFRE 2)

3.1 =]:g)

RUEEBERESME (tDCS: transcranial Direct Current Stimulation) 1, {&#T0 Ic fE
RIF R AR ERT 2 F5E T 2 LB 2 b TE Y, FHmollEI s E BBl o B 2 8K &
&, B R Ao MEEEE T S22 2 L AWE S LT3 (Nitsche and
Paulus, 2000). 7 4 —= ¥ Z L~ LG tDCS ORI % FE L 72098 Cld, —JES)
B~ DIl X 2 0l o @B O G AR I N CTH b, IR
OEFREEERAEZ ¢ 2 L RB I TS, FFIC, Krishnan et al. (2014)1F, 72—
BN D FRRIEIC X 0, AN - ffE MVC & 2 ofiiE@isia v b u —gffe
Ho~C, HIA L7 2 & %8 LT\ 3. Cogiamanian etal. (2007) 14, 4 —JEBIEF~ 5
R X b, ZERBAEIEd 30%MVC OMERFREIC BT, K5 IC X 2 EB R o

S ORIFSEE LV dMAONE e ZWME L. L2 L%adb, 3LAED tDCS
DRFSE I I BEIEHES L 2B E hCwirwve 20, mflrEES) i3 2 tDCS @
MREFBZVHONTOARCOPEIRTH 3.

Fom Tz X5, MFEENC I PR Ok L REEL <L comiit s v 2 b
— 2 PBE LT3 729, WTFEEICT 2 (DCS OEIF, A FEBICHT 2808 L 1%
R AREMERH 5. (o, R FHEBZ AT 2 X5 7% DCS TH, 43 L b iliFiE
BrREEICEI 22 L 3RO AV EWIRIMEL TR, T4hbb, tDCS ICX > Thl
R INIMFEIOUE L, A FEHOLEL Y DKREL, H2 I/ %2 1]HE
MWndb s, 2T, WIZEHE 2 T, tDCS 2l FRFHNFEE I L0 X 5 npEL 52
2% T % 720, Wfll—JGEENE~o0 (DCS 2K FEN LW TENICh 2 2 Y

FREE L 72.
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3.2 ik

3.2.1 ARMKRE

21 #Zof@w 2R A BT Gl 21.7 £ 0.8 M)AERBICSML 7z, v 74 X3,
PANGEA v0.2 (Westfall, 2016) % Fi\>C, #ES) 0.8, HE/KHE0.05, #hEE 0.5, KGN
B2 O EED LICHE L., MENIZ, 2471 7 —% 80%D/KIETHIET % 7=
B, 1-0.2 THRHE L. R, PTEREOMEEZMEL 2. HEXNRE D Edinburg
Handedness Test (Oldfield, 1971)%13 2 22 712 60 25 100 TH Y, £ELHFZTH -
oo WFFENRF L, AR E 72 BN R R O B, FiE SRR oGEE R L
THEHLT, FOMORRENAR ML —= v 7 2E L Tkd oz, RERIE, ~rvvF
HEICHEIWTHE I, HENREILHEMCL A Vv 7+ — L a vy 257,

F AR, PRORFEREF A K —  BEA MR R B & 0 &GE Ok##%5:2019-25)

(R}

ZIFCHEML 7.

3.2.2 ERTY41 >

il —JOEBEF~D (DCS 23 FEH L MFENH L, 2 h b O EREIEH I KIS
RIS 3 720, BIENGE IR, 3 EEOMEEED (DCS O W nApZiT 72kic,
RARENT A 2475 7. RIEEEE, 4 JOEB)ITIC GRS, A —JOEB)EF i R
WE G225 [Rale §fF), 4 —JOHEBNIIC IR, A —JGHBNE i< BRI 2 5 2 2
[ReLa £&fF), 2 v bo— A gkl LT ORERIN 2 Rl# % 5 2 2 [Sham 5] o 3 f&
Je L7z, ey v a vy, “EERESD T 7 RABRE, 7024 ——F ¥4
YERAL, EEACEIBERE VT, £ty v a Vi3 AU Loz %
J, HNZESZE/NRICHT 2 2 720, [F CEE#IcTbhz, EEIC, 3025 10 HE®
@S 7z, BFZER RE ICIE, Ft v o a v D 24 BRI & 7 L 2 — L BHEUE BELT

12 Ko A 7 = 4 v L EOBH, ML\ iEE %28 % X 58/~ L 7. Figure 7 I3,
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KBROBEZ R L 7.

> RalLc tDCS ~—
Warm-up —» RcLatDCS —» Maximal handgrip test

T shamtbcs —7 |

| Test 1 Test2

1 min 1 min 3 min 1 min 1 min

+ Muscle stretching Current: 1.5 mA UL=—» UR=—» B =——>» B —» UL—» UR
or

+ Joint movements Durarion: 15 min UR=» UL = B =————p B = UR=—> UL

- Handgrip practice Ramp up/down: 30 s or
B =» UR=» UL =———eeep UR=p UL = B

or
B—»Ul—>»UR—>UL—>UR— B

-+

Left

hemisphere

Right
hemisphere
Ralc RclLa Sham

Figure 7 (A) Experimental procedure. Participants first performed a warm-up with muscle
stretching, joint movements, and handgrip practice. Subsequently, participants received
each bilateral transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS) applied to the bilateral primary
motor cortex (M1) for 15 min. Finally, participants performed Test 1 and Test 2 to measure
handgrip strength. Ralc, the anode on the right M1 and the cathode on the left M1; RcLa,
the cathode on the right M1 and anode on the left M1; UL, unimanual left handgrip; UR,
unimanual right handgrip; B, bimanual handgrip. (B) Each tDCS montage left, RaLc; middle,

RcLa; right, Sham condition.
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3.2.3 BESEREXFIH (tDCS)

tDCS 1%, v 7V —B# o ELHHEEE (DC Stimulator Plus, NeuroConn, Germany)
ZHWT, 5X5cm D T LBDEME 0.9%NaClIiZF L7z AR Yo%y FEHWTIT - 7.
tDCS D35 A — &%, Sef7ii%E (Furuya et al., 2014; Tazoe et al., 2014) THE X 7= D
DEBEIC L., INETDZa—uf A=YV 7R Ti, MEoEE 10-20 %< C3
& C4 DI —IGEBEF O ILE AR T 572 (Okamoto et al., 2004), ifllo—
JEENEF & L CHHK FoE C3 & C4 ICEMZBlE L 72. Ralc §:ff & Rela STl
1.5mA O&ER % 15 775 272 (Ramp up/down time: 30 #). Zh & flli#-s7 2 — X ic
X % tDCS (%, ol il o f e i o BT 2 8K & 2, BEmui il o 8 H gk o
BEEZET I 42 2 L AME TN T3 (Tazoeetal,2014). Sham &&fFTiE, 30 Mk
CEREAZIC L, B, SMERY 7y 2 AL ERECEY, HEDZ LEELL
WEXoiEREI NS, ity a vyoi&b b, International Federation of Clinical
Neurophysiology D74 F 7 4~ (Antal et al,, 2017)IcE2\ T, HENRE IZRPEE
WEL, (DR REPAYORMZE N E BN EZ T2 BvETr] v )i

WiCREE L 7=,

3.2.4 RKEHTARF
#Hx, #HE (MLT004/ST, ADInstruments, New Zealand) & AD Z#ag% (PL3516,
ADInstruments, New Zealand) Z Fi\»C, ¥ v 7'V v 7 JEE# 1000Hz Tk I /-, i
$x7—%x1%, V7 v =7 (LabChart 8, ADInstruments, New Zealand) DG, # v +F
ZREMEB 20Hz DA v T4 v Du— 27 4 X=X o T, FiHbE sz, REHEX
DIEFIX, 74 YL 2HER v ¥ — (pico, cometa, Italy) % I\ T, I KIEI 7 X b D
EABEM 2 ik e, BT o Ag/AgCl BT, HERER L B e 25 A 725
ICHBWT, BEERRS S 1/4 2o RANCHfT S . HEROFES X, AD s

(PL3516, ADInstruments, New Zealand) # FH\»C, ¥ v 7V v 7 &% 1000Hz CEEEk X
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N, kv —HNTHEEHIE 10-500Hz DSy FANZT7 4 2 —=030F bz, ikl 72
BROES X, RBFEHERL, H v b4 7K 10Hz O 4 XD+ 7 {ii4H Butterworth 7 —
NAT A4 NZ =Tk o TR LI Nz, HFENRE IR, EFFEEE D “Ready? Go.” D &K
DRIC, AIREZRIR D EH K 2205 < HE 5 X 5 ITHER T 41, “Stop.” DEX T TD 5 Wi AR
NEFRELHET 72, 207 AT, FFENEHMFENOIEFEMNRZ RNRICT 2720
I, ATV R=NTVREWoT, MEMFEHEE, 7AF 1 LT, EFFEN (UL
Unimanual left) & £ f 4877 (UR: Unimanual right), #iF#/; (BL: Bimanual left; BR:
Bimanual right) # Z 24, 1 EIOKEZHRACTERLE. 72 10K T2 L 30K
Baien, MenfER, 7228 LT, ERTFEAEGRTEN, BTELZZLE
N, 1 HEOREERKATEML 2. 72 FhOMFENRE DL, BREMNEER A2
H K 7z [y, i BREE Hh 90 FE, Bilild B A 2= miERL % fr B, F-BAMITE 0 2 & 30 J,
RIE O 2L 15 EThY, ZOLBLLAHERRY Bk v X ) cdirRan, &l
DIESIE, 5 BEIOM N FIED A A IR E L, o1, MHEBAEICT o g
IiE, FAEOEIO 2 HoFHIEEZ L, KXo X FHL 7.

(777 - 1 F1£7)
HFHED)

AT EREREIE T = x 100

b, WMAIEEEETIEAOTFEhZhENT 5720, CoXicsTF2mTENIEZ, £
(X230 mMFES, FFENR, £ (FR3H)RFREDZEWRT 2. MiEsiE, kg

JIFEHEIRF D +125ms D X[ % 555 L CTH#HT L 72 (IEMG: Integrated Electromyography).

3.2.5 XERFIE
e RE 1L AGE 4 BIEBREZF, 1 HoBENGITLE 3 HoEREZZ T . HhHIT
T, EFFEBREMmE > 0RO TOBMMHEZZ T 724&, RAENT R OME z21T-
7z. KEiky v avTld, BIENRFZES, HiRAOR MLy 7, BEioBE6ES), #E

DB REDT +— v Ty 7Tu2iTo7-. BARRICIX, FEASOREM - o b Ly
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7% 10 ©fe], FRAFI Ol - I & WiE - ShE, fEBIETo il - iR %2 22 h 10 [EfT
o 7etk, EBMLHRAREND 0% CTLEADFFENEWMTFENZ2To7. 2Dk, WHFEHN
REZ, 157D (DCS D v v aviZFz. flEE MEdfRER, KRBT A

#{T-7z. Figure 7TA IC1¥, FEEAFMEEZRL 7.

3.2.6 #HEHERMA

B & IEMG ©43471c1E, R 3.6.3 & Imed ¥ v & — (Bates, 2019) % T, #IFE
HihEE 70 (LMEM: Linear Mixed-Effects model analysis)f##ft % 7 - 7= (Bates et al.,
2015). LMEM fi#H7rClE, FEMRCIEITIR, WRINANT XA LeFBET 5 L HTE
% (Baayenetal, 2008). A% CTIL, SefTHI%E (Barretal,, 2013; Brauer and Curtin, 2018)
ICHD W, K LMEM fEttz i U 7=, EEMSR L L <, H#Zett (Rale, Rela, and
Sham), F (left and right), € — F (unimanual and bimanual) D &5F 12 ¥ L 2 DL H.
ERZ ZDETAMCED . 72, ThLOEEMRICEET 2 12 oWHEN 7 v £ 4
MBS EFAICEGD LI, X bic, EERM (Dayl, Day2, and Day3), 72 k (Testl and
Test2), 1B DIEFEME (Orderl, Order2, and Order3)IcOWTC, A3t 8 D DHERE = &
DI vRLYFLEEREFAMICED . [EMG O Clt, HAK LMEM 23K L 72 %
o772, TANEBENOMEFNED 7 v X LB E T A LRI L 72, RIC, ImerTest
Xy - —3 (Kuznetsova et al., 2017) Z T, Satterthwaite @ [ HEELL %@ H L 72 =
FTHRSAHTIC L 5T, REMFAE IR0 FHEE pEEEH L. X510, RSt
KEER D tfli & p iz B L, Benjamini-Hochberg (BH)#E% FWvC p EZHIEL 72,
WA BT 2RAMEME 213, FMRIEERCTH - EAE, FFENB X UHFEN
TR 2 tDCS DRI 5 & v I RFUCED VT, Kl B o RIS % 3t 2 7=

® 12, emmeans ~¥v 7 — (Lenth, 2020) % FH\CTH 7 v F OHBBE ZHEEME I L

Tt

TITW, tfe pfEZEH L7, pfEld BHEZH W THIE L 72, #EEME ORI E westfall's

d %, H#EETFH1

T

DExZ TV ELHNBONEOBRMOF-HFIRCTE L & TErEL -
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(Westfall et al., 2014; Judd et al., 2017).

IR BEIR T 13, FrHIBE D one-sample t-test Z T 1 & IR L, “FMf % i
fRAECcH 2 CHREDdEZFEIBL 2. BHWFH L 77 2 R %)51%, Friedman test > C
S L7, 2o OFEEHENTICIZ, TBM SPSS Statistics 26 % 7=, R &E1Z, =0.2 28
INE EHRE, =205 AT EEOMERE, =08 AKX AMEETH % & L7z (Cohen, 1992).
AL O 7 — 2 ZEHE OV R & L O L7z, EHE BN, o < 0.05

L7,
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3.3 RS

3.3.1 EHLEHEHOREREENRETIVEN

## & IEMG © LMEM fi#h7 D # 5 % Table 3 128§, LMEM fi#ht ic o 72 =R 5y
Bt i, EEMNREORBERRKAERIZBIO Wixd o7 (allps > 0.05; Table3). L
LG, S, T, - FICHEEARTIMELB SN/ (Stimulation: F[2, 14.3] =
10.295, p = 0.002; Hand: F[1, 20.0] = 12.164, p = 0.002; Mode: F[1, 20.5] = 12.917, p =
0.002; Table 3). HEEMICOWT DY 72 v + DWETIX, Rcla 5efFD 754 Sham 5&fF
Y0 L ENBKE o7 (t[16] =4.304,p=0.002,d=0.11). —J5C, RaLc 5ff& Sham
&ftEoficiz, AEZERED ONA» o7 (t[21] = 1.394, p = 0.178, d = 0.06). *7-,
RcLa eff & Rale &fFofilicd, AEAEIRD bNEr -7z (t[13] =1.442,p=0.178,d
= 0.05). IEMG 2>\ Tlt, LMEM f#tric 5o 72 SRS BT I1L, EERRRE D
HERZSHERIZED bNsd o7 (allps > 0.05;Table3). HEARTEMEIZ, Ficown

TOHRBD 7= (F[1, 20.0] = 11.953, p = 0.002; Table 3).
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Table 3 Summary of linear mixed-effects model analysis of variance.

Effect F-value dfN dfb P-value
Handgrip force Stimulation 10.295 2 143 0.002
Hand 12.164 1 20.0 0.002
Mode 12.917 1 20.5 0.002
StimulationxHand 0.708 2 24.8 0.502
StimulationxMode 0.048 2 21.1 0.953
HandxMode 1.908 1 225 0.181
StimulationxHandxMode 0.405 2 27.8 0.671
IEMG Stimulation 0.159 2 19.9 0.854
Hand 11.953 1 20.0 0.002
Mode 0.075 1 26.2 0.786
StimulationxHand 1.598 2 20.3 0.227
StimulationxMode 0.008 2 29.0 0.992
HandxMode 0.018 1 71.4 0.894
StimulationxHandxMode 0.344 2 359 0.711

IEMG, integrated electromyography; dfN, degrees of freedom numerator; dfD, degrees of

freedom denominator.

BhicowTIE, G 0% (RcLa > Sham) B L IC k72720, FFEH
LFRSTORBEN R ORE D R 2 & ) REEETERT % 72010, Faldk o HEE il it
LT, RIBSGHMoN %17 -7, 2 OfEH, Sham 5t & b % RcLa &0 EA Ol 2
D FHBEEICKE 257 (BL: Sham, 350 + 76 vs. RcLa, 357 = 69 N, Estimate = 11
N, SE = 4, t[29.5] = 2.501, p = 0.018, westfall's d = 0.10; BR: Sham, 370 £ 86 vs.
RcLa, 381 £ 82 N, Estimate = 15N, SE = 5,t[17.3] = 2.841,p = 0.011, westfall's d
= 0.14; Figure 8). fAAJIc@l2 &, LEWiFEIT 14 %4, GiliFES1E 154, Sham 5
fFX Db ReLa FFO TR ERIEN 2R L7, HRFEIICOWTIE, Sham &fFEL D D
RcLa &0 15 3H E Ik % < (UR: Sham, 379 =+ 86 vs. RcLa, 389 * 80 N, Estimate = 14
N, SE =5, t[22.4] = 2.726, p = 0.012, westfall's d = 0.13; Figure 8), 17 % D5 RE 23,

RcLa &fFCcth FENDORE WEEZ R L2, ERFREIICOWTSH, Sham XD D
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RcLa &0 A E I K % < (Sham, 357 + 76 vs. RcLa, 362 * 71 N, Estimate = 9N, SE
=4, t[29.9] = 2.158, p = 0.039, westfall's d = 0.08; Figure 9), 14 & OHFFext% ¥ 25, Rcla
S CERTRIDOKRE WEER Lz, —J7T, Rale &fF T, D OWFZE RE H3H 4
DEAECEVENZ R L b0, (RWENZRIMENRELREL, ZOMEIE—
BLTwhhorz, HElD=0IC, Figure8A ICIZMi T8 )1, Figure 9A Iz FEIC
2WT, FEADTAE 1 72 2 i1Chb5BHEDFfEE 7 v v + L, Figure 8B

X T4E 71, Figure 9B i3 T8 /1@ Sham &fFicxf 4 2B 2L LK %2R L 7=,

>
@
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Figure 8 Individual bimanual handgrip force (A) and change in bimanual handgrip force
relative to the Sham condition (B). White circles show individual data, while orange squares
and solid lines show the averaged data. A positive value change indicates greater handgrip
force. Data were averaged across Test 1 and Test 2 in each task. RaLc, the anode on the right
primary motor cortex (M1) and the cathode on the left M1; RcLa, the anode on the left M1

and cathode on the right M1. *p < 0.05.
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Figure 9 Individual unimanual handgrip force (A) and change in unimanual handgrip force

relative to the Sham condition (B). White circles show individual data, while orange squares

and solid lines show the averaged data. A positive value change indicates greater handgrip

force. Data were averaged across Test 1 and Test 2 in each task. RaLc, the anode on the right

primary motor cortex (M1) and the cathode on the left M1; RcLa, the anode on the left M1

and cathode on the right M1. *p < 0.05.
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3.3.2 mfEEEET

Figure 10 |, FHIFSAFOMMIHEHRAEKTORE I ZRLZbDTHSE. HFOVWT
Ix, RaLc &l (-3.39 £ 5.31 %, t[20] = -2.922, p = 0.004, d = 0.64) & RcLa 50 (-2.24
+ 5.59 %, t[20] = -1.832, p = 0.041, d = 0.40) THIfHIPEHEAEIR T 2362 & 7=, Sham 5%
fFCid, MEMMAEBE TR A2 o72d 0D, NS RREXBIO 1, MHMERRE T 23564
TBMADLD - 72 (-2.47 £ 6.73 %, t[20] = -1.679, p = 0.055, d = 0.37). ETFiconT
Ix, Sham 4%ff (Sham:-1.83 % 5.63 %, t[20] = -1.491, p = 0.076, d = 0.33) & RcLa 5<fF
(-1.19 + 3.79 %, t[20] = -1.441, p = 0.083, d = 0.31) THEIBEE Clx b o 7228, /I
NRESE O, WEMERREK N 2354 F 2103 H - 72, Rale &fFCid, AE
PEMEEE T IR I NS, NS ABREBICHHAR2 o7 (-0.75 £ 4.92 %, t[20] = -

0.701, p = 0.246, d = 0.15).

15 - Left-hand 15 - Right-hand
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Figure 10 Bilateral deficit in handgrip force following the stimulation condition. The
horizontal line in the boxes indicates the median, the boxes extend to the 25th and 75th
percentiles, the whiskers extend to the extreme values, and the cross represents the outlier.
Negative values indicate lower bimanual handgrip force compared with unimanual handgrip
force. RaLc, the anode on the right primary motor cortex (M1) and the cathode on the left

M1; Rcl.a, the anode on the left M1 and cathode on the right M1. *p < 0.05.
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3.3.3 BIRICE 77 XRHE
KERE TIRFIC, IR RE |G L 72 (DCS OAPIE, R DORAR, 77w 3R,
Tabled IC % & O 7z, HRZRAIRICIIHERE T Wad o720, —HMOMFENRE L, BEMRIE
TS, i, Y eV Hed, RESERS AL £, [Bhzddhisgky
DRFE N L bEHORHEZ Tzt B eETh] Ly ERICH LT, FROMTENRE

B Iahbhn] EEX, Ho» BT TR MR Eh ol T LBRINT,

Table 4 Adverse effects and placebo effects.

RaLc RcLa Sham

None Mild Moderate Strong None Mild Moderate Strong None Mild Moderate Strong P-value
Ttching 18 2 1 0 18 3 0 0 18 3 0 0 1.000
Pain 17 4 0 0 14 7 0 0 17 4 0 0 0.223
Burning 21 0 0 0 21 0 0 0 21 0 0 0
Warmth 19 2 0 0 19 2 0 0 18 3 0 0 0.846
Metallic 21 0 0 0 21 0 0 0 21 0 0 0
Fatigue 21 0 0 0 21 0 0 0 19 2 0 0 0.135
Alertness 21 0 0 0 20 1 0 0 19 2 0 0 0.368
Tingling 14 7 0 0 17 4 0 0 16 5 0 0 0311
Redness 16 3 2 0 12 8 1 0 17 3 1 0 0.895

Real Placebo I don't know Real Placebo I don't know Real Placebo I don't know P-value
Real 7 2 12 6 3 12 7 3 11 0.293

Values indicate the number of participants. Ral.c, the anode on the right primary motor
cortex (M1) and the cathode on the left M1; RcLa, the anode on the left M1 and cathode on

the right M1.
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3.4 EE

AFEECIE, Ml —JGEEE ~D (DCS 2 h FEN B L CHFEN ICKITTHE Lo
PICT BT EREME L, WFENICHNT 5 (DCS 0xhRIZ, FFEHICNT 2 Z D%)
REFEL2ETPHEL TV, ReLaF&FCi3GRFEN7Z0TIdR L, ELGOomFET)
2% Sham S&fF XV b RE P o7, 6, ERAFES D Sham &L Y b Rela &7
BREDPoT. IO DRERIZ, H—ICEBNEF~ ORI, 2 —ICEB)EF~ D F i
%5 2% RcLa tDCS 23, REZRFFEHEMTFENZAELL ST L3 CE 2 MIKEZ 5]
TR TR Z AR L T b, £/, Zho oRBUCE RIENMIcH b, EMEE Z

AT U 72 Rale S&fFClIBE I N nd o 7=,

3.4.1 RcLa tDCS A*HAFENICKIFTHE

FADHBIRY, ARWFFE LT [RIRHE T 163 2 il —JOEH EF~ D (DCS D #)R %
RO TOMIETH 5. H—JGEBNEF IC 2k, 75— JGEHENEF IC 5 % B € L 72 ReLa 5%
fFcld, Sham ZEfFICH AR THMFIRS AR E 5o 72 (Figure 8). EFFICIZ, —EH)H
~DERIENL, EBEEFR B ORIED K (Nitsche and Paulus, 2000), MVC DK
(Krishnan et al., 2014), AN D L (Cogiamanian etal., 2007), 5EB)%E O (Fan
et al., 2017) 72 &, W OES 7 + —< v 20M FE2 b 7253, fit>T, Rcla &fFT
DEMFENBKE K 2 DIE, FE—REEIF 2> & OFF~ 0 B EE i O FE AR
T5ZLICERT 2 EE X b5, ReLa &, A—JGEENE 23[R % Z 1 T iz
CHBEDb LT, AMFEICMAT, EWFESH Sham &L Y b KEH o7 (Figure
8). tDCS Dtk 7% % (Nitsche and Paulus, 2000) % {E3 3 &, Rcla §fF<CiE, H
—JGEB T~ O RIS X 0 A — TR 2 b O L F~ D B Bl O HEE 2 KT X
2D B 5. L L', Rela &M ClRAEMFE IHME T3, &L A Sham &

LV bmwEZ R L. Thid, Rela & Cld, E—REBE 2GR 2 Z T vk
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T, E—REBE O ORIV EBFEH (Ziemann etal., 1999) Dl ASHEH L 7=
DTIEFHRNWEA I D, T, FALOMH»OIL, MFEE)OKZ T ICTEE)$ 5 M FEB)j = 2
—u v (Aizawa et al., 1990; Donchin et al., 1998) B’ R & Tk h, ZolFEE)= 2 —
1Y D XD RMERREEANEME T 2 C L CREADOMFREN IR LR D H 275 5.
LA L7%An, tDCS I X3 b QMR EE oG T % EaE 3 2 EEH Rkl A3 % 72 7%
WZ b, ZOFMIZIS ATk ZRV. T T, BAEDWISE T, tDCS DFRIEARFRNH
(Nitsche and Paulus, 2000) 1B & 37, —RGEBEF~ o kil b S B A fifiRg o FE
EMAKI D 2 ERHE TN T3 (Batsikadze et al., 2013; Wiethoff et al., 2014). FEFE
iC, Batsikadze et al. (2013) (%, —JGEENFF~D 1.0mA OFEMOHIHIE, HME O BB E b
FEDBIEN AT ¢ 225, 2.0mA O RERRFREIL, SHAME D BB AR RERE O B M & K &
B LA Lz, AR TIE, BHRMELA 1.5mA TH o727, Rcla &fFics 34—
RIEBNEF~ O RT3 AT — JGEBNEF 5> & 72 F~ 0 BB B BlS 0 W M & K & 2 72 W] hE
WD HREIZTE R, L Lads, BEAECS KERHEROMEESHAT 20 TH
i, BRACE % KOWIC L7z Rale & CREIDBABBIFE S Wish o7 2 L ZHHTE
B\, 2070, EADOWTFEN ORAIZ, RcLatDCS i< X 3 fE—JHEB)EF~ o SR

A DONRTIE R e EZ T3,

3.4.2 RcLatDCS R FEHICRIZFTHE
RcLa &fF<ix, R F#ES D Sham FFICHHRTKRKE o 72 (Figure 9). Z ORI,
HIHTH <7z & 5, LE—XKEEF~OGMEIC X 5, E—EBHF 2L HF~DK

HEMEOMEEORELEEL T2 EZONS. £z, OO FEB O

puin)

EfEEIX, TR Al —IOEEET ICHE L 728 2 — v CHHER I N T\ 5. FERRIC,
Wl —JOEFEF~D tDCS 1%, FIEOEBuEHH O mE E (Vines et al., 2008) %2 5 bt i ] 0 55
i (Karoketal., 2017) 7 &, Ryl & Sl o Fr F#EE) 0 SE % b 72 & 3. AWFJE T,

ol U 7= i — SOGEENE ~ D «DCS 1< X 2 Bt o i FEB) o g 2 R 3 RHE O AR
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ZHBIL, ReLaRZfFCHRAFENDPRE AN ZRECE 2 L 2FALL 2. T/, BK
B2 &g, ReLa &ffTlid, A—XGEEBEFB BRI ZZ T w2t bbb 3, ERFF
#5713 Sham £ X 0 $ K& 5 o 72 (Figure 9). L OWFZE I, Wil —JGEB)EFF~D
tDCS 28, Ze45 D |y Tl B) 0 EE) 75 % g3 5 Z L AR I T b (Watersetal., 2017).
I, EHYEOMREICHMEL T, HE L2 FEE T ORMIEEIOMA DR L TE Y,

AT — JGEBN B~ D (DCS 23R I L 2 RS AT B 2 5l 2 2 3 2 L 23R
INnTw3 (Watersetal.,, 2017). 2D Z & 25, FERRHEE % 52 \F 72— JOHEBNEF A3 S e
TLEHE D, A FEEBIIE{T 20 TiERL, KETIAEED DI EEZOND,

T, FREEHE o MEE-CEBEREIC X o TE, B 2R EN R TR <,

T A — 2 L FHlifE R IC B L 7252034 U 2 alRetEZ /R L T\ 5. i€ o T, Sham 5%
fFX Vb Rela DR FENDBKE 220 72D 1L, FE—RIEBHEF~ O GRS X 2/
—JGEBNE O MM AL DG L, b L <, G —IGEENE~ o Rl X B A — G
B0 O EF~OEIREOFE LD 2 202 —v3FEZzLNRE. bL, BEDLIK
P IKAF R R e B E U C w0 TH Y, EMAECE % )i L 7z Rale T ity
DR FRNDEMFENPERT 2B FPHINS., LA LA b, AW TIE, Rale gt
fFcit, WIFNoFKRICE VW THEBN ORISR I W Er o7, 20720, [EHBAIEIC
£ 2 BCE B RS DIEMEAL & v 9 RGEE T UL, AWTE D ER 2t R 2 BT & v fiE o T,

Rcla & CBIE I Wiz ER FEII O KD, tDCS DEFHNICR & T & MK 72
R, I7xbb, BGRRIC X 2 75— JGEEIEF O FHEICER L Tw 2 D TR0 &

HILTw3,

3.4.3 RalLc tDCS %R
RcLa & & 133 B8R 12, Ralc £effCi% Sham &tFic bR CTH TR 15 X Ol 5 11 3
KEL B 3BIEINER D o7z (Figure8,9). AfffFETiE, Rcla & Ralc @ tDCS i<

K BMNFEDZIZE R > TH Y, 2O ORIBENIRIZIENITH 2 AIREMED R S L7z,
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Lo Ladis, B0 7 —XI1conwT, ReLa §eff & Rale SFoICIZBEEED Do 7
720, Z ORI EAE KT 2580 pIC oW IR Z NS LA TE R
W, o T, Motz L (DCS DERDIN S STH, FEFhEEEELER LR

BETH 5,

3.4.4 WAIMEEEETICOWT
AWFFE T, Sham FfFICEWT, EHEDH S OEIICE W TH il ERREK T o
BB ONT=28, ZNIFEETIEARD o7 (Figure 10), Z OFEHRICOWTIE, WHITEEEEERS
ToRZICHEICEWIEL2Z 235, A[ELH 2L E LT LEIZLND
(Skarabot et al., 2016). 5 F{& /1 O MIPEHAEIL T 12, Ralc 5fF & Rela &fECHE IR
7223, Sham cfF2> & DS 2 A ZALIZBIZR S /s h> o 7= (Figure 10). Rcla §:fF T3,
FFBENEHFEIIOMGHBERL 72720, Z O E LR T mHPERREK N ICIZH S 227
BlRREC oz ELLNS. —T, RaLe &, MHlERAEE T 2 HEmE s
Kb M, hrHRhFENOERICKX 2 D00, AMFENOETICLS
b D7D H R TE o7, EFICOWTIE, Rale & & Rela & Clali S 272l
IR T IR B s kb o 2. HFORIS L FRRIC, Rela &fFicswil, ERFE
NS EMFRENDO SR L 72720, MMIHEHREEKTOREICITEE L ko7 FEZbN
5. fEo T, RWFEIc I T 2 mEEEE T o3 2 il —JOEE EF ~ D (DCS Oz FE 0

ELWFERIZAHOEETH 5.

3.4.5 RERDORRA
Wroeaive 2 DRYLE, Pre/Post DMIED M TONLh 0722 L TH S, AL TIE, &K
BEAHZBEVIRS Z LI X 2HMREEZERL T, REEOES & Sham SfF% T 5 X
IIWCEBT A v et Lz, L L%ans, (DCS BENZHMRI 2089 » b

T 57201C, Pre/Post DEET A v CHERTILERDH L7455, £72, 95 —2D
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RS LC, H—ORMEEIC 3 2 RIBMEIR & L T n iz o, Bl & s
DR EHBEIC T 2 B TERVLI EBETONE. SHROMIETIX, ZERII#E
RED iV tDCS % v TH— O i FEE A~ D RIERN R & HBME 3 2 0% 2. AWFFET
iX, TMS IC X % & B35 755 7 O IR - KB EREHNH] 72 & O i EB2ER N T A — 2 %
il L Cwrne7eo, FREOMREREEOZ (LT 2 Z LI TH o 7. EEL <
DEALIZ, PL—=v R Y F—sav~DitleE 23 EANERLZEELT
W32, tDCS OO A N =X LZFET 5 720101%, HREHENLR AT A -2 b A
b CHii T 2 A H 5. X HIc, BINFHIEHEMZEBRRE X H 228, JEH & i
O DA E S . S RIORFZE T, RIS O 5 iE BN RN R I8 S i h o
7278, JEAG & OEEITE S O T E U T 3 AN D H 5 72 ® (Hoozemans and van
Dieén, 2005), Z QfFFUCIIEELIMLETH 2. Fiz, I NV—7 7 — X TREFMOEN
DSBS DT T 5 728, AT — & CTRIBENICHNT 2 (DCS DRIGICIESL D ERH -T2, &
%, tDCS D AF—Y ~DIEHZMET 3 7201213, FEMEOMHAMES (Wiethoff et
al., 2014) 5 X OMAANZEH) (Chew etal., 2015) %5 i F 2IFEALETH 5. kbl
7z X 5T, EERIHKPRIUTR Z wad, SEFFE RS T A — &I X o T DCS %)
RIRER D0, ARER T X4 LiCE1T 2 (DCS OBBEERE L 2052 ME 2

MERH D EFZEZ TN,

3.4.6 ARFE2DE L
WFEERE 2 <1, Wl —JGEBE~0 (DCS 2K T8 1) & M FREHE i g T8 %
AL 7. X ORER, - JOEBEICGIREL, A ICEB I 2RI 2 5 2 5 (DCS
T, EADORFERNEMFRNIRE S REREEIRIN. Tho DRI, HF]
& DL —IEBEF B HIESRCCTH B & v I REEA DT 5 &, tDCS I K o ThE—RES)
Bh oM F~DEIE RS 2 28T, EAORFRNDEMFRDPERL 2 &

RRIND.
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BAT FBHE

TCTIE, WZESEE L & 2 oI o, W TR R OEENHIH > R 7 LB X
W, ZNHRERT 2 MREHIEICOWTERST 2, 2 LT, AIFETELNZHARLD XK —

IRYAEY Ty 3y~ RIS D CHRT .

4.1 A E 0 E—REEHEF Ol A

WIS 1 <, mARZ D 50%I8E 0 h FE 27N £ CHEFFT 23858 Ic k o C
AU 2RI ST 03, T CHHE L 2R R ) & T RN IC R L 7 RE R ) IS S TR
BOENEFE L2, 2OE, AFConTit, FFRNOMRGBEY X3 FE
DFMET XV bWFENDOHIMET O3V e »r e m o7, i, i F
JEF A O U T R S 03, R Y AT LT BT B A FEAE © N REE L A — o8
— 7 v 7T OB AR & 82—, WEMARERCE, RS L Tw
R R EE O ) EEE 0 b OEBIH I BRI 0B 2 & T, WFED O KT 230
AbN7DREL#EZ b, Zhit, Nozakietal. (2006) 2SEE 2 OB H 2 HIRE L 72,
Fl—ofiofilfls 27L& L, 1) FR#E#FoCHEI N a2y bue—F, 2) WF
EHFFICOICHIBEI NS a v br—7, 3) FFEBRD, WFEBED b5 TchEE
InzfLWoaybr—I2855, Lo EEMERLTZ2b0THY, MLUAFOMIR
T DT T O W R L WFERICT Y HREckzofflia vy bo—- 7288
"BZLeERRLTCVS, ZNTHE, MFEBROXMCHEINZ a2 br—7, Thbb,
AWFFEIC 51 2 WiF [ D ) A IR & A 3 2 #ifE A 7 = X A iHAI 252 L Tw 5 0
72290, RFENCTOHFEN CHFHIREIMEbN2RBRFAILTHZ L b,
RN OB TR L Wi FE) CR%ETh o2 L kRift L 32 &, WEHVE 1
DfEFIE, WFE) TP T OB R Vb o e[RRI R L TS, T, R

FAH NP C A U 7 PR 55 1 X B KT 2 fHE 5 2 & 5 2ol T ARG A7 0 FEH 1 i 5=
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P i S BB SN2 L 2B T 2D THS. 22T, MEHE2 DHE»S
DRFEHIFNIC OV TRETT 5 2 L il A 5.

e 2 <%, Ml —JGEEEF~D (DCS 25h TR L i FE I RIT T E AL
L7z, Z DRGSR, fo—JCEBIEICIGRRIE, A —JCEB T IC BRI 2 5 2 5 tDCS 23/
HORFENEMFE ZED RN H 5 2 L A5 o 7. (DCS ORRIEMTLIF 2>
b3 2L, K—JGEHENEF~OGREIE, B —-JOEB o ME 2K X225 (Nitsche
and Paulus, 2000). % Z T, k%4 %58 TR & LT B THF & ok Bk mfiil i S i
EWVIREIZZ T AND LWIFHE 2 OFEROMBMR LT ks, HlziX, Aok
—JGEENE Y, R TFEEBTOIIET 5 2 & (Kimetal, 1993)%, R F#BHICE XK
BN 2 TMS TR 2 L G F O#EEEEREN KT 2 2 & (Ziemann and Hallett,
2001), &1 TMS ChE—JGEBET %G8 2632 & AR FEB) ICERENE L L
(van den Bergetal.,, 2011), 4 F o F@#E) & lFEB)ICBID 2 EEG OiE#) ¥ X — v H3%H
AL T3 Z & (Oda and Moritani, 1996) %, 7Bk & 45 2 ER~ D K BRI 2358
WwZ & (Netz et al., 1995; Hayashi et al., 2008) BRI LT\ 3. Zoftiicd, HAlE D
FE—XEBHICE T 3 FIROEMWEREILH -JICGEHT LV AR >Tnwd T L
(Volkmann et al., 1998)%°, /A FEROH.LiENHE W & (Amuntsetal., 1996) 7 &, &R
BEAIFNBDME TN TS, £, EPRPGFRLZT IR, AFoEEic S
TrLw) ZliE, EHERoMEToBFEITWMMEOEHKERTLE ST 5L
(Schaffer et al., 2020) & d Afi#iZ—F 2. Thbb, MIEHEE2 T, £—RE
B~ D GHAIIEIC & - T, E—JGEEE > Sl F~0#EEES ST T, KA
DR FENEHMFENSERLZ0TE R EEZOND. ZofRIZ, MENC, £
—REHFR L DOR FHNRES KCHFEHNREICEHEG T 2L 2 TRRT2H5DTH
5. bL, ZOMRHEIEEL CwioThnE, FEHE1 OMEIFHIT L L
TE 5. AFEIFEMTIR, GRhFENRERICEA SN 2 E—REH ) 545 F~DiE

NI L2 e C, GRTFRENOMMETBEC 2T nE S, T80 R IR
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BICEIB I 05 /e —JGEBE 0> b MF~OEE P S 23D L Tk dr o 27200, Al
FRNOHINKE T 2P0z LHERIFT 2 2 L3 T&E 5. JAtic, EFREIFEMETIE, K
FFRENRERICEIB SN2 4 GEENT 2 b EF~o@EH A Lz T, kR
FEAOHIMET 2 EL 2T, WMFENFERICREMICEE S0 54— JGHEB) T
o~ OEBIH 3Tk v, BN TR L EMTEN SFRRERIET L
EHEHT A LB TES, CALDHRAPLRATL 200, HHXDELRIZE RS
HHIPESC 2 LT3 0 TldZe <, WiFRIR I S o i flfl o 2 4 v & L Tokidl
TH 3. I, MFEHROLE-EHT OEES E@HAKE 2R3 2 & (Aramaki
et al, 2006b) & b RLfE2—H L CTH Y, WiFHEBOKE 72 1F 1) < il FilEBH= 2 —m ~
(Aizawa et al., 1990; Donchin et al., 1998) D X 5 iR [EIFE 03 2 3RICE K B 5 LIRAET
2L, RFEofRE > TLHHT 2 LA TE 2 (Aramaki, 2014).

Ubkoztdo, RMUFOMmAFETH, NERS AT L0 FEA O I EMEE,
FWEE O BN, FFEE)chiFEEcH BB I NG A — =T v 7T 5 S KH
WO 3 OOBKERICHPNT WS EIRBEINE, T2, KE-REESHTOEEN 5
25X DCSICL > CHTFRNPEARL 722 & p b, WFEAE DS EREE KT
DHFERA = AL e LT, HHEICEHT 2 E—JGEENEF A3 T8 72 1F Tl 7 < A2 FEH)
CHBIGF 2 LD, FEEBR D M D 2 T [R] BR A ) S IR A e PR fl i o 1 o

ThHLIAREEZ L T3,

4.2 HERY R T LDOIEFFREIZDOWT

MRS REAR T X, Z O MBLCIE oD 2 P r[EMERH b, MR MRS A 77 = X L35G
D&MD H 5 (Skarabotetal., 2016). % 2T, BARMIZRMREA H =X L TIlRR L, HERK
VAT LDOB AL SR T ICOWTOERZHKA L. b L, KBEERREHH A5
HIEREREIR T ORERN R EZ R TH - H5h, A DNICBWT, ¥R 64 FR~D

KAGEBRE NS 2358 s (Netz et al., 1995; Hayashi et al., 2008)iIC b b &9, EF XV B
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15 F IR REIR T A32E U3 1A (Henry and Smith, 1961; Ohtsuki, 1981; Carr et
al., 2020)23H % T L L EER A DR . RIFFRICE W TD, JEITAIEER D & FEE 57 Bk
~ O K BRIENE 231458 4 2 Al HEME (Baumer et al., 2002; Takahashi et al., 2009) 23 % -
ICH L 6T, FFENZEIT & TH IO mAHEREE T 2RI W kd o7
b, BRI 2 © BRI AR~ o> K~ BRI A3 88 58 9 2 Al Rg k. (Tazoe et al.,
2010235 o 721 B 63, LE—TEBEF~ DGR, 4 —XEE) R~ o BRI o
tDCS CTHEADMTFENBEAR L 72 2 EHMHRI N, ZndDORFEIEL, KRIFERREHIH
I mEIPERRE T 25 2R T HR T AW L ZRKB LT3, 22T, MEHE
1 CRLEXICHERY AT LICET 2 3 DO OB B RKMEM % REST %
EFE 25 EMIERRERET S BER LI nb, T4abb, GFRICOVTE, FFL
MFD ALY AT 23508 L TH Y, WFEAT O AR D 75 53 F [ 0 7 42 plGH
I b/hwkoic, AFOMMEEKERTEARELLTDOTERNES ) D2
(Figure 11). AEFRIC2WTld, FFLWFONER T AT LOKERBA—"—F v 7
LTk Y, miFEH 0 BRI e i FEA O N AERBEHROKRE I BFEFTH L Lh b,
FEF O AP EEAR TIZ B AICRAE L O b e E 2 53 (Figure 11). #ic, Figure 11
CRLzzkoic, RFREMFONERY 2T 403, EGIENHICRET L nTE S
EFEz 7. ZOEEIERNTED AR Y 27 200%, KRIGEERREHNH] < [F 14 o @ B F2 i,
Wl D RS SCIC 72 &I X 2 IHIME £ 72 (ZBEE O A ol & L TR S 1, Ry 7z
HEH N 2R T 207255, 2L T, ZONEKY AT L% T 2 Rkl o JRkEl
BRIV —=vICXoTEMT BT L, Thbb, ZOERICHBIMRAIENEL, KT
DL —=v Il ThF LY bMFRFEOH N FED 72358 < 725 Z & (Taniguchi,
1997)°, WKEEF ORRERIEICEMOFF72 0 Tk, HFOI) ALY T—v a3 VRIFEHKT

% % (Winstein et al., 2016) Z & ZHAF T TV 2D TR WE A D Do,
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Force-generating system for left-hand Force-generating system for right-hand

Overlapping part Overlapping part
UL-specific BL-specific UR-specific BR-specific

Figure 11 Venn diagram showing the hypothesis of force-generating systems for left- and
right-hand. Circles indicate unimanual-specific (blue) or bimanual-specific (orange) force-
generating parts, and the common area of two circles indicates an overlapping force-

generating part. UL, unimanual left; BL, bimanual left; UR, unimanual right; BR bimanual

right.
4.3 ZE—YRYNEY F— 3 Y ADIGH

ZOHITIE, AW T LEBRFORAF -V bL—=v 7o) ) T —va v~
JIGHFTREME 2 Bt 3 2. WFZEiE 1 Cff o N2 AR 20 3L, B FH 0 R % Faiic
W I 2 LT, ZOROMFFENFH IFRMOMRESIE DO Y v — 2% E0 5 2 & 3 AlRE
L5725 9. HlziX, R oEBIETH 2180 LGB & — v AT 2 [ HBAA
HE) | CoOICHBIEE 2 SA, VA P bL—=v T, ETRAFIL-—=V ST
B2 T, ZOBMFEIL—=v IV Ex LT, MFEHORKEOE R PL—=v
IRV CE L, T, MTES T -~ v REED LD, SEEELTAHT
TOML—= v T3 EHEBRFED 1 DL k2 A[REMER, MEEHE A H v 7215
2 HRE X LT % (Hayashi and Nozaki, 2016) Z & 205, R—bDua—4 v 7 LKKD
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#H I Tk Y (Kang and Cauraugh, 2018), Z FLI% T+ [FIREA /) FE 48 o R il {Hl 23 8) B X
Nz LwsI KFFED R —8T 3. #-TC, ThOLDRAIRIE, FEFOI LY FT—
a VI EMoR FESZT AL, MFEBOIMS EHITH D L v AiE
(Winstein et al., 2016) 2 XF53 2 b DTH 5. MARE2 OMRERE T2 5L, E—RE
BEF~GBEEIC X o Th R MFOHNRMOMT 2R L322 R TE b LA
v, EERIC, M~OBRAEA AR =Y T 3 =<V REEDL720DY =1L LT,

ZR—VRFEDO T CRERBELEZED T3 (Colzato et al., 2016; Reardon, 2016;
Edwards etal,, 2017). TOEMA F - v ZICEZYT 0L I ICEbL T, AR—U~
DG FERERF e CRURRICHET 3 2 A H 5. 2N E TOETIE, tDCS Ik 3 %
K=Y X7 =< v AOM X, ERNLSA 27D v 7 EORATIA L (Vitor-Costa et
al., 2015; Angius et al., 2018) ® L/ Tl o BB HIEB) D FK A Jj 2 MVC o |k
(Cogiamanian et al., 2007; Tanaka et al., 2009; Krishnan et al., 2014; Abdelmoula et al.,
2016; Washabaugh et al., 2016), ¥ % ¥ 737 3 —< v ZDX#E (Hikosaka and Aramaki,
2018; Lattari et al., 2020; Grosprétre et al., 2021) 7% & CHE I N T&E 72, LA L&A,

% DAR =Y CTREFDOWHIEEBITHLINE 720, b OIHERED tDCS 22 A K —
VNRT =2V ADALICERET I EIPERT P EIPAREART I TH - 72, HEHR
B 218 1J 5 ReLa &ffcld, EEORFENBIVCHMFENLRE LRSI L0300 5
72. % ORNEEIZHBAI/NE 225 72 (Estimate = 9 to 15 N, westfall'sd = 0.08 to 0.14)
2%, ZOHIEIE, 1/1000 ¥ lem 2B Z LT 2 AR —VICE W TiE, FEHNREE
WEFoeEz2ONG., 7z, EIKIE I, MEPEEICE T 2 WHl—XGESE~0
tDCS DEZNEBERE T3 (Lindenbergetal., 2010). AFEci, @EFHFOHmFD
HEERE 23 L3 2 C eSO AL Y, AU EBIEREEE 2 OB EOBEY = 2 —
B Y TF—2a i tDCS ZICHT 27200l v 5. 72, tDCS 2 EHM
CHIFS 2 Ec, filz#ERAL CHHO 2Rl MR T ARSI N ar o7z 2 &, EIRIG

VYol EQEHETH L. AL ~THNE, HHE T OEFE S N 2 iFFest
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