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Mg RN B —2fi—28MH. MXRENX AL ZIE TEMESH,
B 7, B RS 4y, BT B A TEN AR ok . A F A

MWAEIEREEREZRMMELERE. A TRECSHHENL, HXER
R pid. £RXRZHEHT, WG T &, BB & &R =N
THEZ—8U . [/ bootstrap A, AN BEHL A B 5 AL W) & 2 (8] (1)
SFHIM KRB N 0, B A 95% N 0.81 (WS F) , HANA
I i PR A AR A o6 R ECN T 0, T T A 50% A (29/54) , A
KRABEE TUFRER N 0.81. 7 18 B HHE i e 7 A 5C 47 28 | 1 TT A&
—H B STREN G T EE R RN ERIIEATE.

LR ) &8 8L I 3l i 9 5

AR A, 0 5F 202 B s, AR S B i 0 i B A Ok B R Ok AR R B ) SRR
THEAMEYE . (B2, RATPTCURE 5, tVF 5 B 98 H\ Jv 48 i (19 35 30
ST N B LR g B A B S UL B0 iR (Fetz 58 N, 1989;
Morrow 1 Miller, 2003) :

v(M,)=[b,+M,eM,, ]| (4)
Hoe, M EMHBVAEDEEN M, ZEERBILEE. 287 PD W
AIHG T3 A2 A R 25 SR K 0 ] 32 b B 1) 8 R S i 2
TRV XAN R, 15 RO R ) B A G &
Z,=J,(0)M, (5)
HoJ (O)—RMHKEMNRESHE, BRATAENRE: EHERA

G I R R HE R . T aEsh i A, W AT R AR R RO LIA . AR
11135 G0 SR — A #E U A ¥ 5 O i R 388 A% ) I D5 9 3K A AR R AT DL S B
SLEAT H WS, A RBEN R AR A A i N A, XA
O 7 B AN AR s 1) b AR AR AL, . AR IR B R, R DUIE I B A2 DL R
A R 8 38R G
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M,=JL(8) "7, (6)

EENX 4 M6, BRSSP UY & T LA 7 & B BOE I 50
WK = 2 PD AL B S5 R, FRAE R K P L3R4S B EE T SR I AR L
MR A . Rk, X RE M T — RRE T IR E 8RR,
A 72 R s R0 4% 77

A B

 wof  N=426
w

150}

MODEL GAIN CHANG
ry
; A
. 1
| 9
MQODEL GAIN CHANGE (%)
- 3 2
"h. !
X«
.
”

-200 200}
2850 L n " n 250 . . " .
250 2{]0 |ED 100 50 ] 50 100 150 200 250 -250 -200 -150 -100 50 o 50 100 150 200 250
ACTUAL GAIN CHANGE (%) ACTUAL GAIN CHANGE (%)
c D
]
1 N=480 b | N=1 x10°
(R ﬂ 12 |
i | —
EIJJ 10 3 1t
@ o & o
g # o
o
,--lll Ill o -
-150 -100 =50 ] 50 =] 150
ACTUAL PD MODEL PD BOOTSTRAPPED PD DIFFERENCE

B 6 BAEZMBPRKFLMOHKEGRS (A) ANAREAIFHMES@E
PD P Sz B MAELER. FlAWadLARATATR AL Z TR, H4%
FHEREEENERAEITHROXZAEA., (B) 24N EREITHLEREA
WHETEN, (CARD)BRA AMME T 9N BIRA LGy ZIE S (C)
SR FER R EEAECEEFNATER(EZZCTL0HR P ), @ (D)
LHBEFRAANMAREHAAELEAZ AN AFRLFNATRE., 2E50F £
defTARAT 3 G 8, £ EREFZWIVE N A,

it

45 R

AL HE D RIZMPFERN — DS DERA, BRI R TEL
R R BEAR 55 AT I RE P, M 2 A0 M S SO T S B AR AR AL . 5
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A (B REEER) KM, KI5 B AR DLAE 540 i i 7 9 5 T
TR, XRVAT R AR BI . EIR REE b, BA 55 A R 08 1R 4F
LR H WM, MR TESN R TR A=A HSEME LT
W i A Ik T ) OK AR .

— N2 ALK, PN EIE 3 18] 1) = 40 ) @8 — B2 A e 1) M
( Phillips, 1975; Taylor 1 Gross, 2003) . SZI0 &4 &2 E L K EM
L I 3 3t 4T /9 (Fritsch #1 Hitzig, 1870; Ferrier, 1873) . HLB& ) /7 ik
UL 20 V5 A% B R 40 T 0 S 7T, FLrp i & 00 22 5 Z0 84T D A 1R & 1) ds
5) A% m A % (Evarts, 1968; Georgopoulos 25 A, 1982) . HHSALA A
LAY 1 B 515 2] 7 OK B 583, DLEE AR L PE A R s ¢ 2 A
KAELEN T G811 7K F B 1 78 43 P (Mussalvaldi, 1988; Scott fil Kalaska,
1997; Ajemian %% A, 2000; Todorov, 2000; Trainin %5 A, 2007) .
ARSI, YRR AR AR B 0 TR — A B K B e A

25 00h 250 S5 B S 0 i b, DA S R R 6 I AN AR R Ak B XU H Y

WA X HFE, A4 0T e 5 AY) I b A o i &8 R AE, TG0 BT 18 18 19 K G X 3 2
M1, FEVILIZ ) R, &2 A 538 3h A 5 1 K i 45 14

PR BEALF 3R C1D 0 ) 1 3 T A8 10 2 25 07 1A BB 25 1 R R B R B A FE
A ML MER, Q)AFEA = AFHSEMI, BN ML #HZICH PD A
W BE ST A AR A AL . RS T X FE AR, {H K IxX g 4%
FRERE N M1 P W B M G B0 T — S 705 S B —— 0T A I IE 4
ANIEHN, RHEZUXANSHSE WA 8RB S A %S
OSSR A . SR, %A AL R T R SR BT M T
WA S F A G R W AN RN R A O AR E
R, TERFEMAT NIREE T, 3 KR R T Th RE 10 o A 7 ) R 3 A R R 2
FEAMI & uiEshii B e Mo 8 M, B — E N A
B3R AT 0 MR, AT R R A B R 1, I B VLA B AR T E
IR A B0 4 28 0 22 B T 1 00X S8 45 0 5 0 2 b vl 4 AR B R B AR 0
fE—8, W MLIESRIBOEES &ML KT EGE) M ER
& 1% % )M 2% (Kalaska %8 N, 1989; Taira 25 A, 1996; #& B A /R Al i
BHEF, 2002 4 ; Z£7 B Al Kalaska, 2003; Sergioetal, 2005; Herteretal,
2007). AT, X— R EEGEHT ML BPIEMIL S, REHFRP KL
HUOP £ J0HR R H %R 4y, %R o AL B 5 R B S B A U A B R il o
(1) 52 I 3z 3l #h 28 70 () #5¢ KK JE (Rathelot F Strick, 2006). M1 W {il ()
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22 0 F B WY A0 e LR, AR ML R N AT B B A R S R4 oo 2 fA) I
(Crammond A1 Kalaska, 1996,2000; Cisek f1 Kalaska, 2005).

WA, WEMRK S, ZEBEVT RS RN T MG SHESEM )
MRHR. Nt - P REEEALEXAK LY RIS NAT AR
(R (AR 55 50 7y, %5l e xf 3B s s W BB R 3 ) 5 .

BERL “RLET mE R AR R A R B AT 4

BAMBAG NS5, BT LUER 60%1) 18 ot 28k . 72540 A
SAZHMER T, BEBE T 77%0 5 55 A . 1% 8 7R TI0 40 i R
SR T T B — o AR ). SR UL, RATME A =48 H
ZH. SReEREME, ENBAERAG 2T ARKNE, KRR,
D5 M — 1) 5 — S B A R R K T g R AR e, e TN A i £ 4 2 B
PD BN (REXNMHBEAFERNHME B HSH, AL .
Lk, AT SRR TRl gE k22— (1) BAER RS2
M1 # g godm sk M (SRR EDIM R , 8 (2) i T
Hmry B B4, RAENERETH R R, YAE A <G
B A, X B ME R E B S ES . HAK e ie
A1 1 € 1 &5

BB B Gk 1

BIR LR R R T AR RS N R AR VR 2 om SRR M AR AR, (BT ARfEAE
BE R . BRI A= e e RN O R RE s L, By IR
MR ARG —ml RAAKREEW AN ) —— DR 2 — Ml L
R, IRA AT RE (DA — N8 — W R AE B 2 — R 20 R AE 7T LA AR 5 il
KRFTH ml #2501 & B (Wu A1 Hatsopoulos, 2006); (2)iz 3 % 2 B £
J15E4N, W RS 5 9 i 12 ) (1) & > J7 [ (Hocherman 1 Wise, 1991; (3)
iz 3 B = ] A DL FE B & Y L JE AR T AR AR IS 3 1 2 3 (Wise 55 A,
1998).

B0 Y 43 A b Y S5 BEAT 55 H g s 5%

S AR 55 B OO AE S IR B OR FF AL BT T s DL AR T 4 i A
FY o 58 MOIX S8 AE 55 1) RE IR AR E W is s i B i — /Ny RE D, H B E
Higizsh, Wigsh. , Sk RinHpATH4T2aRE, Ui
. b R RCGRE. Pk, RA DB Xt sh k)7 e B AR
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T AWM CBAT Tk 5, X 9 A 4 N 1% (Georgopoulos %5 A, 1992
Taira %5, 1996; Scott fil Kalaska, 1997, 2003; Boline I Ashe, 2005;
(Sergio & N, 2005)5 VF Z Wt 58 A MK iz 3 AT J 1 J7 2% 18 A A0k 1) 0F 9% 3k 47
T

BARERRAT N, BEMESHEREASHIMMEE, HX
Oy i 9RO T SE BE AT 55 AR R & As B AT v I A & B Al D7 1 i AR L Sk
HEAR A (D) T A T LR E R QR M AT
2 512 ) A8 B AH OSBRIy, WA TR A S R, B)H TS AR R E
W, A T KIAE R ) TANE R BIRE . AT, 1E
T X LL A Al 43 B g i R DL T B AR S W A, T R T A AR AT 55
AT RACh B 53 At =& AN W] RE B0 (55 18 2 B AT 2 SRR D) o BROAR X A #A A
FE T B 58 40 0 A2 25 Bl AT 55 o B9 SN, B AT AT RE A Y A AN TR B R 4 [
B R W IS AT N AIE B AT N o AR A W S ORI X AN A R, B B A A
g LR A 1 (Sergio % N, 2005; Kurtzer 55 A, 2005).

FCAth B 20 D 23 7 O 35

AW FEEMN S, Ed BB Rk s sl R DR, W R AT
RE U, N iZAE B MK P Bk AT, DABG o ™ . JRATIR ML T — A
BT 2 AT 55 5% A AUAE F AR XS BRAT 55 (X P 22 18] A2 55 B 19 )0 B8 A 4 i
WEAT A5 B 2 BOWAR 09 05 1%

WA T EM KIS % R). R, &4 V2 HAh R AT 68655 i 2
Tk, BRI, N ENSG S . — MR, BB TEERTN
AN TE] LA ) Bz Jo1 3% 3 85 20O AR il 4 i, AR 5 R 3 b e e A = e 5 31 UL Y
B Z 80 . 5 — Bl v] Be 1 2 0l O o 4R g fik R P 335 (Cheney M
Fetz, 1980, 1985; Fetz il Cheney, 1980; Bennett il Lemon, 1996;
McKiernan ¢ N, 2000; 285 % 1% LA 3 W S 31 B2 A 2 %
BRI B SR M1 & e & shE R KRR JE B R Bk T 32 34T N I 3)
157 BRI s, B At B 7R WA & e i 3 K B S T s B v 2 8
wmF AL E T B TE BE BT 0 & B (Ashe F1 Georgopoulos, 1994; Moran
A Schwartz, 1999), X & E RN EAKF EEE MK, BANEFiE
B F AR MAT N BV LA X 2 2 Mok i il &2 . B, AE — BE S,
Fie B RR T g A AR AR S b LS T M & o e i A . SRR,
ZICEW gAY TR E, B 4 TR R R R % [R] R & T RS TR AE 55
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i AR A o G R A 2 s B S — TR 55 R T R R Sy — T 55 R
TN T B % R A U, B HLH T S B RO TR S I LR R AR AR,
R W5 B A R AR AT RE A2 NN .

FAL0 43 e A4 B A T 9%

A EZEM S, ERTRERITE LT, Wi E gl /K -F Fil i g igid s
W TN 183l B Z DIREREAT 73 A, DASemn Ho Mg . B TR 55 25 A I 2 AR S5 R
RS HIER, AR T — Ml R S50 o 45 5 AN A MR 1R 72 CE 2 et L
P I NSGTT M S HE SR 2 TR AU S O P RED o SRTIT, A VF 2 HAth i 7] e
PE, BFEMERITTYE, RO, SNBSS MR, WRAEMESF715E
71~ RV AH Y5 AN [E UL ) B B2 et sCoR AR S 4R B, SR S i b e At =t o 21 JUL
IR BL ) S50, o — P mT B A& i i S 0 fiph & ~F- 35177 (Cheney A1 Fetz, 1980, 1985;
Fetz il Cheney, 1980; Bennett £l Lemon, 1996; McKiernan 2§ A, 2000; Park
EEN, 2004) FEFARRIR A AR NLRBE S, SR 5 Rz LR S i 2R 240

BIRARTCCFF M1 & T HTE SRR KRR B 1183047 A8 ) 5
SR, ABHARBE 7 50z 3 K = M E o T s sh 24, T HIArE .
F I B B NI BE (Ashe Fll Georgopoulos, 1994; Moran A1 Schwartz, 1999).
X AR AL B S 5 AE S A K F AT IR, R 5 8018 30 22 A0 SG AT A8 2 A
X G e . lan, fBise— AT EE g B AE —ME S R i M 775 — i
2N RE, MR TCE KA, [FIFE R N F A S A T
FRREAS TS5 H 1 S REAR AL o i SRR & B AE — BT 55 5 T 1938 BE RNLE 7 — I
55 5 F WD FEAH G i i, B SR e A 15 S8 LU 55 AH 5C 1 T7 A
B2 I 5E B AH ISR AT e 2 A NI

14 2 718 Ak B A TR e B0 R

TEVE 2 JJ2 X33 R B T 38 2 IR AL, X 6 X B & P et Fliz 3
ThgE (Salinas 1 Thier, 2000) o X ix$eAR & {48 i ok BURRE AL BT 52 THERC A
PRI 25 (5 SRR IR 22 S T S8« X — BRI T Richard 1 ersen A H: A F% f5
T {22 (PPC) FEARIEBRIZ S X ILAIHT 7T (Andersen 1 Mountcastle, 1983;
M ersen SEN, 1985) o MRIEMATHIRIN, PPC Hh 4 JTAE AN 28 BE AR AR 2
JRFE M R 8 ) — N e 0 H AL E, T 1R 18 R I R s R R Y
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XA E BORIFA B I H bR B IR AS O7 B nT LASE & A2 R, AE i H b B 7E 25 A
L 0 R 78 (Grossberg il Kuperstein, 1986; Zipser A1 F1 ersen, 1988;
Salinas H1 Abbott, 1995)iX—F-[f“H a3 A bp e 4 o+ NI RIME S o kY R 21
AN ] 5 X 3k ) HoAh 252 () %o (Brotehie 28 A, 1995; Snyder 5 A, 1998; Kakei
ZEN, 2001; Pesaran 25 N\, 2006).

KA, BAT AR B 22 SO R TR 3 41 B 7 ML BB AL AR — 2 AR08 ML I AL bR
BT EALE . A, AR RE R R M RL 4R (Ajemian %\, 2001),
IR, M1 KA ST L F AN T80 I 75 5 4 0 i I A8 23 18] 7 ] B N
WO RIZE A E OSBRI L) BB 5 S 5

Peter Strick L [FIFHAF 5T 7 M1 FEEMIZZNHET X (PMv) H i AH DS i 11
RNEFEZE R (Kakei 28N, 1999, 2001, 2003) . A 1R I M1 4 i) T8
Ml 77 ) RIS A SR BIAL RS, ST, T PMv 24 B DU SR 30 H 2 ) AN AR
w477 1) XK HIE PMy I3 K 5 M AHEL, OREFIRI A AR . XA
X I [A] [ T RE 25 St i Ciseketal. (2003) 53] 7 R E LY, fhER T £
a4 i BN T4 S R ) BT RESR SN, V722 YPMD 40 AE 2 18] A i 1]
g, I HA R FEEEA MMM IE T . AT, K Ml
PTG, W EENLA, E 2 B IS ShEaE K, T E O IS 3N nya i
B B AEH AR R R £ T LR ST 28 L B AT e B H e,
AT AT 0 B 753X P A SR P 3 7 AR AR S At S B 1 S AR D R — 00k

S g R P
1T RAES

KR EEMEVENE T BEE I I AN AE SN B B A% s e A AR
[A]37 B 12 B8 2 RN ZR A A TINS5 K 7 o A% JRERAC ) T A2 3 T 5
LB R & EIOhRiIA B, R X MY d10F (X PR B BT
B BRSNS H AU IE B2 04, B HAREIR/N A 15N
S HbR U, R AEE AT R B SN R TR SR BT TR AN
LRI HOChREIE HASI, M ORFFIEARIIALE, BIORFF 15N 191K
2000 /0. AL RIFTA BEAEE XA 2000 ZAP K H AR GRS ). RE—N
b5 T 82 A A ] (R ] Y 2 LA
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AR A P R sk S AR e T 42 Mg, A
WEFadsk 7 12 MHZ TG, manipul A1 um RIFE 9 NAE W TAE R E LA
D, TR AL T AR TR AT BB A N . 32— R, R
FIZarh, FDEAAR RS E FIB A ST S A AL S, JF i8I bR i) B RO 55
RIS Ao X5 = Ha, Bt s — Rl &R ES8IER . XML
FE b, MBS IERN, ol AR, S58tb, PR ax s —
PO 7 R UL i — 28 o 2R 11, FATVONIZ A — G BRI UE, JREA = (1D
FERXMAEOL TS, SRR A1 2 e = 8 B 2 A BE s 2 MR (2) 46
X TR A BE AR T LR AR s (3) MHMIRE , ShW )2 30T AR 1L
T PR A SRR St B R R, X TR A .
AR AESATABETIE AN E 2 MG S, 152 W Sergio M1 Kalaska
(2003) -

IR

N T DA RIE I, ARYETRE 2, A Is s R AR e b, R T
LU U A R TR

k, cos 6,cosO,sing + k,sin0,sinb,sin0,sing + k,sin6,cos0,cos4 + k sinb,cos0,

k,cos0,sin0,singp — k,sinb,cosp — k,sind,

X
y
z —k,sin6,cosO,sing + k,cos0,sin0,sin0,sinp + k,cos6,cos,cosp + k,cos6,cos,

X 00 R E, 0 IR HR U ANEAEE, 0; IR IS N/AMIEEE L, o
SN, R ABVEREIE I\ 0, 1 050 A8KF x. y A 2 B LR HErh Lo
IRAERR AR x SRS W07 [R5 s y BRI 7 [R5, 2 BAE Fil R 7 T 0 5%
ky A K2 73 )2 RN B K

M HLICA, JiREa 3 A ME— R e B AR R . SR IR —
TSR], EFEARGING S, BOVENTRPE R 24 ZAEFHBUH, ok
FESRT/ S5 A A B G RNAR o 3K A Ze 23 8] A A B AR B ) A TSN 81 8 = 1)
TR ES, PAERES — AT TR E. AT Moore-Penrose 1518, X
DR TC R ORI 0 (RN o X T — MR L HEZR I B
5, MIATRESIIE, WERFER H 1 R AT EROH g I RGNS, A4
P A oA i R FEZRA 7 AL D s B, RS E S5 P
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FEPUVLEAE ELBOE AR 8, 1 P RI0E R 2> (Sergio #1 Kalaska, 1997, 2003) ,
B PIE T IX— B

TR 2 B IR Sy H AN Y 2 AR AE AR DG o 241 J1 A IR 31 2 08 =y 1)
KFEE, T MAEINGHA, AR IR, MR FE AL R,
YL PRIBE R LA g B 2 A) B 2R P D0 SR 2, B2 R AR X R LR o 7 UK B
KWUSIAKETR, WIRBGE SULRES) 2R R (Zajac, 1989) o ASZEG A1)
KU RN 2% 71 7KF 9 15N, 5B T3 1 5 K 717K F (Graham AT Scott, 2003) .
SR, E4MEL R T ia] fy% H K M1 S B AT (Evarts 28 A, 1983; Kalaska
N, 1989), XA RE SR OB AT PD AR 4L, HEAEAN
LT RGN

B I M

HRYE HARREFIAN P2 R0 2, it RN AAE SN LA TR 1R
PIFRAER IS 28, 2R, FFAEpr A X e th 2R H B A gt R M. N 7 iR
MEIEA KT BE AR IR KA B, (T H 28827 (Georgopoulos %8 A, 1988; Scott
F1 Kalaska, 1997; Sergio fl Kalaska, 2003 ) SR IPA5REANE 1 i 26 i Gt B35 1
FEH — R 42 A4, 39 NMEFTA 9 FHEHA N SR B BA SR X
IRIE R . X — i, B/ \FEHB IR T BA G = O RE 2.
XA —A I, BRI H A 7. 5 — NIRRT TER T,
WS 2R AR A2 7E TR 38T 8 IR IX 42 N R, I E2E = J i) 12 4,
AT AT et SRS i e, A R 1 HEAAR 20 A B2 i 23 ) e B B e 2

I3 B EFEFIHERR T =AM 7S b 28 35 R Al X e i r A 3 il Ze I A AR
GFIE Lo G5 R LFHIE . Il & 7 AN B HR X 7SN SEF] (R Dy I 2L 38 il 2
BARIFHIE SO REWEN TR, A 426 A (A1 54X8-6) 4 /i1
Bl Fl1 480 (S CEIY 54X9-6) 4 fay 3 i HaL il &2t S 491

K PR 7 VR ST O ) S A A o SR — ROV, RS B AR
SRS A AL B R RSSO . X T RER I H 2S5, TR BN TT

(LMS) AENHYE AR 4H R )\ 38 2 AR A A2 0 B0t A IF 0 T, B B
B4, HB LR EUE 1 LMS R Z BB R s B i/ N T IRIER
EIRREWSE, AR R AT T 2 RistT. [REERERNEZ, HHEES
B Tpp AR KN JFEA AP R A sy (R st 2D o M. H
HZHUA S 4D KR S A A i il R EARENLIEA G (S5
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FIAT VUSRI HIE 7 BRI o RAIARHERVEA QIR E iR A I 2 AR A 5
SR e AL L AL E

FESE ATk, ARYEAHE ) LMS #EI, A5 H Ay = A B s S 0ok A1)
BRI\ AR E . B ZEUT T PDs. fE#ERY PDs 55CF5 PDs
LA EE RS, MH TH83A50 (Fisher, 1993) o B2, FIFH T-ZRMH KGR
TR R R BF T EMRNFR. HKk, 0751575 K%k
PD fEANTM PD fE2 [ (257 By B 5 B2 2 2 HEA By B T, B2
SEAEAE T B N BEA LA PDAE (40 T A4S .

N T VAl R PR [R5 VA T S B I R A S R TRV A S PR ) B, A
T A2 X 18 N[ L1134 S A RS 7 BEHEAT SRR, BEALA R —
Xt 4D [Al . B JE XX L R AT I A, RO SR

X LERYAE S B A 5 T AR R o 47 5 AR AT AN B AR 7K PR U 7y
PrivEdfE S, I8 S A TER L

M5k A

LT % 1%

X B IRATTUE B SRR R R A X T T B R AR B A AR s ) AR AL 218
TR o F8 T P S A A 2 AR Y 25 A R s 1 3 S BRI R Y 57 R ) R AR
WA T8 SR AEATER R, RATSEBR T3 T PRI AS [ AR A3, JF:
€ B HAIE] 7R B b BRSO T, R R T B A EL AR A 21

IR YE A2 2 BB . ARJE, MR N RAE T LS 6 TiE 14
JLER) 5 38 7 1) wpp FT BA'S R

,, =0, :max{f}fDJT(HK)F} A

1

®,, = @, : max {f}fDJT (HK)”F”(C?S a),j} 4,

sin o,
oot B2 ot SR AT 45 T LB ) SRR R, o0 ST ISR L

BRI A g A8 e BIS S R SRE T AR K I RARE TR K 4 SeE 4,
I H AR B AR ] L5 A5 6 s S, T A ) o 3k g 1) w] A Oy

) . Cos @,
@, = O, : Max {MgDJATJ (6x) A (6 )”F”[sin o, )}

FERX— b, BSX LA AT BA A s - IR — SR A 3ash 77 A5 B 7 ox
(BHE AR ER) . XFE, IR RE R T BRsTh P #Eh 77
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ML R M, W LAEE T s L s A AT AT Oy o SR, A

S 3 559 1 R PR UL PR 1 0825 0 OB A AT B T A0 30 o T8 T 40
HEE ) — RS RS8R RU MO0 2 7, (0, ) 10 4D FEMR 2. T4,
KRR E I 07 L A R LR T DOAMILAIA s AR, Rk 2 P Aok
mﬁ%ﬁ’m/ﬁﬂﬁﬁ 4D LAY 92 6, 3 b — B T LS UL P ) 1 e 20 2
“ple], Db, SIS B2 I B oA B A2 ], DR LR ) % BT

LS R JL, (6, )’1 7, FH

ono=eyimen (7005 (40000} o 0l v |

Hohz,, oA 25000, WM, (53 Ai 3 50— 50 CBI g
SRR o HEME

) ) N COS @,
Oppy = O, ZmaX{T;DJM (6¢) 1(JM (6x) 1) ! (QK)”F”(sina). )}

R RO T 235, (BRI SIS U R B, J15E R 2 AR 1A
/N [X 35 A PR R AR 1 E CAmis Z8 N, 19795 An %5 N, 1981; Winters £ Kleweno,
1993; Murray 25N\, 1995). %41, Murray Z5 A (1995) i &A1 SR
R, N ERJE VAR LEE 95 JEI AR VG2 30%. AHELZ T, HERTELARRE )2 &
FEAH [F] 1) A R 0 B N 2 BB A5 o ME— X 3R N R SRS B AR A A T A& it 52
[f)5& Graham F1 Scott (2003) o &L HIPRUL, ABATAIAE M.Mulata ¥4, i85
IFERFIE BRI 14 BUULAI 0568 A7 SRR E fE AR 4G, T M.Mulata #7505
Sergio {1 Fl Kalaska 18+ S KAT S A8 FH AH R R0 . FEAN R 3008 R, 3RAT]
fdi ] Graham 1 Scott (2003) f¥)&E K559 H B B2 T8 72 73 [\ [ R [X 4 /%8
BRI AL . AT X P AL STHERT LE AR AT T O, 45 SRR BTHERT LU
BAERRZ .

Rk, AR T, (6,) FXTI7(6,) RwH, JFHIATA LAETRME

(Vi j):ij=1...97,, (6,)= J,, (6, ) - T EALLME,

) COs ,
@, = @ :Max {T}ZDSJT (‘9K )“F“(sin , )}
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HE, ERANRENT, HAJ7(6,) BEEEsmA, IF RN EXRE PD
LA 25284k . FIBK (ST, ) R W, BRBIILA 19 B B SIS s LA ) ok

SO, W B OGS RE g RS G B, T IR IR )RR SR AT AN S R
TR S, s prid, RE S ARFRE (BEERITF R , R HIL
SR HIRE R B 1) 73 A AN 2 S 5 P 2038 R TBC LA R A 25 AR A I 5 SR . R S
FRIEER AR FIEERD , Frbhe—E 2 dEa m .

JL PG G B

FEERKIEEES T, WIRBGE LN & Z ERK R AT LS (Zajac,
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Table A1. Preferred Torque Vectors as Computed with the Two Different Methods

Method 1 Method 2

a8 il fili 5 it Ll il fifg Bep C
Cell 1 0.58 0.34 -0.57 -0.47 0.63 0.35 =052 -0.47 0.99
Cell 2 0.14 0.87 -0.44 -0.15 -0.53 0.79 -0.19 -0.22 0.73
Cell 3 -0.59 0.02 0.09 0.80 =055 017 0.32 0.75 0.96
Cell 4 0.28 0.31 0.74 0.53 -0.08 0.14 0.77 0.62 0.92
Cell 5 -0.08 0.75 ~0.64 -0.13 ~0.44 0.44 -0.75 0.23 0.82
Cell 6 —0.55 —-0.16 0.81 0.12 —0.97 0.02 0.22 0.07 0.72
Cell 7 —-0.55 -0.28 0.78 0.05 -0.51 -0.28 0.81 0.05 0.99
Cell 8 ~0.52 ~0.56 0.50 0.42 0.54 -0.37 0.44 0.61 0.40
Call 8 0.48 0.75 -0.06 —0.46 -0.48 0.71 -0.18 -0.49 0.54
Cell 10 ~0.60 0.03 0.79 015 -0.58 0.04 0.80 0.13 0.99
Cell 11 0.43 0.58 -0.04 —0.69 0.20 072 —-0.21 -0.64 0.95
Cell 12 016 0.49 0.29 0.81 -0.30 0.66 0.68 0.06 0.52
Cell 13 0.43 0.02 0.67 0.61 -0.13 -0.11 -0.04 0.98 0.51
Cell 14 ~-0.70 -0.10 0.68 -017 -0.87 -0.06 0.45 -0.19 0.95
Call 15 -0.29 -0.18 0.42 -0.84 -0.35 -0.24 0.23 -0.87 0.97
Cell 16 0.23 -0.25 -0.04 0.94 0.23 -0.25 -0.03 0.94 0.99
Cell 17 -0.09 -0.93 -0.35 0.06 -0.09 -0.70 —0.38 —0.60 0.76

(Continued on next page)
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