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II. A2 HAZH3)
1. QR A 9 M71A Ha2wiSe] uw

HASHA FHEHe ALdTHY S distd AR 71FEEC] FEIHOE ALEH
AU, M7EA AWy de A zeldo] Ut o] A AFolA A FEF
2EG 29 sty 22 V|ER AutRAZE E2ATS X HE Pk AR Qe
2EH 2 71FEL FEd Zge 2EHAE ZaA77] 98 SHE Bmg FAA sty
A7 EREHN HIE il e Aol de v A ouA AL JFEe
AU A ARE Fol7] Y8 Bt FHe WY 77t N & FHEE FHEsde
Aol Ut} HIxE7) 2 Ag9 Ao HAGEH 2EYXE v|F e Bl I
Z g ANEYTEH gE JFHY dutFoE ) HHEFHQA A% F$
ANESEH maEr]Fd o3 HHFHLEFTFLE B AYgurd e ey Fzv)
Zo 93 HAFNLEFZRT F1 2L AYNIEdME 21X} =0}

AANEYEEH HIHLS AFEZNA B YT EANA HAPHoz UAH
v A8z aga YA 228 2% nydd sty aglm A9
A 2E#H 29 EfozM HLEYEEH 2EH29 7ML oz A7riEdd 93
AFEo] gEd Karwowski (1982, 1984)8 H A {o] &L o]&&te o|71H S 13
AT (2P.1%)

8 PH-PhysioloZical Criterion
Pp\\ PP-Psychophysical Criterion
\ - B-Biomechanical Criterion

FREQUENCY

WEIGHT

Fig.1 Comparison of biomechanical, physiological
and psychophysical fatigure criteria.
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2. F0lgAQA HArde] AT

He7tse Zxe R oE AAGEH, 4Py elw FABL
ez} ARHE AAVNEE Ul H8E & AE AES iste TAYF
o BASCAEZ ATARS, AFWF, HFF 5 o] olF MA 2Ed
2ol W@ FAYF YelE Ao
A A 2Bz FATE

olofz=gF xo AAAFS K={x)& FA& 47154 S5 Kolx 54 #7
neAse TASS ux) AEZ Atk FEIY Be YA Yoz ¥
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B = {(x, us(x)) | x e K} (D
up(x) < 1.0, F(x) 2 b (2)

o174 be WA (reference point)el i, F(x)& AFFF xol AT HRASAHA
(maximum compressive force)olgt A3ttt Fx)€ e F(squat iftyd 29 4
(3)o.2 38 (stoop Lif)D AS Aoz AFF & Jttn El-Bassoussi(1974)
7} A Al A

F(x) = 370.827 + 0.22448 x BE (3)

F(x) 390.047 + 0.26610 x BE (4)
BE: A A 938} 2 = 4] (biomechanical equivalent)© 2 2(5)¢} o] HHE & 3
t}.(Tichauer, 1971)
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2047, ANk Lol AP 4 U
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Ao FuAAY o]Me dF Astrand 9 Rodhal (1970)9] @FZAx}o) et
AAE Aolth. oldugt FAYH FIAYY FUHAPFEE Adsd AP ¥
ZF 0.1 35)9] @& AYHIxe] thsted  h = 050 VOy/minojiL, £ 939} 123] 9
2 AUz tsted= h = 1.0l VO/min ©]t}.
Yol Aol Vix) = V & F9E, wwx)= A1), (12), (13)3} Zo] 3¥€E 4 Utk
B3 A4 (Hyperbolic membership function):
UH(x):[lh  Vsh (1D
Vv o V>h
2% FA3H(Exponential membership function):
1 , V<h
uH<x>:[eXp(_1(_(lz}1;K)_) K>S0 VSh (12)

o A g (Power membership function):

u :{1 , Vsh
HOZ11/(1+(h-V)/R)? |, V>h

(13)
o BAEYEH 2EH2Y FATS
AAEYSH FHoZ REH HAIEreFTFHSE UEle XA HAREIS P
= 21(14), (15)¢} 2ok
P = {(x, 1p(x)) | x € X} (14)
up(x) < 1.0, x 2 P(f) (15)
A714 P(H= EA ‘_]E°ﬂ gt @agkelg} o} P9 &2 Ayoub (1980) 23l
MEE AFsHETS AR AR 2T 10HA W25 g JAY HF
£HZ7ES TAZ SIAT. o] RHEL 47 BT AY 01, 3,9, 129] ¥z o3ty
z+z} 25.3, 14.10, 11.25, 8.45Kge] A t}.
P(f) = P} 59, AAEEEH AT FeH = 416), 17), (18)7 Zo] RHE
F A
23 A3 (Hyperbolic membership function):
x<P

1,
UB(x):[ b (16)
PR x>P

A4+ T3 &< (Exponential membership function):

1 , XsP
0= - 17
Hpe {exp(ﬁ%) , K>0 , x>P ("

o A% (Power membership function):

, x<P

(1
“B‘"’“{1/(1+(P—x)/P)2  K>1, x>P (18)
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o 999 WA WAPASL UHoE U V7 FAS I Fol AAgEHY =
=g, B3 *Ew, EEEE REDLE PN PR o LTI L
NE Jbz 15 G4, AZ 1527, Eol 10UAHE Axte] ZAE AgsHd AFHE
HMeE By 0.13108% 120%), 33, 93], 123 Uyl AFHE FTFH ALLEFH,
AgNEs 52 2HaYTh 98 FARAS| 4572 APUEE 8o 30
wEAYe dFozA £ 10849 AT YA AFAME B ASH HA
Foz B AU TAYS 2HS AT WE5Y FAL Forrano 2 =
2a9 9D wsEe) MR Table- 1904 AANE ASE AT
Table- 1. Summary of the changing parameters

Parameter Range Step of iteration
b 300 - 500 kg force 10 kg
h 04 - 11 ¢ VOz /min 0.1
k 0-20 0.1
r 0-50 05

Table-161A be A Gsts ~Eg 2o Fn, he ATy 2Ef 29 A1,
k= R A re Q42 Do 999 BEE&FE JEbdth orlelAM r
AA A8t 2EH 29 *MJV‘—-} 2EH LY FAL Y5t Had AAHETEH 2E
2ot AEgd 2EHAE FAY £ de A olq.

2oy 0139 g g AP, AIFH FATEM), AF FAEFEES 2%
sty B W ALNE H28A 75 AFE0] Table-2014 B Zth

Table- 2. Results of membership functions combination(0.1lifts/min)

MINIMUM MEAN
COMBINATION B R H K HAMMING DISTANCE

EHE 420 0 0.5 0.2 0.0191941
EEE 420 0 0.6 0.2 0.0194115
EPE 420 0 0.6 0.2 0.0194115
HEH 420 0 0.4 0.2 0. 0296062
HHH 420 2.5 0.5 0.2 0.0310343
HPH 420 0 0.6 0.2 0.0314142
EEH 320 1 0.4 0.4 0. 0335300
EHH 350 2.5 0.5 0.5 0.0352773
EPH 350 0 0.6 0.5 0.0357127
HPE 460 1.5 0.5 0.5 0.0591060
HHE 460 0 0.6 0.5 0.0591703
HEE 460 0 0.6 0.5 0.0591703
PEP 460 0 0.4 0.2 0.1303634
PHP 460 2 0.4 0.2 0.1339987
PPP 460 5 0.4 0.2 0.1397145
EPP 460 5 0.4 0.2 0.2986838
EHP 460 0 0.6 0.2 0. 3518565
EEP 460 0- 0.6 0.2 0. 3518565
PHE 460 o 0.4 0.2 0.4108179
PEE 460 0 0.4 0.2 0.5058552
PPE 460 5 0.4 0.2 0.5196888
HPP 460 5 0.4 0.2 0.5614375
HEP 460 0 0.6 0.2 0.6325348
HHP 460 0 0.6 0.2 0.6325348
PHH 460 0 0.4 0.2 0.7156989
PEH 460 0 0.4 0.2 0.8107362
PPH 460 5 0.4 0.2 0.8245699




Table-3. Hamming distance of EHE combination (0.1 lifts/min)

Minimum
B(Kg) R H )4 Hamming Distance
320 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0927245
330 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0814977
340 0.0 0.6 0.2 0. 0707751
350 0.0 0.6 0.2 0. 0605249
360 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0507171
370 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0413245
380 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0331737
390 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0272219
400 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0226041
410 0.0 0.6 0.2 0.0201520
420 0.0 0.5 0.2 0.0191941 =
430 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.0199513
440 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.0199284
450 0.0 0.4 0.2 0.0217947
4160 2.0 0.4 0.2 0.0241224

B 018 APFFAN HEAYAYE ojne 2FE @ )2 A9 Table-3
of AAGE EolA x EAE shte] ABAY e 188 AY 2FF AL H
A% JEdth AN AR ANHE 2R SHE AAGHE 2Ed 20 2
d FARS, 4Yey 2Eds0 488 TAWS, FUBYHY 2Ed0) Hg
2 FHYF €02 EEYT 9T Ha APALRS AAGYH 220 Yo
85 2EH2E AHT PATFRAN FABYGH 2Ed 20 THGFES T
Aoigke dedd. AN 2% dshie H2 dquAge 2% 002dselne
BAREHY 2Edng B sEAx AGe BUEARA 2Ed2st Aol
FAS B¢ ¢ 4 Atk 3 013 AGME HHEFo] EHE|mZ YA Aot
AEdzdE A% FARF, AURA AEdAAE ARA TGS, BAELL
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7 Az APHo2 rol 2 W AN B A0 ANYD aHne P4l
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& Rasn s Relg A9 ek 2l g it wEA) Q98
S ol8 J1ZE FUY RYL EAFol Nk PP ANE o4 UL oz
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Karwowski(1984)7} AFH8-3F Adx137 U3 Ao e

I 2433y 2 3z

7. A28
Keiste] stiioz 749 999 Qeusoel wagae ddug. dde 2=z



s S8z ddse Ao BT wYHF ARE ol oA ARHAT AT
go) fAFSe) AGHEo] FIGA2A HYEL AP

o5 HUBAE FAA B Aol REF Feholy] HEol AAxE 7
g7 AgAe] dF JeTAL AN AAYASL AP B Aol 3
datelel B BA AEA RE 24 23 Heldsrt A A4S ALDA

=2 o
A A=A HAAzLe] AL 204004 2B4AMe] 2 Ha 2144 o]
HAPASe A85AA H4 1A 085S F4 282 54, &, §8FE H
1 mlAE B9yt FAE D, £ SAFRF] ATdHL Ay AL Astd T
g 2mo] a7HH, g2 FJAFYREFHY Ysts AT ALdFAEe] AAEd

o AuEr|gstd AR 59| 218 2S5 nlely AZVE AAAZE YA
U Ag 717

Karwowski(1984)el 918 AH4® Az 593 =79 QFAEVIAE & d7A
AL s, Aule] Eol: &1 @A EQ HigdA Hi 76cm o AASFEZ AF
g= ol wgdlA 76cmyb "ok e AHEHE Aol A271E Aol 15 inch, F
15 inch, ¥l 10 inch °lx, FAE 35 Kgdl 4ZFol &Fel7t de WidAteln 4
zzo] wind thate] ALY o FAFAE ANA HET FFHE AHT 5 U=
2 402 FZAHAZIo] FAAT oAZtES WAPAE AAY TFE MY
2 ok B 0139 AN E ReA o] 1R AAHT FHA, AWM, L
2la 4MA) Qoko] ztr} 11, 21, 31, 41 ¥ol FRHH, Araiw o] 4189 AYe] €
GE AR 272 4REQ AL 71280 i FAIAES 458 o
2y 3 9, 1289 <N Ee] tElME 2417HEete] Aol AAH, of WEME
Ro] 71AAQ AhARFHo] ZAHHAT

QlFAIME A& A (free style)o] AHEETH AT TS FH S H3lM HI Y=
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HE 3, o]F 20CC AEES FAZE Vol 7t2gA e Ao
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Table-4. Estimated horizantal distance

) Lifting Horizontal Distance(inch)
Subject .
Technique

Number Used Frequency of lift(lift/min)

(0.1 and 3) (9 and 12)
S1 SQ 16.8 174
S2 SQ 141 15.1
S3 SQ 144 15.6
S4 ST 165 17.3
'S5 SQ 147 15.3
S6 SQ 14.2 154
S7 ST 150 16.5
S8 SQ 15.0 154
S9 SQ 16.8 17.3

g Agdsg 2@ By

AF =] BAQIC] HAY APFH AR il FAFFE L3 Karwowski
o Ao} viwdta 1o @E HIHEFTHLE A7) sl A APAFE 8}
2oz 9 013, 38, 93], 128 9] 44:F 9] sl FORTRANS Z =z 133 ZAx}
A& AHEE 2H/EFT B9 0130 Ud T2 AI}) Table-50A B
At} TabledlA = FAE HusiWAE T HA23S velddg 4 g Ags
oj" bgkell thdte] 2739 AP (HAYPA 9 x ¥HESE o] A3 WFFHL JeEl= A
o2 o|R9 A% AR 7} Table-6°1A £% 0.13)0] gt AT = A3}
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Table-5. Summary of the conditions for 0.1 lifts/min
frequency of lift

b ke Parameters Mean Value of
h k r Hamming Distance
320 06 02 00 0.0825193
330 06 02 00 0.0717800
340 06 02 00 0.0615360
350 06 02 00 0.0517547
360 06 02 00 0.0424061
370 05 02 50 0.0337471
380 05 02 50 0.0282646
390 05 02 50 0.0237450
400 05 02 50 0.0208846
410 05 02 50 0.0202977 *
420 05 02 50 0.0207752
430 05 02 50 0.0235648
440 05 02 50 0.0271438
450 05 02 50 0.0305879
460 05 02 50 0.0341912




Table-6. Computational results for minimum mean hamming
distance(0.1 lifts/min)

SUN SLT FQ REP X Vo2 BE F PH B
1 s 1 1 97.0 .4991 1629.60 736.640 .5 1.00000 410
1 SO 1 2 100.3 .4832 168504 749.085 .5 1.00000 410
1 SQ 1 3 100.3 .4994 1685.04 749.085 .5 1.00000 410
2 s 1 1 93.7 .4858 1321.17 667.403 .5 1.00000 410
2 8@ 1 2 90.4 .4882 1274.64 656.958 .5 1.00000 410
2 8@ 1 3 93.7 .4890 1321.17 667.403 .5 1.00000 410
3 SQ 1 1 106.9 .4900 1539.36 716.383 .5 1.00000 410
3 SQ 1 2 1080 .4878 155520 719.938 .5 1.00000 410
3 sSQ 1 3 111.3 .5010 1602.72 730.606 .5 .99800 410
4 ST 1 1 08.1 .4894 1618.65 820.770 .5 1.00000 410
4 ST 1 2 94.8 .4744 1564.20 806.281 .5 1.00000 410
4 ST 1 3 95.9 .4368 1582.35 811.110 .5 1.00000 410
5 8@ 1 1 99.2 .4922 1458.24 698,173 .5 1.00000 410
5 SQ 1 2 102.5 .5010 1506.75 709.062 .5 .99800 410
5 8@ 1 3 97.0 .4726 1425.90 690.913 .5 1.00000 410
6 8Q 1 1 90.4 .3448 1283.68 658.987 .5 1.00000 410
6 SQ@ 1 2 86.0 .3672 1221.20 644 962 .5 1.00000 410
6 SQ 1 3 94.8 .3864 1346.16 673.013 .5 1.00000 410
7 ST 1 1 93.7 .4651 1405.50 764.051 .5 1.00000 410
7 ST 1 2 89.3 .4337 1339.50 746.488 .5 1.00000 410
7 ST 1 3 92.6 .4644 1389.00 759.660 .5 1.00000 410
8 sSQ 1 1 1135 .4990 1702.50 753.004 .5 1.00000 410
8 SQ 1 2 111.3 .4728 1669.50 745.596 .5 1.00000 410
8 SQ 1 3 1146 .4994 1719.00 756.708 .5 1.00000 410
9 s 1 1 99.2 .4728 1666.56 744.936 .5 1.00000 410
9 SsQ 1 2 97.0 .4822 1629.60 736.640 .5 1.00000 410
9 SsQ 1 3 94.8 .4639 1592.64 728.343 .5 1.00000 410

Table-6(continued). Computational results for minimum mean
hamming distance(0.1 lifts/min)

SUN SLT FQ RE BS R cs PS DIST HDIST

1 sQ 1 1 852709 5.0 .852709 863091 .01038 010382
1 sQ 1 2 .847548 5.0 .847548 852956 00541 . 005407
1 SsQ 1 3 847548 5.0 847548 852956 00541 .005407
2 s@ 1 1 _BB2001 5.0 .882001 .873348 -.00865 .008653
2 sQ 1t 2 886506 5.0 .886506 .883726 -.00278 -.002780
2 s 1 3 .882001 5.0 .882001 .873348 -.00865 008653
3 s@ 1 1 861177 5.0 .861177 .833040 -.02814 . 028138
3 SQ 1 2 859685 5.0 .859685 829766 -.02992 029919
3 s@ 1 3 855223 5.0 852531 820021 -.03251 . 032509
4 ST 1 1 818423 5.0 .818423 859699 .04128 . 041276
4 ST 1 2 .824228 5.0 .824228 .869915 04569 . 045687
4 ST 1 3 822289 5.0 .822280 .866497 .04421  .044208
5 s@ 1 1 868861 5.0 .868861 856321 -.01254 .012540
5 sS@ 1 2 864258 5.0 .861599 .846265 -.01533 015335
5 s 1 3 .871943 5.0 .871943 863091 -.00885. .008852
6 SQ 1 1 .885629 5.0 .885629 883726 -.00190 .001903
6 SQ 1 2 .891709 5.0 .891709 897756 .00605 .006047
6 SQ 1 3 879590 5.0 879590 .869915 -.00967 .009675
7 ST 1 1 841384 5.0 .841384 873348 03196 . 031964
7 ST 1 2 .848623 5.0 .848623 .887213 .03859 . 038590
7 ST 1 3 .843188 5.0 .843188 .876794 .03361 .033606
8 S 1 1 845930 5.0 .845930 .813589 -.03234 032341
8 SQ 1 2 848992 5.0 .848992 .820021 -.02897 028971
8 S@ 1 3 844403 5.0 .844403 .810391 -.03401 .034011
9 sQ 1 1 849265 5.0 .849265 856321 .00706 .007056
9 SQ 1 2 .852709 5.0 .852709 863091 .01038 010382
9 8@ 1 3 .856168 5.0 .856168 .869915 .01375 .013748




Table-6° 42} SUNS 939 4}, SLTE %71 (SQ:Sqoot, ST:Stoop), FQ
T AFWE(1:0.1 lifts/min, 2:3 lifts/min, 3:9 lifts/min, 4:12 lifts/min), REP: A3 ¢
VHE3 e X AAE S wUe] Aeg % FF(FEH), VO2E G Aasn
%, BEE A3 S (H29-Ax)E el =3 Fe 929 Jugd(Ke),
He A=sy 2Edg 29 AnFH, PHe s 2829 3834853 BE A
Ay ez dny, BSE YA 2Ef 29 HE&TFAT5E, Re HA
AAAAAS] B, CSe AdHe 2E# 29 &7, PSe ZAEsH ~
Ed 29 HE&FATSE, DISTE A28 2Ef 29 ANETE 222719 A,
HDI= A=9 Au3s Jetdn Utk AX A58 vgtog ol d39te] vind
HE AAsted 2t JAYRNEESFT £F 0.13)0] sl Table-7¢] A A g},

Table-7. Comparison of the Karwowski results

(0.11ifts/min)
Karwowski
Criteria report Pre sent S tUdy

b 420 410

h 0.4 05

k 0.2 0.2

d 0 5.0
minimum Hamming 0.02960 0.0202977
Distance

Hddae AdAzde] 27 g Ho J3 v g Pslrle o P9 A3
Z7o] FYsEE o Hx wlur} 7tesitta Bol vlwE 3t} Table-89| A H
o QYRR 7 013N e AAGe3 F23 sty H42o Al
b, h 7} ¢zt Zpol7t Ut Karwowskizb A|A1$E A A8 A7 o] 420Kgel wh
Holl B dFdME 410Kgl 2 10Kg AT @A o Agstsy Adnge 2 A3
ZA747F 05 VO2/min o2& BRI HE oA AFRTE 0.1 VO2/min ¢t £% 33
o AANIENAE oA A AAe} FU3P, B 93 e B ALY h o
0.1 VOZ2/min % RA AAHAer B 1230M = 4HGS B d77 10Kg =
%X, AEAEFE 01 VO2/min Sttt 3 B2 0139 A A8y Hza
Aelgrd HEs AT 290 FAEESH A g oFs Jdue 7HHe Ax=
AHEEE AR Hagkol B Ao Anrt oF 0.009 AE ZAA AEH o
© KarwowskiZ} AYRIES} AJ#Aglo] 83 2 B Apox AAS Qdgwmied
2 74T 2FE g8 HEste Rd vty 22 23 AAE o]Ty eS¢
T AT 2HBEE JAGNE ok olye} AP Ad, 98 5 Adxdo] uid
oter 2o HPS FAYFE A4 Hddsle AL HAYTES o8l Hus &
THS 2T 3 g4 MdAgA S aeEy. A¥EZAA vletog B oA
A s B (7 AAZ 71F)E 0] Table-89lA AA ATt Lalvbal 20-254] A
olo] FA AdAEC]l FPY AT 2o wet ¢tAEA AP 5 AE AL
A #kEE Table-9°] AA ST, AAH FA= AAGsty 7127 A8 732 A
Z% FAZM AHrEHSHoE AFHH golth



Table-8. Reference points for the developed model

Frequency Parameters Minimum mean
lift/min b h k r Hamming distance
0.1 410 05 02 50 0.0202977
3 400 05 02 05 0.0214177
9 380 09 02 50 0.0199829
12 380 09 02 45 0.0162867

Table-9. Mean maximum allowable limit

Frequency Weight vO2 Compressive
lifts/min (Kg) (L/min) force(Kg)
0.1 44.7960 0.4682 410
3 29.6296 0.7051 400
9 21.6850 1.2201 380
12 17.8704 1.4358 380

o1k Tie AT HAA FFL ARV AsME WA AeHS FHE
fAs AAsty, ggos grEe AYAse #EF F e AW TAHsE 4
olty. olgld Were Ay P FEH e A AAATH HI, ¥HTH
Ao AAZENE AT oz UHed F3Hn Utk ofF HIWE ¥ BUEH
2 Moo ARGty Aod Add god AngsEe A9l A3 2
wdstn Ado] folaie AAW R ol ojgHTh 2eEE E AFolMeE 7
AFEAe Ay @ JAgASy AP T BHH R

B drMe 2 A2se 22 & 33T F e MR FATSY HHx
ge ten gol AL APHE B 0.13dME AAAsHI P2
rEF 2T ASTARSE, AP 2227t AFHFATFE AR, A
= 33, 93, 12804 AMGSH gelgty an PAEHHH 2= BF
=7 AGSF7t ARZFo] F& AANHAT. o] BHZ FE R 2EH2E A
27RAYFE o] ANAseAT A, 499, AFFF T AFE] wet FAY
zo Y= getd F Yomz AAYFL ol &F FAEYTH H2e TART
Aol AAFAA e HE& oF F Atk

agn A9e FFTAGS 2oz AA HAFE TP A=A MNE FAES
s B Az Aty jae A9y Hqad gty fas A 4
234 ERY 5 e ATEYL FUsiga, AHFH H2e 22 A= ¥
o Qopizz gEsld TG Ul Ae AeE HAt I ojde A



st vlusl 2 A3t AnAe Hole @ANA @e Ao Ugyrh ojye Ans
= U] B ATNM AN 204604 254 Alole] FAFYSo] kA
VFG = e ARAR 85 tgd Lo AADTL APAYA HHs) g5
# Adbawge 29 0189 A9 44796Kg, 04682 L/min o):, B3 33=
29.6296Kg, 07051 L/min °]® ¥ 93]+ 21.685Kg, 12201 L/min o], B% 128 %
17.8704Kg, 1.4358 L/min ©]t},

2 TN AAS AL AA APl A8t du 20) we s
) S0l Aisne BRe AYUNANTE BHAY 495 ool U 4 sl
°2 yen.
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