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Model Bolero Mons | Prototype
Model Figure % ‘ﬂ_

Overall Width 825mm 885mm 850mm
Width of Stretcher 580mm 410mm 500mm
Length of Stretcher 1080~1950mm 1950mm 1800mm
Height of Stretcher - 485~1185mm 300~1160mm
Lifting Stroke 565mm 700mm 850mm
Load Capacity 150kg 150kg 200kg

Fig. 1 Specification Comparison of Three Lifts
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Fig. 3 Position and Muscle Name for EMG Sensor
used to Measure Muscle Force
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Fig. 4 Comparison of EMG Data for Three Lifts
from Driving Course Types
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