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Abstract

This study aimed to investigate the influence of the anticipation of a perturbation torque applied

to extend the elbow joint on the onset time of reflex electromyogram (EMG) responses. A

perturbation torque generated by an electromagnetic torque motor system was applied to the

forearm of five subjects during trials. The trials were divided into an anticipated (AN)

condition—perturbation torque applied after the auditory signal—and an unanticipated (UAN)

condition—suddenly applied perturbation. To detect the reflex EMG response in the biceps

brachii (Bb) and triceps brachii (Tb) muscles, a new method involving the discrete wavelet

transform and outlier tests was used. We found that the onset time of the reflex response in both

the muscles in the AN condition was significantly shorter than that in the UAN condition. The

angle of transition from flexion to extension, which was induced by the reflex response of Bb,

was also significantly smaller in the AN condition than in the UAN condition. The results

indicate that the anticipation of an applied perturbation torque decreases the onset time of the

reflex response in the Bb and Tb.

Introduction

When a joint is destabilized by a suddenly applied perturbation, the stability of the joint must be

enhanced by the co-contraction activity of the agonist and antagonist muscles [2,18,19,20]. It is
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reported that the co-contraction activity is increased at the middle latency of the stretch reflex

(MLR) in the agonist muscle [5,10,18], and that the supraspinal structure influences the MLR

[17]. Further it is stated the change in the activity of MLR is found to be a greater extent in the

upper limb than in the lower limb muscles [22]. The structure can contribute to the enhancement

of joint stability. However, to successfully stabilize a joint, the early onset of co-contraction after

the perturbation may be required.

It is reported that the anticipation of the upcoming perturbation reduces postural destabilization

after the perturbation is applied [13]. When the onset of perturbation is anticipated, a motor

command to resist it is preliminarily generated in the supraspinal structure before the

perturbation is applied [4,14]. For example, the activities of the primary motor cortex and the

neurons in the transcortical pathways are involved in pre-programmed reactions [14] that

preliminarily generate a motor program to control the destabilized joint posture induced by a

peripheral stimulus [4]. Hence, it is possible that the anticipation of the upcoming perturbation

will generate a motor program to resist the perturbation; this program will reduce joint oscillation.

However, studies that investigated the effect of anticipation on the reflex responses in both

agonist and antagonist muscles only reported that the activity of the muscles increased during the

MLR [3,5,10]. No studies have investigated the effect of anticipation on the onset time of the

reflex response in both muscles.



It has been reported that the onset time of the stretch reflex response in the agonist muscle is

shortened during motor imagery [16], indicating that the subjects feel that they are performing a

certain movement without actually executing it. The result suggests that the activity of the

primary motor cortex during the motor imagery is involved in decreasing the onset time of the

reflex electromyogram (EMG) response. It is possible that subjects subconsciously imagine the

image of the direction and level of the perturbation torque due to their anticipation of the

perturbation. Therefore, it is expected that the anticipation of the onset of perturbation would

also decrease the onset time of the reflex response in the agonist and antagonist muscles.

In this study, to evaluate the hypothesis that the anticipation of the onset of a

perturbation torque decreases the onset time of the reflex EMG response in the biceps brachii

(Bb) and triceps brachii (Tb) muscles, we analyzed the reflex response in these muscles by using

a new method involving the discrete wavelet transform (DWT); this method is more reliable than

the conventional methods used to detect onset times [21]. Additionally, outlier tests that are

adapted to the notion that the first peak value that shows a statistically significant value against

the background EMG (BGA) is considered as the onset of the reflex response were used.

Materials and Methods

Eleven male subjects (age range, 18-36 years) with no history of any overall nerve and
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orthopaedic disorders in their right arm participated in this study. Prior to the experiment,
informed consent was obtained from all subjects. The experimental protocol was approved by the
Ethical Advisory Committee of Hokkaido University. We used an electromagnetic torque motor
system [1] with a built-in torque motor (STK20CGN-A/5GN50K; Oriental Motor Co. Ltd.),
torque sensor (SS-200 sample version and TS-2600; Ono Sokki Co. Ltd.), and potentiometer
(CPP45B). Fig. 1A shows the experimental setup. The beam (inertial moment, 0.030 kg/m?) on
which the forearm was rotated in a horizontal plane was coupled to a motor shaft that was
parallel to the vertical axes. The subjects were asked to sit on a customized seat that was placed
to the left of the motor system; their trunks were then secured to the seat by the use of straps to
ensure that their trunk and upper arm positions remained unchanged throughout the experiment.
Although it is necessary to maintain the right forearms and hands of the subjects in the neutral
position between the pronated and supinated positions to induce the reflex response in Bb, it was
difficult to fix the forearm and hand to the beam in this position. Their forearms and hands were
fixed to the beam in the pronated position by using a non-stretch tape and Velcro straps to align
the centre of the elbow joint with the motor axis. When fixed to the beam, their forearms were at
right angles to their upper arms. The initial right angle at the elbow joint was considered as 0°,
i.e., the full extent of movement of the joint was —90°. Surface EMG signals were obtained from

two major elbow joint muscles—Bb and Tb. The EMG signals were collected using bipolar
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electrodes with a built-in amplifier and band-pass filter (bandwidth: 20-450 Hz) (SX230;

Biometrics Ltd; inter-electrode distance = 20 mm, gain: 1000). Since the maximum resistance of

the shaft to the perturbation torque was 20 Nm, 50% (16 Nm) (Angle, AN: 9.78 £ 2.54 deg;

UAN: 11.34 + 1.66 deg; Angular velocity, AN: 126.48 + 22.27 deg/s; UAN: 135.28 + 12.19

deg/s) and 55% (18.5 Nm) (Angle, AN: 10.68 + 1.33 deg; UAN: 11.23 £ 0.25 deg; Angular

velocity, AN: 129.52 + 14.38 deg/s; UAN: 134.68 £ 10.95 deg/s) of the maximum torque level

that was measured when the beam fixed at 0° was applied to the elbow joint of each subject to

evoke the reflex response in the Bb and Tb. Further, the actual level of the perturbation torque

was equal to the sum of the reaction torque induced by the inertial moment of the forearm and

beam as well as by the elbow flexor. The measured torque values changed due to a change in the

angular acceleration about the forearm and beam. The torque, potentiometer, and EMG signals

were digitized at 2 kHz and stored in a laptop computer (PowerBook G3, Apple Computer, Inc.)

via an A/D converter (MacLab 8S; AD Instruments Co. Ltd.).

Prior to the trials, each subject practiced experiencing the torque intensity for various periods of

time. Subsequently, the experimenter informed them that the perturbation torque should be

applied on the forearm more than 50 times, and instructed them to begin the trials. The torque

levels were not changed until the subject completed their trials for each torque level. In half the

trials for each torque level, prior to the manual application of a perturbation, the subjects were
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manually given auditory signals as an announcement and/or a warning to indicate the application

of the perturbation torque. Therefore, in these trials, the subjects were able to anticipate the

applied perturbation (anticipated condition: AN condition). In the other trials in which no

auditory signal was given, the subjects were unable to anticipate the perturbation (unanticipated

condition: UAN condition). Although the experimenter attempted to maintain the time interval

between the auditory signal and the moment of perturbation torque application, the time interval

was 0.37 £ 0.07 s (mean =+ standard deviations (SD)). The trials in the AN and UAN conditions

for each torque intensity were performed in a random order. The subjects were also requested not

to activate both Bb and Tb before the perturbation torque was applied and to resist the

perturbation immediately after it was applied. To confirm the relaxation of both muscles, we

examined the BGA (for 300 ms before applying the perturbation) displayed on a computer

monitor. Emergence of the BGA was not observed (Bb, AN: 1.38 + 0.21 mV; UAN: 1.35 £0.32

mV; Tb, AN: 1.76 £ 0.34 mV; UAN: 1.71 £ 0.23 mV). Subjects were asked to perform the trials

with two torque levels, and these trials were continued until 15 reflex EMG responses were

acquired in each condition for each torque level. These responses were determined by the

measured EMG waveform displayed on the computer monitor. The trials in which the muscles

were activated before the perturbation was applied were excluded. Thus, a total of 60 data points

per subject were collected (15 (trials) x 2 (torque levels) x 2 (conditions)) and used in the next
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offline analysis.

To detect the onset of the reflex response in the Bb and Tb, we used a new method that is based

on the DWT and outlier tests. Previous studies on the detection of the onset time of the reflex

response used the Daubechies, Coiflet, and Symmlet mother wavelets in the DWT [21,23]. A

characteristic of the DWT is that the obtained signal is decomposed into multiple sub-signals by

multi-resolution analysis. However, in the three types of DWT, not only the signal energy is

mainly concentrated on multiple sub-signals but also the number of data points is reduced by half

as the sub-signal is increased. Meanwhile, a characteristic of the spline wavelet is that the main

signal energy is concentrated at only one level of sub-signals. Furthermore, the spline function

uses a relatively easy technique for interpolating between adjacent data points; thus, the number

of data points in the sub-signals obtained by the spline wavelet is identical to the original data [6].

Hence, we used the spline wavelet transform to decompose the measured EMG signal into seven

sub-signals. Subsequently, we calculated the frequency domain of each level of the original

signals by using the fast Fourier transform (FFT). As shown in Fig. 2A, the onset of the reflex

response detected using level 4 signals had a higher amplitude than that detected by using signals

of other levels. The frequency domain of the signals ranged from 50 to 120 Hz; this is consistent

with those obtained in previous studies that demonstrated the frequency of EMG during

movement [12]. We used level 4 signals for detecting the reflex EMG response by employing the
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following method. First, we created the baseline data group comprising the positive and negative

peak values that periodically occurred during BGA since, as shown in the enlarged graphs in Fig.

2A, the amplitude of the BGA fluctuated slightly for the positive and negative values. Second,

small fluctuations were also observed during the zero level EMG from the moment of

perturbation application to before the onset of the reflex response, i.e., several positive and

negative peaks were found during this period. Such fluctuations in EMG amplitude were also

observed during the occurrence of the reflex EMG response; these fluctuations increased with

time. Thus, we compared the peak values of the reflex EMG response observed 150 ms after the

perturbation was applied with the fluctuations in the EMG signals during the BGA. Third, a peak

value extracted from the values obtained after the applied perturbation was added to the baseline

group; we then verified whether the added value was significantly different from that of the

baseline group by using the Smirnov-Grubbs outlier test (P < 0.05). Finally, we considered that

the earliest peak values varied significantly with the onset time of the reflex response. After

computation, the onset times of the reflex response in the Bb and Tb muscles were compared

between the AN and UAN conditions by using paired ¢ tests (P < 0.05). Data are indicated as

means * SD in the text.

Results



Fig. 1B shows representative examples of the time series of the perturbation torque (top trace),

angular displacement in the elbow joint (second trace), and the raw EMG data in Bb and Tb

(third and bottom traces, respectively). The stretch reflex EMG response in the Bb muscle

occurred at the moment at which the first peak occurred in the perturbation torque. Although the

extension at the elbow joint began at the moment of the onset of the perturbation torque, the

transition from extension to flexion occurred when the reflex response occurred in the Bb. The

onset of the reflex response in the Tb EMG lagged behind that in the Bb EMG.

Fig. 2A shows representative examples of the waveform in the measured raw EMG signal, the

seven sub-signals of the measured EMG signal decomposed by multi-resolution analysis of the

DWT, and the frequency domain of each decomposed signal obtained by FFT. The left and right

sides of the figure indicate the waveform in the Bb and Tb EMG, respectively. As described

above, in the level 4 sub-signals that were used to detect the reflex response, the waveform

during BGA was considerably smaller than that after the onset of perturbation, and the detection

of the onset time of the reflex by using signals of this level was easier than that by using signals

of other levels. Furthermore, the noise was centred on levels 1 and 2.

A paired ¢ test revealed that the onset time of the reflex response in the Bb and Tb in the AN and

UAN conditions was significantly different. As shown in Fig. 2B, the onset time of the reflex

response in the Bb and Tb was shorter in the AN condition than in the UAN condition (Bb, AN:
10



0.049 + 0.031 s; Bb, UAN: 0.059 £ 0.034 s; P < 0.01; Tb, AN: 0.070 + 0.042 s; Tb, UAN: 0.094

+0.044 s; P <0.01). These results may influence the angle of transition from extension to flexion

in the elbow joint (Fig. 1B) induced by the reflex response in the Bb. We therefore tested the

effect of the difference in the conditions on the kinematics of the elbow joint induced by the

reflex response by using the paired ¢ test. The extension-flexion angle was smaller in the AN

condition than in the UAN condition (AN: —9.64 + 5.97 deg; UAN: —13.98 £ 6.21 deg; P <0.01).

Discussion

The stretch reflex response can be separated into three distinct components. The first component

is the short-latency response (SLR) that involves a monosynaptic pathway from Ia afferents to

the motoneurons (duration, 40—-60 ms after the perturbation). The second component is the MLR

that has a long latency and a more complex origin that may involve the supraspinal pathways

(duration, 60-80 ms). The third component is long-latency response (LLR) that occurs

occasionally (duration, 80-100 ms). Here, the onset time of the stretch reflex EMG response in

Bb in the AN and UAN conditions occurred during the SLR, and the onset time was more

advanced in the AN condition than in the UAN condition. The onset time in the Tb was also

more advanced in the AN condition than in the UAN condition; furthermore, the onset time was

during the MLR in the Bb in the AN condition and during the LLR in the Bb in the UAN

condition. The results indicate that a situation wherein an upcoming perturbation is predictable
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allows a decrease in the onset time of the reflex response. Furthermore, as described above, the

BGA was not observed in either the Bb or Tb. This indicates that the reduction in the onset time

of the reflex response is caused by factors other than muscular force and/or activation, e.g., some

kind of neural factor in the central nervous system and/or brain might contribute to the change in

motoneuron excitation.

In contrast to these results, many previous studies have reported that supraspinal activity

contributes to the LLR. For example, the reflex response via the transcortical loop that is

associated with the generation of motor commands such as those involved in the central set and

voluntary activities contributes to the modulation of the LLR gain [17]. Motor evoked potentials

(MEPs) that are elicited by transcranial magnetic stimulation (TMS) and that artificially mimic

the generation of a motor command within the primary motor cortex (M1) modulated only the

gain of the LLR EMG [7,15,25], even if the TMS intensity was conditioned not to evoke muscle

activity [25]. In early studies [7,15], because a constant period was required to transmit an

afferent signal from a stretched muscle to a homogeneous muscle via the motor cortex, the motor

activity in the motor cortex contributed to the LLR. Although a later study [25] explained that

the activity of the motor cortex was enhanced when the afferent signal was transmitted from the

stretched muscle through the motor cortex, the factor inhibiting the SLR and MLR was unknown.

However, it was reported that in cats, the electrical stimulus of the medullary enhanced the
12



activity of the inhibitory interneurons; thus, the interneurons inhibit motoneuron activity [26].

Hence, in previous studies that investigated the relationship between the reflex response and

MEPs, the functional activity of the interneurons might have been responsible for the inhibition

of the earlier two reflex responses, and thus, the supraspinal activity might not be reflected in the

SLR.

Recently, Li et al [16] showed that the onset time of the reflex EMG response was shortened

during motor imagery, i.e., the results showed the possibility of a relationship between the onset

time of the reflex response and supraspinal activities. They also reported that when the muscle

was activated before the perturbation was applied, the onset time of the reflex response was

identical to that during motor imagery. Based on the results, they suggested that the

pre-activation of the muscle probably enhanced the spinal motoneuron and interneuron

excitations to sub-threshold levels; thus, the factor responsible for shortening the onset time of

the reflex response would be the imagery-related sub-threshold activity of the neurons. Indeed,

the level of motoneuron excitation increased during motor imagery [9], and the interneurons

were also influenced by the motor command generated in the supraspinal centres such as the M1

and the premotor cortex [8,11]. Moreover, the firing rate of the interneurons varies with the

status of preparation for perturbation [24]. In this study, the anticipation of the applied

perturbation torque might also excite the motoneurons and interneurons to sub-threshold levels
13



as well as elicit neural activation during motor imagery; thus, the excitation might shorten the

onset time of the reflex response in the agonistic muscle.

Although previous studies reported that the anticipation of an upcoming perturbation torque

affects the change in the amplitude of reflexive co-contraction [3,5,10], no studies reported the

effect of the anticipation on the onset time of the reflexive co-contraction. We found that the

onset time of the reflex response in Tb, which acts as an antagonist, was faster in the AN

condition than in the UAN condition, particularly when the onset of the reflex occurred during

the MLR in the Bb in the AN condition. The difference in the onset time of the reflex response in

the antagonist muscle between the conditions is reflected in the co-contraction activity with the

agonist muscle, i.e., the difference influences the modulation of joint stiffness. Hence, the

postural destabilization of the joint that is induced by perturbation is probably influenced by the

onset time of the reflex response in the antagonist muscle. Furthermore, the joint stiffness

modulated by the reflex co-contraction increased during the MLR in the agonist muscle when

both the agonist and antagonist muscles were pre-activated before the onset of the perturbation

torque [2,10,18]. Our results indicated that the onset time of the reflex activity of the antagonist

muscle was equal to the period of the MLR in the agonist muscle in the AN condition. This

could be explained by the possibility that the increased activity of the supraspinal centre that was

induced in anticipation of the upcoming perturbation torque enhanced the excitation of the
14



motoneurons and interneurons associated with the antagonistic muscle.

The advanced onset time of the reflex response in the Bb and Tb in the AN condition was

reflected in the change in the kinematics of the elbow joint after the perturbation was applied

(Fig. 1B). In particular, the observation that the extension-flexion angle in the AN condition was

less than that in the UAN condition indicates that the anticipation of an upcoming perturbation

will control the destabilized joint posture.

In summary, the anticipation of an applied perturbation torque decreases the onset time of a

reflex response in agonistic and antagonistic muscles.

References

[1] M.O. Abe, N. Yamada, Modulation of elbow joint stiffness in a vertical plane during cyclic
movement at lower or higher frequencies than natural frequency, Exp Brain Res. 153 (2003)
394-399.

[2] K. Akazawa, T.E. Milner, R.B. Stein, Modulation of reflex EMG and stiffness in response to
stretch of human finger muscle, J Neurophysiol. 49 (1983) 16-27.

[3] M.J. Aminoff, D.S. Goodin, Studies of the human stretch reflex, Muscle Nerve Suppl. 9
(2000) S3-S6.

[4] CW.Y. Chan, R.E. Kearney, Is the functional stretch response servo controlled or
preprogrammed?, Electroencephalogr Clin Neurophysiol. 53 (1982) 310-324.

[5] R.S. Chequer, D.S. Goodin, M.J. Aminoff, The nature of suprasegmental influence on the
late reflex activity in human forearm muscles, Brain Res. 556 (1991) 284-289.

[6] C.K. Chui, An Introduction to Wavelets: Wavelet Analysis and Its Applications, Vol. 1,
Academic Press, Boston, 1992, 264 pp.

[7] G. Deuschl, R. Michels, A. Berardelli, E. Schenck, M. Inghilleri, C.H. Liicking, Effects of

electric and magnetic transcranial stimulation on long latency reflexes, Exp Brain Res. 83

15



(1991) 403-410.

[8] R.P. Dum, P.L. Strick, The origin of corticospinal projections from the premotor areas in the
frontal lobe, J Neurosci. 11 (1991) 667-689.

[9] S.C. Gandevia, L.R. Wilson, J.T. Inglis, D. Burke, Mental rehearsal of motor tasks recruits
alpha-motoneurones but fails to recruit human fusimotor neurons selectively, J Physiol. 505
(1997) 259-266.

[10] D.S. Goodin, M.J. Aminoff, The basis and functional role of the late EMG activity in human
forearm muscles following wrist displacement, Brain Res. 589 (1992) 39-47.

[11] S.Q. He, R.P. Dum, P.L. Strick, Topographic organization of corticospinal projections from
the frontal lobe: motor areas on the medial surface of the hemisphere, J Neurosci. 15 (1995)
3284-3306.

[12] S. Karlsson, J. Yu, M. Akay, Time-frequency analysis of myoelectric signals during
dynamic contractions: a comparative study, IEEE Trans Biomed Eng. 47 (2000) 228-238.
[13] R. Kuramochi, T. Kimura, K. Nakazawa, M. Akai, S. Torii, S. Suzuki, Anticipatory
modulation of neck muscle reflex responses induced by mechanical perturbations of the

human forehead, Neurosci Lett. 366 (2004) 206-210

[14] M.L. Latash, F. Danion, M. Bonnard, Effects of transcranial magnetic stimulation on muscle
activation patterns and kinematics within a two-joint motor synergy, Brain Res. 961 (2003)
229-242.

[15] G.N. Lewis, M.A. Polysh, W.D. Byblow, Proposed cortical and sub-cortical contributions to
the long-latency stretch reflex in the forearm, Exp Brain Res. 156 (2004) 72-79.

[16] S. Li, D.G. Kamper, J.A. Stevens, W.Z. Rymer, The effect of motor imagery on spinal
segmental excitability, J Neurosci. 24 (2004) 9674-9680.

[17] P.B.C. Matthew, The human stretch reflex and the motor cortex, Trends Neurosci. 14 (1991)
87-91.

[18] T.E. Milner, C. Cloutier, A.B. Leger, D.W. Franklin, Inability to activate muscles
maximally during cocontraction and the effect on joint stiffness, Exp Brain Res. 107 (1995)
293-305.

[19] T.E. Milner, C. Cloutier, Damping of the wrist joint during voluntary movement, Exp Brain
Res. 94 (1998) 522-532.

[20] T.E. Milner, Adaptation to destabilizing dynamics by means of muscle cocontraction, Exp
Brain Res. 143 (2002) 406-416.

[21] N.D. Panagiotacopulos, J.S. Lee, M.H. Pope, K. Friesen, Evaluation of EMG signals from
rehabilitated patients with lower back pain using wavelets, J Electromyogr Kinesiol. 8 (1998)
269-278.

16



[22] N. Petersen, L.O.D. Chiristensen, T. Morita, T. Sinkjer, J. Nielsen, Evidence that a
transcortical pathway contributes to stretch reflexes in the tibialis anterior muscle in man, J
Physiol. 512 (1998) 267-276.

[23] M.H. Pope, A. Aleksiev, N.D. Panagiotacopulos, J.S. Lee, D.G. Wilder, K. Friesen, W.
Stielau, V.K. Goel, Evaluation of low back muscle surface EMG signals using wavelets, Clin
Biomech. 15 (2000) 567-573.

[24] Y. Prut, E.E. Fetz, Primate spinal interneurons show pre-movement instructed delay activity,
Nature 401 (1999), 590-594.

[25] M. Stuart, J.L. Taylor, Subthreshold transcranial magnetic stimulation during the long
latency component of the cutaneomotor reflex, Exp Brain Res. 170 (2006), 285-294.

[26] K. Takakusaki, J. Kohyama, K. Matsuyama, S. Mori, Medullary reticulospinal tract
mediating the generalized motor inhibition in cats: parallel inhibitory mechanisms acting on
motoneurons and on interneuronal transmission in reflex pathways, Neurosci. 103 (2001)

511-527.

Figure legends

Fig. 1. (A) Experimental setup. (B) Representative data for perturbation torque, angular

displacement of the elbow joint, and raw EMG data for the Bb and Tb; the data was obtained

from a representative subject. The perturbation torque was applied at 0 s.

Fig. 2. (A) Schematic representative data for the waveform of the seven sub-signals of the

measured EMG signal decomposed by multi-resolution analysis performed using the discrete

wavelet transform and the frequency domain of each decomposed signal obtained by FFT. The

left-hand side of the figure shows the decomposed EMG data and the frequency domains of the

EMG signals for the Bb; the right-hand side of the figure shows these values for the Tb. As the

decomposition level increased, the frequency domain decreased. The longitudinal axis through

17



each decomposed graph for each muscle indicates that a perturbation torque was applied.

Enlarged signals are shown at the bottom of the figure. Arrows shown in both the level 4

sub-signals and the enlarged signals indicate the onset time of the reflex response. It is apparent

that the onset time of the reflex response was faster in the Bb than in the Tb. (B) The onset time

of the reflex EMG response in the Bb (Top trace) and Tb (Bottom trace). Error bars represent

standard error of each mean value. ** indicates a significant difference (P < 0.01) between the
g

AN and UAN conditions.
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