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A study on effects of passive motor experience under visuomotor rotation on body

schema and internal model.
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1.1 An example of the imposed force field and the resulting movements.

(adapted from [6])
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1.2 Schematic diagram of the internal models used in controlling arm move-

ments. (created based on [21])
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1.3 Sensory biases change. (adapted on [26]) A, B:Mean sensory biases on
the proprioceptive estimate tasks after subjects were exposed to a veridical or
misaligned cursor during the hand motion tasks. C, D:Mean biases averaged

across subjects.
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1.4 Schematic diagram of the internal models used in controlling arm move-

ments. (adapted on [49])
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1.5 Definitions in the five types of therapeutic guiding forces used(Left),
and Representative hand-paths of a subject from each of the groups during

training(Right). (adapted from [52])
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WT EW ) 2 BT WTTREIRETIZ 22\,

FEORMEZ BT 57 o1clE, EHEEEOBE» ST 70 —F T 208D 5, T
A, JEEIEE OIS E O TRBIN BB SR A TSR 2 ST B A8, BN 2 E)
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1A 1.3 A L DHERL

IC BT % RAREE L KOO EEHRDOZA & BT 7V E OBIRMEIC DWW IR
AN D% o,

Z T, AT, ARETHEY R FEER) O EE € 7OV & JGIC 2 E)IES) & )
X BN G, SEFHRE S OER, BET7 4 — PNy 7 Lo BRI 3, K40
SHEN B IR TREZAMEICT 2 2 L2 HNE T 5, 1.2.2 TR AR O N
ZHE 2, SIEASELT To RIBEREER A EI T LT, EEINORANRE LK O Sl
A2 2SR BT 785 —27 27 022 T L, WEETLVOERA A =X L
IZOWTHEE T 5,

1.3 ZGHX DB

K XlE, &7 HETHRT S, 1 BZORFHTIE, AMAOERE XOBHEIZOWT
WBARZ-, B2 ¥, HEEEE A ZRBEIIVICRERR S ¢ 725 1 GEEE B Z8BEIN D L <
BBV X B SAO THBERICOWTHET 2. BN, ZENNE V) 2EE
Rk 2 THOREZIPLZORDOBIEEZ TS 5 2 & C, ZEHY 2 EH BRSNS
ETNOERICEE 2 KJII TR ZREES 2. 5 3 T, EHEIFORFIREDZH)
(A 2 S EH BN 1 & 2@ B2 I R THBIC O OWTHET 5. ZHWIOED 28T 2
BRI ZEEI X %2 5 L2 GA L LA T, fRE L i 2 EEhED £
ZENTT 5. T XD, HEEMRKOSER)EE ISP E 2 LT ERTH 2008 ) 2R
AT 5, B4 ETIE, B 3ETT> L REIVED)IC X 282 E 25T, ZEIICEE
% REER L 7o s 03 BIGHEB)HRE 2 A S BRI O W CHE T 4. ZEIIY 4 )
FEBRIC X > CTHEL 2 FheMEOMEOLLICER L, BHRKNXDZEHEE) 7 12 XIF
THEICOWTEET S, HHEETIE, HAETIT>LERIC OV THiIR T 2 HIW Tl
MERHEZFTH. 2L T, F6ETIE, L3 >OEBRMEREZEE 2 TRAMICERT 3,
RBDHE THETIE, AT I2ERRAZ L0 2,

cv
NV

N
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’

[

B
REMNZEHRRDANIRETILDE
RICRKIFIE

2.1 FU®IC

224 THTHIBARL k912, ZHHN 2 EBIREIL R PERE 021 [32, 33] RRFLEE O
HEEEBE DI [34, 45, 46, 47, 48] ZEH L 2 EPFI LN T WS, EHETIE, #E O
HEER 2T 20 Ry Mk 384 7Y ZA0NHBIRAE DR 2 RET 2 2 L bW S
NTw3 (54, 55, o OHKI, ZEINAEBIRRBANEE TV OBE - BIEICFS
THAREZTRRL TS, L LA2Ys, s QWIS o B ANRRE P EE) 5
BOEMZ RN > TE ST, ZEHZEEREER DN E 7V ORI JUE T 528
IZOWVTIRAREHS PIZI N TR VEDSS D,

FeATWigtld, SLREHEN AR O IR B 2 e 0 IS 2L S 6, EEIfR RO K
¥ U 7o Z ) 70 5B Bt SRS RE B Y 2 SE B R & MR E DI Z R 2 L 2WE L T 5
53, 26]. F7c, —E DRI EEORITEB AL % ZENICRE L 725818 » T,
N7 =<V RAFEHECTHREIND I EWRINTWS [56]. L Lads, fEkfT
HbNTEX ABA 87 54 JZ X 2NEE T L OBILDOBGE I Tt Twiswy, 22T,
KT, SIEBAESEHEE A &2 O HE B 2 5 B S 2 7 ABA <
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78 A LT K pHEEEE R 2T, BN 2 K U 2 SZEY 25 S ) O R B S  E
T VOB BT HEIC OO CHET 5, BRH ICFHIE A ZRBINICEE S ¢
FAICHRT R A B A BN S L IZEIMICRER S, thTAUE B & BN I
Bl 7258 L RENICRER L 2560 THOREIZ2HKT S LT, NEETLVOE
BANZRMCOWCTELET 2, hp, AECITbUEEREER 1 LT 5.

22 BR1
221 HERHE

12 No#E CFE&E 20.92 £ 2.5 7%, B 11 4, &1 4) PEBRICSL .
o3 EBERETH D, FEEICBET 2 HEkE R 7\,

222 RERE

BEEFIZO Ry P2 a7 VY LADIERICREINIE S 720D bH % R I B
J, GFTES TNV PV ZEET 2 2 L CREERZT). A—VILOHE7 1+ —F
Ny ZIFENEPIEE ISR R SN, PRAEIX 200 Hz TY=E a2 7 V¥ LIk - TRl
n5.

Ry P27 VYA THETR Y AL PR IA TE—I ORI N, 1V
E—8 Y RG> THAY FVICERDO NG 2 EKTE 5, #EEEEI NV FLV2 AT
THED, TS hfbA v E—F v ATHRE AR D @I FhE#EE) 2179 . BRED
GEREAZ Y —vo T ThiligEICZZ o TR D, EHPONOEIE &I
5., ¥z, v 2BV LEFTRATY = BROEH O EFICHBEINTE
D, BERE I H B DL LB 2 BRI IIHER T E 2w,

=27 vy A EBICREIN L TuY 2 7o kEI NS, ETIE, A
IV =V EIZA=YNEY =7y FOERE L cm OEBEORERE L TERI N, FHERHIC
F—LRY Y a VPER2 cm DO E LTRRIND, BB, INo0fE7 4 —F

—16 —



o 2 B ZE B EFERRDINERE 7L ORI E KT TE 2.2 981

Ny 7 BIRTROARFRENG, £z, PEIEDEBEER T ciibh, »— Y
(= (e,y0)) B & TSGR (5, = (21, yn)) DB IZ T DL S 12,

[:r,c] B [COSH —sin 9] [xh
Ye sin 6 cos® | |yn

F=7y FER—LRY T avz2dub & § 2% 10 cm DM RIC 45° [AIFE Tk S el
P, ©— 78 & FRHCIEIRID TO L2 OMBIT 5, AFETIEEHAAND 13
7% 1 trial, A M~OHH: L 7z 8 trial % 1 cycle EEFET 5.

HREPHIBI N A=Y AP R —L Ry a VHIRERIN, ZOREOFE 1
PHEIET 2 &y =7y 3BT 2, &Ry —7y P B LRIV FLz i
L, =7y b ~OFEEE 2179, JIT, A—VYNABY =7y FMZEET S, L
CIFFATIRMEZY 1.0 s 2@ L 72856, Z O trial (38T &2 0, HBH O FIalLmiiliy
KA —b R var~Ransg, nk, S fTRHEZ 1.0 s 2#E L 7254613, Z D trial

(2.1)

Linear slider motor (Y-axis)
Linear slider motor (X-axis)

I
#ﬁ oV

__1ﬁi _l

2.1 TIllustration of the experimental system used in this study.
17—



52 2B E RSN TV OERICE XX TR 2.2 9l 1
BRI EARALZING, 51, =4 v OB S 500 ms LNICH — Y L3R — LR

Pyavh oo oAb trial KIKE RS,

223 RERFIE

WAL 3 DDOREANT I LICH D IRS, DUTNITRT 10 cycle b L < 13 30 cycle 2
SHREIND 4D0D7 2 =A% KA DFEBFEMND S & TREB L 7o, HER O 5RO R
IRAEIZFR 2.1 ICHERIT 5,

Phase 1(Familiarization):
PR DRI N 5 72 O BT B A O 6 IRAECREEE) 2 # D IR L
TR 5.

Phase 2(Learning):
Phase 1 DER&ICfTHN S, BEEINYS L CIZZEIVICHE DR L HE A

1

(30° visuomotor rotation:CW30) % #&8% 9 % .

Phase 3(Interference):
Phase 2 ® 10 J#&IcfTbin s, BBEINS L <IFZEIVICH DK LHE B
(—30° visuomotor rotation:CCW30) % %3 2.

Phase 4(Test-day2):
Phase 3 @ 1 HZIZfTb s, THWE X ORFEOMEZ 179 729, BEEIIC
T A 2179

22T, Group N1 137 = —X 3 2B L 2 WIREETH O, Group Al IFHEENNIC,
Group P1 I3ZEMIZ 7 = — X 3 Z2#EB§ 2 KBHECTH 2. REHY 2 IRE THE 2 R
$ % Group P1 O#ERE L, AREIHYZRIRETHEZ 5 % Group Al OHERFE & A5
DEE 7 4 — FNy 7 2435703, HEIARNET, FEER 2 SEEE) 0% 72 8§ 28
I OER O L v, 2 2 CREINVZINE & IZBEEIYIC, ZEIRIRE & I3ZE)
ICENEER 2179 Z L 2FIRT 5, ARERTIE, v=E a7 & LIk > THEBRSPD
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7 2.1 Experimental procedure for all groups.

Group(Subject) N1(4) Al1(4) P1(4)
Phase Cycle Task(Rotated Angle) Task condition
1 5 Null Task (0) Active Active Active
2 30  TaskA (CW30) Active Active  Active
3 30  TaskB (CCW30) - Active Passive
4 5 TaskA (CW30) Active Active Active

CW30: 30° clocwise rotation; CCW30: 30° counterclocwise rotation

WS/ NOWIIE [50] THEIICFREDY — 7 v b ANED S 2 REE BN & ER
L7, &8, JICEREBREOTFRBIEE 7 1 7 7 4 LOTRIE, BB REIZA D
TSR AE CREBN IS BVE & AT o 7 B O TR ENEE D O E S LRI L 2 % &
IITERE L 7e.

/. appearance Phasel

Cursor

Target|
[ ]

Phase3

Reaction Time
<05s

Movement

<1s End 10 minutes

2.2 The time sequence of events for each group.

~19 —
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Angular Error[deg]

....... AngularError = cos™! { (Xt — Xs)(Xc _-X;s) + (,VL)_ Ys) (Ve — ys)}
|ST| x |SC|

ReactionTime = t, — t

Velocity

y

L
k— Time
b
Reaction Time[s]

2.3 The definition of the angular error and the reaction time.

224 DHAE

ARERTIE, PERFE D7 4 —< v ADERN LTI L L TAEREZ W, 2
2T, MERGEE, A— Y VBEEESRKHEEISGE L 2R TO, F—LRKY>arz
JERET A=Y NNRT PV EY =Ty PR PLOMEELERLL. S50, @K
DIFEIHERL Z W & 12T 570, #iiHE Z L2 1 cycle K& EN 55T 2 8 trial DF
BMEREPRBE N, BB, R—=RA T4 VITAR SN D EEHE D IO M 7%
D [57] DMENTIC ST L PR T 2720, 72—X 1 OmfED 16 trial 2 5HE I
7B ST DR D DO VIIERE B A T CiT bl T X TOHED S Wb S e,

A DORFFITO W TS RITE X OG-l § 2 72, #BHE LI 7 = — A Dix
WD 16 trial DFHAERAEZFH L, ZIGRLE DI (Two-way repeated-measures
ANOVA) L5907 (Tukey-kramer %) Z17->7-. AREEOHEMEIX p < 0.05 & L7,

6T, =7y bHBLL Th & BB 03 EEES) % BIG 3 % £ TR Z KR
& e L, MBS L FRRICHHEL 7.

—90 —



95 2 B B EEFERDINERE 7OV OHEGICE KIFT

2.3

KRERIER

Ho JH8
2

2.3 B R

2.4 ICH RO AEMAE L RIS OB 2R, mHid cycle Z & OB
FZH DYz, =9 —N"—I1Z+ISEZEL T35,

IR I B W T,
Phase Phase Phase Phase
1 2 3 4
ef T
: ! GroupN1 !
3] | : :
1 1 1
10 1 1
15+ : : hm
1 1 1
o I I
0 1 1 1
S as5] | : 7
() 1 |+ 1 —_
()
% ! ! GroupA1 ! £
EP | A
[ - 1 1 + 1 -9
-§15+:¥$$ : pﬂﬁ“ua* g
(o)) 1 . | 1
1 1 1 O
g |\ T, |
0 1 1 1
1 1 1
o1 I I
1 1 GroupP1
0 : :
4 : :
1 1 1
15 |k“ 1 1
1 1 1
. +.,#L\.:w:t,
0 050 10 20 300 10 20 3005

Cycle

Phase

0.551

0.451

0.351

o
o
o

©
~
(67}

o
w
o

0.551

0.451

0.351

1

T B 2885 L Tz Group N1 1E 7 = — X 2 TREBR L 723

Phase Phase Phase

2 3

4

|

¢

:
4

"

W

‘e *ﬁ
”@'-*‘*;Ww

050 10 20 300 10 20 3005

Cycle

2.4 Transitions of angular errors and reaction times
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5 2 T BN 2SR DS NERE 7L ORISR KX TRE 2.3 B R

20

10

Angular Error[deg]

GroupN1 GroupA1 GroupP1
IPhase? llPhase4 xp<0.1

2.5 Change in mean angular errors

A DOHS L RMEEZ 72— X4 TRLTWS, £, 7x—X 3 T B 22HMIC
FEBR L 72 Group P1 13, 7 = —X 4128\ T Group N1 & FIERICAR G0 FE284 % 7R
LCw3, 7, RIBFHEICBWTE, EOMb 72— 2 L7 2—X 4 TIRIFFARE
DPMIRIGKEZ R L C\w3, SHEBICX 2 TP EL L) 2iHliT 2729, X 2.5
WKRT LI, BHICEEFNLIHERED 72— 2 L7 2 — R 4 DY 16 trial DV
Yo £ B & STV BOGIRE & B a T I Mg L 7z

Z OFER, AEEAETIE7 2 —AD0FZE (F(1,18) = 18.77,p < 0.001) 2381 & 2>C
SNz, BHOFMRE L7 2 =2 x BHOLZHERIR SN Ao, —H, RIGKH
T, WHRLFHMROLZOMEAORING o %,

SR B ZREEIICREER L 72 Group A1 D7 =2 —RX 2 &7 = — R 4 O RS
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0.4

0.2

Reaction Time[s]

GroupN1 GroupA1 GroupP1
IPhase2llPhases

2.6 Change in mean reaction time

DEICIEERERI RO S hh o, —HT, #EB 217b 4D > 7% Group N1 (3,
7x2—RA4ICBVT 72— 2 XD SWAEREZDLT PP ARSI CLTY
7 (p<0.1)., Zaud, Jefrid & Mk, 38 B 28BN E L 72 Group Al Tl
FHA LHE B OMICTESED, fRe L CHE A OEBIRESRRESNE» o C
LEBEWRT S, LHaLads, 7x—R4I1c8\0»T, HEB 22Z8ICRE L 72 Group
P17 2—=X2 X0 bPAERSE 2D TLRBSHERITNIC LE (p<0.1). KIg,
Group P1 O#ERH DI Z BN 28850 L > THE B 29 H LD ThiuX, Group Al
EFRRRIC, 7 = — X 4 OWIYAERGEICHE B I X 2 THRORENKRIN I3 TH
%. &A% Group Pl (% Group N1 & [FERICHE A OEHFEOMRETZ R L, 2
DGR, BN 2 EBRER SN TV OERICHFG L E I L2 RRT 3,
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Phase1 Phase?2 Phase3 Phase4
o R =0.55 R=-0.35 R=-05
<1 p<005 p <0.001 p<0.05 0
2. S

(@) @ .Q. ° o]
D" ] s B
qJ Y3 - :h' 9 o® e o=
T o ———=— -
| - R=0.34
(@) g p = 0.1432 o
= S
|JJ o ® g
L N- ..' ] >
CU o0 * -
S o
8’ o R =0.08 =0.13 =0.12 R=0.39

<] p =0.7253 p =0.1587 p=0.1832 p<01 Q
< . é

O_ ‘..‘ (] U

o oo ..0 Y 0. [ ] ° E

V2 04 02_ 04 02_ 04 02 04
Reaction Time|[s]

2.7 The relationship between the angular errors and the reaction times

RIGRICE LTI 2 BEEbANLRPo%k, DF D, MERALIZRED,
PO DREFHZEC ot HBEZ oS, L LEDs, slMfrzEHR S I L ICHED
ZANTMEMIZAEEEZLFERTH S, ZO2O0DREFAET LD, K2.7I12R87 X9
2, S T EICHIRE R o BERRE & ROGIRFAT O FHBY 2 B~ 72

X 2.7 %R 2% &, Group N1 1Z[AIHAHEGE S N2 B Nl o M2 R 3 HmIc b
DI L, Group Al & Group P1 IZIEOMBAZ R THIICH D, #EH T & ICHHE
SHE) S D S H IR N R 7 > TV B [19] 2 &b 5., L LADS, TXRTOHR
WKEWT7 2 — X 3HIBTOMHBEDHIAIZZ DL > Tk, DF 0, N2 HEROREE)
) - ZEY & 9 St DE X RIFEZEHI N T 2 A EH IR D2 L 2 B o T L E X
55,
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24 ER

RERRTI, BB 2 EE 2 R 2 BN, BRSO R, BRI GO
BERDRv& LR CHEB) 2179 Group P1 Z HE L, mEINICREERT 2808 A L)
IS FRER T 2 38 B [0 T % 24 C 7o RN R 28 B S % 17 o 72

FERDOFESR, AT 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12] L FKkIC, 2 D0 % 2 GHEHB) AL
BEHADINTHEA EHEB 272 — X2 L 72— X 3 THel TREBINICREER L 72
Group Al lE, 7 x—X 4 THOHE A ICHM L 72 & SIS ERZEOR R Rn%
ALz, ZHUTHRL, Group P1 iZ Group Al L AZEDEDOIE B 2 ZHHIICREEL -
IZb Db 67, Group N1 LI 7 = — X 4 THIMIAEREOERRRINE RS 7%
ot DEDORED S, KEBICE VT, ZEIIY 22 B X N5 E 7V 0EESE
EZRES Lot VA B,

223 HTHBARL K I 1, HERDFEE T[4, 21] IKETBTEZLBA, K 2.8 18R
k9T, HEEFERZ AL B WIREETHYE B 28851 L 72 Group P1 O#BRH 13 EH) 45
A0 E—ICED CRERERIRE P & EBLL 72 B 0 EERE R ORI L 585 %
BET2ZEBTERVEEZONS, ZDRDIC, KAEBRICE T, Group P1 O#
BF 3 B OWNHE TV 2 EE T2 2L TEY, MR LCHEA L ollic T
EURpokEEZOND. X, WEETFILOEE LEIEICIZHEREZ KT 2
7O DEFIR DLW EETH L L) T EERBT S,

Stz iug, REBROEE, EHEADERS R R T TR N B K7 4 —
RNy 718, ZNOARTIENTBETNVDOBIEZFEA L VI 2RSS, £/, 2D
ED5, SEATHIYE [56] TH S 7 BN B BTRERIC X 2 EBIEAE O EIZNEEE 7L
DERIZEZ2HDTIERL, A TRINTVS K I I [19, 53, 26], EHBIEHED L < 1%
BREREOEMICE D b INLbDTHLABENREINS, L LAars, B
BeBE < IEBFHE 0 280 & RERE O LAY Y ) CEHliT 2 2 L 3L », 2%
O, 6o DERDPARIFEEDOKIRIEE Z KU L T D0 3 HHW T E 25w,
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Not learned
Feedforward
Control signal
r——-- o il
1
1 1
. 1 1
Desired 1 Current N 1 Motor .
motion : Motor error 1 : command Actual motion
i A : + (Passive movement)
Motor Motor Feedback ~
! intention I~ > planning r >O- > c!;itroflgr B -.-?'_6- -2 Arm -
I__ _ _1 _ - _ =\
Feedback
Control signal
Not detected g
motor error Vision Proprioception

|

2.8 Schematic diagram of the internal models used in passive arm movements

Estimated state State

estimator

of the experiment 1. Dash line shows lacked factor in scheme of the internal

model used in controlled arm.

72720, REBD7 2 —X 4128V TIE, Group P1 IZ)IGKRFDIEA & & b Io A~
AW IELMEAICH o, UL, EHRED 7 2 — X A PINICEEORIT 2T %
I ECHEAHICR D E, ZOBRERNIGEE 2479 2 & cR2uEICHT H 0B RE % 1
BLULKREZEEZONS, DF), 72— 2 THEINIEIENHIZ 7 2 —X 3D
TR DB 2 Z TS, RSN TOARENH 5. AT, TXTOHB7 = — X 474
HIZBWT7 2 =X 2 W EZ D 6 R LRIGKZ R L7 2 &h 6, GRHDm EE
SEENGHR ORI L THEL 2 2 EWRBRI N5,

JefTHFSE [53, 26] & B D, EBEHE D L < 3HRMEEREOHICRA L Z RSk
Dol iR E LT, FEBTHEE M 5 XUREROEBZETo NS, £9, 7=2—X
3128\ T Group P1 13—#HDOENEEZ TR CTHBINICIT ) 729, HIEIOES) % BT 24
Wz, 2F0, FEICAT 2EROER TS PHINS, £/, HoOEHOAE, ¢
b b AR REHE &EB) AR, HEBIOBRKPERICZ, 20505 E L THES

N2 & ROEDTER E HERNAZHAT 5 2 itk >THRoNn5 22, 24, 25, 58],
— 926 —
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o 2 B ZE B EFERRDINERE 7L ORI E KT TE 2.4 5%

SRR Z BN 720 ) 2 17 ) BRI D IR C o1 528, B E AR Z 5 2 I IEBE 50
HOMEIE =I5, RFEEETH O O N ZENN 2 E) T, SRE L S0 —
VYIVEEBP L TOLERZRFOZ L TER L, BRZ UL, AHOFEMEE -V
WTEDBEMN T BN TH 2 EEZ NS, MAT, fritsie i38%5D, 72—X3
IZB T Group P1 OBEERE 122258 60° (30° 225 —30°) DEERAWRICEET 2. 2D

EEWERF IR OFEZATEL, SoICKELGBRFEZEL) LB EZoND,
2%, HHOFAMEOHIERII S ICHEICZR S, 2O RREROE T ITERT 5
FHRAEMTOBEKR I DER & 20, R L CGEEGHHOZLsIfl s Lt EZ S
ns, LoLhro, FHFEREHECRERZO T &\ o 7 ER MR RE D 210 &
E LB OWTIEAHTH 3,

P 5 L, REBORED> S, HE A ORREINGEE)YE OB I CHVE B 2 ZH)
NS FEER L 72 550 I I3 T E TSR S Y, ZEI R EB)fEER O A CIENTE 7 U8
BRI N OARBENTRB I N, X518, BREREPEZONIIRETHARICKE
72 ARSI TE T L 7285050 0%, SEBIGH O Z2 LI S 4 5 AREPE AR S i
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EENFE D 5 RENNEEN DR R E

@

R B ICH KIFITRE

3.1 [FUSIC

HIE T, 2B 2 B DS INER € 7L DRI R %2 KT S B W AJREMED R IR X
ni.. $hbb, NEE TN OERCEBIEICE, B SO 4T R O R AR B H
BBz R EEZ oD, RITUEIC B W GHEEIRG O GBANREDSHRINIC b i
TIhdrofkl LIF 224 HTHRRZGEY TH 5, RETIE, EEFHICEELITT L
EZ o5 ZBANER O BT HRFIC WWEHT %, EHEXOH 2RED L < IX
75\ R BB C AL A iR 284 R 2 SZ BN IS AR L 72 25 B I D RE R O AR 2 LIS
52 LT, HERMANEE) EE I KIETBICOWTHE T 2. &k, AR Tirbnk
FEEieFH2 15,



55 3 H EHBREX D H 2 ZEHES) D TEE R AAEE 10 I E 3.2 2

3.2 SEER2
3.2.1 HERE

14 NOWEE (FEFEH 19.6£2.07 1%, B1E 11 4, k4 4) EBICSINL 72, #
S5IEBLANETHD, FEBICBT 3HEE R0,

3.22 REFIE

FEERBE, EHENEB KOO GIER, FEEL LRRTH 5. AHTIE, FICHERL &
W72 B I OWTET 5,
BRE L 3 DDHENT VF LICHIDIRS 1, DATIZ/ART 10 cycle B L < 1% 30 cycle %
SR IND 3DOD7 2 — A2 {4 DRBSEMDS & TREL 72, KR OSHED T
RABIZER 3.1 I8 5.

- Phase 1(Familiarization):
Pdr DERAIEICHN 5 72 O HR B MR A D M IRIE TR ET) 2 B D IR L
BT 5.

- Phase 2(Learning):
7 2 —X 1 DERIITON S, BEEIND L < IZZEIVICH D IR LHE
(30° visuomotor rotation:CW30) % #2559 5.

- Phase 3(Test):
72 —R2D3F7HIATONS, IRFFHIZOWTORHIIZ1T) 729, BEEIYIC
T ZAT .

Z 2T, Group N2 IWIEEECH D, TRTD7 = — R ZRENICHEIRT 5. ZUk
L, Group P2 & Group S2 EZEINIC7 =t —X 2 2RB T 2HEmHETH 2. kB, H
M 7 B R XN LD W 7 2B 2 B 2 FEBLT 5 729, Group S2 T, #5HE H &
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5 3 H RN D H % SZEHES) I TEE R AAEE 1 KXY E 3.3 EER

#¢ 3.1 Experimental procedure for all groups.

Group(Subject) N2(4) P2(4) S52(6)
Phase Cycle Rotated Angle Task condition
1 5 0 Active  Active Active
2 30 CW30 Active Passive Passive+I
3 5 CW30 Active  Active Active

CW30: 30° clocwise rotation

I: Motor Intention

WA=V IVOBEITIN EBEIFR Y 4 2 v 72 IRE I, R R E B EER ] D
NEINDEMETTIE, BEEILEFTSODOMLAY VY DHL¥F— Ry F2#FT 5.
wRIvzENEN DS —7 y FEBEICBEEN T s TR D, BEREIIHBEL 5 —
Ty MINIBT 2R vAEEFTHTZ LT, BEOLKEBEINICY —7 v bR
BEIXE 2, %8, ¥—7 v PHBEIERY VIGEETET, ¥—7 v MHBBIE L
PRY VT ILIFTE R,

ZHINICHEZ T 5 Group P2 OWEAF 12, BEBHINICHEZ BT 5 Group N2
DPIRH L FAFEDERTE 7 4 — F Ny 7 243508, HEIEK & EBFSIEERL B, —
¥, EEEXOH 2 IRECREICHEZ T 5 Group S2 O#hRE 1, BN &% 4
BT, T 2 I & R ER L 2w RIBIAHE Group N2 L[S TH B LHEZ 6N 5,

3.3 REREBR

X 3.1 ICHRED T A IERES X O FH RIS OHER 277 . £d cycle Z & O#lR
HHOFEfEE, =7 —N—1F 1 SEA2EKL T3,

AEREICE VT, 72— X2 THEZBHEINICYEE L 7 Group N2 IFFEDH
SRR 72— A3 TRLTWVWS, 7, 7x2—R 2 THELZHMICRBL %
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Group P2 & Group S2 &, #BiL 72##j%2 7 = — X 3 THEHTETWARWI L2¥bh
5. —J, JGRHICEWTIE, EOHL 72— X 2DRKELE 7 2 —X 3 DPIATIZIE
FRED ISR HEZ RN L TR D, B LR Z R L T2 k70 2 5.

SHEN AR DS B 7058 B 12 X 2B~ E IS5 2 3B O W CEHET 52720, X 3.2,
33T LI, BBEMICITOLNZFEICN LA — 7 RRELEEALRT LD
T&E % Group N2 OFKMEHE D7 = — R 2 DWW 16 trial & ZEHAVICIHEZ BB L 7=

Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase Phase
1 2 3 1 2 3
30 : : 0.5 : :
! GroupN2 ! ; !
20 : : 0.4 % 4 :
it A .
oy me oaf 1 L
* 1 1 1 1 ++
® 1 1 [
0 1 1 1 1
D 30 ' : 0.5 : :
() 1 1 —_ 1 I
T, ! GroupP2 GE) b :
2201 4| Eosl B :
i : : S ﬁ | o |}
S 10 + : : +++} ?é 0.3 : : H“
2 |y | A | 4] : :
< ® 1 (n'd 1 [
0 1 1 1 1
30 : : 0.5 : :
. GroupS2 | I i
1 I¢ 1 1
20 I I 041 % | | p
: X % g |
fof . - M 0.3 . :
| St : |
0 0 5I0 10 20 30I0 5 0 5I0 10 20 3010 5
Cycle Cycle

3.1 Transitions of angular errors and reaction times
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p=0.13

k%

30

15

Angular Error[deg]

GroupN2 GroupN2 GroupP2 GroupS2

** p<0.01
BPhase2lllPhase3 + p<0.05

3.2 Mean angular errors shift

Group P2 8 XU Group S2 D7 = — X 3 OHIM 16 trial OV EEEHE L RGIR
2B L7, ZDFEHE, ANOVA 1Tk > T, I ORRIcHEAEIR I N (SR
7 F(3,14) = 6.65,p < 0.01; KIGFE F(3,14) = 4.26,p < 0.05).

BEBIICRAE % #2885 L 72 Group N2 @ 7 = — X 3 OWIMIA 21X, Group N2 @
72— R 2 OWIAERE LD SERITNE ok (p < 0.01). X7, ZTHEIWICHER
#EER L 72 Group P2 @ 7 = — X 3 OYIHAEERZEE, Group N2 D7 = — X 2 O
ERGE XD bERIT/NES o7 (p < 0.05). 2D, SZEIIY & SRRE O RS0
EOPWICHFELTHWE I EBDbr D,

—7, Group S2 D7 = — X 3 DYIAMERRAE & Group P2 D7 = — X 3 DWIHA R
MOMNICEEEIZR O S ko7, 512, Group S2 D7 = — R 3 OIS &

~ 32 -
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05

0.25

Reaction Time[s]

GroupN2 GroupN2 GroupP2 GroupS2
BPhase2lllPhase3 * p<0.05

3.3 Mean reaction time shift

Group N2 @ 7 = — X 2 OFIIHAEMRADOMIC S FREFZHR S5 ko7 (p = 0.13).
Z DAL, ZERREEFZAO T TR, HIAENZEENRN O A I EE A E I E 2 S
A2 VAREEZ RR T 5,

FOGKEEIZ B W T, Group N2D 7 =2 —RX2 &7 2—X 3, Group N2 & Group S2
D7 =R 3 DYINIGREIORNICEB AN AR S L (p < 0.05). Thbb, FEE2I(C
BWTIE, 7x2—X 37T Group N2 DA RICRHDOEREZBA 2R L7 2 L0305

¥ 3.4 1455 2 & DAERGE L OSBRI OBIRZ R Y. ZOM»5, 7x2—X 312k
W, Group S2 M DOREF RG] & MERRZZ RO S T0 b 2 Lbhr 5
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Phase1 Phase?2 Phase3
o| R=o02 R=0.43 R =0.39
S1 p=0292 p < 0.001 p<0.1 o
o
o 5
= S
N
) v,
© ©
— R=0.33 R=0.61 R =044
O 31 rp=01533 p < 0.001 p<0.05 o
o
— o
LIJ o L =
AN ° ®e LS %
(- . e g
m .__._.'_-— 9 ° ~'.
5 oF—=
8’ ol R=0s5 R=-0.1 R =0.22
< 1 p <0001 p =0.1704 p = 0.2537 -G-?
=
R . —F
o o 7
. .' A‘J/N
_Af«H&Ph*‘ 2 ¢ y
o ©°

D2 04 02 _ 04 02 0.4
Reaction Time|[s]

3.4 The relationship between the angular errors and the reaction times

34 ER

ARIFEEFTIE, ZEIY EE) 2 #H BB D 72 WIREETTT ) Group P2 &, HBIEM D H
ZARHETITH Group S2 2 HE L, EBEHMRX 238 S MR Ay 8 1C & JIE T 2IC
DWTHHE L 7.

FEERDOFER, Group P2 FHEICN L THA =772 EEZ 615 Group N2 D7 = —
22 DY LS & il L TR S WA EREE 7 2 — X 3 TR L, A,
7 2—Z3® Group S2 137 = — X 2 @ Group N2 & il L THEAIIR S ko 773,
WA S R A S8 . FR 1 OfER» 6 E IR, 72— X3P TRI Nk
Group P2 & Group S2 DYMHAERGEDWA L, 7 = — R 2 TORZEIN 2 EFFRERD A
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W OZ(EESE, 2T ETHE L O SN FRE LMRTE 2, 2l
RERRGE D20 & BRI I L CTEL 2 £ v BRIC—3T % [59).

7 2 —X 3 ® Group P2 & Group S2 DEICIFAREZIEAL L > 7. 3.4 fiTid
N7k 91, Group Pl OHEH ZHHRFHEZF L (R P I Tl e FRHIN
%, UKL, Group S2 O#EEH HEOBGES O i E B Y A 2 v 7% BFNIC
WE L Tked, URD 5 HEOBHES) & 5 — L OEB OBIRIEZ BR L Toniz
£ioNs., L Luds, 7x2—2R 3 Tld Group P2 & Group S2 DMICHEA I3 A
S hrol, SOOI EDS, RENAES)ZAT ) BRI, Rk 2 Eh (X5 E8) 1%
T 2R IGHEEN R R JUE S R O HTRRED R S 15,

BN HB EATIC BT 2 AN 7 a2 2 L w9 kb b, SEBFT ORI KA
TR CHEBYE M I B $ 2 BT b LA & LA U 2 BIRTH 2 WHEMED R S
NTVS [60]. ZOERICHIS A, 7 x— X 21250 T Group S2 DHBRF I, B
2T 5 L ARHIGHEHEGHHZ &2 Tw R EEZoNS, ZHUTH20b 56T, RN
215 6 NU7EBEEREDY Group N2 IZRIX o7 2 L6, EBFHH O BT b RN
1B EIT ORI TH 5 2 LWIRRI NG,

FERICB LTI, RESAORET T CR BN EhEER) % 28 T 2 5 A IOEIE R
HELH2 52 EDRBRINTVS (61, 62, 63]. ZtUcxL, RFEETIE Group P2 &
Group S2 287 = — X 3 T L EHIERBICHEEEB AN R >, D F D, EHENIN
THHRITER 1 TRBIN L) REERECES G OZ(ICIZFSE T, FICkH
KB 217 > 7RO SR O FIHECHADBIEICBR T 2 L5 2 605,

7, RFEETIE, FEEZBHNICH T T\ Group N2 D&AD7 = — X 3 THAEIZ
EOMHREHZ TR L, 202 Eps, RIGHEOMAREE 7 +— Py 708
RIS R TIZEL 2 TET, #HEEAOARD L C IXPEEN 2N, 2% 0
REEIHY 22 BN REER SN E 72 B E B2 6D,

RIS 5 L, RERRTIE, BIREEYRMEA 2B 0§ 5 2B 2 W B O 2 5 e
AINte, MAT, EHEXK OGRS ZHGER 7 E 1L JUES T, NET L
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B3 5 121 D & B B ORBHEETH 5 &) WHEHEIR S he,
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ENh FHFERNDELIC K IF

{3
388

o Wi W

&

41 EU®IC

1

FEhi 2 TIE, FEDOZENN 2R ICHE 2 BEEI I B 2 BRI A EEERE O
BREBEAYZE NI Lo, RENZEEERIEE) ZEICTFL T2 2 LPRRIN
7o, MAT, ZOFEIEEIBKOAEMICEG I NG o7 2 Lo, HEERIZAEE
TN DI B 2 JE I R OARED IR I N, ZORED» 5, WEE 7L O#ERS
CIZREBIY 2 BN REBR SN AR R T H 2 Al B 2 o 5, ZEIN R EB) SN €
TIVDERIZH G L\ EEZGEG, FE 2 THER I NI 2 BRI X 54
WAERE DAL, LD LI BEHTHEL DS ) b

Cressman 5 1%, #UFESIOEEAHEICEWT, ZEIN 2 EERER I3 A 2 TR0
BEOZMEEE, 61, 77— 7 =7 b OZE L AEFRAE ORISR
RICHZ T EZHE LTS [26]. 2o, ZEN A EBEIFEERGHE & AR DR
R, TabbBRMAOZ{LEEE, ZNFHR L L CEEELE IR 2 KT T 16
TaRBL T3, %6 DEETIE, LMD 0° 25 30° £T1° AATELT 28
TEB) AR AEREE T, S IR O FORFEED) 2 5 0 K L REICEE S,
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FEBOMBETFRMEOZLZHET 2 2 & T, ZENNZEHB)RE & #HBE)IS o B %
HEICDOWTHREEL T 5,

Lo Lad3s, RERZEHROZHfE 2 1° T O8I 2L S € TWw i Cressman 5 D
FERTIE7 79— 7 27 bPELC DKL, [RIEEZ O 2 L 20 60° 2L
7o ARG X DS 1 TIIHERE O F IRl I R B FGEHERER OB B A S e d > T, T
Bbb, WEEIENT % RIRERO LA EORE I PEERMROZICHE 2 MT
THREMED YD D, FEE 2 D X 9T, #ERE D 30° DR HZ FE T 5 5412 BRI
DELT 2720 E 9 23S Tld R,

ARETIE, ZENEEBBGEMXOZIC I T OWTHHET 2, #REES)
(R 22 2 S E IS REER T 2 R O FARMENR E 778 —27 =7 b 2 HIKRT 5
LT, FEE2ITEWTHERE IR L 7 AERAENAD DB O W THREEL, ZEI 7%
) & AR OZAL, EHEEIGICOWTERE T 5, 4k, KAETITb 7 EHz I 3
&9 5,

42 SRER3
421 #WERE

11 ANo@ds (P 22.8141.07 %, B 10 4, Ltk 1 4) 28BS .
WoldeBANETHY, EEICBIT 2 AGEZ R,

422 SRERFRE

FERBHEE, EEREIZER 1 B X OER 2 LEMKTH B, AETIE, TcHEB1 LR
BT OWTHHT 5,

AREEICBWTIE, =7y b3F—L R arzpit 3510 cm O EIC
Wi s 4 D DEERDLIE (22.5°, 67.5°, 112.5°, 157.5°) 12, E—=7F LFAKICH 59 U DE
ODONLZIHFTOEDTHOHBT 5, ARIETIEHEHE L 7 4 trial Z 1 block EE#EL, 1
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4.1 The candidate position where target appears in this experiment.

block NTTXRTDY =47y b B—JEFOHBT 2 LI FREL 7.

Fro, KHEPBHRINTHOOFHELHEE 1 LHEER2 LIZIFFAKTH S, L Lk
Do, REFICEOTE, EHICLE7 75— 727 b2 X OVPECT 270, #{728
BT L Th o BBREDOFEIBHNICE— AR a v ANRI NS ETIC 1.0 s DRI
BEOSERT e, Zaud, SEBIE VU O BIGATENC RS L S 5 L v ) IREL [64, 65)
S, BIEEE)EE) O KIGAE OSBRI 5 X ) Kl E N5 L) K [66]
5, VIEOMKIIEZ B RBIE TP 79 —27 27 FOHFES XD HEIC
LEEZTTDTH S,

423 RERFIE

WERE X 2 DDOHEANT VA LIZEDIRS L, 2 HREICHED, BINIZART 10 block L
{12 50 block 2SR INSE 3OD7 2 — A% &2 DFEBSA DD ETREEL7Z. A
T, TRTOPEREN 72— 2L 72 —R3DHIBICZENEFNT A b 7 = — X THf

TANZITo T, RBEROSRFEOFEM R IRFEIZSE 4.1 1ITENT 5,
-39 —
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# 4.1 Experimental procedure for all groups.

Group(Subject) A3(6) P3(5)

Day Phase Block Rotated Angle Task condition

1 1 10 0 Active  Active
- All groups : Test Phasel -
1 2 50 CW30 Active Passive

- All groups : Test Phase2 -

- All groups : Test Phase3 -
2 3 50 CW30 Active  Active

- All groups : Test Phase4 -

CW30: 30° clockwise rotation

- Phase 1(Familiarization):

4.2 il 3

s DBRIEICHN 2 7- O RREB IR O M IREECHNEEB) 2 1 0 K L

BT 5.
- Phase 2(Learning):

7 x— A1 OERIITONS, BBEIYS L CIZZEICHED K LHVE

(30° visuomotor rotation:CW30) % #2589 5,
- Phase 3(Re-Learning):

7x—X201HRIATONS, TXTOREDREEINICHE DX LAHEZ

TR % .

- Test Phase(Assesment): 7 = —2 2 & 7 2 —X 3 DHiICfTbI S, TXTORE
775 —17 x7 h#VEEREERVE 2 B TR 5. 77812727
FETIE, 77892727 FRMET L0, $EEIHE 7 4 —F v o %
PEBR L 72 REECREEN VIV 2 179 . REREHEE T, S 74— F v o %
HEBR L 7R T, B O FRE Y —7 v POELICT v ACBEIS S, REIN

{1

— 40 —
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Sl 51 (subjective point of equality: PSE) ZHliEd 5.

4231 FBI71x—X

7x—R27x—X3BFHEZREBG L IZZEICH DK LREET 558
72 —ATH%. Group A3 IFMEHTHD, TRTD7 = — AZBEINVICKERT 5, —
77, Group P3 IZZEIIC7 = — X 2 25T 2 CcH 5.

4232 FAR7I—X

TAR7 2—ATIE, TXRTOHEFHEVT 75— 7 =7 b HE & IRGIHliRE % fi
I CHREBRT %,

778 —x7 27 FAETIE, PEREREE 7 4 — F Ny PR S IREET, %
Y =7y b AOREHINREEER % 3 RO L TfT). ZDLE, ¥—7 v I
ROy =T v v VICHBIT 5, KHEVSHBINE EA— YA E—LFRY Y 3
VHICERRIN, Z20%5F 1 PHEERIET 2Ly =7y FOHBT 5. HBLE FEIRFICA —
VOV EHER S, BERE RIS Y =7y F ~OFEEEZT). 22T, A=Y AR
=R T arhs 10 cm #inBE, Z2ORTIRET LD, 1.0 s BICHEBREDOTF
SRR — L RY v avARKEns, &, =7y MEdfT2fToTw5 L&
DAHARRIND,

BT T, PR IIE 7 4 — PNy 7 3R S i RigT, £ =47 v b
FANOZE 25588 % 50 [ 0MHE L CTfTH. SDLE, ¥—7 v MIKRGEHRID I
= vy VBT 5, KHEPHIRI N EA—Y A F—LRY Y a vy NICR
REN, ZOFEF 1IBEILT 2Ly —7y BT 2, HBLE RS A — Y VI3 PERR
IN, WHREOFRIZABNICY =7y b5 —30°~ 4 30° ThfEICE»SI NS,
PeBaE 13 IRRENEINEIC X o T, A—2RY Y a v s AP ROMENY —7 v b
DEMD M »%FEIRT 2. [HEE, EFT2O00MLRY v DOH2F— Sy FeFE
THrIeTirbng, AP y2Mdl ETRITIERT &R0, FRIFMBEINICH—24 8
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PravANRENG, B, Y=y FEEITEIToTWEEZEDAERRINS,
FHDE D SN D HE L, NEMEFRER (Accelerated Stochastic Approximation) %
72 BEBE (Staircase mothod) 12 & - CTHRE X415 [33, 53, 67, 68].

X = =(Zn— @) (n=1) (4.1a)
Xn—|—1 - C
n— m(zn — ) (n>2) (4.1b)

CIT, X WHEGREE, n 3 ATy 78, ¢ BIAT v THA X, Z (ZE 0Kk
(EMR:L, JRHC0), man e EHBRE O RIBO KRS, 2 LT ¢ XENHERTH S, A%
BTl c=30, =05 & L7 ¥7, FROBBHA (F—7 v Fofilll, £0) 115
VELIREI N, FNZIUMS L CEBESEA I N, TRIEIE Y -7y Fof
W, Mz n 25 FoF 50 [ L,

100
)
O 75
2 |
1 O "Right" :
: -2.37° & .
1 ()] 1
I Q'-9.55° — 50 ®
1 M.
: ..':- ... % :
! = : "Left"
| S '
S 2 % |
! |
! | Test1
1 " 1
IS 0 ..ﬂ Test2
3 -30 -20 -10 0 10 20 30
""""" Angle of hand along a circular arc[deqg]
4.2 Change in PSE 4.3 An example of psychometric function

49 —



8 4 T ZBREB) DB AR D ZAUIT ST 5 E 4.2 253

4.2.4 DIRFAE

FET 2= AOGHEEFEER L, EER2 LHETH D, TR, Fiiciibok T
78 —=x17 27 b, EEHIRNED HTITRIC O THH T %,

4241 FPI79—I7xV  RE

775 —17x7 PRNEICE T, FHEERE S L TAERESHvsnk, 72—
A 1RO 16 trial 226 B I N E TR DR D OFHEEEZ TR TOFTL 6 HET 5
C L THREERE OO 2R D 2 bR L, #E 2 & IS/ T O A R AR DS
XN, 3ol pE L I87 = — A0 MERELZREH L, oot L O
HHROHTIC & o THREMIC i S e, HREMEOBIEIX p < 0.05 & L7,

4242 RREFHHFRE

Fl 2 BN EE L yul, SRS ZE x Bl e L2 BHEEBuca Y 274 v 7 B%E
Wk 5 Z & T, PSE & AHEEH (Interval of Uncertainly:TU) 238 H S 7z, X 4.3
WZHlZRg, 22T, OLIEDORIZ PSE Z2, Mo IU 2R L Tw5, &k,
PSE L U IF, ZNZND7 = — AT, ZNENDY =7y MWL T, #laHE T LIcHE
HEn, RERTIEY =7y FEHHETE L, HHELD S0 PSE DAL ZEHAL 7
ALERLT.

FIEFRALE D ZAVIC D W TGS R X OGS 5 72, #E L Ic& 7 = — X
DB NA 7 A BB L, TN X CHERSHTIC L > THREFICHIRL 2. 7%
B, THEEHIRTIME £2SD O#PAS & 2o idfT el oL F— 2 BANEEE Z,
PR L 7. ARMEOBIEIR p < 0.05 & L7,
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Phasel Test Phase2(Phase3) Test
30
> <15 ‘*
’0 *’ .
o
< gowMNL qm&WWMMwwmm%mM_
n © ! 3
| - [0}
o -15 it 2
o P
| - [}
L e
(- 2
© 30 } &
3 245 '
)] ',
c % TIT m.’é.'d.’s...’P.’¢°°.’!p.’,'.’:.’.’.'.'.w.'.'m*ohw.'.'oo'oms
0] }
15 n
1 107 1 10 20 30 40 50
Block
*Day1-Day2

4.4 Transitions of angular errors

4.3 RERFER

4.3.03 BEREERIGFKFEOZEL

B 4.4 1K RED P IR B X OCPE ROBIRR O #ERS 273§, &3 Block I & O
BEMOFSE%E, £5—"—13 +1 SEZHEL T3,

FRERAZICB LTI, TR TOROPERE DS, HEEFERDOT A7 2 —AT—ED7
78— 727 bR LTVEIERbrS, £, ZomiZ1 HED 2 HHD AR
Thsd., —HT, CKFICE VLTI, FEE1 P2 L8R40, FEORIC X 58
FEhm A s g,

X 4.6 IC#5eM T L DA EEREE LB OBIRZ R T, 72— X 3 ItV TE, WEf
&L M L RBRHORICAEREBHERA SN, L Lads, Mifffs bIcHE

a4

1y

(11
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0.45] ||
7 Zoaflify || Rl
S S 0.35]
S 045 < m £ m
5 ol |
> g Hite st
O 0.35 AL H*m*“moo EUTWALL

1 10 1 10 20 30 40 50
Block
*Day1-Day2

4.5 Transitions of reaction times

REUINS C, M RG> TED, MBS L RORRH, 28 & ORICRE DERIE
AL NLroT,

B DHEREE G52 5B O OWTHIT 52720, 778 —27 27 FTOWT
—TLRCES A NTIC K > TERET L1277 = — AR THIE L 72 (X 4.7). ZDfEHE, TXT
DREHTB VT, 7 2 — RDEREIMER S 17z (GroupA3; F(3,20) = 57.8;p < 0.001,
GroupP3; F(3,16) = 16.67;p < 0.001). I 5, 7= — R 2 DHiE, ThbbET A
F72—RX1ET7AF72—RX2DMICHERENARS L (GroupA3; p < 0.001,
GroupP3; p < 0.01). HEkIC, 7 = —X 3 DHitE, THbELT AL 72 —X3 LT AL
72— R4 DETHEREENA S N (GroupA3; p < 0.001, GroupP3; p < 0.001). Z
DfERIE, FEICB T 2FERMIOECICL ST T 7Y —27 27 FWWELC I L 2R
K35, MAT, GroupA3 DA, TAF7x2—R1 ETALFT7 2—R 3 DEICHEEZED
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% 4 B ZEER SR DZ I T T 4.3 FEERG R
Phase1 Phase?2 Phase3
R=-0.14 R=0.03 R=-0.11
21 p=o0a p=06 p<0.1
: e ® ° g‘?
(@) ° ..‘.0'
= ai... oy i R
B : . n. L ) [ 2P ;
t \o:oﬁ“— ) Y ¢ °
w -
— R=0.22 R=0.33 R=0.17
O Q{1 p=013 p < 0.001 p<0.05
>
2 o
c e 8
< o] S
N . 3
o ..'. .
(e») /W
0.2 04 0.2 04 0.2 0.4

Reaction Time|[s]

4.6 The relationship between the angular errors and the reaction times

Aot (p<0.001) &S, 72— 2 TREMWICHEZ L 72 GroupP3 137 7
=727 b 2BHETHRBETE Lo I BN, 61T, 72— 2HiED
778 —x7 27 b OELRZSHEE T EICEBL, t BEIC ko THIRL 72 (X14.8).
Z OREE, MBEOMICHEBRERALN (p<0.01). 2D, #HEHEL 7?75 —27 =

7 FORESITHE 2 RIZTT I LBbh 5.

43.04 FEMUEHNMEDOZEL
4.9 1ZEHENA T ADEZRL T3,
Z & ¢ PSE 23[R[HEZHA & i T Ta)c

H

ZoXED, mEEE b,
AL TWABZ b b,

;:;.L%L
i

7%

BR

WL 7

v
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GroupA3 GroupP3

= | e
O o
©
= T
8 ! Test Ph 1

_ est Phase
= 5
L Test Phase2
6 -10 Test Phase3
=
< Test Phase4
% -15 *kk p<0.001
() *x p<0.01
= p<0.1

-20

l ] l ] L ] 1
skkk kokk k% kkk

I I

kkk

4.7 Transition of Mean Aftereffect

FEFMDPIAEDORGNJUE L 7B ORI 2 720, I NA 7 A2
YCILRLE T BNTIC L > CTHEBET L1127 = — AR THIK L 7 (X1 4.9). % OF5HE,
GroupP3 2B W T 7 = — RDFEREDBMER I N7z (F(3,16) = 4.87;p < 0.05). 512,

GroupA3 GroupP3

0

-10

-20

Mean Aftereffect change[deg]

ok

*+p<0.01

4.8 Mean Aftereffect change
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GroupA3 GroupP3

(2}

N

Test Phase1
Test Phase2
Test Phase3

0 ? Test Phase4
-2 * p<0.05
. p<0.1

Mean Sensory Bias[deqg]

4.9 Transition of Mean Sensory Bias

GroupP3 D7 A+ 72— 1 L7 A7 22— X2 OMICHEREMN (p < 0.1), TAb
7xz—R1ETAM7 2— X4 DRICHE (p < 0.05) 3A 6 N7, —J7 7T, GroupA3
EBWTIE, TXRTOT A7 2 —AMICHER AN, MEHCEWT, TX

GroupA3 GroupP3

0

-2

-4

1

Mean Sensory Bias change[deg]

-6

4.10 Mean Sensory Bias Change
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S
o

0

Phase
@ TestPhase2

€ Test Phase3
B Test Phase4

Group

@ GroupA3

@® GroupP3
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Mean Aftereffect Change[deg]

4.11 The relationship between the Aftereffect and the Sensory Bias

F72—X1ETAF7 2= 3DOMICHBAEBA N Lo T L) IR, FEKK
KROZIE 72 b DTH 2 g Z "R T 3.

EioSITICmA, 7 2 —R 2 BiBOEE N 7 ZADELEE SHBE LR L,
t BUEIC & o THIIR L %2 (X 4.10). 2 OFER, MEOMICHEERERZASNGRpo7,
DFEFZ, REEN - ZEN &\ ) SR OE I E TR B LI L JUE S 75
WHREEZ RIE T 2,
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43.05 FI7H—IT7xV NERRBINATADER

¥ 4.8 X410 R L2k, IRTCOFFICEVT, HFEOHFHiHBTr 7y —x
727 FPBIOBENL 7ADENM L, 77— 7 27 F LIEEAL 7 2AOBR%E
HET 2720, MFHOMEZ TR (K 4.11). 2 OFEE, WHOMICIZIEDOHBIA S
N7z (r=047,p < 0.01). 20, MEFEMEDZDIREHFEH IZEREZ LT 7
F—IL7 27 bR LIl EBbrs,

431 EE

ARERTIE, REINICHEZ 58T % GroupA3 & ZENICHE%Z %523 % GroupP3
ZHEL, EOEHNBOT 75— 7 27 P B I ORBRENAL 7 AZMET 52 LT,
LRI 7 IR DS B AR I A D2 BUE B D W TR L 7z,

FEEROFER, 7AF 72 —R212BWVT, GroupA3 k7789 —27 =7 b%RLT,
IHI, ZO7 79— 727 PET A7 2—X3 TCHRFEIN TR, 2F D,
GroupA3 IFWIEF L 2HEEL, Ll TwitEZoNn%, —/T, GroupP3 1&7
Ab72=R2TT7 78— 727 bRRLED, ZDOKEZIE GroupA3 IIZ XY,
TAF7 2= 3 ETRE SN o7, FEEL, FR2 ORRITNZ, AEBRICE VLT
779 =27 27 bOELEREBEEANL 7T 2AOECEDORICIEDOMHED A S Z &
5, GroupP3 #7748 —x 7 =7 FIEFRICBT 2 HERKRNO BRI T2 LEZ 5
n5.

LLads, K48 EX 41006, 779 —Z7 27 FOREILEEANATAD
REXICRENHZZ b5, K412, £y —F vy T LIcEHSINE, 77
¥ —27 27 FOEALRICNT 2ERENA 7 ADEEOEHGZRT, 22T, HVE
T =% OF¥fE £2SD OFPAIMC ol T = BRI TV S, ZoKED, WL
bz, 778 —27 =27 b OZALREIINT 2 EFEANA 7 2ADZMERDEIAD 50% 1D i

TelnwZ b s, D% D, GroupP3 IZBWT, b LZENZHERERDNGEE 7L
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60

The rate of Sensory bias[%]
20 40

GroupA3 GroupP3

4.12 The rate of Sensory Bias with respect to Aftereffect

KBS EEZEZ2TuhRvoThUE, BENA 7AMMNMCT 78 —27 =7 MICHRE

LT RHERBFET 2 LEZ NS, TN EEREERIC X > COHEB)EHI A2 L 7
AIREME &, P LS g - (BIE S N BB Z 5 508, REHDO AT
ZZDRICDOWTIEPIEIC T 2 2 LI TE R,

RIEBIZB LT, L OBTMELERL & 52, FHBEORHFLBICNES 775 —x
727 bOWSBARLNT., ~HEGEL I & TEREANL 7 APEEBTOIREICY £ v
FENZEDS, ZOREREEICME) 77— 7 =7 PO, FRICBET 2 5k
AP HAOREICR - 2 EBFNE EEZ 6N S, Tabb, WlEFILIZ¥EE
KD BRI ER TSRS N TVL S 2 Db 5,

ARIERTIE, GroupA3 & GroupP3 @ 7 = — X 2 it DIEF N A 7 A DZEALEDHIC
GEETAON P, Thbb, HEESOAEKICEs T, NEHT%, &8
FRARDENMDBEL 7 b2 5. K12 HEITOTEZ LA, £7 74 v TEE
7 4 — FNy 773 State estimator DZ L2 E W7 2 LB FRINS, L LE2s, £
DEIBANDZZXLDBEO T 0EARATH 5. SBATHIZE [59] TRBINTWD K
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2, b L, WEET NV ERU {52 DFEFRICE I TEIEI N D ThHIUE, R
ERERGE, T ab bEEIRIC B T 2D S OGBS N Y L 2R S T
AL 2 SR EHROMOARBAENEZ 5N D,

S 1 TIEZEIN BRI X 2 EFWEN OB I A S ko, L L&)
5, REBIZEWTIE, GroupP3 137 = — X 2 BIEENA 7 A2, HFIZT
78 —17 7 FHBLE R, OB, BERE OMEICY 2 BRI BRI R
DEICHEZ RIZ TR Z BT 5. Thbb, BRRAOZMIZIE, 35—V F
AV a—YavicBlT24 o TRENT WS X I IC[25, 58, 69, 70], HIE7 1 —
RNy 7 ERERRGE 7 4 — RNy 7 Z IR 338, BHRMRREERE 2081 H
5EEZHND,

BT 2 &, KREBTIE, ZENREEC X 2 HENRO RN R Z LRI k.
I 50T, Wl OB RS Z DZAUICE 2 JAXT AIREME SRR S e
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5.1 FU®IC

FEEE 1 05925 3 OFSRTIE, R EEREERIC X 2 R Z% SRR O ZA D3

DT 77— 7 27 bRBOED, NIBETNVOES - BIERMERETE ko, —J
T, BN AEERE AR ORS R L F U RN AR SRR 2L b NiEE 7L
DGO R L, T, —ERBEER 1 25 EE 3 TIT> TE 7 &) RZEHINLEBR
BUINEE TV DR ZEN RO TH 5 ) b,

FEhE 1 o EE 3 ORIRE LM 1.2 TRLAFHEA X — L 2TIcE 2L, Ik
TAMTIT > T & L BEBIES) & ZBIBES O L 20@ O IEBE RO EK, T4hbbHE
FHORHIGHOHMETH 2. 2Fh, vy PUANEY T— a v OREKIFZE TS <
WMEINTw B L)L, HEkoMEEE) 2 HEXED M) A —ICET 2R L, HoNHE
KU 7o) 2 B X 2 72 8 O B R 22 A & £ 5 ZEIGESR) 2 5 IXNEE 7L 2

FCEHHEENEZ OGNS,

5l, 1 2595 3 TRRE L 7B Sy & ZEGEE)OE W IZOWTE, 3
I B 2 RN ADOIRIEDOE L EZ 6N D, i1 26 FE 3 OREEINEE) T
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(&, BRI H R ST RN DSBS A RE 2 7 9, HIENIGEB 2L TS —7 v b
TANFRZE P LR E LT, =7y FHAICNT 54—V VOEE T, §74b
LAEMAERHRNRREL LAY I v TREIENTES., —HT, Ei1l 25
Fhr 3 OXZENED) T, $EE XY —7 v P OAFHICE ICEMRIC TRz ®r 3N s
720, HENLIRAEZRL I ENTE R, Z0RDICHEE T IV OER - BIEDHES
NTVLLHREEDEZ 5N S,

Lo TARETIE, R BT 7 BRMN R FIGE & SIENERAED 2 Do5EH)AHICE 2
LB OWTIHAT 5, EE3 I L THikIC 2 DOEESMAZEML, FE5E 3 Off
REHIRT 2 2 & THREN MG - SUREAVERAE L NEE 7TV EHOBIRIC OV TEE
5.

5.2 SEER

FEERBREE, B, EEEREE X OHEERE RO IR 3 LA TH 5. ARIH
TIFHEHR 3 L B 25 0AFAT 5,

5.2.1 HERE

10 ADBdgRE (P4 22.2941.10 X, S 9 4, M1 4) PEBICSIL 7. %
SIeEBAMETHY, FBIBT 2AGZ R,

5.2.2 RERFIE

BeBRE L 2 DOWEANT v LICHIDIRS N, 2 HREICHED, BUFICAR$ 10 block H L
{ 1% 50 block 225 I NS 3 DOD7 2 — A% K4 DERRFEMDO S L TREEL 7. A
T, IRTCOWHEN 7 2 — A2 &7 2—R 3 DHIBRICZENZFNT A b7 = — ATl
TANEfTo . EBREEOSEOFMAREIZER 5.1 ICENT 2, 2k, 72—X2 D4}
D7 x—RICEIT 2EMNFIZFEE 3 LARTDH 5.
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#¢ 5.1 Experimental procedure for all groups.

Group(Subject) PM3(5)  PME3(5)
Day Phase Block Rotated Angle Task condition
1 1 10 0 A A

- All groups : Test Phasel -
1 2 50 CW30 P+MC P+MC+EC

- All groups : Test Phase2 -

- All groups : Test Phase3 -
2 3 50 CW30 A A

- All groups : Test Phase4 -

A:Active condition; P:Passive condition
MC:Motor command; EC: Endpoint error correction

CW30: 30° clockwise rotation

5221 #HII—X

5.2 Flk

7x—RA2E72—RXRIIFHELREIND L CITZEVICHED IR LIERT 598
7z—RXThHs., EE3IZEIFS Group A3 & Group P3 S IHEEFCTH D, AKFEEICE

I} % Group PM3, Group PME3 233t & 72 %,

SIS £ 00 2 R ASHEY 8 2 U E 3 8% FE T % 729, Group PM3 & Group PME3
D B X ZEI 7 EE D BRI H S 2 B ASER S0 %, Group PM3 DRBAH X,
5 =27y OB 2B, FhdLER—LAES Y 3 v hLh S 1 om BEISE
LT, HEOANZ Ay —7 y FHRICBES S, CokE, FERLssEs
ICA— LYY a v SHNS ETIRBIE 7 4 — PRy Zid52 oA, $i, B

74— K8y 7 ERWIEE 7 4 — RNy 7 ORI — B0 B R R & O B IS h BT H
% [71] ZEzHEREL, TRBBOBD o ZEREB) OB % T ORI IZ 0.15 s 12

BRI T,
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ZEEB OFAME O TFMEIZ Group PME3 O #i#& 3 Group PM3 L HEETH 5.
L2 L7235, Group PM3 O#ERF X FHNY —7 v P HAICEE S & 505 DITH
L, Group PME3 O#E# 0841, FRIZNEZMA L FRCBEEHIEONDE, 207k
&, Group PME3 DO #iEi# 13 GroupPM3 O#E#E & 13EA D, ERPLETIZH 323,
F2Bi 3 D Group A3 DERE & [RARICERERIN 72 EE) 2 17 9

5.3 RERIER

53.0.2 AERELRBHEOZEL

Ff 4 OFEBFERIZOWTIE, HiED 791298 3 @ Group A3 X U Group P3 @
RS AbE TR T 5. X 5.1 ICHHEO A EIRER X 0P SOGK H O HER 2 /R
$. & Block BOWEREH OV Eiz, =7 —"—I3 £1SE2XLTw5

FEBR 3 DRER EFRRIC, TN TOROPERE DS, FEREFRERD T A+ 7 = — X THIEHR

(1198

30 Phasel Test Phase2(Phase3) Test Phasel Test Phase2(Phase3) Test
0.5
20 ‘
2 o} L 2 oabfrrr | e
T S T S L
o | o
&5 -10 0 5
-20 0.3
30 0.5
()} 20 N
O o t D »
S % 100 e W e AR _. 2 Ho4 KYTL iy |.|im,*i* ittt i
g (% 10 ] E' , E; -g (% % E [T n‘oﬂ.“..ohn.,...u”.“ o*. ..'.0 ;? E""
£ 20 Z te = o3t g2 £z
w30 z 2 S 1 1
= 2! :o % f: <
™ ] ” N 2] ] )
S 2 10haw Nty 1 O =
> 5 oo =G et S “’*o Wy ittt gy
C 5 -10 { Y 5 ‘OM‘ Hypergensese ommoolmm.of Jm‘om
<< & | G oaf "t
30 0.5
@ 20 ’I“ '*M. ot b L it
S 104, "‘ ot W N..o f.omwm s t
R zoe g | U g
5 -10 ] . 5 R .0“ N “ } l.,.,
3G 20 | © 03
1 10 1 10 20 30 40 50 1 10 1 10 20 30 40 50
Cycle Cycle
*Day1-Day2 *Day1-Day?2

5.1 Transitions of angular errors and reaction times
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BICBWT—EDT 78— 727 bZRLTWEIEVRLRP5, ZOfHAT1IHEDS
2HHOFHETH 2. SIBIFRHICDWTH FEE 3 Of5HE & bk, SEDRERIC X 221k
EAHLNED-o T,

5.2 ICHFM T L omEEE L RISRRDOBIR % 1§, GroupA3 & GroupP3 @
MEEE 7 = — X 3 ICB L THEMSE L KISRBEOMICEERMHBEEZ R L2 2 LickL,
7 = — A 2 THFN WS %2 ZEIGEEBG O ) 4L L%z GroupPM3 & GroupPME3
DMGHETIL A A L RCR R OBICE R AR A Sz h o T,

RGBT I G Z 2OV IS 272, 778 =27 27 FIZDOWVT
—ICRE B HTIC X > TEBES L0 7 = — ARITHIR L %2 (X1 5.3). ZDFEH, TRT
DEICB VT, 7 = — RDEREDMER S 172 (GroupA3; F(3,20) = 57.8;p < 0.001,
GroupP3; F(3,16) = 16.67;p < 0.001, GroupPM3; F(3,20) = 14.38;p < 0.001,

Phase1 Phase2 Phase3
=) pe 03131 00588 Rt @
® oo °* O
3 %2, ° c
8 . ®%e P) .s o .‘0 ° g
e I —r . "‘"‘—w
o<
O o] R=02 03 R=047 o
=0.1988 <0.001 <001
N p B
o 8 ° . . z_JU Block50
t o o .. w 40
w “ 30
= of o EE S &
S5 & . N L=
2 s . _;gﬁ.——o
D et P &3
L oo, T I o
o
8 ° * ¢ e o.:o‘ g
° o e m
o —ﬂ"m."_ ° .. s
0.2 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.4

Reaction Time[s]

5.2 The relationship between the angular errors and the reaction times
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GopA3 GopP3 GowpPM3 GowPME3

[pr— .' ‘ i
o ¢ T
()]
©
-
8 o Test Ph 1
est Phase
by -
L Test Phase2
— -107
() Test Phase3
b
q: Test Phase4
C -15
8 sk% p<0.001
E *%x p<0.01
* p<0.05
-20 p<0.1
L | . | .| | . .} L | ] | |
skokk ok Xk Kk o kokk sk ook
| I— | | L ] L ]
skkk . *k

5.3 Transition of Mean Aftereffect

GroupPME3; F(3,16) = 22.24;p < 0.001). X512, TXCTORICE LT, 72—
R 2 DHitR, §hHDLET AP 72— 1 TR 72—X2DMICHEALLIRH
BED A S e (GroupA3; p < 0.001, GroupP3; p < 0.01, GroupPM3; p < 0.1,
GroupPME3; p < 0.001). Ffkic, 7 ==X 3 Diilig, §hbLTAL7=2—R3 L
TAF7z2—R4DHTYH, TRTOHTHEEENAL N (GroupA3; p < 0.001,
GroupP3; p < 0.001, GroupPM3; p < 0.001, GroupPME3; p < 0.001). Z DI,
HEICB T 2EERMOECICL ST T 78— 7 27 PBELCIEZERT S, M
Z7C, GroupA3DH, TAF 72— 1 E,ETAM72—R3DMICEEENAL N

(p <0.001) 2&256, 7x—R2 TRERICHEZ #EEE L 72 GroupA3 DA 3 #ElE
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T78—27 7 M BHE TR CTE LI LS. 3618, FEEMFDE
WRT 7Y =727 MCRIFLEEBICOOWTHET 240, 72— 2HEDT 7
=17 x27 F OZALERZ{PEE L IR L, —IuRlESBOITIC & o THIR L 7%
(K 5.4). ZDf5H, 7V—7OTRRBMHER I 7 (F(3,18) = 4.65,p < 0.05). 7,
GroupA3 & GroupP3(p < 0.1), GroupA3 & GroupPM3(p < 0.01) OEICAEMEN b
LARBAEERAL N, ZOREI, BRENZESESOLRZ L, SENREE
TE#RD et S 7z GroupPMES IZHEBIHYIC U 2 #8% L 72 GroupA3 LFED T 7 4 —

L7227 bERNLEAREEZ SR T 5,

GroupA3
GroupP3
GroupPM3

GroupPME3

. p<0.1
* p<0.01

Mean Aftereffect change[deg]

5.4 Mean Aftereffect change
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GroupA3  GroupP3  GroupPM3 GroupPME3

i liﬁl

N

Test Phase1

Test Phase2
Test Phase3
Test Phase4

1
>

*x p<0.05
p<0.1

Mean Sensory Bias[de(]

5.5 Transition of Mean Sensory Bias

53.0.3 FHEMUBMREDOEI
X 5.5 1ZEENL 7 ADEMELL T0E, ZOKELD, TXRTORICE VT,
#EBR L 72 2 & C PSE DSR2 L Wi IaIc B b L 7= 2 L 3b b 5
PREMEDFRIMEDO MBI KIF L 2B OWTHHGi§ 5 72, EE AL 7RIS
DWLTILRETMANIC L > TEBT LI 7 = — A THB L 7 (¥ 5.5). Z D

gk\%i

%

R, GroupP3 ICEWT7 = — XD EMRBMER I L7z (F(3,16) = 4.87;p < 0.05). &
512, GroupP3 D7 A+ 72 —X1 7 A7 2—X 2 DICEREMER (p < 0.1),
TAF72=X1ETAF72—R4DRICHEER (p < 0.05) AL, FHERIC,
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GroupPM3 I2EBWTH 7 = — XD EMEDMER I L7z (F(3,16) = 4.87;p < 0.05). %
72, GroupPM3 DT A+ 72— 1 TR 72— R4 DICHERE (p < 0.05) A5
N, TRTCOFICEVTC, TAF72—R 1 ETAF 72— 3 DMICHEENAS
Niglpof L) fERIE, FERKADZMIZ K% b D TH 2 A[EEIEZ RRT 5.,
FRDgGHTIZ, 7 2 —X 2 WiEORKE NA 7 A0 e 2 B HE L ICRETL,

—IJLRCE B HTIC & > THIR L 72 (K 5.6). Z DfEH, TXTORRMICE W THEAIR
HoNigrot, TORRIE, BEEINY - ZEYE X OVEFEN 2RI O G, SRR R
ADHEE L\ ) FRZAFOE IR T IME O ZI B 2 JUT S 75 ATk 2 7R R

ER:R

0

GroupA3
GroupP3
GroupPM3
GroupPME3

4

Mean Sensory Bias change[deg]

6

5.6 Mean Sensory Bias Change
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Phase
@ Test Phase2

@ Test Phase3
Il Test Phase4
Group
@® GroupA3
@® GroupP3
GroupPM3
@® GroupPME3

Al

oo
ow
=

Mean Sensory Bias Change[deqg]
T A

o
h

-20 -10 0
Mean Aftereffect Change[deqg]

5.7 The relationship between the Aftereffect and the Sensory Bias

53.04 FPI7H9—IT7x9 bk ERBNATADER

M54 EXB5.6ICARLIEIIC, TRTOFICEVT, FEDEHEHBTY 78—
727 P BIOBENL TADENLE, 77— 727 F EEEAL 7 2AOMFR%E
HET 2720, WHEOHEZHFHNL (K5.7). ZO/E, MHOMICIZIEDHENA S
N7 (r=1038,p <001), 2Fh, HEFLEMEOLUISKE CHRFIZEREAT 7
Y—I 727 bERLEIEDODPDS,

5.3.1 E®

ARFEERTIE, HFENZHIINEE X OSENVRRZEEE) 2 125 2 2 IOV TRET T
578, G2 312 THGEE L 72 Group A3 & Group P3 @ 2 B &, Hi7zicHE L 7 Group
PM3 & Group PME3 Z i L, fH&EZIT- 7.
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%

ZEMCHREEZ R L 7.7 2 — R 2DBDT A7 2—RA2 LT A 72 —R 3128
WT, AEEZEIZOWTIE Group PM3 1 Group P3 L IZIERID 7 79— 7 =7 b
DOEMZER L7, L2 L4235, Group PM3 D7 =t — X 2HIBEDT 79— 7 27 +D
ZAtE1E Group P3 13 ERE &, ZEIY 2 EBIFHG < F 0N 22 I %2 Bk L 72 2
EDHEDOEF S L IFHERNROZBMHMZHEL T3 kI IcAR 25, AEMEER W,
COBEMIFM 5.5 ICbRNTN S, ok, FEBE3 ORIRLFERIC, 775 —27 27D
ZAtim L BENA 7 ZADZLEDOBICIEDOMHES A o 2 £ 5, Group PM3 D7 7
F—x7 27 MIFRIBET 2 FERMAOZLICERNT 2 L EZ 6N 5,

Group PME3 IZ2WTlE, 7749 —X7 7 MZBWT, ZEICHEZ &L 7-6%
Bt o — Group A3 & ORIICHEZED R, 24Uk, ZEIESE)C B F 72
I & R L WY FERE M A 72 2 & T, RBIWED) & [[A%02E 1356
HEZEKRT 2, Lo LA2S, ZOUNEE TIOVOERHITER T 20 89 I3 AREE
DIERDATIZbD SR\, FEER1 Tfio7 &5 T2 L 2 FREDPHETH 5.
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6.1 SZEIGESHEEKICKRIZTHE

AT, 4 DO0IYBERZE L T, ZEN 2 HERERIC X 2 @8R I EE
FUETHEEICOWCHER T 7.

2 1 TIE, SEEBN AR A £ 2 0% IEE B 2o E S ABA 855
A LI & 2EE A ERR A E LT, BN EEB RN E 7L OG- BRI UE
THEIZOVWTGHEL 72, V8 B 217 %\ GroupN1, BBHEINVICIT S GroupAl, ZH)
(12479 GroupPl ZHE L, TXTOROWERE ICHE A ZHBEINICEE S RIC
fel) CHE B 2 &5 P ORI, ZoBHOHEA 2iTbe L BIca s e THo
REIZIKT 22 LT, REINAEBNFEERDNIE 7V DR - BRI T T REIC
DWTHEEL 72, FEBROKE, GroupAl TIFHYE B 12 & 2 W 7T DHER S L7z 28,
GroupN1 & GroupPl TR I N e o7z, 4L, ZEINAEEREIZNEE TV
DIERI LT RIF S ot T LR EKT S,

MERDFHEAF — LI CTEAL DMK 2.8 TH 2, ZEHIVICHEDB 27
5 PERER L, U B Ot X 02Nz KT 2720 D#EE SO ERZITO RO,
ZOREE, FHIL 72 BB & ERBIC AU 2 RERS RS2 B TE S, 74— F 2Ny
7avitu—Z NHETNEZYEETLIENTER L, 20D, HEBICEHTIN
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[ow
N Feedforward

A

ontrol signal
——— 9 Inverse | _ _ _ g Feedback?

r model 1 - m e e e e == 1

1 1 X

1 ‘\ 1 X

. I AN 1
Desired| | Current \ 1 Mbtor |
motion | © Motor error ' Command !
: 1

I -
Mot ;' Mot + Feedback : 5+ Actual motion
otor otor s eedback | _ _ .
intention I planning I >_§?- > controller ++ Py Arm —@ $ >

T Feedback
Control signz-y

Vision Proprioception

Estimated state state [

estimator

6.1 Schematic diagram of the internal models used in Group S2 of the experiment 2.

WETNEYET LI LR TET, HEA LOMIGETHETEIEL ko EEZS
n5.

FhE 1 DR LD, K2.8 TRINS K9 RXEVAEE T, EHEEE I fTbng v
ZEWREN, Thbb, K2.8 DR TREL TSR I 2 23NEE TV ORI
WChHz EMHTE2, el FE2, FER2 TRZORTHERHMBMICER L. #
T By L2 A 2 fREN VI T 5 GroupA2, ZEIICYE T 5 GroupP2, ZH)
(F3EEN OB 718 X OB ¥ 4 2 v 7 2 REEIIIC RE § 2 IREETEE T 2 GroupS2 %
ML, MERER DR BERE R BB I S 2 /T bW 72 B MBS 2 ik § 5 2
LT, SEBIRRDSHE I RITTHEICOWTHE L 2. EEBROME, HERmRICE
VT, TRCOMPERICAEREZHAV S, L LED 5, GroupP2 & GroupS2
DRENCHBEEA SN otz T s ORERIE, B 72 EERRER L M 32 0D
2L, ThbbZENOSES 2T 7 & XITbN S HIEBADM 5D 7 4 — KNy
7 B ERE I EICEER L TR D, 2 OEBIEAE O 1A T SRR 2 E B A X o 3
DWFIZBG L A\ 2 L2 RBT 2 (19 6.1).

Fhg 1 TlE, FROEEIHOEICRBIN ZEBRBOME IS Nk o, L Lk
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"\
S Feedforward
e y| vese | _Control signal
r model 1
1 1
1 S 1
. I \ 1
Desired Current \| 1 Motor
motion : Motor error : : command Actual motion
---------- Passive movement)
1 I 1+ 1 + (
Motor Motor Feedback ~
! intention T~ ->| planning |- -.->O- - controller | -.-3_6- - > Arm -
I__ _ _3 ___ =N
Feedback
Control signal

Vision Proprioception

X
Estimated state e
. /4 N T :
Temporary adaptive change A

Feedback

6.2 Schematic diagram of the internal models used in Group P3 of the experiment 3.

5, FER2IB\VLTIE, JfTIFZE [56] & FIBEIC 2B 2 EBRER I X 5 fA FERE O i
DHER I N7z, WUZENZEE 2B L T 3i2d 2006 d, MRIGEVWIEL
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experiment 4.
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experiment 4.
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