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SUMMARY



1. Human



AND



CONCLUSIONS



thumb and index finger kinematics were examined for multiple repetitions of a simple grasp task as a means to evaluate motor planning and execution of these important hand movements. Subjects generated a rapid (-90.ms duration) pinch movement of the index finger and thumb from an openhand position. Approximately 400 repetitions were obtained from four naive subjects. 2. The two-dimensional trajectory of the fingertip and the angular positions of the metacarpophalangeal (MP) and proximal interphalangeal (PIP) joints of the index finger were recorded along with the angular position of the thumb interphalangeal joint (TH). Individual joint angular positions were transduced using planar electrogoniometers of an exoskeletal linkage design. 3. Except for consistent single-peaked joint angle and digit trajectory velocity profiles, most kinematic features of the grasp varied considerably across trials, including I) fingertip spatial position at contact, 2) specific finger paths, 3) finger and thumb path distances, 4) finger and thumb peak tangential velocities, and 5) individual joint rotation magnitudes and peak velocities. 4. However, this kinematic variability was not random. Variable TH angular positioning was paralleled by complementary two-dimensional variations in the finger path. These fingertip adjustments were accomplished by actively controlled, reciprocal angular positioning of the MP and PIP joints. Specifically, with natural reductions in thumb flexion, MP flexion was greater while PIP flexion was reduced and vice versa. These adjustments acted to



minimize variations in the point contact of the finger on the thumb and yielded a robust and seemingly natural preference for fingerthumb contact at the more distal surfaces of the digits. 5. The kinematic variability was not due to the finger and thumb movements being controlled independently of digit contact. The variable appositional movements of the finger and thumb and the associated contact force were generated as a single action. This was indicated by 1) an absence of kinematic or force adjustments after contact, 2) smooth digit trajectories with a single peak in their tangential velocities, and 3) finger-thumb contact that consistently occurred well after peak velocity. 6. Likewise, because the variability in the kinematics of the grasp was systematic, it apparently was not due simply to sloppiness or noise in motor execution. Moreover, movements of greater amplitude were produced with greater peak velocities. The covariability among the multiple degrees of freedom for rapid grasp thus indicates that individual digit trajectories, joint angular positions, and muscle contractions were controlled subordinately to the specified site of digit contact. 7. Based on the variability in the digit trajectories, finger and thumb joint angular positions at contact, and variation of that contact point-in space, these data indicate that motor planning may not operate exclusively in a spatial domain. Inasmuch as the somatic sensory site of thumb and fingertip contact was relatively consistent, despite spatial variability, an alternative and perhaps a more universal domain for motor planning may be in terms
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of the multisensory experience associated with successful task performance. INTRODUCTION



Recent work in voluntary motor control reflects a renewed emphasis on the kinematic characteristics of multijoint movement, particularly reaching movements of the arm (3, 6, 9, 25, 41, 57, 65, 66). A consistent finding in these studies has been that two-joint reaching movements to different targets show bellshaped hand speed profiles and, except for some vertical reaching movements (6), manifest approximately straight hand paths (3, 6, 23, 30, 57, 65). These regularities in hand trajectory and, tangential velocity typically were associated with variable rotations of the constituent joints (e.g., elbow and shoulder). Moreover, for movements of varying speed, distance, and load, the hand speed profile appeared scaled so as to simplify the computational problems posed by the underlying arm dynamics (6, 30). The kinematic regularities in hand trajectory and hand speed have been interpreted to indicate that for reaching tasks the terminal segment trajectory is planned first in hand spatial coordinates, with constituent joint kinematics and dynamics specified subordinately (3, 6, 29, 57). Other investigators have reported invariant relations between the instantaneous angular velocities of the shoulder and elbow during movement deceleration (40, 41, 65, 66). Predictably, these latter data were interpreted to indicate a planning strategy organized around constituent joint angle variables (also see Refs. 3 1, 4 1). This recent work has offered valuable insights; however, it has been focused almost exclusively on the proximal joints of the arm and thus may not offer an optimal basis for understanding the control of other types of multiarticulate movements. In particular, the movements of the digits toward grasp represent an important class of multiarticulate actions that may be controlled differently from those of arm reaching. These hand movements require coordination of the wrist plus two or more kinetic chains in opposition, involving no fewer than seven joints, with the eventual requirement that precise segment forces be applied to the grasped object (35,76). The trajectories and final positions of the constituent terminal segments in grasp need not be spec-
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ified absolutely as long as apposition with the necessary grip forces is achieved. As such, the digital movements leading to acquiring, stabilizing, or manipulating an object by using multiple kinetic chains may not be planned in spatial trajectory terms as suggested for arm reaching movements. Besides the obvious functional differences between grasp and arm reaching movements, a wealth of neuroanatomical and neurophysiological evidence indicates that proximal (shoulder, elbow) and distal (wrist, forearm, hand) movements of the upper limbs are controlled differently. These proximal-distal differences appear to include, for example, patterns of agonist-antagonist muscle activity (55), the functions of monosynaptic and long loop reflexes (48, 49, 54, 61), directness of projections from the large pyramidal cells of the primary motor cortex (20, 46, 61), and influences of lesions of the pyramidal tract, somatic sensory cortex, and dorsal columns (26, 46, 74). Furthermore, although the importance of afferent information for the control of normal grasp and manipulation is unassailable (35, 47, 56, 74, 76), its significance in control of proximal multijoint arm movements is not as well defined and has been argued by some to be unimportant for rapid movements (30). The muscular and ligamentous linkages of the hand also present the nervous system with biomechanical characteristics different from those of the arm (43, 44, 67). In addition, the underlying dynamics of hand kinetic chains are quantitatively different from the arm, based on the low inertia of the former. Overall, these differences ultimately may reflect the vastly different functions of the hand and arm, particularly with the hand viewed as a generalized but sophisticated apparatus of prehension. Indeed, Tubiana (71) has suggested that, “. . . the hand gives the upper arm its importance and originality.” Intrinsic and extrinsic hand muscle functions have been studied for individual finger movements (12, 14,43,44, 50, 5 l), precision handling, power grip, and reaching-grasping functions (5, 13, 33, 52, 58, 64); however, the kinematics of the constituent actions and coordination among the digits have not been examined. In this context, the purpose of the present study was to characterize the kinematics of the thumb and index finger in a simple but natural movement, a rapid pinch. Of
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particular interest were I) the spatial and spatiotemporal relations among the constituent joint rotations and between the paths and trajectories of the tip of the thumb and index finger as well as 2) their relative degrees of variability in repetitions of this task. Thus, in contrast with recent studies of arm movements, the present study focused on the patterns of kinematic variation and regularity for repetitions of a single targeted action rather than examining movements to and from different positions in the work space. The movements were limited to flexion and extension of three joints: the interphalangeal joint of the thumb (TH), the proximal interphalangeal (PIP), and the metacarpophalangeal (MP) joints of the index finger. The trajectory of the fingertip was monitored along with angular position of these joints. METHODS



Subjects Subjectsincluded four adult humans (2 males, 2 females), all reporting a right-hand preference and ranging in age from 18 to 27 yr. Becauseanomalous connections between flexor pollicis longus of the
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thumb and flexor digitorum profundus of the fingers occur in 0.5% of the population (Zl), subjects were screenedfor independence of flexion of the TH from flexion of the index finger. All subjects were naive with regard to the purposes of these experiments. Apparatus Subjects were seated in a dental chair with the right forearm supported by a table surface set at the height of the xyphoid process.The hand and forearm were placed in intermediate pronosupination and held in a cast made of orthotic plastic that was shaped and padded to restrict thumb movement to flexion and extension of only the interphalangeal joint. The distal interphalangeal joint of the index finger was fixed with adhesive tape at a relaxed position of about 20° of flexion. Thumb flexion was not coplanar with that of the finger but was elevated about 15” relative to that of finger flexion. The starting positions of the TH and finger MP and PIP joints for each movement trial were set at relaxed flexion (-20”). At these start positions the thumb and finger pulps were separated by -4-7 cm, depending on the hand sizeof the subject. The movement starting points were indicated to subjects by a pointer for the thumb and by rigid stops for the proximal and distal phalanges of the index finger. Angular position of the PIP, MP, and TH joints were transduced in the plane of flexion-extension



FIG. 1. Line drawing of exoskeletal planar electrogoniometers used to transduce angular position of metacarpophalangeal (MP) and proximal interphalangeal (PIP) joints of the index finger. A third transducer (not shown) was used to transduce thumb interphalangeal joint (TH) angular position in one subject. Approximate positions of the light-emitting diode (LED) and force transducer on the finger are indicated.
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with planar electrogoniometers. As illustrated for MP and PIP in Fig. 1, each of these transducers was of exoskeletal linkage design. The linkages consisted of two parallelograms connected in seriesto drive miniature precision potentiometers (69). This particular design permits transduction of the rotation of the joint while following joint translation, thus eliminating potential artifact from the latter. A constant instantaneous axis of joint rotation is assumed with this design; both the PIP and MP joints have flexion-extension rotational axes that are constant to within 1 mm (19,77). The linkages were constructed of thin-walled aluminum tubing of small diameter (2.3 mm) and stainlesssteel shim stock (0.13-mm thick) with brass bushings supporting steel-wire pivot pins at each linkage joint. The flexible shim stock permitted limited abduction and adduction movements of the MP joint, which were not transduced. The transducers were mounted on the dorsal aspect of the hand with a combination of skin adhesive and tape on the saddles such that the transducer linkage spanned only the joint of interest allowing more distal joints (PIP) to be transduced independently of the proximal joints (MP). The linearity of these transducers was within 2.0% with a resolution of -OS’, asmeasured photographically with the transducer mounted on the hand (15). For three subjects,linear movement of the thumb was transduced instead of TH angular position. A lightweight steel band was fitted around the thumb at the level of the nail bed and connected, via a sector arm and wire, to a rotational variable displacement transducer at the spindle of a torque motor. The wire was approximately perpendicular to the longitudinal axis of the distal thumb phalanx when the joint was at O” flexion. Strain gauges bonded on the sector arm of the torque motor enabled transduction of a force nearly proportional (-t3%) to that acting on the thumb in the direction of the wire. This force signal was used in a feedback control circuit to maintain a constant force of 0.2 N on the thumb band during movement (1, 16). The sector arm of the torque motor was designed such that the linear translation of the wire was proportional to the rotation of the torque motor shaft. The two-dimensional trajectory of the fingertip was transduced by using an infrared photoelectric tracking system, based on a distributed photodiode of Schottky-barrier design. A light-emitting diode (LED) was attached to the side of the finger at the level of the pulp where finger-thumb contact was made. A conventional 50-mm camera lens system focused the light source onto the distributed photodetector, which was oriented parallel to the plane of finger movement. The photodetector and associated circuitry yielded two voltage signals proportional to the position of the LED in a two-dimensional rectangular coordinate system referenced to the fixed camera position. This optical system has
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a bandwidth of approximately DC-1 50 Hz and a resolution of X0.5 mm. Procedures Subjectswere trained to bring the pulpar surfaces of the thumb and index finger together rapidly in response to the onset of the fourth of four equally spacedtones. Contact force was transduced for both training and experimental trials using a miniature (3 mm diam) encapsulated force transducer attached to the pulp of the index finger. A specified contact force level (0.75-l .25 N peak) was used to provide a general goal for task performance and to aid in the training process. For training, a twochannel oscilloscopewas used to provide the subjects with information after each trial on the target and attained contact force levels. Subjects were instructed to monitor the sensation of contact and use the oscilloscopedisplay only asan after-the-fact validation of their sensationsfor productions of ontarget contact force. To further encourage learning of the sensation of contact, the oscilloscope was blanked on - 50% of the trials after -25 practice trials. After - 50- 100 training trials, subjects produced the contact force within the range specified with acceptably rapid movements toward contact. For one of the four subjects(subj,,t I), contact force was not transduced after the initial training period, thus providing finger-thumb kinematic data without the potential contamination of having a portion of the pulpar surface of the finger covered. After training, this subject was instructed to produce a brisk tap of the finger and thumb and to attempt to reproduce the sensation of the same contact force for each trial. Both qualitatively and quantitatively, the results from subject 1 were not different from those of the other three subjects. In particular, finger and thumb peak joint positions and angular velocities were no more variable than those of the other three subjects, as determined statistically (F tests of the ratios of the uncorrelated variances for individual subjects, cw= 0.05). After training each of the four subjectsproduced - 100 repetitions of the specified task. Data recording and analyses Following amplification, all signalswere digitized on-line at 800 samples s-l per channel (12-bit resolution) and stored on a Winchester 450 Mbyte disk via a Digital Equipment Corporation PDP-1 l/44 laboratory computer. The contact force and movement signals were digitally low-pass filtered in both the forward and reversedirections using a four-pole Butterworth filter design with a cutoff of 20 Hz. Instant angular and tangential velocitiesalso were obtained digitally by using three-point numerical differentiation. The thumb trajectory was computed based on the measured angular position and the length of the thumb from the interphalangeal creaseto the distal pulp. l
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In three subjects the angular position of the thumb was calculated from the linear movement of the wire at the level of the nail bed. This calculation assumed that I) during TH rotation the wire remaincd perpendicular to the line of the thumb when at O” flexion, and 2) the movement of the thumb was simple planar rotation. The first assumption is valid for the long wire-to-sector length that was used in this experiment. For the second assumption, besides the distal phalanx undergoing 5- 10” of pronation with flexion (36), the phalanx also translates
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slightly in the plane of flexion. These latter sources of error were not considered to IX significant for the present purposes. Measures of peak angular position for all joints were obtained at the time of peak contact force. RESULTS



Examples of finger and thumb tip paths; PIP, MP, and TH joint rotations, and pinch
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FIG. 2. Representative signals for a single trial from subject 4. A: upper 2 traces show 2-dimensional path of LED attached to the fingertip and 2dimensional thumb tip path derived from the TH position signal measured with the planar electrogoniometer (see METHODS). Roth paths are portrayed as occurring in the same plane: start positions are indicated by crosses; arrows indicate direction of movement toward contact. Spatial relation of finger path to thumb path is approximate. Remaining four traces: corresponding angular position signals from PIP, MP, and TH, and contact force signal, respectively. B: upper 2 traces, instantaneous tangential velocity (speed) profiles of finger and thumb trajectories (positive values assigned in the direction for contact). Three remaining signals, angular velocity profiles of PIP and MP, and interdigit speed profile, respectively. Lowest trace obtained by calculating vector difference of the instantaneous tangential velocity pro&s of the thumb and fingertip trajectories.
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force*from a typical trial are shown in Fig. 2A. All subjects showed several consistent patterns in these movements. As illustrated in Fig. 2A, the duration of the rapid pinch gesture was -90 ms, and subjects typically maintained the finger-thumb contact (as evidenced in the force trace) for an additional 100 ms. The paths of the distal thumb and finger pulps were curved slightly and smooth; e.g., there were no abrupt changes in the direction of the finger. The movements of the thumb and finger yielded a pinch force signal with a peak that was achieved at the peak angular position of the joints and likewise reflected no terminal corrections. Consistent with hand path trajectories for multijoint arm movements, the fingertip and thumb tangential velocities increased smoothly to single peaks (Fig. 2B). Likewise, the PIP and MP finger joints were characterized by a smoothly increasing angular velocity with a single peak. Finally, the net closing trajectory of the tip of the finger and thumb, which is the significant resultant motor output for this three-joint task, also manifests a single peak in its velocity profile (see Fig. 2B). This was calculated from the vector differences of the thumb and finger trajectories. This latter kinematic measure, the net result of the three-joint action studied, is analogous functionally to the hand trajectories described by Morass0 (57), Abend et al. (3), and others. In all subjects the magnitude of the constituent joint rotations varied from trial to trial. This variability is illustrated in Fig. 3 by a representative set of contact force, MP, PIP, and TH signals for multiple trials from su&~t 4. For all subjects the standard deviations of the PIP, MP, and TH joint peak angular positions averaged 4.3, 2.0, and 4.7”, respectively, and were similar across subjects. The ranges of peak angular position (difference between the minimum and maximum position) averaged across subjects were 20”, lo”, and 2 1 Ofor the PIP, MP, and TH joints, respectively. Likewise, across subjects the mean range of the finger path distance was 14 mm (28% of the total amplitude), and the standard deviation was 5 mm. The path of the thumb had a range of 13 mm or 93% of the total amplitude with a standard deviation of 2 mm. Of the total distance traveled by the thumb and finger (from the point of movement onset to contact onset), the average thumb contribution was
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FIG. 3. MP, PIP, and TH angular position signals along with contact force signals superimposed for 5 repetitions of the task from subject 4.



-2O%, and the average finger contribution was -80%. Although no instructions were given regarding relative speed or degree of thumb and fingertip movements, and despite the difference in the distances moved, the mean durations for thumb and fingertip movement were not different for three of the subjects (t tests, P 2 0.5) and varied by only 5 ms for the fourth subject. By contrast, the mean durations for MP and/or PIP joint movements were shorter than those of the TH or the fingertip path for all subjects (t tests, P < 0.05). The variability in the amplitude and duration of the individual joint movements is in striking contrast with the nearly equal durations of fingertip and thumb movements; these kinematic patterns appear to indicate that control of these individual joints is subordinate to the control of the combined multijoint action. The variability in the peak angular positions of the constituent finger and thumb joints at contact yielded corresponding variation in the thumb and fingertip positions in two-dimensional space. Figure 4A illustrates the variability of the spatial positions of the fingertip
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4. Top: positions of fingertip LED at thumb-finger contact (closed circles) and range of thumb tip positions at contact. Data in each panel are for all repetitions of the task by all subjects (S l-S4). Bottom: positions of the tip of the finger and thumb at contact and associated paths for 3 trials (a, b, c), illustrating the covariable relation of the finger and thumb paths and the divergence of finger paths. FIG.



(open circles)



LED (filled circles) and the corresponding range of thumb tip positions (along the thumb paths; open circles) at the time of contact for each subject. As illustrated in Fig. 4B, the fingertip moved from right to left to the indicated end-path positions, and the thumb tip moved from left to right along the indicated path. The distance between extreme end-path positions of the finger shown in Fig. 4A ranged from 9.0 to 11.5 mm across the four subjects, and the thumb range was from 10.0 to 12.5 mm. Whereas the thumb tip was constrained to follow an arc of constant radius, the finger paths diverged to the indicated end points. Significantly, as illustrated in Fig. 4B, finger-path variation was not random but was covariable with the position of the tip of the thumb in achieving contact. Specifically, for instances of relatively larger or smaller peak thumb flexions (e.g., points c and a, respectively), the distal thumb pulp was positioned on an arc closer to or farther away from the palm. In complementary fashion, the tip of the finger traveled



correspondingly different trajectories (paths a, As a result, the finger-path end points plotted in Fig. 4A show a prominent major axis oriented along the path described by the thumb tip. This reciprocal positioning of the thumb tip and fingertips at contact was confirmed by examining the relations among the constituent joint positions. As shown in Fig. 5, with variations in TH flexion, the thumb tip is positioned along an arc at varying distances from the MP joint; i.e., with smaller TH flexions, the distance (d, d’) from the MP joint to the thumb tip will be greater and vice versa. Based on the geometry of the two-joint finger, the distance from the fingertip to the MP joint can change in a like manner only with alterations in the angular position of the PIP joint. That is, changes limited to increased MP flexion in response to reduced TH flexion do not increase the finger length; MP flexion can only increase the rotation of the fingertip about the MP joint axis with a constant radius. The il6, and c) to follow the path of the thumb.
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FKS.5. Schematic representation of a 2-joint finger and 1-joint thumb illustrating that a covariable relation between the positioning of the thumb and finger path endpoints will be manifest as a direct relation between the angular positions of the TH and PIP joints at contact. Distance (d) from thumb tip to MP joint will change with different TH angular positions. For example, reductions in TH flexion (arrow) will increase d to d’. Distance from fingertip to MP joint can change only by changing PIP angular position, with d increasing with reductions in PIP (arrow). MP joint provides rotation to bring the finger tip into contact with the thumb, with, e.g., reduced PIP flexion requiring increased MP rotation (arrow).



lustration in Fig. 5 thus implies that reduced thumb flexion should cause a corresponding reduction in PIP flexion. As shown in Fig. 6, this direct relation between the PIP and TH
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joint angular positions at contact was observed in all four subjects including subject 4, whose range of TH movement variation was much less than that of the other subjects. These data support the interpretation that trial-to-trial variations in thumb and fingertip positions (illustrated in Fig. 4A) tended to be patterned reciprocally. The direct relations between the PIP and TH also suggest a reciprocal relation between the PIP and MP joint positions at contact. That is, reductions in both TH and PIP flexion would, in turn, require increased MP joint flexion to bring the more extended fingertip into contact with the thumb anywhere along its length. Reciprocal relations between the PIP and MP joint positions at contact were observed. The Pearson product moment correlations between the MP and PIP joint angular positions at contact were -0.698, -0.664, -0.688, and -0.863 for the four subjects. The functional significance of these MPPIP-TH tradeoffs can be explored schematically by examining the joint configurations and resultant thumb tip and fingertip positions
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FlG. 6. Angular positions of PIP joint at thumb-finger contact plotted against TH position for the 4 subjects (S lS4). Pearson product moment correlation coefficients (r) indicated in upper lep corner of each plot.
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FIG. 7. Schematic representation of &joint finger and l-joint thumb system illustrating how the observed relations among joint angular positions at contact act to yield more distal sites of contact and thus minimize variations in the point of finger contact on the thumb. A: configuration of joint angles for thumbfinger contact at the distal surfaces with a large peak flexion of the thumb. B: hypothetical configuration (solid lines) showing that point of contact would be away from the distal thumb surface for instances of small TH flexion if PIP remained the same as for A (dashed lines) even with MP flexion increasing. C: observed reciprocal action of MP and PIP joints for instances of small TH flexion; i.e., PIP is reduced (A; dashed lines) and accompanied by a reciprocal increase in MP (A; dashed lines).



FINGER



k



II II II



I I



MOVEMENTS



1415



at contact. Figure 7A illustrates a set of TH, PIP, and MP joint positions for thumb tipfingertip contact from subject4, representative of pinch trials observed with greater thumb flexion. Fig. 7B (solid lines) shows a hypothetical set of joint positions in which the TH rotation is reduced from that in Fig. 7A (dashed lines); the only finger joint adjustment portrayed in Fig. 7B is increased MP flexion (i.e., the fingertip paths in Fig. 7, A and B, are essentially the same with the exception of greater distance in Fig. 7B). With no change in PIP angular position, and thus no adjustment in the finger trajectory, the point of finger contact is more proximal on the thumb and thus closer to the interphalangeal crease. Indeed, as illustrated in Fig. 7B, with only increased MP flexion of the magnitude shown by these subjects, the tip of the finger often would be positioned beyond the limits imposed by the thumb surface. By contrast, Fig. 7C (solid lines) illustrates the results that were observed with reduced thumb flexion. Namely, although MP flexion is increased, the PIP joint flexion is reduced and the fingertip translates distally toward the thumb tip. As shown in Fig. 7C, this PIP-MP reciprocal adjustment yields contact between the finger and the thumb at a point nearer to their respective distal pulps. Thus, the system goal for this task was not simply to make contact between the
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50 MSEC FIG. 8. Finger and thumb tip speeds and corresponding contact force signal from subject 2. Dashed line indicates approximate onset of finger-thumb contact.
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1. Pearson product moment correlation coeficients for path distance and peak speed for fingertip and movement amplitude and peak velocity for TH, PIP, and MP for all four subjects TABLE



Subj. No.



Finger



TH



PIP



MP



n



1



0.592 0.632 0.876 0.805



0.75 1 0.7601 0.84 0.847



0.554 0.447 0.789 0.43 1



0.751 0.619 0.577 0.590



25 39 25 63



2 3 4



n, no. for which correlations were computed; TH, interphalangeal joint; PIP, proximal interphalangeal; MP, metacarpophalangeal.



finger and thumb but also to make contact in the region of their respective distal surfaces. To consider these patterns of multijoint covariability as indicative of an active control process is appealing; however, at least two altemative explanations are possible. These inelude control sloppiness allowed by the oppositional nature of the task (the finger and thumb serving as mutual mechanical stops) and/or obligatory biomechanical or muscular linkages among the finger joints. Inspection of the timing among these movement and force signals documents that the thumb-finger con-



tact force goal was not due to oppositional mechanical factors (saturation) but was the direct result of controlled digit movements. As shown in Fig. 8, contact of the thumb and finger, reflected in the onset of the pinch force, occurred during deceleration of the thumb and finger for all subjects. These data also indicate that contact force was not due to delaved corrective actions after contact. Indeed,- the instructions to the subjects to produce the force target via a single tap of the thumb and index finger were intended to achieve continuity between the movement and contact force production. In this vein, although the task goal may not have involved control of position per se, the objective may have been to achieve contact at a time associated with the appropriate net velocity of the thumb and finger. Additional observations indicating that the kinematic patterns observed are inherent components of an active control process are the relations between the magnitudes and velocities of the finger and thumb joint rotations. That is, the variations in movement amplitude were accompanied by proportional changes in peak velocity. Across subjects, the peak fingertip and thumb tip velocities averaged 11 8+2 1 (SD) and 2 1 t 6 cm/s, respectively. The peak joint angular velocities averaged 609 t
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FIG. 9. Plots of instantaneous angular velocity of MP joint vs. PIP velocity superimposed for repetitions of the task from the 4 subjects. Traces begin approximately at movement onset and end at time of peak contact force. Upper panels (S 1 and S2): dark arrows indicate movement direction for upper solid lines; open arrows indicate movement direction for upper dashed lines. Bottom panels (S3 and S4): all movement directions were the same, as indicated by



arrows.
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139 (SD) and 509 t 84”/s for the PIP and MP joints, respectively. The Pearson product moment correlation coefficients of the amplitude and peak velocities for the fingertip trajectories and the individual joint rotations for all subjects are summarized in Table 1. As is apparent, high positive correlations between peak amplitude and peak velocity were manifest regularly for the MP and PIP joint rotations, as well as for the finger and thumb trajectories. Note that the correlations in Table 1 were computed for each subject from a subset of all trials in which movement starting positions were highly consistent and, as such, amplitude variations were due solely to changes in the terminal positions of the joints. Thus, these latter data further indicate that the patterned variations in final position of the thumb and finger as well as their constituent joint rotations were intended at some level of movement production and not due solely to the oppositional requirements of the task. As noted, a second alternative to active control of distal digit contact is that the MP and PIP joints were constrained biomechanically to interact in a reciprocal manner. If such constraints were operating, one might expect that MP-PIP instantaneous joint velocities also would manifest consistent covariant properties during the course of movement. However, as illustrated in Fig. 9, the relation between the instantaneous angular velocities of MP and PIP rotation is not consistent, as has been reported in analyses of shoulder-elbow joint interactions (65). Indeed, in subjects 1 and 2, the trial-to-trial variations in the magnitude and timing relations of these PIP and MP velocity profiles yielded reversals in the directions of these loops, as shown (open vs. closed arrows). The data plotted for subjects 3 and 4 were from sequential trials, further. indicating the absence of stereotyped position coupling between the PIP and MP joints. DISCUSSION



The hand’s multiarticulate prehensile actions permit the acquisition or grasp of objects as well as active exploration, manipulation, and stabilization of those objects within the grasp. The present study, although limited to finger-thumb grasp movements at three of a possible 16 joints, provides some insights into the control of this specialized motor apparatus.
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To evaluate this control, consider initially those features that were constant, those that were varied, and the manner of those variations. Active control of invariant features of grasp The major consistent kinematic feature for these rapid finger-thumb grasping movements was a robust and seemingly natural preference for finger-thumb contact at the more distal surfaces of the two digits. Paradoxically, with the exception of the single-peaked shapes of the joint angle and digit trajectory velocity profiles, almost all of the other kinematic parameters varied considerably across trials, including the fingertip position in space at contact, the distances traveled by the finger and thumb, the specific finger trajectories, the peak finger and thumb tangential velocities, and the magnitude and peak velocity of individual joint rotations. The manner in which such seemingly paradoxical invariance and variability operate provides insight into motor planning and control of these hand movements. One explanation for the generation of acceptable thumb-finger contact force by variable finger and thumb movements is that these two components of the rapid pinch task were controlled independently. Contrary to this interpretation, evidence did not show either kinematic or contact force adjustments occurring after the time of contact. Moreover, the digit paths were characterized by a single peak in their tangential velocities. Even with a limited amount of training, subjects apparently were able to program these basic appositional movements and an acceptable contact force as a single smooth action. This observation implies that even several distinct subobjectives of a complex motor function can be unified to form a single, de novo gesture. Furthermore, although the force of contact presumably was related to the net speed of the two digits at the time of contact, the peak rates of the individual joint rotations varied. Despite these variations, there was evidence for temporal regulation in the generation of contact force: 1) fingerthumb contact occurred consistently from 20 to 30 ms after the peak velocities of both the finger and thumb trajectories, apparently reflecting prediction of the requisite time of contact; and 2) in any given trial the durations of the individual finger ioint rotations differed
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from the duration of the fingertip movement, although the durations of fingertip and the thumb tip movement were almost identical. Obviously, the durations of constituent MP and PIP joint movement were combined to yield a fingertip movement that was matched in duration to the movement of the thumb. Consideration of the manner in which the finger-thumb contact was made at the distal surfaces, despite variations in the constituent joints, also offers insight into the control of this task. As was shown, with natural trial-totrial variations in the magnitude of TH flexions, finger trajectories were adjusted in a complementary manner. These trajectory adjustments minimized variation of the site of fingertip contact on the thumb with apparent preference for a distal site of contact. The adjustments in finger trajectory were accomplished by reciprocal PIP and MP joint actions yielding the necessary combined rotation and translation of the fingertip. To fully interpret the significance of this pattern, it is important to ascertain that the observed reciprocal relation of peak MP-PIP angular position was under active control. One explanation is that the reduced PIP flexion and the increased MP flexion associated with reduced TH flexion were not independent but rather were due to muscle and link interaction torques acting simultaneously to flex the MP joint and to exert net extensor torques on the PIP joint. Indeed, polyarticulate muscle-tendon arrangements dominate the hand, and a muscle such as the volar interosseous may be situated to provide such reciprocal MP-PIP position coupling (73). However, for this grasp task, the instantaneous rotation rates of the MP and PIP joints were not codependent. This observation suggests that a source of additional net PIP extensor torque can be adjusted with some independence from MP flexion torques. Critically, the first lumbrical muscle, observed to be active for rapid pinch (Cole, unpublished observation) has been suggested to be capable of supplying extensor torque to the finger IP joints without increasing MP flexion torques over nearly the entire range of MP joint positions (70). By contrast, lumbrical electromyograms are conspicuously silent for digit flexion that does not require accurate positioning of the fingertip in the middle of the work space, viz.,
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for touching the finger to the palm (12, 5 1). Taken together, these considerations indicate that finger-thumb contact at the distal pulps may involve partly independent adjustments of MP and PIP angular positions. In rapid precision grasp, these adjustments apparently are implemented to compensate for natural variations in TH rotation. Preference for distal finger-thumb contact is consistent with the somatic sensory characteristics of the hand. That is, the distal digit pulps are more densely innervated than the remainder of the hand by mechanoreceptors that have small well-defined receptive fields (34). Similarly, in humans and in monkeys precision grasp is particularly dependent on the integrity of these sensory inputs (26, 35). In some respects, the finger-thumb kinematic adjustments underlying contact at the sensitive distal surfaces are analogous to eye and head movements directed at positioning the visual target on the fovea of the retina. In the present experiment, this res.ult is all the more remarkable inasmuch as subject instructions did not incorporate any indication as to where contact was to be made on the thumb. Although the magnitudes of the individual joint rotations and the finger and thumb paths varied considerably in the present experiment, it obviously would be inappropriate to suggest that these kinematic variables were not influenced by movement planning. In particular, across trials there was a consistent relation between the amplitudes of those movements and their peak velocities. This observation indicates that the observed variations in joint angles and finger paths were controlled, although at a level that was subordinate to the site of that contact. In general, movement velocity increases when subjects are instructed to move rapidly to targets of greater distances (17,24). These relations also have been observed for the path segments comprising curved trajectories in handwriting and arm reaching (23, 75) and for the oral movements of speech (38, 39,68). As in handwriting, speech movement amplitude variations are implicit inthe motor task. In the present study, variations in movement amplitude also were a natural aspect of the more general motor objective. The fact that velocity rather than movement duration increased in proportion to movement amplitude indicates a time-critical nature to the task, as
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indicated also from the timing of finger-thumb contact relative to peak digit velocities. These data, and those from other movements, suggest that positive correlations between velocity and amplitude may be a feature in the generation of many movements. Motor equivalence in hand kinematics The present data permit one to consider some characteristics of transforming a planned goal into the necessary joint torques. This transformation must account for the fundamental observation of motor equivalence in the present experiment; namely, a distal fingerthumb contact site that was achieved by variable actions at the individual joints. In essence, motor equivalence constitutes covariable patterning of the mechanical degrees of freedom that appear to be redundant in achievement of a particular goal. Motor systems with such apparent redundancies have been described as overcomplete (59) or overspecified (37). Although previous authors have identified these apparent redundancies as a potential complication (7, 72) or benefit (27, 37, 6) to motor control, motor equivalence has not been given much experimental attention (however, see Refs. 32, 4 1). The presumed value of exploiting such redundancies is that movement goals can be achieved nonstereotypically, and thus the control process may more easily accommodate changes in load, changes in muscle status (e.g., fatigue), or errors from any source that develop during the evolving movement (2, 22). One possible mechanism for implementing motor equivalence variations may involve use of afferent information to adjust the constituent movements of a multiarticulate action (1, 2). Recent studies have documented that thumb perturbations during rapid thumb-finger pinch actions (the task in this study) yield both autogenic and nonautogenic compensatory adjustments of the finger (20, 16). In these experiments, the kinematic responses of the finger were combined with those of the thumb to yield a three-degree of freedom compensation for the load disturbances of thumb movement, thus exploiting the system’s redundant degrees of freedom. Importantly, these compensations mirrored the motor equivalence patterns observed in the present study. Obviously, these data on sensorimotor
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contributions are not decisive; control processesoperating independent of peripheral afferent information may be a major contributor to motor equivalence adjustments. Aside from the underlying mechanisms, the observation that motor equivalence variation in multiarticulate movement control is a systematic phenomenon seemingly is inconsistent with recent control models derived from proximal arm studies (23, 57). That is, it is not clear how those recent models accommodate substantial and systematic motor equivalence variations. For example, trajectory specification may not greatly simplify the motor planning process if trajectories are adjusted systematically (as in the present study) in successful repetitions of the same motor task. A new trajectory or plan would have to be generated afresh for each iteration with taskrelated variations in the rules (23, 27). Alternative explanations for these variations have been brief and focused on the possibilities that I) there is variability or random error in translation of the motor plan into muscle activity (23, 37) or 2) there are differences in subject perception of the task or target (23). It has also been suggested that motor equivalence may reflect the learning process of trajectory formation rules (27); however, motor equivalence is not limited to unpracticed actions (32). The apparent inconsistencies between the data presented here and earlier studies may be related to differences between the proximal arm, the orofacial system, and the hand. The neurophysiological processes underlying control of these various muscle groups are different in many ways (48, 49, 54, 55, 61). Also, the motor task in the present experiment was different in several major respects from tasks studied in experiments on the proximal arm. In particular, the prespecified goal in the rapid pinch task did not involve a spatial target per se. The biomechanical constraints of grasp also differ from those of the proximal arm in that the finger and thumb are substantially decoupled during closing movements, precluding their interaction. Aside from the source of the apparent differences between the present observations and those on proximal arm movements, these considerations may suggest that the models derived from analyses of the proximal arm cannot be generalized to different systems and different tasks.
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Characteristics of motor planning Based on interpretations from kinematic investigations of arm movement (29, 57), the results from the present experiment suggest that contact of the finger and thumb at the distal surfaces is near the top of the motor planning hierarchy for this task. That is, the constituent movements of the grasp, each alone showing substantial variation, combined in a manner to minimize variation in the site of finger-thumb contact. The relatively more variable kinematic parameters would appear to be specified subordinately. Because the movements in the present experiment were initiated from a single position to targets in a somewhat restricted area of the thumb-finger work space, regularities in finger and thumb kinematics such as single-peaked velocity profiles are difficult to assess in relation to armreaching studies. Nevertheless, these data on digit kinematics provide other insights into the nature of the motor planning process. Regularities in hand trajectories for twojoint arm-reaching movements have been interpreted as indicative of movement planning in terms of the trajectories rather than the individual joint angles (3,6, 57). A spatial command language has been hypothesized involving mechanisms to transform spatial commands into the requisite joint torque and movement specifications (6) or to define a “virtual trajectory” of equilibrium points of the arm (11, 28). This hypothesized spatial coding and planning is consistent with theoretical suggestions by Bernstein (8) and Lashley (45). Although the results from this study support the arguments that joint angle rotations and muscle contractions are specified in a fashion that is subordinate to the resultant movement goals (6, 30, 57), they raise questions regarding the planning of movement in a spatial domain. That is, for repeated trials of the pinch task, variability was considerable in the final spatial positions of both the fingertip and thumb and, hence, also variability in the spatial location at which these two digits made contact. Obviously, these digit movements were not generated consistently in relation to a spatial reference within the hand or to any portion of the body. Based on this variability and the tendency for finger-thumb contact at the distal digit surfaces, one must



question whether spatial coding is functional as a basis for movement planning. One possibility is that the first level of motor planning is not restricted to any single motor domain (e.g., spatial, temporal, or spatialtemporal) but instead varies in a manner that is wholly task specific. At some level such task specificity almost certainly operates. It does not require experimental data to argue that the highest level of the motor planning hierarchy consists of an intention to accomplish a particular objective, at least for so-called voluntary movements. However, if this is the only level of the motor control hierarchy above the processes of motor execution, the insights for motor planning and the generality implicit in the suggestions of Bernstein (8) and Lashley (45) clearly are lost. A viable and still general alternative to spatial command codes or to variable task-dependent goals for motor planning may be in the sensory realm. Subjects in the present experiment consistently and naturally made finger-thumb contact on the distal somatic sensory surfaces without instructions to do so and independent of any consistent spatial reference. This contact, although varying significantly in the spatial coordinates at which it occurred, consistently excited a limited set of peripheral receptive fields. It thus seems reasonable to suggest that a more universal domain for the first level of motor planning is in terms of the multimodal sensory experience associated with successful accomplishment of intended motor tasks (cf. Refs. 4, 60). The planning of motor goals in terms of sensory consequences is fundamentally pragmatic and task specific and would appear to have the prerequisites for planning as well as learning almost all voluntary movements. To this point, for speech the planned motor goals are not absolute positions of the tongue, jaw, or lips or even stereotypic shapes of the oral-pharyngeal cavity, but particular acoustic patterns that correspond to auditory-perceptual categories of human speakers and listeners (42, 62). Similarly, in movements of the head and eyes, the significant goal is reception of light from an object on a sensitive region of the retina (63) in the same way as movements of the head and pinna in auditory localization are aimed at the reception of a difference in sound between the ears.
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Thus, in two-joint arm-reaching tasks, sensory-based motor planning would be in terms of the somatic sensory and visual correlates of the hand position in space, independent of the combination of joint rotations involved in achieving that position. Costanzo and Gardner (18) reported convergence of afferent input to somatic sensory cortex that reflects hand position independent of individual joint angles. Moreover, areas of posterior parietal cortex receive similar converging somatic sensory input and associated visual information (53). Motor planning in sensory terms also permits one to consider how observed adjustments among the constituent elements in a multiarticulate motor action are scaled appropriately in relation to the combined movement goal (2). Namely, within a time frame allotted by the speed of the action, sensory input from the
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evolving multijoint movement may be processed comparatively relative to the sensorybased motor plan; moment-to-moment adjustments then can be distributed among the available elements in an appropriate task-dependent fashion. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS



The authors express thanks to Deborah Hoffman for her assistance in the careful editing and processing of this manuscript. Gratitude is also expressed to our bioengineer Richard Konopacki for his technical assistance. This work was supported in part by National Institute of Neurological and Communicative Disorders and Stroke Grants NS- 16373 and NS- 13274 and National Institute of Child Health and Human Development Grant HD03352. Received 19 July 1985; accepted in final form 8 January 1986.



REFERENCES



1. ABE& J. H. AND GRACCO, V. L. Control of complex motor gestures: orofacial muscle responses to load perturbations of lip during speech. J. Neurophysiol. 5 1: 705-723, 1984. 2. ABES, J. H., GRACCO, V. L., AND COLE, K. J. Control of multimovement coordination: sensorimotor mechanisms in speech motor programming. J. 1Mot. Behav. 16: 195-23 1, 1984. 3. ABEND, W., BIZZI, E., AND MORASW, P. Human arm trajectory formation. Brain 105: 33 l-348, 1982. 4. ARBIB, M. A. Perceptual structures and distributed motor control. In: Handbook OfPhysiology. The Nervous System; Motor Control, edited by V. B. Brooks. Bethesda, MD: Am. Physiol. Sot., 198 1, Sect. 1, vol. II, pt 2, chpt 33, p. 1449-1480. 5. ARBIB, M. A., IBERALL, T., AND LYONS, D.Coordinated control programs for movements of the hand. In: Hand Function and the Neocrotex, edited by A. W. Goodwin and I. Darian-Smith. New York: Springer-Verlag, 1985, p. 11 l- 129. 6. AXE-SON, C. G. AND HOLLERBACH, J. M. Kinematic features of unrestrained vertical arm movements. J. Neurosci. 5: 23 18-2330, 1985. 7. BERNSTEIN, N. The Co-ordination and Regulation of Movements. Oxford, UK: Pergamon, 1967. 8. BERNSTEIN, N. The problem of the interrelation of coordination and localization. Arch. Biol. Sci. 38: 1559, 1935. 9. BISHOP, A. AND HARRISON, A. A demonstration of modular units in motor programming. J. Human Movement Studies 3: 99-109, 1977. 10. Brm,E., ACCORNERO, N.,CHAPPLE, W., AND HoGAN, N. Posture control and trajectory formation during arm movement. J. Neurosci. 4: 2738-2744, 1984. 11. BIZZI, E., CHAPPLE, W., AND HOGAN, N. Mechanical properties of muscles: implications for motor control. Trends Neurosci. 5: 395-398. 1982.



12. BOIVIN,G.,



E., LANDSMEER, J.M., C. Electromyographic kinesiology of the hand: muscles driving the index finger. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 50: 17-26, 1969. 13. BRANDELL, B. R. An electromyographic-cinematographic study of the muscles of the index finger. Arch. Phys. Med. Rehabil. 5 1: 278-285, 1970. 14. CLOSE, J. R. AND KIDD, C. C. The functions of the muscles of the thumb, the index, and long fingers. J. Bone Jt. Surg. Am. Vol. 5lA: 1601-1620, 1969. 15. COLE, K. J. Interaction ofAutogenic and Nonautogenic Sensorimotor Mechanisms in the Control of Multiarticulate Hand Movements (PhD dissertation). Madison, WI: Univ. of Wisconsin, 1984. 16. COLE, K. J., GRACCO, V. L., AND ABBS, J. H. Autogenie and nonautogenic sensorimotor actions in the control of multiarticulate hand movements. Exp. Brain Res. 56: 582-585, 1984. 17. COOKE, J. D. The organization of simple, skilled movements. In: Tutorials in Motor Behavior, edited by G. E. Stelmach and J. Requin. Amsterdam: NorthHolland, 1980, p. 199-2 12. 18. COSTANZO, R. M. AND GARDNER, E. P. Multiplejoint neurons in somatosensory cortex of awake monkeys. Brain Res. 2 14: 32 l-333, 198 1. 19. DUBOUSSET, J. F. The digital joints. In: The Hand, edited by R. Tubiana. Philadelphia, PA: Saunders, 1981 vol. 1, p. 91-201. 20. EVARTS, E. V. Role of motor cortex in voluntary movements in primates. In: Handbook of Physiology. The Nervous System; Motor Control, edited by V. B. Brooks. Bethesda, MD: Am. Physiol. Sot., 198 1, sect. 2, vol. II, pt. 2, chpt. 23, p. 1083- 1120. 2 1. FAHRER, M. Interdependent and independent actions of the fingers. In: The Hand, edited by R. Tubiana. Philadelphia, PA: Saunders, 198 1, vol. 1, p. 399-403. 22. FENTRESS, J. C. The development of coordination. J. Mot. Behav. 16: 99-l 34, 1984. AND LONG,



WADWORTH,G.



1422



K. J. COLE AND J. H. ABBS



T. AND HOGAN, K. N. The coordination of arm movements: an experimentally confirmed mathematical model. J. Neurosci. 5: 1688- 1703, 1985. 24. FREUND, H. J. AND BODINGEN, H. S. The relationship between speed and amplitude of the fastest voluntary contractions of human arm muscles. Exp. Brain Res. 31: I-12, 1978. 25. GEORGOPOULOS, A. P., KALASKA, J. F., AND MASSEY, J. T. Spatial trajectories and reaction times of aimed movements: effects of practice, uncertainty, and change in target location. J. Neurophysiol. 46: 72523. FLASH,



743, 26.



28. 29. 30.



31.



O., TANAKA, M., SAKAMOTO, M., AND Y. Deficits in manipulative behaviors induced by local injections of muscimol in the first somatosensory cortex of the conscious monkey. Brain



HIKOSAKA, IWAMURA,



1985.



G. Some computational solutions to Bernstein’s problems. In: Human Motor Actions- Bernstein Reassessed, edited by H. T. A. Whiting. Amsterdam: Elsevier/North-Holland, 1984, p. 4 13-438. HOGAN, N. The mechanics of multi-joint posture and movement control. Biol. Cybern. 52: 3 15-33 1, 1985. HOLLERBACH, J. M. Computers, brains and the control of movement. Trends Neurosci. 5: 189- 192, 1982. HOLLERBACH, J. M. AND FLASH, T. Dynamic interactions between limb segments during planar arm movement. Biol. Cybern. 44: 67-77, 1982. HOLLERBACH, J. M., MOORE, S. P., AND ATKESON, C. G. Generalized joint interpolation explains straight and curved arm movements. Sot. Neurosci. Abstr. 11: HINTON,



239,1985. 32. HUGHES,



0. M. AND ABBS, J. H. Labial-mandibular coordination in the production of speech: implications for the operation of motor equivalence. Phonetica 33:



199-221, 1976. 33. JEANNEROD, M. The timing of natural movements. J. Mot. Behav. 16: 235-254, 34. JOHANSSON, R. S. AND VALLBO, A. B.



prehension 1984. Tactile sensibility in the human hand: relative and absolute densities of four types of mechanoreceptor units in glabrous skin. J. Physiol. Lond. 286: 283-300, 1979. 35. JOHANSSON. R. S. AND WESTLING, G. Roles of glabrous skin receptors and sensorimotor memory in automatic control of precision grip when lifting rougher or more slippery objects. Exp. Brain Res. 56: 550564,1984. 36.



I. A. Biomechanics of the interphalangeal joint of the thumb. In: The Hand, edited by R. Tubiana. Philadelphia, PA: Saunders, 198 1, vol. 1, p. 377KAPANDJI,



388. 37. KEELE, Handbook Control,



S. W. Behavioral analysis of movement. In:



qf Physiology.



The Nervous



System.



Motor



edited by V. B. Brooks. Bethesda, MD: Am. Physiol. Sot., 198 1, sect. 1, vol. II, pt. 2, chapt. 3 1, p. 1391-1414. 38. KELSO, J. A. S., VATIKIOTIS-BATESON, S., SALTZMAN, S., AND KAY, B. A qualitative analysis of reiterant speech production: phase portraits, kinematics, and dynamic modeling. J. Acoust. Sot. Am. 77: 266-280, 1985.



R. D. AND MOLL, K. Cinefluorographic analyses of selected lingual consonants. J. Speech Hear. Res. 15: 453-473, 1972. 40. Kors. Y. M. AND SYROVEGIN, A. M. Fixed set of 39.



KENT,



Neurosci. 42.



2: 399-408,



LADEFOGED, PAPCUN, G.



1982.



P., DECLARK, J., LINDAU, M., AND An auditory-motor theory of speech pro-



duction. UCLA



Working



Papers



Phonetics



22: 48-



75, 1972. 43.



1981.



Res. 325: 375-380, 27.



variants of interactions of the muscles of two joints used in the execution of simple voluntary movements. Bio3zika 11: 1061-1066. 1966. 41. LACQUANITI, F. AND SOECHTING, J. F. Coordination of arm and wrist motion during a reaching task. J.



LANDSMEER, J. M. F. The coordination of finger-joint motions. J. Bone J. Surg. Am. Vol. 45A: 1654- 1662,



1963.



J. M. F. AND LONG, C. The mechanism of finger control, based on electromyograms and location analysis. Acta Anat. 60: 330-347, 1965. 45. LASHLEY. K. S. The problem of serial order in behavior. In: Cerebral Mechanisms in Behavior. The Hixon Symposium, edited by L. A. Jeffress.New York: Wiley, 195 1. 46. LAWRENCE, D. G. AND KUYPERS, H. The functional organization of the motor system in the monkey: the effects of bilateral pyramidal lesions. Brain 9 1: 1- 14, 1968. 47. LEMON, R. N. Variety of functional organization within the monkey motor cortex. J. Physiol. Lond. 44.



LANDSMEER,



311:521-540,1981.



F. A., TATTON, W. G., AND TAXER, R. R. The effect of cortical lesions on the electromyographic response to joint displacement in the squirrel monkey forelimb. J. Neurosci. 3: 795-805, 1983a. 49. LENZ, F. A., TATTON, W. G., AND TASKER, R. R. Electromyographic response to displacement of different forelimb joints in the squirrel monkey. J. Neurosci. 3: 783-794, 1983b. 50, LONG, C. Intrinsic-extrinsic muscle control of the fingers. J. Bone Jt. Surg. Am. Vol. 50A: 973-984, 1968. 51. LONG, C. AND BROWN, M. E. Electromyographic kinesiology of the hand. III. Lumbricalis and flexor digitorum profundus to the long finger. Arch. Phys. Med. 48.



LENZ,



Rehabil. 52. LONG,



43: 450-460,



1962.



C., CONRAD, P. W., HALL, E. A., AND FURLER, S. L. Intrinsic-extrinsic muscle control of the hand in power grip and precision handling. J. Bone Jt. Surg. Am. Vol. 52A: 853-867, 1970. 53. LYNCH, J. C. The functional organization of posterior parietal association cortex. Behav. Brain Sci. 3: 485534,198O. 54. MARSDEN,



C. D., MERTON, P. A., AND MORTON, H. B. Long-latency automatic responses to muscle stretch in man: origin and function. In: Motor Control Mechanisms in Health and Disease, edited by J. E. Desmedt. New York: Raven, 1983, p. 509-539. 55 MEINCK, H. M., BENECKE, R., MEYER, W., HOHNE, J., AND CONRAD, B. Human ballistic finger flexion: uncoupling of the three-burst pattern. Exp. Brain Res. 55:127-133,1984. 56. MOBERG, S. The



role of cutaneous afferents in position sense, kinesthesia and motor function of the hand. Brain



106: 1-19,



1983.



P. Spatial control of movements. Exp. Brain Res. 42: 223-527, 198 1. 58. MUIR, R. B. Small hand muscles in precision grip: a corticospinal prerogative? In: Hand Function and the



57.



MORASSO,



COORDINATION



OF DIGIT



Neocortex, edited by A. W. Goodwin and I. DarianSmith. Berlin: Springer-Verlag, 1985, p. 155- 174. 59. PELLIONISZ, A. J. Tensorial brain theory in cerebellar modelling. In: Cerebellar Functions, edited by J. R. Bloedel, J. Dichgans, and W. Precht. Berlin: SpringerVerlag, 1985, p. 201-229. 60. PELLIONISZ, A. J. AND LLINAS, R. Space-time rep resentation in the brain. The cerebellum as a predictive space-time metric tensor. Neuroscience 7: 2949-2970, 1982. 61. PHILLIPS, C. G. AND PORTER, R. Corticospinal Neurones: Their Role in Movement. London: Academic, 1977. 62. RIORDAN, C. J. Control of vocal-tract length in speech. .J. Acoust. Sot. Am. 62: 998-1002, 1977. 63. ROBINSON, D. A. Control of eye movements. In: Handbook of Physiology. The Nervous System. Motor Control, edited by V. B. Brooks. Bethesda, MD: Am. Physiol. Sot., 198 1, sect. 1, vol. II, pt 2, chapt. 28, p. 1275-1320. 64. SMITH, A. M., FRYSINGER, R. C., AND BOURBONNAIS, D. Interaction between motor commands and somatosensory afferents in the contol of prehension. In: Motor Control Mechanisms in Health and Disease, edited by J. E. Desmedt. New York: Raven, 1983,39: 373-385. 65. S~ECHTING, J. F. AND LACQUANITI, F. Invariant characterisics of a pointing movement in man. J. Neurosci. 1: 7 10-720, 198 1. 66. S~ECHTING, J. F. AND LACQUANITI, F. Modification of trajectory of a pointing movement in response to a change in target location. J. Neurophysiol. 49: 548564. 1983. 67. STACK, A. G. Muscle function in the fingers. J. Bone Jt. Sura. Br. Vol. 44B: 899-909. 1962.



MOVEMENTS



1423



68. SUSSMAN, H. M., MACNEILAGE, P. F., AND HANSON, R. J. Labial and mandibular dynamics during the production of bilabial consonants: preliminary observations. J. Speech Hear. Res. 16: 397-420, 1973. 69. THOMAS, D. H. AND LONG, C. An electrogoniometer for the finger: a kinesiologic tracking device. Am. J. Med. Electron. 96- 100, 1964. 70. THOMAS, D. H., LONG, C., AND LANDSMEER, J. M. F. Biomechanical considerations of lumbricals behavior in the human finger. J. Biomech. 1: 107115, 1968. 71. TUBIANA, R. Architecture and functions of the hand. In: The Hand, edited by R. Tubiana. Philadelphia, PA: Saunders, 198 1, vol. 1, p. 19-93. 72. TURVEY, M. T., SHAW, R. E., AND MACE, W. Issues in the theory of action: degrees of freedom, coordinative structures and coalitions. In: Attention and Performance VII, edited by J. Requin. Hillsdale, NJ: Lawrence-Erlbaum, 1978, p. 557-598. 73 VALENTIN, P. The interossei and the lumbricals. In: The Hand, edited by R. Tubiana. Philadelphia, PA: Saunders, I98 I, vol. 1, p. 244-254. 74, VIERCK, C. J. Interpretations of the sensory and motor consequences of dorsal column lesions. In: Active Touch, edited by G. Gordon. Oxford, UK: Pergamon, 1978, p. 139-159. 75. VIVIANI, P. AND TERZUOLO, C. Trajectory determines movement dynamics. Neuroscience 7: 43 l-437, 1982. 76. WESTLING, G. AND JOHANSSON, R. S. Factors influencing the force of control during precision grip. Exp. Brain Res. 53: 277-284, 1984. 77. YOUM, Y ., GILLESPIE, T. E., FLATT, A. E., AND SPRAGUE, B. L. Kinematic investigation of normal MCP ioint. J. Biomech. 11: 109-l 18. 1978.



























des documents recommandant







[image: alt]





Coordination of Three-Joint Digit Movements for 

perception of the task or target (23). It has also been suggested that ..... PHILLIPS, C. G. AND PORTER, R. Corticospinal Neu- rones: Their Role in Movement.










 


[image: alt]





The Coordination of Arm Movements: An 

Abstract. This paper presents studies of the coordination of volun- tary human arm movements. A mathematical model is for- mulated which is shown to predict ...










 


[image: alt]





The Coordination of Arm Movements: An 

While this method explicitly plans end- effector trajectories and assures that the end point will stay within the workspace, it does not guarantee low values of jerk.










 


[image: alt]





The coordination of eye, head, and arm movements ... - Springer Link 

Summary. The time of occurrence of eye, head, and arm movements directed at the same visual target was measured in five human subjects. The latency of.










 


[image: alt]





Strategies for the control of voluntary movements 

Keywords: electromyogram; models; motor control; movement strategies; ..... max t 










 


[image: alt]





Strategies for the control of voluntary movements 

ments, the abrupt jumps from one fixation point to another, are by far the most ...... (1980) Response to sudden torques about ankle in man. Ill: Suppression of.










 


[image: alt]





N-th digit computation 

The basic idea depends on the following easy result : The N + n-th .... The first progress in this direction is due to Simon Plouffe in 1997, who found an algorithm ...










 


[image: alt]





Digit UL - D3R 

4 dÃ©c. 2013 - For installation on the left side of the bed. Pour installation du cÃ´tÃ© gauche du lit. For installation on the right side of the bed. Pour installation du ...










 


[image: alt]





Digit UL - YLighting 

4 déc. 2013 - CONSULT A QUALIFIED ELECTRICIAN TO ENSURE CORRECT BRANCH CIRCUIT CONDUCTOR. CE PRODUIT DOIT ÊTRE INSTALLÉ ...










 


[image: alt]





Digit UL - D3R 

4 dÃ©c. 2013 - For installation on the left side of the bed. Pour installation du cÃ´tÃ© gauche du lit. For installation on the right side of the bed. Pour installation du ...










 


[image: alt]





Binocular advantage for prehension movements 

Nov 28, 2014 - Fifteen adults reached and grasped for a cylindrical peg while eye movements and ... two separate mechanisms: binocular summation (i.e., the sim- .... Randot SO-002 test, and all participants had stereoacutiy of â‰¤50 s of arc.










 


[image: alt]





Binocular advantage for prehension movements 

Nov 28, 2014 - Nevertheless, in visually-normal adults monocular input provides sufficient information to engage in online control to correct the initial errors in ...










 


[image: alt]





Coordination 

now use coordinators borrowed from prestige languages such as Spanish, ...... me immediately, we would say that the clause if you see Pat is subordinate (to ...










 


[image: alt]





Brain Circuits for the Internal Monitoring of Movements 

Apr 2, 2008 - Top downloaded articles ... the guard can quickly recenter the camera by ... cause little circuit-level data exist, and we do ...... 160:339â€“61.










 


[image: alt]





Cortical networks for control of voluntary arm movements under 

discharges from area 4 and feedback from muscle spindles. Posterior ..... simplicity, the position ranges from 0 to 1, with 1 the maximally ..... can be used to compare the relative onset times in the different neural cell types and model elements.










 


[image: alt]





Coordination of MAVs and UGVs for Information-theoretic Urban 

â€�Coordination of MAVs and UGVs for Information-theoretic Urban ... compass to identify its global state, a camera to detect a target and a wireless module.










 


[image: alt]





Physical principles for economies of skilled movements - Research 

must everywhere be less than U in magnitude. It should be apparent ... If T is fixed,. 2 The slope may go to zero more than once, but may change sign only once.










 


[image: alt]





MC14553B 3-Digit BCD Counter 

Digit select outputs provide display control. All outputs are .... 4.0. Vdc. â€œ1â€� Level. (VO = 0.5 or 4.5 Vdc). (VO = 1.0 or 9.0 Vdc). (VO = 1.5 or 13.5 Vdc). VIH. 5.0. 10.










 


[image: alt]





MC14553B 3-Digit BCD Counter 

YY, Y. = Year. WW, W = Work Week. Device. Package. Shipping. ORDERING ... Reset. Clock. Disable. LE. Outputs. 0. 0. 0. No Change. 0. 0. 0. Advance. 0. X. 1.










 


[image: alt]





Coordination and Inhomogeneous Activation of 

1. In this study we have recorded the activ- ity of motor units of the important ... flexor muscles under varying conditions ( 1,7, ...... Basel, Karger, 198 1, vol. 9, p.










 


[image: alt]





Perceptual basis of bimanual coordination 

Nov 1, 2001 - index (I) and middle (M) fingers of both hands and taps on the table with the .... confirm the reported results the data were entered into a 2 Â´ 2 Â´ 4.










 


[image: alt]





Coordination and Inhomogeneous Activation of 

T. S., ALMDALE,. D. P.J., LEWIS,. J. L.,. AND RYMER,. W. Z. Characteristics of synergistic re- lations during isometric contractions of human el- bow muscles.










 


[image: alt]





Coordination 

'In which love potion, in which wine, in which herbal tea .... book this or that you.like. 'Do you like this book or that one?' As I noted above, the pattern co-A B is ...










 


[image: alt]





performance of simultaneous movements in 

212(38). 246(48). 194 (7). 221 (29)*. MTfl. (ms). 638(116). 498 (59). 468 (40). 889 (253). 436 (41). 422 (74). 750 (90). 486 (92). 542 (31). 449 (88). 557 (154)*+.










 














×
Report Coordination of Three-Joint Digit Movements for





Your name




Email




Reason
-Select Reason-
Pornographic
Defamatory
Illegal/Unlawful
Spam
Other Terms Of Service Violation
File a copyright complaint





Description















Close
Save changes















×
Signe






Email




Mot de passe







 Se souvenir de moi

Vous avez oublié votre mot de passe?




Signe




 Connexion avec Facebook












 

Information

	A propos de nous
	Règles de confidentialité
	TERMES ET CONDITIONS
	AIDE
	DROIT D'AUTEUR
	CONTACT
	Cookie Policy





Droit d'auteur © 2024 P.PDFHALL.COM. Tous droits réservés.








MON COMPTE



	
Ajouter le document

	
de gestion des documents

	
Ajouter le document

	
Signe









BULLETIN



















Follow us

	

Facebook


	

Twitter



















Our partners will collect data and use cookies for ad personalization and measurement. Learn how we and our ad partner Google, collect and use data. Agree & Close



