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An Ergonomic Product Design Evaluation Method
Using Motion Analysis

+ EYFAAE 4G
o w47

Abstract

T2 AL o] & AF AA HrleE AF AFEAl
ZHA R s2e] WS Hrtste] AE AA A
A e AAseE 988 st 2 dAFedAE
T2 S ol &3t AlFel digh AAzE R A
& A F 52E AgHor FAs AF A
ZpA B s Bl A Sk AlES Erkete W
HE skl A2l AAARL olslE #g A
&7} interface A1 AF A B £4, AF
AHE A B4 A, AR 54 34, AHS 8
54 #AMew FAHY, AFE A & 4

g protocol H, 52 A system A, FHH,

A A dde] RS I A" AlE

A EF7Ee 93l AdzEE AFE AFE A 2

Ao sofata 4A AF AHg AA

S S WE ot s o J
>
mlo

a5} W B om, Ay AA it
£3 BTl B = AE HAES Hrlsia
A okeks mZsted 88 AMEE oA
o7 7lyg}

1. A&

#el Hol FAHI AFES AMESIE 74 9]
needs7} ThFSIEAA AFo] AE- *é(usablllt}’)q] o
g Aol Frksta vk sk, JEEFAL, A
F 5 21770 F5e digh ‘5]_-’2}%
o ¥ Q] dUig A% A3RE HW AEF9
dE8Rl T AHEAC] 15%E F8sHA 1HH
ATHE2A 3} Hgat, 2001). whebA, #1Ee] AL
d S S 1E AFe AAE AR
7] 91k A7 Hesith
AF] A S flaEl A7e] BA A
Ae AF A JMO}L A7E AT 9
th, AREAFE] A —«ﬂ—l— Hetgk AR 2A9F 52
S ARHOE AF AAd wgst= AdTE vE
= Nelson et al.(2000)3} Treaster and Marras
(2000)-4 - keyboard A}-8A] &9 M| H F=
= 4 O}Oﬂ O}, o] AAzEE AF AFE A
2 s&e] gk el A FRth E3F, Nyberg
and Kempic(2006)2] 4§ = /‘1]‘5]'7]4 ALgA 7
As S =9 A8 FC'L"] MAS] A z~e]E

al
&
o

o)
(o Jlm

a A 2 b AR F
g7]o AbgA A1

WAl e AFe] S AAsHE A A
W EAe Adon BAsta AA A A8 A
A BA w BAste] %S P B
2 Jwslnh ol% Sld 3R Fa B4 Axg
[e) = [e]

S olgsle] Hale] FAL ST & e S
Algratg om, A2 e AF ALE AM B A
S AFHoR Qo PG A =@
AA AFE AL A 2D A A B9e 5
Aw AAE Hrtshe %-—g Al AL mpA]EE o
2 HAA7] AA EA 417}011 xﬂlsﬂ _u;_g)\-;]_.

2. AF AA 97 =2

AE AHEAl 2 BAS B3 Qb
AA FHIVE Fds7] f8 AE AA @
st F iy 2 FHF). AFEAF interface
gog Al g Aoz olssty] Hg ©A
AA B4 B4, AE A Y 54

1%
8 N

O
™

oA
g 2
rlo o =M

24, AF

T,‘:_L/}j]’ A].B.z}. E/ﬂ _‘?_/}j]’ }\].%_ 921-7:1 E/K—] H/\"Oi
A=) Xﬂ—ﬁ /\]-“‘l T2 B4 *]-*‘lx} interface

A data® E83HA EH AFE] ARE 2A A

42 %X—}—Eﬁ@' A¥Ss T3 Hristn -Er’ﬁlﬁh‘f
A2 A, AF protocol, &2F A system, A
4, 444 FAow ?L"“?l‘jr. 4 B4 e B3



Q
o
>
e
3]
Jon
tol

2006 FAHs=0H3 =28

,_l A EAL interface 24

~
HZE 23 S8 24 HIE AR & S48 &4 AREAISY 24 AR B EM 24
s HE T 2474 + HIE AE activity T2 D P s o AFE T EAL
CHIZE 2 242N - Activity 28 component - AISE FE 2y < AFE T 2N
CHIE ME 24 =HAA =
+ HIZ LA trend 24 « Activity grouping
- HIE ALE 22 24
~ J
= =
NE M8 S5 24
A8 protocol =2 74 system HopN 2
<o 8 0 et M E « Marker 3] C AHEAHE HIE AR AR S S 2
- 2E =2A 2= - Marker == AH WS ALE A H SE0 A A2
- A Ha HE - Marker 22 2|5 HE AMS AHH L SEH| D 24
cdE task U HEF - Camera 2 AR oA
CAIS] A Ol AP . WES
== =AM /\\__ 27 Camera HT e ——
- 28 control AR Z2E - Camera 27| e
+ Sampling rate

(/

a9 2 54 BAS B AE A 97 2

AE A B7 mee] 7k dAle] tigk A A
o9 ga] A glojAe Heo

A A 71ese] 9l

3. A=A} interface £

3.1 AF AA 54 4

AFe] AA 540 g olsiE & AT
Ak AA 84, A trendE EATIT AES
component™d 2 A8t A7), A, FH, N
o] A7 QAES matrixE ©|&3to] AET} #HHH
AA 8AE Fopdty, 19 32 HAV] 74
component®] TH A QAE matrixE F3] A7
Koz zholgi= dojt}, detd dA 84AES 7
To®E F45 F¢ Ad 2AE FIPsta dA
AA trendE FFeTE 19 45 A4V A7), F
A, Fefel dig Ald E45 53 AA trendE

i M| O A
componentd| "% | =2 | = [ 2o | e
2 51l (overa)) G ———(—) o
o o o
o) [6) o
o [e)
5 0
o o
i © [e)
AA 84 A4S 9% matrix

267 % 335 1 200
4.3 ka

ERINEYIE=NTN]
|

=

32 AF AHE AY 54 A
AFE AR A 54E olslsky] A8l Al AR
activity -4, activity™ ¥ component E TH Al
A F91 &4, activity grouping, A% AlE 8% i
S sttt AlF AFEAF manual, brainstorming,
A TS T AF ALE activitys: HA8
W, activity' B2 #HHHE A E 2] componente} A-E-E
MA B9 E ST dE Eol, 3 12 A&

¥ component2} T AlA] F-9

%1 A7) A 54 B
e
ivity 25 . oE MA 2
Al component A 51
P | ]
o= s B e b e el
S &0
_ =3 A A9
T A = on = == =T sy
& 2700|, o ]
se | 25T A my
A2 brush
B | 3N FHel | E plug, B8 | AR

o ARe QAASH AR .
FGI(focus group interview)E &3 AF&x}9] A,
A%, &5 FF, AF BT AME Az
W, S4& &3 7, £4], &5
AASAH BEE FA % dF 59, F47]9 A
T 30~50t] o4 FRIF FE ARE S

\4

B4l 25 X U=F

7zt 249 37,

sheb e},
A, BHE 2T

2 'y B (o2 34 AME 874 54 24
AEl 02 AE B9 54 w48 98 AF A
& BrE xASL BA9n g3 A% AE

o 1-= .§_].—
s ZAFSH7] 98] AE, FGI, A% manual &




Q
o
>

e

3]

Jon

tol

2006 FAHs=0H3 =28

A1, brainstorming < YA AL FAE Tt
gk AE AR A B EAA A AE A
€ &% &4 datas ZEsto] oI AFES T
AHE FAaE Teket & i ZY], FE, 1 5
4 TS B4 AV A FARE FAEA
o] 2™ AAI Wy, Vb ohd], EAE F
o= oty

4. AF AHE 7 24

4.1 A3E protocol
o AEel digk ARE AA R FEE A
3l AFEAF interface A AdE &
protocolS FHITh Al AH 4 ARE F
o Ag o] gids AAsE, FAHE T8 A
Faot FASHA Ad B34S FESH. AE AA
A ARE F3 92 datast AF A A
9 T2 BAS st S5Huse FE5ES
AAZ AF AR activity?} AFE HIEES A
} 8 activityE st AF Ao g
task® WEETE ol AFol digk Adxwe Ab
& AA 2 T2 A AE AR A 2 TR
vl 24317 Y8 taskE  AES AA AFESHA|
B2 FH A AREATE A7 el AA~ga AL
gk AR AA B TS TSl tasket AA AE
S AgotE task® EFSCE AE A 5HS
aEste] A8 Al A5 AAS D AY 53
Al Ak Ak 2o Fo A HER V]
=3 Erk
a7 AREAl A RS BUkshr] flE AE
protocols 3Gtk AE A= 30~509] o
A FRE ARsa Ad B34S Fas &8st

of A W wubtha fAES 2SI P

in

7] AAE mYusE Adsigdon Ade wd
Zwel WEE F& Wz sk 44 Pa
B4 242 A9 A $FA 2 B4, 2

1=}
RG]
5

F ol Aa oA, Y9 ol Aa TAe 3714
tasks AASGIL AT Adete AdAga
oA Ha TAS FHIbE Az A

52 taskel AA HA7] AVE FF task® w5F5)
Pk 5 Fx). A A taskel Wb 20%,
3022 WA E 1 A¥ 4= EF randomization
stk A3 T AHid dole A¥ Hoxrt A
rafshe Aad doj= x4 ThestEs 5833

S WEEkH ZxsE Ay Hdxie 49
control 3} 91 t}.

l

=

M2 53t

RolAp A =5
Hixla) wakmst WA S5t
H/%ols Ha 52
2 08 Ha 5%

Aln) ij_ll\_j AER =Xt
Rixie| wade g 1
H/% 015 Ha £

Y% 0|5 Hx S5

a3 5 AN HA 573 task BF

42 53 4 system
AF] A A R T BAS 9 53 4
systems &3tk A3 protocoldl Al A EH  tasks

2 sty ##H F2 A RS EAsin
reflective marker®] 7], 7R, & 9% % camera

THe 5 AAFT Tasks FHA] T2

HolE 1 3to] cameraZs WiX|SFaL 2o L&
T3}t camera® sampling rateE 274 3t}

AX A 52 B9S2 98] reflective marker set
I} Motion AnalysisA}2] Falcon 240 cameraZ A}-8-5}
gt A F2AE 54357 Hd 8mm WM=EIL F
Z% camera 5HES viX3}9 2™, 25mm marker set
28 F&Estod(ad 6 #Fx) FA #Ho] Af{f=
(Greene and Heckman, 1994) 2t=38}a & 29 &
o]  Asled A FHIEAE AL
Sampling ratet™= 60HzZ IA43}IRI, SAHEH T2
data®] A3 2 A& 23] Motion AnalysisA}oll A
-3k EVaRT 4.29} SI softwareS AF-&3F% T}

23 HE A= ==
sm ) Flexion/Extension
Radial Deviation/ Ulnar Dewviation
OfeHz 1 Pronation/Supination
=R 1 Flexion/Extension
Elevation/Extension
M 3 External Rotation/Internal Rotation
Abduction
Flexion/Extension
= 3 Lateral Bending
Axial Rotation

43 AR 24

AT AT AQsYL AT AE AFE
A 3 B AW ASE BAsel Az A
FAE A 9 E48 gudes sorar. A
A AEFES AESHA @ AA2=HE AAH D 52
S 73 AY ARE taskE 2 BEFS, 57 2
#HAE2 GFAHQ A% A3 dataE AHES AF
=9 A4FH< 2% A3} dataE max, min, range,
5%ile, 95%ile, average, median®. % X H3s}o] AFE
AR A 2 TS ghebsith A3 Zoiztd
3 AAdxe FAhV] AR 52 AFES s 4
o] G2, % 37 o] A/F ol Hi FF task
of digt &5 A~ 45 gotdd & A



-4 -3 2 1 0 1 2 3 4
&3 &5 AAxYE HAh T : : ! : ! ’ ; : 1
me  Mmsl moEC z3 0 ZY X3 BESD AMus 0e
Range Hotsicl mokc Hotsict swsg wvine, W
2E == —l— Average | Median | 5%ile | 95%ile a. 9-point scale
== oo | 817 | = 8 6 o 12 gy A
Extension - | -18 %H';Eﬁzl %liﬂzl g%:ﬁi 2
0 1 2 3 4 5 B 7 8 9 1m0
]
Aojd AAdsHE AF AR A R F2E 7 23 z3 o e 252
%gi Xﬂ%iﬂ }\]__g_ Z}-k] ‘;’% %—Z}—% H]ﬂ -E_}_\jléj__ %gﬂll st 25 =¥t st
ok AE AFE A 2 T4 AY AIE taskd = b. Borg CR-10 scale
TS, 2 2 AR GFH) 4E de)
datas AbEeth AbEE ARAR 4% W datav a% 8 FHA SR JU A%
A 7IHE o] &3 Adxge A R 52 F
A3t Ao w Fosti 2= W3} ranges 10° 7+ &4 HLY) AR i3 FHA SR
Az Lejael 2 A% A0 oE WE 24 o FreT
S Y 7 Fx) Fod AR AF == 9ot | Boa | 9opoint Bora
ARE AHAl R A AFS] ARE A H F2e scale | CR-10 | scale | CR-10
range®} percentages E-&3to] 19 73 o] Bl o bl i a2 — = sz
B Y Fol o] tia] dotdl Hav|e A SETHEES | wbifg | R | 2@ | £EAg
A AME B2 VIEo R A7) 2dld digh
AbE E2HE vl B4 A, A/F ols AA F 5. B9
2 taskES 7]FEo®E HAV] A, B AREA] &5 .
flexion/extension &2FS Wl B3 A3l HA47]
Al AATY 65%F HA7] Bo A7 52% Rl = BoATeA AAGE S BAS B9 AE A
Axe]e A 2] AJEEE fEow BHAEY 7t 2o g AEel digk AAAQA +A 73
o} S T3 U AES AvH o= oldsta FHH
o= AA WHrtete 5AE 7ML Atk AlE A
S22 T 2 S range A 54 24, A AE A S 2, ARt
54 B4, AHE 3874 B4 B4 vde 24
=2 | == = e T U AES AN o=R ol & 4 glom,
AT | AZAZ | AE | AR AR ol& T3l A3 protocolS AHsto M A=A/
AR FAE FATE 5 Ak =g B AFdA A
1 A I I Ag mEe o AEel tg ola) wARE B}
-3 06z | 3 06z AR AAAQ] Ao FAdE] k.
e |UEE | e g 012 2 oA dg AF] tEt Adzel e Ag
v B | Ty S AA 8 EAe ARAew RAse WS AN
o | = s | e U At Azel AE e AA 2 FAE B8
Z= | Extension | I o 33; Elid ?E; = WS Cutosky (1988)2] classification of graspg}
gg I gg- U:?Z‘_ ZA—O] Xé*&]%‘l_@_i ‘€‘9] grlp Z]—/\ﬂ%— 139]6]'7-]‘/]',
Zhang et al. (2003)3} o] <=9 =pA| H FZk]
Min/max | -49/35° | Min/max | —33/47° 3l AR BA S o] Fojxl ot A e ApA
Median 10° | Median | 18° 9 =28 wEslA] gE A7l gt B AT
F— S |verege | °ll 1= motion capture system ©]-8-5}<] ﬁ’dﬂ_ 5
S dgHoz BAT £ e WHS AASS
B/95%ile | -36/29° | B/9B%ile | —21/3¢° 213%, 28 protocol% Z23 A28 AE ALE
S 7. A7) e B Re A9 17t A ERe RS S AN
2 ATFAA A AE LA HUF RS HA
44 ZAAAH 4 71 AA Hobol A8 B Ad, A=A Huke
Faael MERE Awgel wEwe a4 wel  AAA W7k Al e ARE 98 & 9]
W omEre PRl =Asn gy Jrss ok AEAA W7 Aol FAgAQ BrE Aot
9-point scale¥} Borg CR-10 scaleS Al& 3ch(2¥ AL A, B ATl %S F F8e 8
8 =), AWHAQ whRii= AE AREAl dWbE o 55 zolgo] ARAAE T = Q7] wiel,
2 B E AFd O UEEE S 2 AFe gk AL EFo] §o)d 5 Ut
AL B s AE AME & 3 A B A5 £, 4N Hutg Hxv)e] A &5
el gig BEHEE SASY. 43 o] oig e gl dES FE T8 Hav] AANSE
A7 AHE 52 B4 task A A7) A9 B < Febsta FHAQ RS Rete] AAAAE A
o 3t Fa wEw 4 A3, HA/F ol HA sty MAdE =& & 5 At
T2 taskol Al 5 F9] EEE P4V A9 A 2 AT E Adxge AE AR A R T
AZF AR A7l A ek 3Fo] HA7] B A7 2k AA AE AR A R F <

ol 3 7hof A 1
Hy AsHE Aow BAHAUE 4 B2, B3 & AEe] AAZ W7}



2
ro
rx
e}
3]
Job
tol

2006 FAHs=0H3 =28

Stk 7]1¥9] Nelson et al.(2000)3} Treaster and
Marras (2000)2] ATEF o] AFe] AA H7}ol
FASE F ATES AEHoZ B ATdAE Al
Fo Az A A R TS VEo R A
Z29 AAZ HiIEoZH AFE AFEA A 2
T2 digk A Bl FrHERE ol e}, A
28 AA 2 FZT FAEA FEEIES A
AA NS FEZ 5 ) o9 e A== A
42} interface &4 Ao} AFH/AALH A A
o} A A Fel tigk FA A AL A <L
7+t ARl Al EgS F F US FeR Uy

o},

il

=
Ly

jut)
]

¢

b

29, MR 001, FIE FS) FARA]
AL, g G I TG EAEE

=7, 133

Cutkosky, M. R., (1988), On grasp choice, grasp models
and the design of hands for manufacturing tasks.
IEEE  Journal of Robotics and Automation, 10,
599-620.

Greene, W. B., and Heckman, J. D. (1994), The clinical
measurement of joint motion, American Academy of
Orthopaedic Surgeons.

Nelson, J. E., Treaster, D. E., and Marras, W. S. (2000),
Finger motion, wrist motion and tendon travel as a
function of keyboard angles. Clinical Biomechanics,
15, 489-498.

Nyberg, P., and Kempic, J. (2006), Transforming the
Laundry Process, Ergonomics in Design, 14(2), 16-21.

Treaster, D. E., and Marras, W. S. (2000), An
assessment of alternative keyboard using finger
motion, wrist motion and tendon travel, Clinical
Biomechanics, 15, 499-503.

Zhang, X., Lee, S., and Braido, P. (2003), Determining
fingers  segmental  centers of  rotation in
flexion-extension based on surface marker
measurement, Journal of Biomechanics, 36, 1097-1102.



	MAIN



