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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to compare the effect of resistance training (RT)
duration, including years of exposure, on agonist and antagonist neuromuscular activation
throughout the knee extension voluntary torque range. Fifty-seven healthy men (untrained
[UNT] n=29, short-term RT [12WK] n=14, and long-term RT [4YR] n=14) performed
maximum and sub-maximum (20-80% maximum voluntary torque [MVT]) unilateral
isometric knee extension contractions with torque, agonist and antagonist surface EMG
recorded. Agonist EMG, including at MVT, was corrected for the confounding effects of
adiposity (i.e. muscle-electrode distance; measured with ultrasonography). Quadriceps
maximum anatomical cross-sectional area (QACSAmax; via MRI) was also assessed. MVT
was distinct for all three groups (4YR +60/+39% vs. UNT/12WK; 12WK +15% vs. UNT;
0.001<P<0.021), and QACSAmax Was greater for 4YR (+50/+42% vs. UNT/12WK; [both]
P<0.001). Agonist EMG at MVT was +44/+33% greater for 4YR/12WK ([both] P<0.001) vs.
UNT,; but did not differ between RT groups. The torque-agonist EMG relationship of 4YR
displayed a right/down shift with lower agonist EMG at the highest common torque (196
Nm) compared to 12WK and UNT (0.005<P<0.013; Effect size [ES] 0.90<ES<1.28). The
torque-antagonist EMG relationship displayed a lower slope with increasing RT duration
(4YR<12WK<UNT; 0.001<P<0.094; 0.56<ES<1.31), and antagonist EMG at the highest
common torque was also lower for 4YR than UNT (-69%; P<0.001; ES=1.18). In conclusion,
4YR and 12WK had similar agonist activation at MVT and this adaptation may be
maximised during early months of RT. In contrast, inter-muscular coordination, specifically
antagonist co-activation was progressively lower, and likely continues to adapt, with

prolonged RT.



Introduction

Regular resistance training (RT) leads to increases in maximum strength, the
maximum force/torque that can be produced by the trained musculature. These improvements
in strength can increase the mobility of older adults *, enhance athletic performance 2, reduce
injury risk 3, and may decrease the likelihood of developing musculoskeletal disorders, such
as osteoarthritis *. Consequently, regular and persistent RT is recommended for athletes, the

5,6

general population, and older adults alike Neural adaptations have been widely

documented to contribute to the increases in strength following short-term RT (up to 16

weeks in duration; %3

). It has often been assumed that changes in neuromuscular activation
primarily occur in this initial short-term period of RT with no/minimal further adaptations
thereafter **, although there is evidence that extensive neuroplasticity can occur in response
to long-term RT "%, At present, however it is unclear if adaptations in neuromuscular

activation continue to occur with prolonged RT (i.e. over several years) and might contribute

to changes in function (strength).

Surface electromyography (EMG) measurements have generally demonstrated

increased neuromuscular activation of the agonist muscles at maximum torque after relatively

T 8-13

short-term R , although whether these adaptations in maximum agonist activation

continue over longer periods of RT remains largely unexplored. Two longitudinal RT

18 I 19

interventions with already highly resistance-trained men found no or margina

improvements in activation during isometric actions. Furthermore, Moritani and deVries %
first proposed that changes in the full range of the torque-agonist EMG relationship may
reveal useful information regarding the nature of underpinning physiological adaptations

following RT. They hypothesised that changes in the position and extension of the torque-

agonist EMG relationship after training could indicate neural (Fig. 1A), morphological (Fig.



1B), or a combination of both neural and morphological adaptations (Fig. 1 C) %°. Existing
literature suggests an extension of the torque-agonist EMG relationship following 4 wk of RT
1121 (e g. Fig. 1A, neural adaptation), but a shift to the right with no extension after 8 wk to 6
mo of RT % (e.g. Fig. 1B, morphological, but no neural adaptation) which represents an
incongruous time course of neural adaptations (increase and then decrease). Whilst it is likely
the classic Moritani and DeVries model over simplifies the relative contribution of neural and
morphological adaptations, the influence of more prolonged RT (i.e. for multiple years) on
the torque-agonist EMG relationship has not been examined, and thus the time course of any
changes remains unknown. In the first few months of RT the changes in strength appear to be
primarily dependent on neural adaptations % and thus a similar, but extended, torque-agonist
EMG relationship may be expected (Fig. 1A). Whereas with years of RT substantial
hypertrophic, in addition to neural, adaptations are thought to occur % and the relationship

may be expected to shift down/right, whilst extending to a similar maximum EMG as

observed after short-term RT (Fig. 1C).

Antagonist co-activation at maximum torque has been found to be unchanged #’,
increased 8, and decreased 2° following short-term RT studies. These differences may be
because antagonist co-activation is positively related to both torque and agonist activation,
such that increased maximum torque and agonist activation after RT tend to cause an increase
in antagonist co-activation, even if antagonist co-activation at the same torque has decreased
1 In which case the relationships between antagonist co-activation and torque/agonist
activation may provide a more complete assessment. In fact, Tillin et al ** found that after
short-term RT co-activation was reduced at any absolute level of torque/agonist activation,

even though co-activation at maximum torque was unchanged, likely due to the increase in

torque/agonist activation. However, whether prolonged RT, leads to further potentially more



substantial adaptations in antagonist co-activation, beyond these short-term changes, is

unclear.

Overall, it is unknown whether several years of RT causes continued adaptations in
agonist activation and antagonist co-activation, and specifically changes the nature of the
inter-relationships between these neural variables and torque, beyond those documented by
short-term intervention studies. Whilst a longitudinal study of several years duration may be
impractical, a comparison of groups with distinct durations of RT experience may facilitate
investigation of these issues. Therefore, the purpose of the current investigation was to
conduct a detailed comparison between untrained (UNT) vs. short-term RT (12 weeks
[12WK]) vs. long-term RT (average 4 years [4YR]) men for agonist and antagonist
neuromuscular activation throughout the voluntary torque range. The position of the torque-
agonist EMG and torque-antagonist EMG relationships were assessed by determining their
slope and also EMG amplitude at the highest common torque (i.e. the highest torque achieved
by all participants). Based on limited existing evidence it was hypothesised that maximum
agonist activation would be greater for 12WK vs. UNT, but with no further difference
between 12WK and 4YR. It was also hypothesised that the torque-agonist EMG relationship,
would: have a similar position, for 12WK vs. UNT (Fig. 1A); have a down/rightwards
position for 4YR vs. UNT and 12WK (Fig. 1C). The final hypothesis was that antagonist co-
activation at the same torque/agonist activation would progressively decrease with greater
training duration (i.e. lower position of the torque-antagonist EMG relationship;

AYR<12WK<UNT).

Materials and Methods

Participants



A total of fifty-seven young, healthy, asymptomatic, males provided written informed
consent prior to participation in this study that was approved by the Loughborough
University Ethical Advisory Committee. Physical activity levels of all participants were
assessed with the International Physical Activity Questionnaire [IPAQ, short format *°]. The
UNT group consisted of 29 participants (IPAQ: 2358 + 1476 metabolic equivalent min/wk)
who had not completed lower-body RT for >18 months and were not involved in systematic
physical training. The 12WK group comprised 14 participants (IPAQ: 2097 + 1303 metabolic
equivalent min/wk) measured within a week of completing 12-weeks of supervised isometric
knee extension RT (3 x/wk, 40 reps of 3 s at 75% maximum voluntary torque [MVT]), who
were originally recruited from an identical population to the UNT group (i.e. no RT for >18
months and not involved in any systematic physical training). Finally, the 4YR group
consisted of 14 participants (IPAQ: 5568 + 1457 metabolic equivalent min/wk) who reported
(via a detailed questionnaire and follow-up oral discussion) systematic, progressive heavy RT
of the quadriceps (i.e. completion of several knee extensor exercises within an individual
session ~3 x/wk typically consisting of: squat, lunge, step-up, and leg press) for >3 years
(mean £ SD, 4 £ 1 years; range, 3-5 years) with the primary aim of developing maximum
strength. The RT of this group had not been experimentally supervised although some of
these participants had received variable coaching (technique and programming) support. Use
of androgenic-anabolic steroids was an exclusion criterion for all participants. Many
individuals in the 4YR group reported regular use of nutritional supplements (e.g. whey

protein and creatine).

Overview
UNT, 12WK, and 4YR participants visited the neuromuscular laboratory for a

familiarisation session involving isometric voluntary maximum and sub-maximum



contractions. Thereafter, two duplicate neuromuscular measurement sessions were conducted
on the dominant leg (7-10 days apart). Finally, MRI and ultrasound scans were performed
within 7 days of the second neuromuscular measurement session. Neuromuscular
measurement sessions were at a consistent time of day for each individual and started
between 12:00-19:00. These sessions involved recordings of isometric knee extension/flexion
torque and surface EMG of the superficial quadriceps and hamstrings muscles during
voluntary maximum and a range of sub-maximum contractions (20, 40, 60 and 80%). The
primary outcome measures were maximum torque and simultaneous agonist and antagonist
EMG, as well as the position of the torque-agonist EMG and torque-antagonist EMG
relationships assessed by both relationship slope and EMG at the highest common torque.
Whilst not primary outcomes the following measurements were also completed: (i) muscle
size, assessed with a T1-weighted 1.5T MRI scan of the thigh of each participant’s dominant
leg (see “Muscle size” below), as an additional index of training status and morphological
differences between the three groups; and (ii) muscle-electrode distance (MED) using B-
mode ultrasonography at the sites where quadriceps EMG sensors were placed to correct for
the pronounced, confounding influence of subcutaneous tissue thickness, primarily body fat,

on voluntary EMG amplitude .

12WK supervised resistance training intervention

All training sessions involved the same dynamometer and configuration used for the
measurements (see below). After a brief warm-up of sub-maximum contractions of both legs,
participants completed four sets of ten sustained unilateral isometric knee extension
contractions of each leg; with sets alternating between dominant and non-dominant legs until
4 sets per leg had been completed. Each set took 60 s with 2 min between successive sets on

8

the same leg. This training model has been described extensively elsewhere ® and was



selected for the 12WK group within the current study as it has shown to produce increases in

maximum strength during short-term RT interventions **

. Briefly, participants were
presented with a target torque trace (on a computer monitor in front of them) 2 s before every
contraction and were instructed to match this target trace, which increased torque linearly
from rest to 75%MVT over 1 s before holding a plateau at 75%MVT for a further 3 s. 12WK
participants performed three maximum voluntary isometric contractions (MVCs; see below)
at the start of each training week to re-establish MVT and prescribe training torques. 12WK

participants were instructed to maintain their habitual physical activity and diet throughout

the 12-week training period.

Torque and EMG recording

Measurements were completed in a rigid custom-made isometric dynamometer with
knee and hip angles of 115° and 126° (180° = full extension), respectively (as shown in Fig.
6B of reference *). Adjustable straps were tightly fastened across the pelvis and shoulders to
prevent extraneous movement. An ankle strap (35 mm width reinforced canvas webbing) was
placed ~15% of tibial length (distance from lateral malleolus to knee joint space), above the
medial malleolus, and positioned perpendicular to the tibia and in series with a calibrated S-
beam strain gauge (Force Logic, Swallowfield, UK). The analogue force signal from the
strain gauge was amplified (x370) and sampled at 2,000 Hz using an external A/D converter
(Micro 1401; CED Ltd., Cambridge, UK) and recorded with Spike 2 computer software
(CED Ltd., Cambridge, UK). In offline analysis, force data were low-pass filtered at 500 Hz
using a fourth-order zero-lag Butterworth filter, gravity corrected by subtracting baseline
force, and multiplied by lever length, the distance from the knee joint space to the centre of

the ankle strap, to calculate torque values.



Surface EMG was recorded from the superficial quadriceps (agonist EMG: rectus
femoris [RF]; vastus lateralis [VL]; vastus medialis, [VM]) and hamstring muscles
(antagonist EMG: biceps femoris [BF] and semitendinosus [ST]) using a wireless EMG
system (Trigno; Delsys Inc., Boston, MA). Before single differential Trigno Standard EMG
sensors (Delsys Inc., Boston, MA; fixed 1-cm interelectrode distance) were positioned skin
preparation (shaving, abrading, and cleansing with 70% ethanol) was conducted. Individual
sensors were attached (using adhesive interfaces) at six separate sites over the superficial
quadriceps muscles at set percentages of thigh length (above the superior border of the
patella) as follows: RF 65 and 55%; VL 60 and 55%; VM 35 and 30%. Similarly, individual
sensors were placed on the BF and ST at 45% of thigh length above the popliteal fossa.
Sensors were placed parallel to the presumed orientation of the underlying fibres. EMG
signals were amplified at source (x300; 20- to 450-Hz bandwidth) before further
amplification (overall effective gain, x909), and sampled at 2,000 Hz via the same A/D
converter and computer software as the force signal, to enable data synchronization. In
offline analysis, EMG signals were corrected for the 48-ms delay inherent to the Trigno EMG

system.

Measurement sessions
Following a brief warm-up of the dominant leg (3 s knee extension contractions at
50% [x3], 75% [x3], and 90% [x1] of perceived maximum) measurements were completed in

the following order.

Knee extension maximum voluntary contractions
Participants performed 3-4 MVCs and were instructed to “push as hard as possible”

for 3-5 s and rest for >30 s between efforts. A torque-time curve with a horizontal cursor



indicating the greatest torque obtained within that session was displayed for biofeedback and
verbal encouragement was provided during all MVCs "%, Knee extensor MVT was the
greatest instantaneous torque achieved during any MVC during that measurement session.
Root mean square (RMS) EMG for a 500 ms epoch at MVT (250 ms either side) was
calculated for each electrode site. RMS EMG from each quadriceps site was then averaged to
provide an overall quadriceps EMG measurement during MVT production (agonist
EMGmvt). RMS EMG from each of the hamstring sites during knee extension MVT
(antagonist EMGyyt) was normalised to that measured during knee flexion MVT (knee

flexion EMGpmax; see below) and then averaged across the two hamstring sites.

Knee extension sub-maximum voluntary contractions

Horizontal cursors indicating four sub-maximum target torque levels were placed on
the screen displaying the real-time torque-time curve and participants were instructed to
gradually increase torque (over ~1 s) and match the prescribed torque level for ~5 s at 20, 40,
60 or 80%MVT, performed in this order, with >30 s between efforts. From each recorded
contraction, a 500 ms period of stable torque at approximately the prescribed level was
identified and used to calculate mean knee extension torque. RMS EMG of each quadriceps

and hamstring EMG site was measured for each of these epochs.

Knee flexion maximum voluntary contractions

Knee flexion MVCs were performed in the same manner as knee extension, except
participants performed a series of sub-maximum knee flexion efforts to warm-up and were
instructed to “pull as hard as possible” for 3-5 s, rather than “push” ****. Knee flexion MVT

was the greatest instantaneous torque achieved during any MVC during that measurement
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session. RMS hamstring EMG for a 500 ms epoch at knee flexion MVT (250 ms either side)

was analysed for each site (knee flexion EMGpmax).

Muscle size

A 1.5T MRI scan of the dominant leg was made in the supine position at a knee joint
angle of ~163° using a receiver 8-channel whole body coil (Signa HDxt, GE). T1-weighted
axial slices (5 mm thick, 0 mm gap) were acquired from the anterior superior iliac spine to
the knee joint space in two overlapping blocks. Qil filled capsules placed on the lateral side
of the participants’ thigh allowed alignment of the blocks during analysis. MR images were
analysed by two trained investigators using Osirix software (version 6.0, Pixmeo, Geneva,
Switzerland). The quadriceps (RF, VL, VM, and vastus intermedius; VI) muscles were
manually outlined in every third image (i.e. every 15 mm) starting from the most proximal
image in which the muscle appeared. The image with the largest anatomical cross-sectional
area (ACSA) was defined as the maximum ACSA for each individual quadriceps muscle and

the sum of the muscles was defined as maximum quadriceps ACSA (QACSAmax).

Muscle-electrode distance and correction of agonist EMG.

Images of the distance between the skin surface and the peripheral surface of the
muscle at each of the six sites where quadriceps EMG sensors were positioned (i.e. muscle-
electrode distance, MED) were collected using a B-mode ultrasonography machine (EUB-
8500, Hitachi Medical Systems UK Ltd, Northamptonshire, UK) with a 9.2 cm wide linear-
array transducer (EUP-L53L), sampling at 32 Hz, interfaced with a personal computer
operating ezcap video capture software. The transducer was coated with water-soluble
transmission gel and placed perpendicular to the skin over the RF, VL, and VM at the

percentages of thigh length listed above for each quadriceps EMG sensor. Images were later
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imported in to a public domain software (Tracker  version  4.92;

www.cabrillo.edu/~dbrown/tracker) and MED was measured by one trained investigator.

When agonist EMG data for all participants was pooled (i.e. n=57) there were inverse
relationships between absolute EMG amplitude and MED for all sensor locations and all
types of contraction (maximum and all sub-maximum levels; Pearson’s product moment
bivariate correlations, -0.670 < r < -0.394; 0.001<P<0.002). Additionally, when comparing
the three groups MED differed or tended to differ (One-way ANOVA 0.014<P<0.070) with
several “Moderate” to “Large” effect sizes (0.71<ES<1.03) between groups at three out of six
sites. Consequently, all individual agonist EMG measurements were corrected for MED at
the corresponding site, using the quadratic relationship between agonist EMG amplitude and
MED at that specific measurement site. Correcting EMG amplitude measurements for the
amount of subcutaneous tissue at the recording site * or using MED as a covariate within
statistical testing * are approaches that have previously been employed. The MED correction
in the current study involved summating the individual’s residual absolute agonist EMG
amplitude, in comparison to the cohort relationship with MED (e.g. agonist EMG amplitude
vs. MED), with the pooled group mean for absolute agonist EMG amplitude *'. Overall
corrected agonist EMG during all maximum and sub-maximum contractions was then
calculated by averaging the corrected EMG amplitude measurements from each EMG

recording site.

Data analysis and statistics
All torque and EMG measurements from the two neuromuscular measurement
sessions were averaged to produce criterion values. Bivariate relationships were then

analysed with Pearson’s product moment correlation. Only agonist EMG values corrected for

12


http://www.cabrillo.edu/~dbrown/tracker

MED were used for establishing relationships. Three relationships were plotted and assessed
for each individual participant: knee extension torque vs. corrected agonist EMG; knee
extension torque vs. normalised antagonist EMG; and normalised antagonist EMG vs.
corrected agonist EMG. Relationships were fitted with linear functions, but not forced
through zero as forcing the function through zero significantly reduced the R? values of all
three relationships (paired t-test, [all] P<0.001). The position of the torque-agonist EMG and
torque-antagonist EMG relationships were assessed with: (i) relationship slope (‘m’ constant
of the linear function) and (ii) EMG at the highest common torque achieved by all
participants (196 Nm, equivalent to the MVT of the weakest participant and indicated as a
vertical dotted line in Fig. 3A and B). EMG values for each participant at the highest
common torque were derived by solving the individual linear function (for an x axis value of
196 Nm) for the relationship between isometric knee extension torque and either agonist or
antagonist EMG. The slope of the antagonist EMG-agonist EMG relationship was also
calculated.

All statistical analyses were performed using SPSS Version 24.0 (IBM Corp.,
Armonk, NY). Data are reported or displayed as means = SD, except in figures displaying
EMG relationships where for presentation purposes data points with x and y error bars to the
far right of the figure display average SD for the five load increments across the voluntary
torque range for each group. One-way ANOVAs were conducted as the main statistical tests
to assess if differences existed between groups for: descriptive characteristics (i.e. age,
height, and body mass); agonist EMGyw; antagonist EMGywyr; the slope derived from the
relationships (i.e. torque-agonist EMG, torque-antagonist EMG, antagonist EMG-agonist
EMG); and agonist EMG and antagonist EMG at the highest common knee extension torque.
When one-way ANOVAs displayed P<0.05, a combined post-hoc criteria involving both a

least significant difference (LSD) P value of <0.10 and an effect size (ES) >0.50 were

13



required for there to be considered good evidence of between-group differences. LSD P

% and ES was calculated as

values were stepwise corrected for multiple comparisons
previously detailed for between-subject study designs ** and classified as follows: <0.20
“Trivial,” 0.20 — 0.49 “Small,” 0.50 — 0.80 “Moderate,” or >0.80 “Large”.

Between-test session reliability of key measurements was assessed by pooling all
three groups of participants (i.e. n=57) using: (i) within-participant coefficient of variation
(CVw, [SD/mean] x 100) as a measure of absolute reliability; and (ii) intra-class correlation
coefficient (ICC; two-way mixed, absolute agreement) to assess relative reliability. CVw
values were interpreted as “acceptable” <12%, “intermediate” 12-20%, or “unacceptable”

>20% “°. ICC values were interpreted as ‘‘very high’> 0.90-1.00, ‘‘high’> 0.70-0.89,

“moderate” 0.50-0.69, “low” 0.30-0.49, “negligible” 0.00-0.29 **.

Results
Between-test session reliability

Knee extension and knee flexion MVT returned mean CVy values of 2.7% and
10.8% and ICC values of 0.980 and 0.889, respectively. Absolute agonist and antagonist
EMG at knee extension MVT demonstrated mean CVyy values of 8.8% and 17.8% and ICC
values of 0.937 and 0.774, respectively. Agonist EMG corrected for MED and normalised
antagonist EMG (both) at knee extension MVT produced mean CVyy values of 8.3% and

25.8% and ICC values of 0.876 and 0.790, respectively.

Descriptive characteristics, muscle strength and size
Age, height, and body mass were similar for 12WK (24 + 2 y; 1.75+0.08 m; 70 £ 9
kg) and UNT (25 £ 2 y; 1.76 £ 0.07 m; 74 + 10 kg) groups ([all variables] LSD P>0.247).

The 4YR group were younger (22 + 2 y), taller (1.84 £ 0.06 m), and heavier (92 + 10 kg) than

14



the other two groups ([all variables] LSD P<0.004). Knee extension MVT of 12WK (293
49 Nm) was 15% greater than UNT (255 £ 42 Nm; LSD P=0.021; ES=0.86 “Large”), whilst
MVT of 4YR (407 £ 63 Nm) was 60% greater than UNT and 39% greater than 12WK ([both]
P<0.001; 2.02<ES<3.07 [both] “Large”; Fig. 2A). Knee flexion MVT of 4YR (104 £ 21 Nm)
was 72% greater than UNT (61 = 23 Nm; LSD P<0.001; ES=1.91 “Large”) and 63% greater
than 12WK (64 + 15 Nm; P<0.001; ES=2.19 “Large”), but no differences in knee flexion
MVT occurred between 12WK and UNT (P=0.636; ES=0.16 “Trivial”). QACSAnmax of 4YR
was 50% greater than UNT and 42% greater than 12WK ([both] LSD P<0.001;
2.78<ES<3.63 [both] “Large”); but did not differ between 12WK and UNT (P=0.204;

ES=0.42 “Small”; Fig. 2B).

Absolute agonist and antagonist EMG at knee extension maximum voluntary torque

Absolute agonist EMGyyt was greater for 4YR (+66%; LSD P<0.001; ES= 1.53
“Large”) and 12WK (+32%; P=0.050; ES=0.78 “Moderate”) compared to UNT (Table 1). In
addition, absolute agonist EMGwyt was greater for 4YR than 12WK (+25%; LSD P=0.048;
ES=0.72 “Moderate”; Table 1). In contrast, there were no statistical differences between

groups for absolute antagonist EMGuyt (Table 1).

Corrected agonist and normalised antagonist EMG at knee extension maximum voluntary
torque

Agonist EMGwyt (corrected for MED) was greater for both 4YR (+44%; LSD
P<0.001; ES=1.73 “Large”) and 12WK (+33%; P<0.001; ES=1.29 “Large”) than UNT; but
was not statistically different between the two RT groups (P=0.281; ES=0.35 “Small”; Fig.
2C and Table 1). Normalised antagonist EMG at knee extension MVT was not different

between groups (Table 1).
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Knee extension torque-agonist EMG relationship

The torque-agonist EMG relationship was well represented by a linear function with
high R? values for all three groups regardless of RT experience (4YR, 0.978 + 0.026; 12WK,
0.970 + 0.054; UNT, 0.972 + 0.066). There were no differences between the groups for slope
of the torque-agonist EMG relationship (Table 1; Fig. 3A). However, agonist EMG at the
highest common torque (196 Nm) was lower for 4YR compared to UNT (-24%; LSD
P=0.013; ES=0.90 “Large”) and 12WK (-30%; P=0.005; ES=1.28 “Large”) indicating a
downward shift in the torque-agonist EMG relationship (Fig. 4A). No differences in agonist
EMG at 196 Nm occurred between 12WK and UNT (LSD P=0.296; ES=0.35 “Small”; Fig.

4A).

Knee extension torque-antagonist EMG relationship

The torque-antagonist EMG relationship was well represented by a linear function
with high R? values regardless of RT experience (4YR, 0.971 + 0.020; 12WK, 0.952 + 0.043;
UNT, 0.894 £ 0.111). The slope of the knee extension torque-antagonist EMG relationship
differed between all three groups (Table 1), being lower for 12WK than UNT (-30%; LSD
P=0.061; ES=0.56 “Moderate”), and lower for 4YR than 12WK (-52%; P=0.094;, ES=1.22
“Large”) or UNT (-66%; P<0.001; ES=1.31 “Large”; Fig. 3B and Table 1). Antagonist EMG
at 196 Nm of knee extension torque was lower for 4YR compared to UNT (-69%; LSD
P<0.001; ES=1.18 “Large”; Fig. 4B and Table 1) but not vs. 12WK (P=0.108; ES=1.23
“Large”). No differences in antagonist EMG at 196 Nm occurred for 12WK compared to

UNT (LSD P=0.120; ES=0.46 “Small”; Fig. 4B).

Antagonist EMG-Agonist EMG relationship during knee extension contractions
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The slope of the antagonist EMG-agonist EMG relationship was lower for both 4YR
(-59%; LSD P<0.001; ES=1.22 “Large”) and 12WK (-37%; P=0.028; ES=0.77 “Moderate”)
vs. UNT (Fig. 5 and Table 1). The 12WK group appeared to occupy an intermediate position
between the other two groups although there was no difference between the slopes of the two
trained groups (12WK vs. 4YR; LSD P=0.202; ES=0.69 “Moderate”; Fig. 5). High R? values
for the antagonist EMG-agonist EMG relationship were displayed for all groups regardless of

RT experience (4YR, 0.982 £ 0.012; 12WK, 0.972 £ 0.031; UNT, 0.892 + 0.135).

Discussion

The purpose of this study was to compare neuromuscular activation of the agonist and
antagonist musculature during knee extension contractions throughout the voluntary torque
range between long-term RT (4YR), short-term RT (12WK) and untrained (UNT) groups. In
agreement with our hypothesis, maximum agonist activation (corrected for MED) was higher
for both RT groups than UNT, but did not differ between 12WK and 4YR. As hypothesised,
the torque-agonist EMG relationship for 12WK had a similar position to UNT (slope and
agonist EMG at 196 Nm), for 4YR occupied a lower position than the other two groups
(lower agonist EMG at 196 Nm), although the slope was similar for all groups. The position
of the torque-antagonist EMG relationship also showed distinct differences between groups
with lower slope according to RT duration (4YR<12WK<UNT) and lower antagonist EMG
at the highest common knee extension torque for 4YR vs. UNT. Based on these findings it
appears that changes in maximum agonist activation predominantly occur in the first weeks
of RT, but not substantially thereafter, although the 4YR RT group displayed a
down/rightwards position of the torque-agonist EMG relationship presumably due to

substantial hypertrophy. In contrast, the lower antagonist co-activation for 4YR than 12WK,
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evidenced by differences in the slope of the torque-antagonist EMG relationship, suggests

that inter-muscular co-ordination may be the primary long-term neural adaptation to RT.

The greater agonist activation (both absolute EMG and corrected for MED) at
maximum voluntary torque of both RT groups compared to the untrained cohort supports
numerous previous reports that agonist activation increases following RT ®**, although some
older studies have reported no change in agonist EMG amplitude after RT *%*. Moreover, the
greater neuromuscular activation (maximum agonist EMG) of 12WK vs. UNT, coupled with
the similar muscle size of these groups supports the concept that strength gains following
short-term RT result predominantly from neural adaptations **%°. In fact, we recently found
the largest determinant of the change in strength following 12-weeks of RT to be the increase
in agonist neuromuscular activation (EMG), explaining 30.6% of the variance in strength
gains . The greater agonist neuromuscular activation of 12WK vs. UNT may be due to
increased motor unit firing rate ** and/or recruitment of additional motor units *®, but these
mechanisms were not discernible from the current EMG amplitude measurements. Whilst
absolute agonist EMG also showed differences between the two RT groups (12WK vs. 4YR)
this appeared to be in part due to the lower MED of the 4YR group, as there were no
differences in agonist EMG amplitude between the two RT cohorts, once corrected for MED.
Overall, these findings suggest that maximum agonist activation increases in the first 12

weeks of RT, but does not continue to adapt beyond 12 weeks of RT (up to ~4 years).

The consistent position, but extended, torque-agonist EMG relationship of 12WK
compared to UNT in the current cross-sectional study was in agreement with short-term
longitudinal RT studies *“**. The lower agonist EMG at the highest common torque of the

4YR group (vs. UNT or 12WK) confirmed the visual impression that the torque-agonist
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EMG relationship was positioned further to the right for this group, despite the observation
that the slope of the torque-agonist EMG relationship was similar for all three groups. The
longest intervention studies we are aware of reported a qualitative reduction in the slope of

the torque-agonist EMG relationship after 6 months of RT 2%

, which is broadly supportive
of the observation that the position of the relationship is adaptable and shifts down/right with
prolonged RT. A logical explanation of the 4YR group’s lower agonist EMG amplitude to
produce the same knee extension torque, and thus the subsequent down/rightwards position
of the torque-agonist EMG relationship of this group, is substantial hypertrophy % and/or
possible greater neuromuscular efficiency **. Indeed, the 4YR group had considerably larger
quadriceps than the other two groups (+42/+50% greater QACSAmax Vs. 12WK/UNT).

Hypertrophied muscle would be expected to require activation of fewer, but larger, fibres to

achieve the same torque production and hence lower agonist EMG.

Antagonist EMG amplitude at knee extension MVT was not different between
groups, despite 4YR having 28-38% lower normalised antagonist EMG than the other
groups. Measurements of antagonist EMG amplitude at MVT are likely confounded by the
differences in MVT between groups, which demonstrably effects antagonist EMG via the
extremely strong torque-antagonist EMG relationship we have described (R*>0.89), as well
as the large variability in this measurement **, and these issues probably explain the confused

229 In this case the

findings for antagonist co-activation at MVT within the literature
position of the relationships between antagonist EMG and torque/agonist EMG or antagonist
EMG at a common torque level may be a more reliable and meaningful measures of
antagonist co-activation. In fact, the slope of the torque-antagonist EMG relationship was

distinct between all three groups (4YR<12WK<UNT), being ~two-thirds less steep for 4YR

than UNT. Similarly, antagonist EMG at the highest common knee extension torque was also
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substantially lower for 4YR than UNT (-69%), and even though not significantly different
comparably large differences were demonstrated between 4YR vs 12WK (-57%). Finally, the
agonist-antagonist activation relationship appeared visually to show distinct and
progressively lower positions according to RT duration, but only revealed differences for
both RT groups vs. UNT. Overall, these findings provide convincing evidence that antagonist
co-activation shows substantial scope for continued adaptation beyond the first 12 weeks of

training, and thus may be the primary long-term neural adaptation to RT.

The finding that antagonist co-activation was progressively lower as a function of RT
duration (i.e. slope of torque-antagonist EMG relationship: UNT>12WK>4YR), despite there
being no difference in maximum agonist activation between groups with 12 weeks or ~4
years of RT experience, indirectly supports cortical excitability and spinal reflex response
research suggesting that agonist and antagonist activation are modulated by different
supraspinal mechanisms *°. Whilst our understanding of the precise mechanisms (i.e.
supraspinal and/or spinal) that modulate antagonist co-activation is still incomplete *°, the
progressive decrease in antagonist co-activation across the three groups with increasing RT
experience in the current study indicates that with prolonged RT (up to ~4 years) antagonist
co-activation likely contributes to increased strength due to reduced antagonist knee flexion
torque. It would be highly interesting to be able to accurately translate these apparent changes
in antagonist neuromuscular activation to quantitative changes in antagonist torque, however
this is problematic for several reasons: we have assessed co-activation of only two of nine
knee flexor muscles; such a calculation would require the agonist EMG-knee flexion torque
relationship of all these muscles; which is itself confounded by antagonist quadriceps
activation. Nonetheless, on a relatively simplistic level, assuming a linear knee flexion

torque-agonist EMG relationship in order to calculate antagonist knee flexion torque (i.e. %
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normalised antagonist EMG x knee flexion MVT) at the common knee extensor torque of
196 Nm, reveals antagonist torque for UNT of 11.6 Nm (19.0% x 61 Nm), 8.8 Nm for 12WK
(13.7% x 64 Nm) and 6.1 Nm for 4YR (5.9% x 104 Nm). The observation that maximum
agonist neuromuscular activation was similar for 122WK compared to 4YR, whilst antagonist
co-activation showed some marked but functionally small differences between these groups,
strongly supports the notion that other adaptations, primarily morphological changes, such as
the 4YR group’s substantial hypertrophy (QACSAmax: +42% vs. 12WK), is the primary

explanation for their much greater strength (MVT: +114 Nm vs. 12WK).

Given the practical issues with implementing supervised RT interventions for
multiple years the results of the current study provide novel insight in to how the human
neuromuscular system likely adapts with continued RT. Nonetheless it is important to
consider the limitations of the current study. The cross-sectional design clearly provides a
weaker level of evidence than longitudinal intervention studies, and make it impossible to
fully discern the contribution of selection (i.e. innate differences [nature]), as opposed to the
influence of RT (nurture), which is the primary question of this research. For example, it is
conceivable that individuals attracted to regular prolonged RT (i.e. the 4YR group), are
innately stronger, perhaps due to specific neuromuscular differences conceivably including
better inter-muscular co-ordination, than the normal population. Nonetheless, whilst the 4YR
group were clearly selected for their characteristic RT history, and thus were by definition
distinct from the normal population, this was not the case for the 12WK group that were
initially recruited from an identical population as the UNT group with only a minor
proportion randomly assigned to the 12WK RT intervention. Thus, within the current
findings when there is a clear progression across the groups (i.e. UNT>12WK>4YR as for

the slope of the torque-antagonist EMG relationship) we can be more confident that this was
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not due to selection bias, but in all probability due to the duration of RT. In addition, when
there are no differences between groups (e.g. 4YR vs. 12WK as for corrected agonist EMG

during MV/T) it seems likely that RT duration does not have a pronounced effect.

Although both the 12WK and 4YR groups were performing heavy RT, the contraction
modes employed were different between the two groups (i.e. 12WK: isometric RT; 4YR:
concentric and eccentric RT). It is possible that the task specific training of the 122WK group
(isometric training specific to isometric testing) might have produced task-specific neural
adaptations ®*’, which was not the case for the 4YR group, and thus accentuated task-specific
adaptations of 12WK may have minimised the neural differences between these two groups.
In this case the neural, and potentially also strength, differences that we have documented
between 12WK and 4YR may well have been more pronounced given identical RT modes.
Nonetheless the pronounced differences in strength between these groups appeared to be
primarily due to morphological differences, rather than similar corrected agonist activation or
functionally small differences in antagonist co-activation between the groups. Moreover,
multiple-year longitudinal RT intervention studies employing contemporary EMG
techniques, careful antagonist EMG-torque/agonist EMG relationships, and measurements at
multiple intervals throughout the course of the intervention are required to confirm the
findings we report here. Whilst we considered including the interpolated twitch technique in
the current study, it was excluded due to several studies demonstrating its limited sensitivity

to detect changes in activation after RT 4,

It should also be noted that the results of the present investigation could be specific to

the knee joint and the open kinetic chain knee extension task that was used. Further thorough

investigations of agonist, antagonist, and stabiliser muscle activation during other single-joint
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and also multiple-joint and/or multiplanar strength tasks are necessary to gain greater
understanding of the nature of neural adaptations to long-term RT. The limitations of surface
EMG measurements have been widely documented and may not provide an ideal index of the
neural drive to the muscle >!. For example, the size of the surface action potential has been
found to be only moderately associated with motor unit size *%. In addition, it is possible that
amplitude cancellation (i.e. when positive and negative phases of concurrent action potentials
overlap and reduce the sum of the surface EMG measurement) could have influenced the
results of the current study >, especially given there is evidence that increased motor unit
synchronisation can occur following RT *>**, Therefore, it is recommended that future work
utilise other techniques (e.g. EMG decomposition, transcranial magnetic stimulation) to

better understand the changes in muscle activation with prolonged RT.

In conclusion, it appears that maximum agonist activation changes predominantly
occur in the first weeks of RT (up to 12 wk), but not substantially thereafter, although long-
term RT (up to ~4 years) led to a rightwards shift of the torque-agonist EMG relationship
presumably due to the substantial hypertrophy of these participants. Interestingly, antagonist
co-activation was progressively lower according to RT duration suggesting that inter-
muscular co-ordination may be the primary long-term neural adaptation to RT. Multiple-year
longitudinal RT intervention studies employing appropriate neural measurements at multiple
intervals throughout the course of the intervention are required to confirm the cross-sectional

findings observed in the present investigation.

Perspectives

Prior to this study it was largely unexplored whether several years of resistance

training (RT) causes continued adaptations in agonist activation and antagonist co-activation
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beyond short-term RT, although Moritani & DeVries (1979) hypothesised specific changes in
the torque-agonist EMG relationship according to neural (short-term) and hypertrophic (long-
term) adaptations. Differences in agonist activation were broadly as speculated by Moritani &
DeVries (1979) with greater maximum agonist activation after short-term, but without further
changes after long-term RT, and a rightwards shift in the torque-agonist activation
relationship only after long-term RT. In addition, it was particularly interesting that there was
lower co-activation of the antagonist muscles according to RT duration that suggests
continued improvements in inter-muscular co-ordination. The findings of the current
investigation have potential implications for the practices and physiological understanding of
individuals prescribing and/or undertaking long-term RT. Future research in this area is
clearly warranted to investigate the influence of long-term (multiple-year) RT interventions
on agonist, antagonist, and stabiliser neuromuscular activation during diverse mechanical
tasks/conditions (including isometric and isoinertial, and single- and multiple-joint and/or

multiplanar strength tasks).

Acknowledgements

None to declare

Conflict of interest
The authors declare that there is no conflict of interest, that no companies or manufacturers

will benefit from the results of the study, and that the results of the study are presented
clearly, honestly, and without fabrication, falsification, or inappropriate data manipulation.

Grants

Part of this study was supported by a grant (reference 20194) awarded to Dr Folland from the
Arthritis Research UK Centre for Sport, Exercise and Osteoarthritis.

24



References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Brandon LJ, Gaasch DA, Boyette LW, Lloyd AM. Effects of long-term resistive
training on mobility and strength in older adults with diabetes. J Gerontol Ser A-Biol
Sci Med Sci 2003;58:740-745.

Comfort P, Haigh A, Matthews MJ. Are Changes in Maximal Squat Strength During
Preseason Training Reflected in Changes in Sprint Performance in Rugby League
Players? J Strength Cond Res 2012;26:772-776.

Brooks JHM, Fuller CW, Kemp SPT, Reddin DB. Incidence, risk, and prevention of
hamstring muscle injuries in professional rugby union. Am J of Sport Med
2006;34:1297-1306.

Zhang Y, Jordan JM. Epidemiology of Osteoarthritis. Clin Geriatr Med 2010;26:355—
369.

American College of Sports Medicine. Progression Models in Resistance Training for
Healthy Adults. Med Sci Sports Exerc 2009;41:687—708.

Liu CJ, Latham NK. Progressive resistance strength training for improving physical
function in older adults (Review). Cochrane Database of Systematic Reviews 2009;1—
273.

Andersen JL, Aagaard P, Dyhre-Poulsen P, Simonsen EB, Magnusson P. Neural
adaptation to resistance training: changes in evoked V-wave and H-reflex responses. J
Appl Physiol 2002;92:2309-2318.

Balshaw TG, Massey GJ, Maden-Wilkinson TM, Tillin NA, Folland JP. Training-
specific functional, neural, and hypertrophic adaptations to explosive- vs. sustained-
contraction strength training. J Appl Physiol 2016;120:1364-1373.

Hékkinen K, Newton RU, Gordon SE, McCormick M, Volek JS, Nindl BC, Gotshalk
LA, Campbell WW, Evans WJ, Hakkinen A, Humphries BJ, Kraemer WJ. Changes in
muscle morphology, electromyographic activity, and force production characteristics
during progressive strength training in young and older men. J Gerontol Ser A-Biol Sci
Med Sci 1998;53:B415-23.

Narici MV, Roi GS, Landoni L, Minetti AE, Cerretelli P. Changes in force, cross-
sectional area and neural activation during strength training and detraining of the
human quadriceps. Eur J Appl Physiol 1989;59:310-319.

Tillin NA, Pain MTG, Folland JP. Short-term unilateral resistance training affects the
agonist-antagonist but not the force-agonist activation relationship. Muscle Nerve
2011;43:375-384.

Fimland MS, Helgerud J, Solstad GM, Iversen VM, Leivseth G, Hoff J. Neural
adaptations underlying cross-education after unilateral strength training. Eur J Appl
Physiol 2009;107:723-730.

Barrué-Belou S, Amarantini D, Marque P, Duclay J. Neural adaptations to submaximal
isokinetic eccentric strength training. Eur J Appl Physiol 2016;116:1021-1030.

25



14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

Sale DG. Neural adaptation to resistance training. Med Sci Sports Exerc
1988;20:5135-45.

Semmler JG, Nordstrom MA. Motor unit discharge and force tremor in skill- and
strength-trained individuals. Exp Brain Res 1998;119:27-38.

Ushiyama J, Takahashi Y, Ushiba J. Muscle dependency of corticomuscular coherence
in upper and lower limb muscles and training-related alterations in ballet dancers and
weightlifters. J Appl Physiol 2010;109:1086—-1095.

Best JR, Chiu BK, Liang Hsu C, Nagamatsu LS, Liu-Ambrose T. Long-Term Effects
of Resistance Exercise Training on Cognition and Brain Volume in Older Women:
Results from a Randomized Controlled Trial. J Int Neuropsychol Soc 2015;21:745—
756.

Héakkinen K, Pakarinen A, Alen M, Kauhanen H, Komi PV. Neuromuscular and
hormonal adaptations in athletes to strength training in two years. J Appl Physiol
1988:65:2406-2412.

Walker S, Blazevich AJ, Haff GG, Tufano JJ, Newton RU, H&kkinen K. Greater
Strength Gains after Training with Accentuated Eccentric than Traditional Isoinertial
Loads in Already Strength-Trained Men. Front Physiol 2016;7:2249-12.

Moritani T, deVries HA. Neural factors versus hypertrophy in the time course of
muscle strength gain. Am J Phys Med 1979;58:115-130.

Rabita G, Pérot C, Lensel-Corbeil G. Differential effect of knee extension isometric
training on the different muscles of the quadriceps femoris in humans. Eur J Appl
Physiol 2000;83:531-538.

Garfinkel S, Cafarelli E. Relative changes in maximal force, EMG, and muscle cross-
sectional area after isometric training. Med Sci Sports Exerc 1992;24:1-8.

Narici MV, Hoppeler H, Kayser B, Landoni L, Claassen H, Gavardi C, Conti M,
Cerretelli P. Human quadriceps cross-sectional area, torque and neural activation
during 6 months strength training. Acta Physiol Scand 1996;157:175-186.

Hékkinen K, Alen M, Komi PV. Changes in isometric force- and relaxation-time,
electromyographic and muscle fibre characteristics of human skeletal muscle during
strength training and detraining. Acta Physiol Scand 1985;125:573-585.

Balshaw TG, Massey GJ, Maden-Wilkinson TM, Morales-Artacho AJ, McKeown A,
Appleby CL, Folland JP. Changes in agonist neural drive, hypertrophy and pre-
training strength all contribute to the individual strength gains after resistance training.
Eur J Appl Physiol 2017;117:631-640.

Ahtiainen JP, Pakarinen A, Alen M, Kraemer WJ, H&kkinen K. Muscle hypertrophy,

hormonal adaptations and strength development during strength training in strength-
trained and untrained men. Eur J Appl Physiol 2003;89:555-563.

26



27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Morse CI, Thom JM, Mian OS, Muirhead A, Birch KM, Narici MV. Muscle strength,
volume and activation following 12-month resistance training in 70-year-old males.
Eur J Appl Physiol 2005;95:197-204.

Simoneau E, Martin A, Porter MM, Van Hoecke J. Strength training in old age:
Adaptation of antagonist muscles at the ankle joint. Muscle Nerve 2006;33:546-555.

Carolan B, Cafarelli E. Adaptations in coactivation after isometric resistance training.
J Appl Physiol 1992;73:911-917.

Craig CL, Marshall AL, SJ STR M M, Bauman AE, Booth ML, Ainsworth BE, Pratt
M, Ekelund U, Yngve A, Sallis JF, Oja P. International Physical Activity
Questionnaire: 12-Country Reliability and Validity. Med Sci Sports Exerc
2003;35:1381-1395.

Nordander C, Willner J, Hansson G, Larsson B, Unge J, Granquist L, Skerfving S.
Influence of the subcutaneous fat layer, as measured by ultrasound, skinfold calipers
and BMI, on the EMG amplitude. Eur J Appl Physiol 2003;89:514-519.

Tillin NA, Folland JP. Maximal and explosive strength training elicit distinct
neuromuscular adaptations, specific to the training stimulus. Eur J Appl Physiol
2013;114:365-374.

Maffiuletti NA, Aagaard P, Blazevich AJ, Folland J, Tillin N, Duchateau J. Rate of
force development: physiological and methodological considerations. Eur J Appl
Physiol 2016;116:1091-1116.

Folland JP, Buckthorpe MW, Hannah R. Human capacity for explosive force
production: Neural and contractile determinants. Scand J Med Sci Sports
2013;24:894-906.

Clark DJ, Patten C, Reid KF, Carabello RJ, Phillips EM, Fielding RA. Impaired
voluntary neuromuscular activation limits muscle power in mobility-limited older
adults. J Gerontol Ser A-Biol Sci Med Sci 2010;65:495-502.

Wu R, Delahunt E, Ditroilo M, Lowery MM, DE Vito G. Effect of Knee Joint Angle
and Contraction Intensity on Hamstrings Coactivation. Med Sci Sports Exerc
2017;49:1668-1676.

Moya-Larano J, Corcobado G. Plotting partial correlation and regression in ecological
studies. Web Ecology 2008;8:35-46.

Atkinson G. Analysis of repeated measurements in physical therapy research: multiple
comparisons amongst level means and multi-factorial designs. Physical Therapy in
Sport 2002;3:191-203.

Lakens D. Calculating and reporting effect sizes to facilitate cumulative science: a
practical primer for t-tests and ANOVAs. Front Psychol 2013;4:863.

Albertus-Kajee Y, Tucker R, Derman W, Lamberts RP, Lambert MI. Alternative
methods of normalising EMG during running. J Electromyogr Kinesiol 2011;21:579—
586.

27



41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

471.

48.

49,

50.

51.

52.

53.

54,

Hinkle DE, Wiersma W, Jurs SG. Applied Statistics for the Behavioral Sciences.
Boston, MA: Houghton Mifflin; 2002.

Knight CA, Kamen G. Relationships between voluntary activation and motor unit
firing rate during maximal voluntary contractions in young and older adults. Eur J
Appl Physiol 2008;103:625-630.

Folland JP, Williams AG. The adaptations to strength training : morphological and
neurological contributions to increased strength. Sports Med 2007;37:145-168.

Seger JY, Thorstensson A. Effects of eccentric versus concentric training on thigh
muscle strength and EMG. Int J Sports Med 2005;26:45-52.

Levenez M, Garland SJ, Klass M, Duchateau J. Cortical and Spinal Modulation of
Antagonist Coactivation During a Submaximal Fatiguing Contraction in Humans.
Journal of Neurophysiology 2008;99:554-563.

Duchateau J, Baudry S. Insights into the neural control of eccentric contractions. J
Appl Physiol 2014;116:1418-1425.

Buckthorpe M, Erskine RM, Fletcher G, Folland JP. Task-specific neural adaptations
to isoinertial resistance training. Scand J Med Sci Sports 2014;25:640-649.

Herbert RD, Dean C, Gandevia SC. Effects of real and imagined training on voluntary
muscle activation during maximal isometric contractions. Acta Physiol Scand
1998;163:361-368.

Cannon J, Kay D, Tarpenning KM, Marino FE. Comparative effects of resistance
training on peak isometric torque, muscle hypertrophy, voluntary activation and
surface EMG between young and elderly women. Clin Physiol Funct Imaging
2007;27:91-100.

Del Balso C, Cafarelli E. Adaptations in the activation of human skeletal muscle
induced by short-term isometric resistance training. J Appl Physiol 2007;103:402-411.

Farina D, Holobar A, Merletti R, Enoka RM. Decoding the neural drive to muscles
from the surface electromyogram. Clin Neurophysiol 2010;121:1616-1623.

Keenan KG, Farina D, Merletti R, Enoka RM. Influence of motor unit properties on
the size of the simulated evoked surface EMG potential. Exp Brain Res 2005;169:37—
49,

Farina D, Merletti R, Enoka RM. The extraction of neural strategies from the surface
EMG. J Appl Physiol 2004;96:1486-1495.

Milner-Brown HS, Stein RB, Lee RG. Synchronization of human motor units: possible

roles of exercise and supraspinal reflexes. Electroencephalogr Clin Neurophysiol
1975;38:245-254.

28



FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig. 1 llustration of pre- to post-training changes in the torque-agonist EMG relationship
considered to be representative of: (A) exclusively neural adaptations (unchanged slope but
extended relationship with a right and upward shift of the maximum point; (B) exclusively
hypertrophic adaptations (lower slope with the maximum point shifted to the right); (C) a
combination of neural and hypertrophic adaptations (lower slope, but with a maximum point
shifted to the right and upwards). Adapted from Moritani and deVries %°.

Fig. 2 (A) Knee extension maximum voluntary torque; (B) quadriceps maximum anatomical
cross-sectional area (QACSAmax); and (C) agonist EMG amplitude (corrected for muscle-
electrode distance) of untrained (UNT), short-term resistance-trained (12WK), and long-term
resistance-trained (4YR) groups. Data are mean + SD. Symbols indicate differences between
groups: * greater than UNT;  greater than 12WK.

Fig. 3 The relationship between torque and (A) agonist EMG amplitude (corrected for
muscle-electrode distance) and (B) normalised antagonist EMG throughout the knee
extension voluntary torque range for untrained (UNT), short-term resistance-trained (12WK),
and long-term resistance-trained (4YR) groups. Data points to the far right of Fig. 3A and B
display x and y error bars that are the mean SD for torque (x error bars) and EMG amplitude
(y error bars) for the five load increments across the voluntary torque range for each group.
Knee Flexion EMGuax, agonist EMG during isometric knee flexion maximum voluntary
torque.

Fig. 4 (A) Agonist EMG amplitude (corrected for muscle-electrode distance); and (B)
normalised antagonist EMG at the highest common isometric knee extension torque achieved
by all participants (196 Nm; derived by solving individual linear equations) for untrained
(UNT), short-term resistance-trained (12WK), and long-term resistance-trained (4YR)
groups. Data are mean £ SD. Symbols indicate differences between groups: * lower than
UNT; f lower than 12WK. Knee Flexion EMGpwax, agonist EMG during isometric knee
flexion maximum voluntary torque.

Fig. 5 The relationship between agonist EMG amplitude (corrected for muscle-electrode
distance) and normalised antagonist EMG throughout the knee extension voluntary torque
range for untrained (UNT), short-term resistance-trained (12WK), and long-term resistance-
trained (4YR) groups. Data points to the far right of the figure display x and y error bars that
are the mean SD for agonist EMG (x error bars) and antagonist EMG (y error bars) amplitude
for the five load increments across the voluntary torque range for each group. Knee Flexion
EMGwmax, agonist EMG during isometric knee flexion maximum voluntary torque.
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TABLES

Table 1. Agonist and antagonist surface EMG amplitudes and the slope of the relationship between agonist EMG and torque/antagonist EMG for untrained

(UNT), short-term resistance-trained (12WK), and long-term resistance-trained (4YR) groups.

UNT (n=29) 12WK (n=14) 4YR (n=14) ANOVA P value
Activation at MVT:
Absolute agonist EMG (mV) 0.182 + 0.073 0.241 + 0.081* 0.301 + 0.087*F <0.001
Absolute antagonist EMG (mV) 0.019 £ 0.009 0.020 £ 0.007 0.016 £ 0.008 0.540
Corrected agonist EMG (mV) 0.192 +0.042 0.255 £ 0.061* 0.277 £+ 0.060* <0.001
Normalised antagonist EMG (% Knee flexion EMGyax) 23.1+14.0 20.0+10.0 144 +£10.9 0.107
Activation at highest common torque (196 Nm)
Corrected agonist EMG (mV) 0.151 + 0.039 0.164 +0.039 0.116 + 0.040*} 0.004
Normalised EMG (% Knee flexion EMGpyax) 19.0+£13.2 13.7+7.8 5.9 £45* 0.001
Slope of linear relationship:
Torque (Nm)-Corrected agonist EMG (mV) 8.163+2.186x 10" 9.280+2578x 10"  7.507 +2.461 x 10 0.138
Torque (Nm)-Normalised antagonist EMG (% Knee flexion EMGyax) 0.109 + 0.065 0.077 £ 0.041* 0.037 +£0.023*} <0.001
Normalised antagonist EMG (% Knee flexion EMGyax)-Corrected agonist EMG (mV) 132 £72 83 £ 41* 54 + 43* <0.001

Data are mean + SD. One-way ANOVAs and subsequent post-hoc tests were used to establish differences between groups. Symbols indicate differences between groups: * Different than
UNT; t Different than 12WK. Knee flexion EMGyax, agonist EMG during isometric knee flexion maximum voluntary torque. Corrected agonist EMG was calculated by using the quadratic
relationship between EMG amplitude and muscle-electrode distance for all participants (n=57) on a sensor and contraction intensity specific basis before averaging across sites to derive overall

agonist EMG measurements.

30



EMG (mV)

®— Pre-training O — Post-training

Figure 1

Torque (Nm)

31



>

Nm

Knee Extension Torque
o

QACSA,,,x (cm?)

Corrected Agonist EMG (mV) O

500+

400+

— 300+

(
N
o
T

100+

Figure 2

HH

HH

160+

120+

80+

40-

HH

HH

0.354
0.304
0.25+
0.204
0.15-
0.104
0.054

0.00

—H

T *

T *

UNT 12WK 4YR
(n=29) (n=14) (n=14)

32



—%— UNT --0-- 12WK —e— 4YR
(n=29) (n=14) (n=14)

et
w
1

at
N
1

it
—
1

Corrected Agonist EMG (mV)

o
o

1 -I 1 1
0 100 200 300 400

o

N
o
1

Normalised Antagonist EMG
(% Knee Flexion EMGyay)
=
|

1 .I 1 1
0 100 200 300 400

Knee Extension Torque (Nm)

Figure 3

33



= E

X >

<

| | <

| -

| | |2

n & & = ¢
(*"Wo N3 uoixal4 aauy| %)

9N }siuobejuy pasijeWw.IoON

UNT 12WK 4YR

(n

T T T
n o n
(= o

0.20-
0.00

<

(Aw) DT 1siuoBy pajoaliod

o

14) (n=14)

29) (n=

(n=

29) (n=14) (n=14)

Figure 4

34



—V— UNT -=0=-= 12ZWK —e— 4YR

(n=29) (n=14) (n=14)
_-i; g 30-
c () -
o
g o
55 20- T
°3
o —e—l 1
g2 104
5 2 .
Z

0

1 1 1
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3
Corrected Agonist EMG (mV)

Figure 5

35



