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Table 2 Characteristics of two angles

inclination track.
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Fig.1 Outline of the inclination track.
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Table 3 Characteristics of subjects.

Body  Body égg?

ge .
Sub. (yrs) hight mass rocord

(m) (kg) (S)

K. K 18 1.73  69.0 10. 68
I.T 17 1.73  58.0 10. 93
H. S 17 1.61 52.0 11. 21
K. M 16 1.66  59.0 11. 57
N.T 17 1.70  60.0 11. 42
I.H 17 1.62 52.0 11. 94
K.Y 17 1.65 51.0 11. 87
M. H 17 1.76  59.5 11. 98
1.Y 16 1.74  56.0 12. 86
Mean 16.89 1.69 57.4 11. 61
S.D 0.57 0.05 5.27 0.61
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Table 4 Comparsion of running time between original (0), -3%(S) and (-4%)+(-2%) (W) incline track
dash.
unit:S
Sub Original S:=3% W (=4%) +(-2%)
10m 20m  10-20m 10m 20m  10-20m 10m 20m  10-20m
K. K 2.00 3. 15 1.16 1.98 3. 11 1.13 1.95 3.05 1.10
I.T 2.03 3.18 1. 15 2.04 3.19 1. 15 2.02 3.16 1.14
H.S 1.98 3. 15 1.17 1.98 3. 13 1. 15 1. 98 3.12 1. 15
K. M 2.10 3. 30 1.21 2.08 3. 29 1.21 2.08 3.29 1.21
N. T 2.07 3. 27 1.20 2.07 3. 26 1.19 2.08 3.24 1.15
I.H 2.17 3.45 1.29 2.16 3. 40 1.25 2.13 3.40 1. 26
K.Y 2.07 3.27 1. 20 2.06 3. 20 1. 14 2.03 3.19 1.16
M. H 2.09 3.33 1. 25 2.06 3. 30 1. 24 2.04 3.25 1. 21
I.Y 2.12 3.39 1.27 2.11 3.31 1. 20 2.10 3.29 1.19
Mean 2.07 3. 28 1.21 2.06 3. 25 1.19 2.05 3. 22 1.17
S.D 0. 06 0.10 0. 05 0. 05 0.09 0.04 0. 06 0.10 0.04
05S>5W 055SW 0558 >:P<0. 05, >>:P<0.01, »>:P<0.001
T-test 0>>W oW O>»>W
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