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Inter-trial variability shows Full covariances change with
neural control structure task, but inter-trial doesn't

Summary

'Muscle synergies’ have been proposed to simplify neural
control of movement|1] and cortical damage is thought to

Low-dimensionality in muscle

activity results from spectral
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performed using PCA unless indicated otherwise.

includes significant activity from muscles in both legs, and each of the eight most significant

® Low-dimensionality of co-recorded EMG signals is mostly
caused by its spectral characteristics and NOT muscle

Figure 2: Decomposition of a pseudo-periodic signal: DC, trial-averaged, and inter-trial

variability. The energy of these three adds to the total energy (E = Y. z7).
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= Factorization performance assessment (EAF or tVAF): clusters have a symmetric contralateral cluster.
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Table 2: Subject summary

Supported by NSF BRIGE 1342183.



