{58 7k BR B B SV B AR ST B
& LTO Sideways Bench 7 FOZEH%

Validity of the sideways bench test as a simple tool for assessment of

hip abduction muscle strength

BRHZE >, Rt

3?_

« 77— K : gluteus medius, surface electromyography, non-contact ACL injury

s, KIFER, JEEMA ACL 85

(EE) AWfsEid SidewaysBench ML —= > 7 3:2%H L, BEAE R o 48 2 3840 L L O
FAWRE &) BGEL 72, BFZE1 & LT, BRAEDLSHAIANETTONRT v P R—IVET 124 K204
12, KE b7 oS EES 7 (Hip Abduction Torqgue relative to Body Mass : HAT/BM) & 30 #/4
C Sideways Bench BEZ#H D BT EDTE LM (SBT A M) 2N, MHDOERIZOWTHRE L
7o, WHZE 2 TRBFRFA 1342 RIC, RAHERZHVTSB 7 A MIERZ BT 2 HE T O ik
B/Ki#E L HAT/BM & OBIFRICOWTHRGET L7z, 08, HAT/BM & SB 7 X b RIBUZIZH E R IED
MR (r=071,P<005) 2°A5h (%2 1), HAT/BM & SB 7 A N B o g o i G Bk e 12
BHEEZAOHBBEE (r=-070,P<001) A5 (% 2). D EORENS, SBF A MIfE AR

B B T A D REAE 2 7 ) F B & b7z,

e

Ty T OEM, BWBEANY T, hvT4 v
TEMER &Y A IEHMA ACL #1551k, =
o OEER ORI R D E R Th %
EAEBMENTWAY. 20X ) % RKRICH <
2k, FEEMAE ACL B O FHIIZWRET
HBHEEZEZLNTWDY, FRIC B MZ b v 2 A3
NSV E IO 2 mE~EE L E S
B, BBEARE)1E R HAE HE O Knee-
in BHEOMEICEE LK TOOEDE ENDY.

INFTICELDOACLEEFHZHWE L7
IOHH A X TAT T AP AR— Y IRERY,CE
ASN, ZOMEPHESNTVEY. A2
7y MEORBAV AL, BRI O
257207, ACLEH POy %44 X7
0o ATIE, BRBEESMRG b B E L7z

i
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A2 =DHAANSILTWEY. L2 LRAS,
% { O AR =V IGEI I, BEBEEIMER O
B A = 2 — % Eifi L 72 B O E R Id Th T
FWhnZ Ea% v, ZoMME LT, fHEHY
THEMET & 2 MiE 2 B BAE A R )1 O FFAM 5 AN
WZEBHIFHNA.

B IEHEIE KB LT T8 2 Wb Tk &
(TR EZH VW] 125052 L 5TE 5.
e WA HIE R E LT, Sl 7
B EHN T EEH L. ZOTHEICE L5
AR, IEREYE, PR S SR U TR V—
FT, HEPEMTHELT RO TN Z L
POMEEIZE VDV, £ DAKR—VIGEY
BCHEHE 2479 121, BAEZHVE, ok
BoONBIH L CHEMITREZFEIET LW, £
D&MW THFHIEE LT [T =< ¥
ZHEIBFTF 5N A, B 501% 30 B TOR
THE Y 37 B & KR ISR O 5 ) DA 5 2 H
BfRE, LAY 30 o MMk L7 A ML
EARED 72 ) OREBRIRINT) & OB AH B R A
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B51E 4 BRRIET S e HEHEi% & L T O Sideways Bench 7 X h D& L4

1 Sideways Bench 7 X b (SBT X )

FIRIAL (a) CHIERROBEE E TRS—ERICE 2 E TEEEEE LS €7 Sideways

Bench £# (b)

BAhEHARSNEHELTEBY, TDX9 % ADL
BVEC = 7 A ZEE & FIH L 72 55 00 57 A 2
W&, AR— Y IREBY;CIT 2 A I 2 5 Rl 2
ERDVELERDNS.

Z I TEAE, BB B & O ) iR
It 7 %34 XL LTHERLTW5S [Sideways
Bench ML —=>27 P12 H L, 30 ## T Side-
ways Bench %3428 ) &9 2 L 25T & 5 IS
X % #li: (Sideways bench 7 A2 b : SB 7 A 1)
BEZRL, AT A N HIWEE % B B i s ) R
B LS HTRED &9 2% MGk L 7z

HRBELUVTE

1. &ZXEL /- Sideways Bench 7 X b test (SB
TAB)

SB 7 A M, — e Z B BB A MR 12k 5 T
L—= v Z7fiH»—>T¥H 5 Sideways Bench %
B0 EnELL, MEMNOEZEL LTz
75V 72BN %6352 &, 30 #2 1] C Sideways
Bench %% % CH % 28 1 38 % B{E % [0 #
DREZHDEUELIZT A THE (B1). 2D
IO hAKEZAMNE L EEE 2 BT 5
HIE, —EREEIN T oSN M 3@ O AR E
H720) OHINAAET 5. o F g, HEFOK
HH72) DN ENEIZESB 7 A~ ORIEIE
%Y, KAHZARED 720 OB NERwEIZE
SBT7 A MOREKIIA R 2B ETFRINS.

SB 7 Z MIHEM DM 2 12 L 72 fIERLIC T,
WA ORI ZIFEHOE TV T, Fi#E%E i
T 72 IR 2 BRAG B & L (R 1a), ME M o
HE TR —EHRIIRLEFTHEREZELIET

RABEER 2 K — VSR -

Sideways Bench &3 (Rl 1b) % &£ % L H /R L,
Ihz e L WEicBLT, oz b)s
BIED T A ¥ ETHEENRG P 720G, G%
WIHIZHE T2 ETFREL 22 72861k mEIC I
BT, 2oWE ) LEm Baker & BT
TLEZESW] R [Loh ) LEEZHEIZOIFTL
23] REDOHETORREIT- 2%, K%
PRAFEEM 2 % FEH L 72,

BFR¥HESN (Fn: 202045, FE:
1669+ 74cm, KM : 784+189kg) =R 412, 3
H o Mg % 2217 T SB 7 A + ORfTHIE M %
MNHBIAR % (intraclass correlation coefficient :
ICC) Z#HWTHM L& Z A, ICC(1, 1)1 0908
(P=0.003, 95% 5 #HIX [#] 0476~0.990) TH - 7.

2. BRTH1>

SB 7 A s S 7 1B B8 B A4 45 00 BRAlf 95 02 7
DBRDENE) DEWMGET 5720, DTIRT 22
DWFEERAT- 72, WiFE 1 TIX, SR> SHEAN
FCORLNAT v FR—VETF 124 %% 0512
(%21), SBT7 A Mul¥ & RE D72 ) ORISR
B & OBFRIZOWTHRGE L 72, A% 2 T, B
TREFAE 1354 (GEE - 214195, &K 1715
+82cm, AHE : 735+104kg) =X HRIZ, SB T A
N EERIZ 35T B HB G O T B Kk & AR 3 72
) ORLBAEIAMZER ) & OBIFRICOWT, K E
Xi: (surface electromyography : EMG) % v
THRGE L 72.

TRTOMIEIE, BEEEERFRAMEEEER

KROKE (§3-59 %) 5729 2T, Wit
LENTHERNICHIRO B - WA B X O It
I a7 2o TR @2, FHEIC
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x1 HR1OMNRE

Age (yr) Height (cm) Body mass (kg)
All (n=124) 218+6.3 170.1+85 64.2+9.2
male (n=82) 20.1 5.3 173675 67.1+9.1
female (n=42) 24970 1634 +6.1 58.6 6.6
SEIAE = R AR =

TEMOMEEESRTER L. 7B, s
DBRBAETH 25618, COREFITHFLTH+
SR TV, FHRISTEIMO N EZ 172,

3. SBTFAMEIBEHED /- V) DI%EEEIS 8

LY OB (W% 1)

SBT X M5 WICEHESD /- V) ORZBIESES b
WV DRIE

SB 7 A b 7 5 N BRI ML F v 2 ORER,
FTRTHEREMTH 24 T TITo72. FIERE
MoOHER [R-—Vze@siorR] & L7z SB
7 A MEHTR L7z FiEE v, 30 B cofth K
L& Ay v b Lz, W@ 571250 2 FlhE
% L7 1T, T 217 721212 2 M9 L,
REEE R L7z,

BB EiAMR b v 7 O EL, Anima tEEOHETF
i 77 & (hand held dynamometer : HHD, uTas
F-1) # fv>, Daniels 5 QTR BRI S50
Fehta L7z, WMoz B2 L2z, Ml
SE R D B A m B 00, Az 00 oL (I
D KBRS & AT & 7% HIEAL)  CREBIETIE A
e L, THOTHOBIIEERMZ & 5¢TH
RO & R7=E 72 ZOIRET HHD % KR
AV OB EA 5 B T TR MR A 1T b
e RS R (maximal voluntary isomet-
ric contraction : MVIC) 2 & % BtV J) %
WE L7z, NS v 7IRATbE, BEEO
W - AMiE, 7 B NITRBE O IEEBITEAME D e v X
IR L W EI e L7z R T2
mSEhE L, mefEziRH L7z 195 h /- BB Eist
i) (kg) 1 Fujita et al.'” OEATHIZEIC 2 H W,
KEEEZ#EU b5 2 L THREHEZ V2
(Hip Abduction Torque : HAT) IZ#5 L, fAH T
[ L 7246 (Hip Abduction Torque relative to Body
Mass : HAT/BM) T% L7z, KBRS TR
BRE Kiin 120 O IRBIET R £ ToOMEE, SRE
DAY % —%F\T 05cm HALTHAM L 7-.

4. SBT X NEIMERICH T 2 REE DB EE
KEEFES - V) OIZEEEI S &8 71 & DEF
&2 (% 2)
1) EEB&7O0bMaL
EMG 13 B BAfiA iR O B & ST 2 i
5 (Gluteus medius : GM) #xt& e L, FlEKE
WA RN THEZAT- 72, BBE =B
IZB1F % MVIC TORBEEH RS 2 6 TR K
i & B IE i (maximum EMG activity :
EMGmax) Zit#k L7z, KICHo kB E kA 72
%, SB 7 A ME)E O, KRR & Gl L 7.
SB 7 A MEIfEIX, 80bpm D A 1 — AFIH
HbETH5EfTbhbE7.
2) MVIC IC & % B% B8 &5t 5 1 £ EMGmax D
HIE
5% BA i A4z BV (2 B 1 A MVIC B EMGmax
7 b OB MR OMlE I, BFFER S &
ENy FIZHIERTH 5 A% FIC L7 MEME &
L, W oRBENE DT F =y AN
V= W S N2 Xy K RIS
LCiro 7z, e o B BIE, JH il o B,
Ahiiz 0 BEDRERL IR KBEDSIR & FAT & %2 %
BAr) CREBEE MR & L, KRG MO
PLACHIREAMA N o — FE )L (LUR-A-IKNSA
I WA ICHEM LA My 7ERRBIEL,
Z DA B &R MVIC 12 & % BB /b iz 8
E&fTbHE72.
WERNCIEZY A+ =3I v 7Ty 7T2FERKL, WE
BIEICER S-S5 7202 JUF TO N5 % Bl
fiher. WREHIZS v 7 LT, 5 B Teah%
HICETLEIRLE. a—FeEuhsiishn
A5 5, BAEZE (DPM-715A, JEAIE#EALE) %
FWTHE L, 16bit ® A/D Z#i%% (power-Lab/
16S, AD Instruments fL#) #/LCTH 7Y »
FREWEBIKHZ ICT/R—=Y Fvary¥a—4%—
WCHUD SAAZE, WEIE 2 MM L, FSHERI DK
R L7247 % MVIC #4717 LTHRM L7,
Hon BB R, B RBEZENTS
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{88 7 AR PAER S 8x 5 1 FFM % & LU T D Sideways Bench 7 X b D&%

a. EMGmax

Hip abduction Peak
-,-4',“\1r."'| _|

strength ‘n_,.f |

|N‘|l |

v'l |

/ |

[ |

|

)la" li:
—_— (N

100N

SB test

(Ana\y_sis section

5001V

bsec

2 MVIC RiTTOERMIXEEEINERECE T 2 hEE EMG EREBHOREE (@) &
SB 7 X MEFICH T B HEE EMG T (b) DO—%Bl
MVIC : maximal voluntary isometric contraction

b CHBES MR bV 2 (HAT) ICHE L 7214,
RECRRL72fE (HAT/BM) T#HEL7-.

O — Fuu2 o 0lRNMES &R, A
25D EMGmax % ftdk L 72. EMG O &HNZ AR
FHEIZE VAT, BRI Ag/AgCLEAE 7 VD
74 ARFEM (Blue Sensor N-00-S / 25, Ambu fk
) 2RV EREY Y FR——=T#y, 7
V2 — Vil THEHE L 72 £\ B B B E 20mm &
LT, HlE#eoREFETo 1/25I2BW»T
FRB A O IE % fERE L CHEA L 72, 2 oS4
JEI 7% O W BRI AT I8IE 5~500Hz O 7 7 T
M EX £ ~ 4 (DL-141, S&ME L #) (236t L,
7 v 7 HJisi (DL-720, S&ME #1:#) %#%T 16
bit ® A/D Z #1 2% (power-Lab/16S, AD Instru-
ments fL#) ZALTH 7Y ¥ R 1KHz
WZTH=VFNara—F—IZWYAAT. 15
57z EMG 7 — %1%, 40#7>~ 7 b (Chart 80, AD
Instruments 1 #) % H W Ta&EER L, MVIC
AIT7% 5N SB 7 A MEMEIC BT B PR
R L7

MVIC A7 2B 5 EMGmax (&, ¥— N+t
WE DO NTRINETHIRKAE E % 5 KD 5
Hi 2 0.5 BB O Ei 2 Hil LTk 7z (K 2

a). SBEfEL LSS EMG X, 5 BOBED
6 2mHE, 3MHE, B4 HHZ@ENxGE L
72 (B2b). ZhENOEEICE VT, EMGmax
WP A AHMEE S L, FOFEIME & SR
B OWEEI/K#E (normalized as the relative value
at EMGmax @ %EMGmax) & L7z.

5. HEtERT

Wige 1 TOSB 7 A Mul$ & HAT/BM & O
o7& ME§ % 7289, Pearson OFEZAHBIFRE OB
ExATo 7. T2, BT R T 5720, W
HOMBRr SN EXEHWTSB 7 A+
|15 & O HAT/BM 28 L, 5 fii ¢
5 N 72 HAT/BM & #ft % HAT/BM IZ %} 3 %
Bland-Altman 73 #1'® % % jii L 72. 4 HAT/BM
OPEE & HEE HAT/BM O#ICB VT, %D
AP (limits of agreement : LOA) T 513
lHD T T A< A F A 1.96SD (BEH#EfR ) o ffipH
MO0 ZEE RIS, MRS 5 &H
L7z Wi 1T Bland-Altman 71 v MZBIF
% Pearson ORFMBERBOME Z 1TV, HED
BN RSN A X IBIRREIAAET 5 L H
WrL7-. F7-, Biasfl (% HAT/BM Ol fl &
ft 5 HAT/BM D7 D) 5 X 0% error (4%
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1.0 15

2.0
HAT/BM (Nm/ks)

3 SBFXAMNEHKEFESH Y OIXEHSMNE NIV Y

(HAT/BM) DBEE&%

HAT/BM : hip abduction torque relative to body

mass

HAT/BM @ #ll % fili & #E 52 HAT/BM @ 7 @ 2
SD/Bias ) %K@ 7-.

WioE 2 T, Boh7— 73R 5 0N
PR CT# L7z, Pearson OFE AR E O
E % H\, SB 7 A MEIEHIZ BT B T O iE
B L RE D72 ) OB R ) & DR %E
MERE L 72

TRTOMEHLIIITHEENT Y 7 by =27
(SPSS ver.25.0 for Windows) Z Hvy, Wi b4y
BKHEIL 5% AL L7z

B/ OR

1. Hi%1

EREDPDHARINE TORLNATr v FR—V
BT 124 %0 SB 7 A N E OVl 7 & ONTHE
AR 212 451100 M TH ), HAT/BM OF
7 5 O #EFE 21X 1.9:04Nm/kg TH - 72.
SB 7 A b ¥ & HAT/BM (2134 & 7% E O B
BIFRATA & 17z (r=0.71, P<0.05) (K1 3). #ll & i
5 N 7- HAT/BM & # % HAT/BM IZ X 3 %
Bland-Altman 34T D#5 %, LOA THh % FIfln
575 A< A F & 1.96SD O#iBHIE 0 % & &, M
HiREITRO LN R > 72. —7F, Bland-Altman
Tay MCTHBEGMHBEBERSA LR (r=046, P<
001), HplfEEMNED 57 (F4). Bland-
Altman 737123817 % Bias i 35 TH ), %er-
ror 12 9.9% TH - 7-.

% HAHIRR X K — VESRF -

2. M2

e 2 T & LB T R¥4 1340 HAT/
BM D3 7% 6 N EE#E{R 2213 2.02 £ 0.26Nm/
kg TH Y, SB T A MEIEFIZIBT 5 S O
WK #EIZ 395+ 10.3%EMGmax Th - 72, 72,
SB 7 A MEMERFIZ BT B B O 15 Eh K e &
HAT/BM & ORICIZA E R A OHBBRAA S
h7z (r=0.70, P<0.01) (X 5).

Z %

T A DA ER LSBT A M, HAT/BM
Er=071 DA B S WHBEBE/KRZEZRL (P
0.05), MEHHT & NE & #IE 91T 2 % 18 2 5B
HisbiEf o iz E LTHTH L L Bbh
7o 2 WEZE212BWTCSB 7 A FEMEIC K B
B O TG B K #E X HAT/BM & A =R B OME
B (r=0.70,P<001) I2& » 72. Z i, SB
7 A N TOFEE ERORBEESEICB VT,
HAT/BM ARV 1T EHIGHIC & ) K& Ze v
HOWERZERENDLZEZRLTVWS. OF
D%, SB 7 A B o T o 5 5 B K e 1
fiil 2 » HAT/BM IZHKAF L TWB 2 LD L0 L
ol

SB7 A M, BRELHAME LT+ -3
A6 BRI D O 247 7 4 =V KT
ARNTHAB. TOLHIZ, HEE»AMNE LR
HENEZ BT 256, EEHOMmIGEIAKHE LA
BH72) ORERDOKE SITHAFT 5720, F
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ES{E 4 IRREER AL R A5 M % & L T Sideways Bench 7 X b DZ it

. 084
5 | @ o
8 0B e R S +1.965D
[¢b]
s E 1 ® L
S 0.24 L X
s 1 *weo ‘W‘g
> 0.0
59 4 ~ o‘.';.ﬁ.. s Mean
o © |
Q:; 024 .’.. Y ..’ ‘~’.
D [ ]
5 —0.44 R o‘ & =046P <00
é,_06: ------------------------------------------------------ ~1.96SD
_O.8~"7'/H{'I'I‘1'T"l‘I‘i"T"l‘l
001.0 12 14 16 1.8 20 22 24 26 28 3.0
Mean
(measured value and estimate value)

X 4

BIFEETHDS N7z HAT/BM EH#TE HAT/BM (C39 % Bland-Altman 547

HAT/BM : hip abduction torque relative to body mass

707
60+

501

Gluteus medius EMGmax (%)

y = —27."7x +95.7
r=-0.70, P <0.01

O
304
20
O_‘_'_’(’.r T el T x T o T T T 1 T - 1
0 16 18 20 22 24 26 28

HAT/BM (Nm/kg)

X 5

SB 7 X MEMERICH T B PRB OB AR KE LFE

& 7= V) DRRFAERSER R 1 & DREfR

HAT/BM : hip abduction
mass

torque relative to body

%EMGmMmax : normalized as the relative value at

maximum EMG activity

815 O WG BN A HE L ARE B 72 ) OFHEIRT] OBk
EMBEE R ZY. 2F ), EEHTH L PO
h#EH 72 ) O ENEE, SB 7 A PEMEICHE
WEDR S N 1A NS K R D H
s b, ZO20, FEHOKED 2D O
DHFEOEAETIZ, —EBRNTI Y Z L o
RITHZENTEDLEEZOND.
—HTHFRLICBWTH S Ml EMH %
Bland-Altman 734712 & O #ET L 72858, Indain

R

AR R —VE

XD LN h o FeBRBIERE RO bz, §
bt BEEAETG AEIZE, SBT AT
3 N D B B E bR )T 2 AR < JAR D RN S
LHIENPHLNE RS, ZNEHEAMFHL:
T7A—NVEFETAIMDORFZRLTnDHEEZ LN
A5. %72, SBT A MDILTH % Sideways Bench
FL—=v 7R3N —=V Z7ORHELTYH
HnonTBY, BEEIMET; 7200 T % AR
DREDL RN ST SB T A MEEISEEL TV
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R’ E

LB THAH) b, 72, 5D SB 7 A
DX ST —EREBN THRKS ) TOEMEZ A
T 54, FERREICIIME A ORKG I E Db
THHFAINC L B30 2T T B REMEDYE 2
5N5. L2 L7255, Bland-Altman 234712 B4
% Biasfii 1 35 T, %error 1£99% T& - 7-.
Bias ®#AIZ 0 1282 <, % error 1% 30% A 257
BETHDH LD, KR THL IR
HAT/BM fEIXRIFCH B L2 5. 72, HAT/
BM %% 1.16~247Nm/kg @ #i P 1 (SB 7 A
31~55 [ItfY) THNE, FREHPHT T A~ A
F Z 0.55Nm/kg DLV C O [Be B i 74 iz i o 4 52 A3
WHETH B, FRMIIZZDSBTF A ML Bk
R AV 7 O FH 2, ACL 85O FRhi 1% T
TWEW, ZO720121F, KIS I EED
WA 2 & ACLIEB 2B &SRR S vk ), &
fIBRSR D & 2 B B Ei s 1) o B %2 R L7z 1
T, SBTAMCTOHREMEZRT I EFRDLN
. TDX) LpEEET S L HAT/BM 255 1H
ThHHLEI, SBT A M X 54w HAT/BM
HEBEO HAT/BM & 0 #/NGFli S 115 & 9 i
i, BUBTIF) 74—V FEF A FORREE L
THAETES.
ARFFEDORF L PEEZ RS, L LSBT
A M, BRI B X 0K (i % PR )
D=7 L2744 =V FT AT
Thob7zD, BB & FSE & AT RTEED
M CHHHERZDLIENTESL., LLER
5, BIBRECTIIB B s  ) & OBFRD A L A
oI RoTBLT, L&A RERE
NEDRERMEINTVEDNE ) NIEESHOM
MThb. 72, TOSBF A MH»5 ACL #E5)
A7 B Gl % 720121, SB 7 A F ol &
7 W OSSR O BIFR S MR L 72 1T, AR
OB % WS 2 720126 % % SB 7 A bl
DILHEH LW S PIZ LT LEDDH S,

TED

ARWEFENE A R — 7 5B C i 12 52t ] e 7
Bz BE &5 AV ik 3 ) o Gtk oL 2 HIW & LT
[Sideways Bench N L —=> 7] It L7-SB
TAMEEEL, TORUMENGEL7:. Z Ok
R, MREDH 72 ) ORRBES M bV 2 (HAT/BM) &
SB 7 A NI A B 2 EOMBIRIER (r=071, P
<005) 3AHNTA (F%E 1), SB 7 A MRRIC

08 HAHIRR X K — VESRF -

X % HAT/BM OHEE I RMEAE %2 L, e
HisMER 2SRV E 13 & HAT/BM 2 8/ GHii§
BMEMICH -7z (W7 1). LA L, SBT A MEfE
HZ BT % g O WG Bk #E 1, HAT/BM &
E R AOHBEBER (r=-0.70, P<001) 125 1,
SB 7 A s OB{ED AR IEAE 4~ © HAT/BM 24K
HFLTwW2 (W32 2). loZens, 30T
Sideways Bench %254 # 1) & L 0 58 22 nl K3 %
MM 2 L THB Y, AR— v IEE
“C A\ TR B 72 e B Ei /M )0 O FHMEE & L
TIHTE B EEbNh7-.
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Validity of the sideways bench test as a simple tool for assessment of
hip abduction muscle strength

Fujita, E.*, Hirotsu, M.*
* Department of Sports and Life Science, National Institute of Fitness and Sports in Kanoya
Key words: gluteus medius, surface electromyography, non-contact ACL injury
(Abstract) The present study examined whether sideways bench training can serve as a simple method for as-
sessing hip abduction muscle strength. In Study 1, which was conducted in 124 high school to adult basketball
players, we examined hip abduction torque relative to body mass (HAT/BM) and the number of sideways bench
position repetitions performed in 30 seconds (SB test) as well as the relationship between the two measurements.
In Study 2, which was conducted in13 male university students, we measured the relationship between gluteus
medius activity and HAT/BM during the SB test using a surface electromyogram. Consequently, we observed a
significant positive correlation between HAT/BM and SB test repetitions (r=0.71, P<0.05; research 1), as well as a
significant negative correlation between HAT/BM and gluteus medius activity during the SB test (r=—0.70, P<

0.01; research 2). These results indicate that the SB test may be used as a simple assessment of hip abduction mus-

cle strength.
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