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Prediction strategy in reaching phase with dominant hand
and non-dominant hand.

~ with a focus on appearance Preshaping time ~
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Abstract

This study has three purposes. One examined the comparison at the Preshaping appearance time of the
dominant hand and non-dominant hand, Two examined the comparison at the STEF accomplishment time
of dominant hand and non-dominant hand, Three examined the Preshaping appearance time and elaborate
operation capability, and relevance. In Pre-shaping, a dominant hand was more significantly than a non-
dominant hand delayed. As for the STEF accomplishment time, dominant was significantly quicker in
accomplishment time than a non-dominant hand. Preshaping appearance time and STEF execution time had
negative correlation. With its dominant hand, just before contact was considered that it can perform movement
processing smoothly from movement experience being abundant. With non-dominant hand, since movement
experience was inferior to dominant hand, it was thought according to making Pre-shaping appear at an early

stage that it was adjusting for vision and somatic sensation information.

25






