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Abstract— Musculoskeletal models are pivotal in the domains
of rehabilitation and resistance training to analyze muscle
conditions. However, individual variability in musculoskeletal
parameters and the immeasurability of some internal biome-
chanical variables pose significant obstacles to accurate per-
sonalized modelling. Furthermore, muscle activation estimation
can be challenging due to the inherent redundancy of the
musculoskeletal system, where multiple muscles drive a single
joint. This study develops a whole-body musculoskeletal model
for strength and conditioning training and calibrates relevant
muscle parameters with an electromyography-based optimiza-
tion method. By utilizing the personalized musculoskeletal
model, muscle activation can be subsequently estimated to
analyze the performance of exercises. Bench press and deadlift
are chosen for experimental verification to affirm the efficacy
of this approach.

I. INTRODUCTION

Strength and conditioning training is one of the most pop-
ular forms of exercise, which can improve the overall health
of individuals, such as enhancing skeletal muscle health,
bone mineral density, body metabolism and mental health
[1], and can also improve sports performance of athletes,
such as enhancing strength, explosiveness, endurance and
muscle hypertrophy [2], [3]. Bench press and deadlift are
essential training exercises for athletes across all sports since
they involve the majority of upper and lower body muscle
groups, respectively, which makes them the most effective
exercises for improving upper and lower body strength.

Understanding which muscles are activated during specific
training exercises is crucial for selecting the most appropriate
exercises to target desired outcomes [4]. By analyzing muscle
activation information, researchers can quantify the specific
muscle recruitment mode involved in various exercises [5].
For novice exercisers, this information can help guide the
learning of proper exercise techniques, reducing the risk of
sporting injuries. For athletes, muscle activation information
can inform targeted training to develop specific muscle
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Fig. 1. Common resistance training actions and their simulation.

groups [6]. Coaches can also use this knowledge to design
personalized training programs for their athletes.

There are various approaches to estimate muscle activa-
tion, which can be broadly categorized into measurement-
based and non-measurement-based methods. Surface elec-
tromyography (EMG) is a non-invasive measurement tool
that plays a key role in assessing muscle activation patterns.
It can be defined as an electrophysiological recording tech-
nology used for the detection of the electric potential crossing
muscle fiber membranes. However, the use of sEMG can
be time-consuming and logistically challenging, particularly
when examining a large number of muscles, as athletes
would need to attach multiple sensors before each training
session with assistance.

Considering the redundancy in the musculoskeletal sys-
tem (i.e., the number of muscles exceeds the number of
joints), non-measurement-based optimization methods have
also been widely adopted. One of the most commonly used
non-measurement approaches is static optimization, which
employs a cost function based on the minimization of the
sum of squared muscle activations [7]. While computation-
ally efficient, this method may not accurately represent the
actual motor control strategies employed by individuals.
Dynamic optimization, a optimization method aims to mini-
mized metabolic energy and produced movement that close
to reality, has been proved remarkably similar with static
optimization [8], [9]. Electromyography-driven modelling,
which utilizes pre-existing musculoskeletal models and opti-
mizes them based on EMG data, is a promising method [10].
However, many of these models have not been adequately
personalized to the specific individuals being studied.
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Fig. 2. The overall framework scheme. Data Collection: Human information in strength and conditioning training is recorded by various sensors.
Personalized Muscle Activation Estimation: A whole-body musculoskeletal model is employed to perform inverse dynamics and muscle analysis using the
acquired human body information. Subject-specific muscle parameter calibration is conducted in conjunction with muscle activation distributions to obtain
personalized muscle models, which are then used to estimate muscle activation on new data.

While muscle models have been utilized to compute
muscle activation information, it is important to note that
individual differences in body parameters lead to variations
in personalized muscle model parameters. Pengchen Lian el.
has employed exoskeleton-based measurements to optimize
the parameters of a subject-specific musculoskeletal model
in order to estimate the active torque at the knee joint [11].
Current approaches to musculoskeletal model personalization
often focus on parameters such as muscle lengths and force-
velocity curves, typically for single-joint, single-action sce-
narios without considering changes in external forces [12].
This limited scope may not adequately capture the complex
and individualized nature of human movement and muscle
activation patterns.

In this paper, we propose a novel framework for estimating
muscle activation during strength and conditioning training,
leveraging personalized musculoskeletal modelling. In order
to obtain the subject-specific musculoskeletal model, the
generalized model is re-calibrated based on the anatomical
parameters obtained from measurement, and the immea-
surable muscle parameters are calibrated by the proposed
optimization algorithm. Then another optimization method
leverages subject-specific musculoskeletal model parameters
to provide an accurate representation of individual muscle
activation patterns towards strength and conditioning train-
ing. The effectiveness of the proposed method is validated
through experimental trials involving multiple load condi-
tions for both bench press and deadlift, which are multi-joint
exercises (Fig. 1).

The main contributions of this work are:

• A novel muscle activation estimation method is pro-
posed based on personalized musculoskeletal modelling.

• A simplified calibration method is given for muscu-
loskeletal models, making it more practical for real-
world applications.

• Experimental validation of the proposed algorithm is
carried out for bench presses and deadlifts under varying
external forces.

II. PROPOSED METHODS
The diagram of the overall framework is illustrated in

Fig. 2. The following sections will detail the musculoskeletal
model, the method for personalizing musculoskeletal model
and estimating muscle activation.

A. Musculoskeletal Model
In this paper, a whole-body musculoskeletal model is build

within OpenSim, which was constructed by combining the
Rajagopal model [13] and the Bilateral Upper Extremity
Trunk Model [14]. The model is shown as part of Fig. 2.

To obtain a subject-specific musculoskeletal model, the
generic model is scaled to match the individuals anthro-
pometric dimensions and proportions. Directly measured
anatomical parameters, such as weight and bone lengths,
are used for this scaling process. This results in a model
that closely resembles the subject’s size and proportions.
However, certain muscle parameters cannot be obtained
through direct measurement.

The Hill-type muscle model, a widely adopted biomechan-
ical approach, was utilized to represent the three-unit skeletal
muscle function, consisting of an active contractile element,
a passive elastic element, and an elastic tendon. The structure
of Hill-type muscle model is shown in Fig. 3.

If the tendon is assumed to be elastic and the mass of
the muscle is assumed to be negligible, then the muscle and
tendon forces must be in equilibrium:

Fmax (a fa(lM) fv(vM)+ fp(lM)
)

cosα −Fmax ft(lT ) = 0 (1)

The muscle force could be written as:

F = Fmax (a fa(lM) fv(vM)+ fp(lM)
)

(2)

where a is the muscle activation, Fmax
m is the maximum

isometric contraction force, lM is the normalized muscle
length and vM is the normalized muscle velocity. fp(lM) is
the passive forcelength factor, which affect the passive force
of muscle. In this paper, only active force was considered,
so the muscle force could be written as:

F = Fmaxa fa(lM) fv(vM) (3)



Fig. 3. Structure of Hill-type muscle model.

where fa(lM) is the active forcelength factor, which is close
to 1 when the actual muscle length is closed to the optimal
fiber length, and fv(vM) is the forcevelocity factor which
is close to 1 when the muscle velocity is low. On muscle
activation estimation methods, such as static optimization,
previous studies have shown that the force-length-velocity
properties of muscle have little influence [8]. Therefore,
the following simplified equation is commonly used in the
optimization process:

F = Fmaxa (4)

It could be seen that the important parameters of muscle
force are the muscle activation a, which could be measured
by EMG device, and the maximum isometric contraction
force Fmax

m . So maximum isometric contraction force Fmax
m

will be the target to get personalized musculoskeletal model.

B. Personalized musculoskeletal model

In this subsection, individualized muscle parameters are
identified by solving an optimization problem to minimize
the difference between the joint torque calculated by inverse
dynamics and the estimate torque based on the human model.

The dynamics model if motion could be written as:

M(q)q̈+V (q, q̇)+G(q)+ JT Fext = Γ (5)

where q, q̇, q̈ are the vectors of joint angles, velocities, and
accelerations, respectively; M(q) is the system mass matrix;
V (q, q̇) is the vector of Coriolis and centrifugal forces; G(q)
is the vector of gravitational forces; Fext is the vector of
external force; J is the Jacobian matrix; Γ = {τ1, . . . ,τN} is
the vector of joint torque.

Another method to estimate joint torque is based on the
musculoskeletal model.

τc,n =
M

∑
m=1

Fmrm,n (6)

where Fm is the force of m-th muscle; rm,n is the moment
arm of m-th muscle at n-th joint; τc,n is the corresponding
joint torque.

According to Eq.(4), muscle activation is very important
in calculating. But EMG data, the signal presents the trend
of muscle activation, is usually noisy. So besides full-wave
rectification, a low-pass third-order Butterworth filter at
6 Hz and normalization applied to the raw EMG signals,
distribution is also used to constrain the muscle activation.
EMG data of multiple cycles is used to calculate the Gaussian

distribution Na(µ,σ
2) during the whole cycle, where µ is

average and σ is standard deviation.

am ∼ Na(µ,σ
2) (7)

where am is muscle activation of m-th muscle. For a specific
motion cycle, processed EMG data might be more accurate,
so another distribution Na(µ,σ

2) is applied.

am ∼ Na(em,σ
2) (8)

Muscle activation represents the activation level of the
muscle, so the value satisfied:

0 ≤ am ≤ 1 (9)

Therefore, interior point method [15], a nonlinear opti-
mization method, could be used to solve the musculoskeletal
model personalizing problem:

min∑(τc
n − τn)

2

s.t. am ∼ Na(µ,σ
2)

am ∼ Na(em,σ
2)

0 ≤ am ≤ 1

τ
c
n =

M

∑
m=1

Fmrm,n

Fm = f (Fmax
m ,am)

αFr
m ≤ Fmax

m ≤ βFr
m

(10)

where Fr
m is the reference value of Fmax

m , which is obtained
from OpenSim model. The maximum isometric contraction
force Fmax

m might vary greatly among different people or
during different state, so a reasonable range was used to
constrain Fmax

m . Fm is the muscle force of m-th muscle, which
could be calculated by the mdoel in II-A.

C. Muscle Activation Estimation

After getting personalized musculoskeletal model, precise
muscle activation estimation is possible. The idea used is
the same as the previous subsection. Difference is the target
changed and EMG device could not be used to give a
reference muscle activation. As the same motion was used
during personalized musculoskeletal modelling and muscle
activation estimation, distribution Eq.(7) could also be used.

Therefore, the muscle activation estimation problem could
be summarized as:

min∑(τα
n − τn)

2

s.t. αm ∼ Na(µ,σ
2)

0 ≤ am ≤ 1

τ
α
n =

M

∑
m=1

Fmrm,n

Fm = f (Fmax
m ,am)

(11)

Eq.(11) is similar with Eq.(10), but the maximum iso-
metric contraction force Fmax

m is known in Eq.(11) and the
optimization target is muscle activation, while Eq.(10) is the
opposite.



TABLE I
MUSCLE SELECTION OF BENCH PRESS AND DEADLIFT

Joint Single-Joint Muscle Two-Joint Muscle

Bench Press
Elbow Brachialis (BRA), Brachioradialis (BRD), lateral head of Triceps

Brachii (TriLat) long head and short head of Biceps
Brachii (BicLong, BicSho), long head of
Triceps Brachii (TriLong)Shoulder

Deltoid Anterior (DelAnt), Deltoid Medius (DelMed), Deltoid Poste-
rior (DelPos), clavicular portion, sternal portion and costal portion of
Pectoralis Major (PMCla, PMSte, PMCos), Latissimus Dorsi (LD)

Deadlift

Waist
Erector Spinae Longissimus (ESL), Erector Spinae Iliocostalis (ESI),
Multifidus (MUL), Rectus Abdominus (RA), Internal Oblique (IO),
External Oblique (EO)

\

Hip Tensor Fasciae Latae (TFL), Adductor longus (AddLong), Gluteus
Maximus (Gmax), Psoas Major (PM) Rectus femoris (RF), Semitendinosus (ST),

Biceps femoris (BF), Gluteus Medius
(Gmed)Knee Tibialis anterior (TA), Gastrocnemius Lateralis (GL), Gastrocnemius

Medialis (GM), Vastus Lateralis (VL), Vastus Medialis (VM)

Fig. 4. Illustration of the Maximum Voluntary Isometric Contraction tests.

Fig. 5. Optimization results of bench press and deadlift during musculoskeletal model personalization.

III. EXPERIMENT
Experiments were conducted on both bench press and

deadlift, two fundamental and essential movements in
strength training.

A. Data Collection and Processing
During the data collection process, the data of the bench

press and deadlift exercises were recorded by the Xsens
system and EMG sensors with the corresponding software.
The motion was obtained from the Xsens system at a
frequency of 60 Hz. The EMG signals were acquired through
the Delsys Trigno Wireless System with a sampling rate of
2000 Hz. The placement of the EMG sensor is guided by the
SENIAM ecommendations [16]. After placing the electrodes,
the maximal voluntary isometric contraction (MVC) of each
muscle was recorded to normalize the EMG values. The
measurement method of MVC refers to [17], [18], [19], and
the actions of bench press shown in Fig. 4.

The weight of barbell is also recorded. The data of four
load groups for bench press and deadlift were collected
respectively, and each load group included 8 repetitive move-
ments. The load groups of bench press are 20kg, 40kg,
50kg and 60kg, and the load groups of deadlift are 35kg,
45kg, 65kg and 75kg. Assumed that the barbell remains
horizontal during the exercise, the force is uniformly applied
to the person’s hands, the left and right sides of people are
symmetrical, and the force is generated in unison.

Key joints and muscles were chosen for each exercise.
For the bench press, shoulder flexion/extension and el-
bow flexion/extension are the key joint movements, with
EMG monitoring 13 muscles involved. For the deadlift,
hip flexion/extension, knee flexion/extension, and waist flex-
ion/extension are the primary joint movements, with EMG
monitoring 19 muscles involved. All muscles are list in
Table.I.



TABLE II
ROOT MEAN SQUARE ERROR (RMSE) BETWEEN THE ESTIMATED MUSCLE ACTIVATIONS AND THE MEASURED VALUES IN THE TESTING SET.

bench press-20kg bench press-40kg bench press-60kg bench press-50kg
proposed 0.10 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.11 0.11 0.10 0.07 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.08 0.09 0.08

proposed+SO 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.13 0.12 0.14 0.13 0.20 0.18 0.19 0.20 0.15 0.15 0.20 0.16
SO 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.08 0.13 0.12 0.14 0.13 0.20 0.18 0.19 0.20 0.15 0.16 0.20 0.16

deadlift-35kg deadlift-45kg deadlift-75kg deadlift-65kg
proposed 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.08 0.09 0.08 0.06 0.07 0.07 0.06 0.07 0.06

proposed+SO 0.09 0.09 0.10 0.09 0.11 0.12 0.10 0.10 0.12 0.14 0.15 0.14 0.11 0.12 0.12 0.13
SO 0.12 0.13 0.14 0.13 0.15 0.16 0.14 0.14 0.19 0.20 0.21 0.20 0.17 0.18 0.17 0.19

Fig. 6. Muscle activation estimation results of bench press.

Fig. 7. Muscle activation estimation results of deadlift.

B. Personalizing musculoskeletal model

To personalize the musculoskeletal model, experimental
data from two dynamic tasks were used: 1) bench press with
loads of 20 kg, 40 kg, and 60 kg (4 trials per load), and 2)
deadlift with loads of 35 kg, 45 kg, and 75 kg (4 trials per
load). These datasets served as the training set for the model
optimization process.

The optimization results are presented in Fig. 5, including
the optimization outcomes for a 20 kg bench press trial and
a 35 kg deadlift trial. The joint moment plots, presented
in the leftmost column of the figures, demonstrate a close
agreement between the joint moments computed by inverse
dynamics (blue line) and the optimized joint moments (or-

ange line). Similarly, the muscle activation plots show a good
correspondence between the EMG-derived muscle activa-
tions (blue line) and the optimized muscle activations (orange
line), with the EMG-based muscle activation distribution
also presented (light purple area). Despite the inherent noise
and various factors influencing the EMG measurements, the
overall trends between the optimized and measured muscle
activations are consistent, indicating that the optimization
process effectively captured the muscle activation patterns
while maintaining accurate joint moment representations.

C. Muscle Activation Estimation

In order to validate the proposed muscle activation estima-
tion method, we use four sets of data from four different load



conditions for both the bench press and deadlift exercises as a
testing set, with no overlap with the training data, to compare
the measured values with the optimized values obtained
using the proposed algorithm. Static optimization (SO) is
a widely used method of muscle activation estimation which
aims to minimize the sum of squared muscle activation.
In this section, not only static optimization compared to
the proposed method, but a hybrid method combining the
proposed algorithm and static optimization is investigated
(referred to as proposed + SO) was also investigated, where
the objective function in Eq. (10) is modified to

min
(
∑(τc

n − τn)
2 +0.1∑a2

)
(12)

Fig. 6 and Fig. 7 present the experimental results of
various methods for the bench press and deadlift exercises,
respectively. Due to space constraints, only the results for
one load condition from the training set and one from the
testing set are shown for each exercise. Root Mean Square
Error (RMSE) is used to quantify the difference between the
estimated muscle activations and the measured values in the
test set, with the complete data summarized in Table II.

The analysis of Fig. 6, Fig. 7, and Table II reveals that the
estimates obtained by the proposed method are the closest to
the measured values. In contrast, other methods exhibit larger
errors. This suggests that the principle of minimizing the
sum of squared muscle activations does not align well with
the actual operating principles of the human muscle system.
For the relatively heavier load conditions, the error of the
static optimization increased, while the error of the proposed
algorithm remained relatively small and stable. These results
demonstrate the ability of the proposed method to achieve
more accurate muscle activation prediction, particularly in
different load conditions.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this study, an optimization-based approach was de-
veloped to personalize human musculoskeletal models and
estimate muscle activations during strength training exer-
cises, such as the bench press and deadlift. By scaling
the anatomical parameters of the musculoskeletal model
using measured data and calibrating the difficult-to-measure
muscle parameters using the proposed optimization method,
the subject-specific musculoskeletal models could be con-
structed. These models were then used as prior knowledge in
another optimization process to estimate muscle activations.
Experiments were conducted on the bench press and deadlift
exercises under different external load conditions, and the
results validated the proposed method.

Future research will incorporate diverse muscle recruit-
ment patterns into the personalized musculoskeletal models
and expanding the application of the proposed approach to a
wider range of scenarios. Additionally, based on the estima-
tion of humans responses to external stimuli, the constructed
human musculoskeletal models can be utilized to guide
the design and development of more user-centric human-
machine interaction systems in the fields like ergonomics.
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