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TRy (1999) dp MF#akd £ bR F kP F P FARE > 70 FLA L
2ot LR HRES R RS RIRR B A R G Haosh s (T TR
Peo 9T R F P ARE ) BRI AR T SO R BN E

I S R T B R Lt L s R S L IR S L N

B bR r B B i A e B KR E R R A
FIERT AR I BR AL F RSRER AP g2 0 LPARRY D
1o d St e R E KB L H AL - Weiss(1965) ¥ 7oT [
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72 pF (peripheral processing time) © P # #"&4 7 Bl (electroencephal-ography) i £4
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LRT - 5

M35 B SR T2 502013) W4 DAQUEE £ (3 4 502013)
T~ AT R AT
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3511 £ 45 B Hoo FIHCE B # A 49 (two-way ANOVA) » % A 44 i
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3 B* 2

- ~ AP 3 %6 LabVIEW Ry s > $g84ci@ 0~ LED 5> EF < &4 3
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SPSS18.0 it FEAH T #c- FIRF B HAITERF TR E A1 A
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»E 191 23 .008

*P<.05
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The Comparison of Reaction Time Among Different Levels

of College Female Volleyball Players

Yu-ting Yin,1 jui-hung Tu,1 Hong-sheng Xie,2 Chien-Hsun Li3
! National Pingtung University
? National Pingtung University Department of Physical Education
3 Pingtung County Jialuh Elementary School

Abstract

The purpose of this study was to investigate the difference in different levels of
college female volleyball players. 16 players in different level divided into 2 teams.
Experimenters’ eyesight was in normal range after vision correction. This study used
LabVIEW Visual programming language to write programs and National
Instruments USB 6211 DAQ, 250KS/s to create a reaction time equipment to
measure objects’ reaction time and movement time. The object took compatibility
and incompatibility test ten times randomly; the sample was based in the mean. Test
by two-way ANOVA, significant level (a) = 0.5, PASW Statistics 18 SPSS18
Traditional Chinese version for statistical tool, different levels volleyball players and
compatibility for independent variable, reaction time and movement time for
dependent variable. Research analysis showed that: 1. There was an interaction
between upper limbs RT and compatibility, incompatibility was faster than
compatibility, and there was a significant difference between different level
volleyball players. 2. There was an interaction between upper limbs MT and
compatibility, compatibility was faster than incompatibility, and there was no

significant difference between different level volleyball players. 3. In RT, MT and
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the whole reaction time in compatibility or incompatibility, group A volleyball

players were better than club player.

Keywords: Volleyball, Compatibility, Movement time
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