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Introduction
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Methods: Ergometer test
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Results
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Discussion
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Conclusions

* SRM Ergometer in “Open End Test”
» Non-linear breaking algorithm
* Power trend line between power output and velocity

» Real world cycling on a velodrome
» Power trend line between power output and velocity

* SRM Ergometer overestimates power output at given speed
» Difference is less in standard position

* Body size and bike postion will determine differences between
ergometer and real world cycling

* SRM Ergometer “Open End Test” improved by input of
» Body size (weight and height)
 Bike position




Acknowledgements

www.albertwot.nl




