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Researches on Somatotype Characteristics of Elite Wushu Woman Athletes in China
HU Xitr juan’', SHI Yurr jia®
(1. Guangzhou Institute of Physical Education, Guangzhou 510075, China; 2. Beijing Universiy, Beijing 100871, China)

Abstract: Wushu is a Chinese traditional spoit In long— temrm development, as a sport, Wushu is weak in its basic theory. There are
no objective evaluation standards for the selection of athletes and for sports training. This paper makes a general research on players
basic function feature and on the differences among items to provide a scientific theory for Wushu woman s athlete selection.
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p— — P
(X) (S) (X) (S)
157. 35 4. 01 161. 4 512 <001
85. 54 2. 66 885 248 <001
66. 57 2 81 67.5 273 > 0.05
40. 21 1. 38 38.9 1. 59 <001
26. 35 223 28. 6 1. 49 <001
84. 94 6. 17 822 3.32 <001
43. 78 6. 07 41. 5 2 37 <001
34. 51 240 34.0 1. 71 > 0.05
41. 17 215 40. 6 1. 81 > 0.05
6. 66 0. 99 67 0. 42 > 0.05
55. 15 5.7 51. 1 6. 18 <001
84. 63 3.9 79. 3 4. 58 <001
27.76 1. 69 23. 6 1. 95 <001
25. 81 1.72 23. 6 1. 95 <001
55.3 3.39 522 3.43 <001
34. 86 1. 87 34. 1 1. 97 > 0.05
20. 4 1. 13 20. 7 1. 12 > 0.05
36. 26 4. 34 35.0 1. 40 <001
25. 15 1. 88 26. 6 1. 40 <001
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3 (20 )
X) (S) (X) (S) "
/ * 100 54. 36 0. 99 55.0 1. 02 <001
/ * 100 42.3 1. 37 41. 8 0. 95 <005
* 100 53.99 3. 80 50.9 1. 4 <001
/ * 100 21. 92 1. 28 21 0. 65 <001
/ x 100 4.23 0. 62 41 0. 27 > 0.05
141. 25 9. 41 122 14. 00 <001
/ * 100 53.79 2.30 49.3 2.93 <001
* 100 23. 06 2.98 21.7 0.73 <001
/ * 100 15. 98 1. 07 16. 6 0.75 <001
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4
(n= 18) (n= 19)
— — P
X) (S) (X) (S)
52. 48 5.59 58 16 5. 68 <001
39. 41 1. 33 40 65 1.01 <001
26. 96 1. 48 28 96 1. 44 <001
25. 14 1. 57 26 91 1. 54 <001
53. 56 2 86 57 67 3.10 <001
34. 18 207 35 89 1. 62 <005
19. 97 1. 30 21 03 0.92 <005
40. 67 8. 02 47 22 3.41 <001
139. 24 7. 83 146. 97 9.17 <005
5
(n=18) (n=11)
— — P
X) (S) X) (S)
155. 47 3.87 159. 17 254 <0.05
39. 41 1. 33 40 78 1. 48 < 0.05
82 46 4.74 87 90 6. 54 <005
6
— — P
(X) (S) (X) (S)
27. 01 1. 20 28 96 1. 44 <001
25. 03 1. 33 26 91 1. 54 <001
54. 08 224 57 67 3.10 <001
34.17 1.05 35 89 1. 62 <001
20. 00 0. 55 21 03 0.92 <001
134. 66 6. 56 146. 97 9.17 <001
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