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ABSTRACT 

 

Population recordings of human motor units display 'onion skin' discharge patterns - 

implications for voluntary motor control. 

 

Over the past two decades, there has been a radical transformation in our ability to extract useful 

biological signals from the surface electromyogram (EMG). Advances in EMG electrode design 

and signal processing techniques have resulted in an extraordinary capacity to identify motor unit 

spike trains from the surface of a muscle. These EMG grid, or high-density surface EMG 

(HDsEMG), recordings now provide accurate depictions of as many as 20-30 motor unit spike 

trains simultaneously during isometric contractions, even at high forces. Such multi-unit 

recordings often display an unexpected feature known as ‘onion skin’ behavior, in which 

multiple motor unit spike trains show essentially parallel and organized increases in discharge 

rate with increases in voluntary force, such that the earliest recruited units reach the highest 

discharge rates, while higher threshold units display more modest rate increases. This sequence 

results in an orderly pattern of discharge resembling the layers of an onion, in which discharge 

rate trajectories stay largely parallel and rarely cross. Our objective in this review is to explain 

why this pattern of discharge rates is unexpected, why it does not accurately reflect our current 

understanding of motoneuron electrophysiology, and why it may potentially lead to unpredicted 

disruption in muscle force generation.  This review is aimed at the practicing clinician, or the 

clinician scientist. More advanced descriptions of potential electrophysiological mechanisms 

associated with ‘onion skin’ characteristics targeting the research scientist will be provided as 

reference material. 

 

 

  



Introduction  

Motor units (MUs) are the quantal elements required for regulating movement1 and since 

select sets of muscle fibers are innervated by a single motoneuron (MN), spike times of the MU 

recorded from muscle fiber electrical activity (i.e the electromyogram; EMG) can provide 

information about the discharge of individual MNs in the central nervous system; the final 

common pathway for all motor behavior2,3. We also now know that the two ways of increasing 

force are: 

1) activation of previously quiescent MUs or, put simply, recruitment; and  

2) increases in discharge rate of already active units, known as rate modulation4.  

We now also know that during increasing excitation, MNs of smaller size are recruited before 

MNs of larger size. This concept, known as the size principle5–7, has been well-studied and has 

stood the test of time in both human and non-human animal models, with very few exceptions to 

date8.  

Once recruited, the discharge rate of a MN increases with increasing net excitatory 

synaptic input to the MN pool. Collectively, evidence gleaned using intracellular current 

injections during intracellular recordings indicates that MNs recruited with higher currents have 

the capacity to discharge at higher discharge rates than smaller, lower threshold MNs. 

Furthermore, when these discharge rate properties are assessed alongside data depicting the 

magnitude and time-course of the relevant MU mechanical twitches across recruitment 

thresholds, it seems appropriate that MU discharge rates should increase with increasing MN 

current threshold, since the rate of discharge required to reach a fused tetanic contraction is 

significantly higher for larger, faster, and stronger units than for their smaller, slower, and 

weaker counterparts. In other words, since further increases in discharge amount to very little 

extra force once slower units reach their fusion rate, it makes good sense that MUs made-up of 

slow-twitch muscle fibers require slow discharge rates to achieve a smooth tetanic contraction, 

when compared with MUs made-up of fast twitch muscle fibers. The relation between discharge 

rate and force development of the MU is summarized in figure 1 which shows that fusion of MU 

force requires higher discharge rates for high threshold MUs (red) than for low threshold units 

(blue).  



 

Figure 1: Force output increases with a higher stimulus rate to the motor unit (A). This 

relationship is shifted to the right for high threshold (i.e., fast twitch) motor units, compared to 

lower threshold (i.e., slow twitch) motor units. This means that higher rates of stimuli are 

required to achieve maximal force from higher threshold motor units (vertical dotted lines). 

Unexpectedly, recordings of many concurrently active MUs recorded from human 

muscles during submaximal isometric voluntary contractions, using surface EMG grids and 

advanced decomposition techniques, show completely different relationships between the 

expected recruitment and discharge rate properties. Specifically, later recruited units (i.e., higher 

threshold units) discharge at distinctly lower discharge rates than units recruited early in the 

contraction (i.e., lower threshold units). This ‘onion skin’ behavior, initially described by De 

Luca and colleagues9–11, has since been reported frequently during submaximal isometric 

contractions in many muscles, and by various research groups across the world. A clear example 



of the ‘onion skin’ pattern is depicted in figure 2, a diagrammatic representation of grid 

recordings summarizing typical results from several publications. 

 

 
Figure 2: Two simplified and theoretical depictions of motor unit behavior during a constant 

increase, hold, and decrease in excitation to submaximal levels. Two different possibilities of 

discharge rate profiles according to recruitment are shown. In A) the discharge rate of higher 

threshold units exceeds that of those recruited at lower thresholds, which is expected based on 

classic neurophysiological data examining the twitch and afterhyperpolarization durations in the 

reduced preparation. In B) the discharge rate of the earlier recruited units exceeds that of later 

recruited units, which only reach modest discharge rate increases – this is known as onion skin 

behavior. 

As such, we think it is now important to examine the potential underlying neural 

mechanisms that could cause such ‘onion skin’ behavior, and to also examine the functional 

implications of this behavior on motor control in health and disease.  

 
Recruitment of motoneurons follows the ‘size principle’ 

Many MNs (often a few hundred) innervate a given muscle, and this group of neurons 

comprises the MN pool. Contemporary views even suggest that MN pools can span multiple 

muscles allowing for the coordinated control of synergistic actions (for examples see the work of 

Hug and colleagues12,13). Activity of the MN pool collectively modulates the force output from 



each muscle or groups of muscles, and MNs within the pool are activated progressively with 

increasing excitation, typically in order of the size and strength of the MU. The key biophysical 

properties of membrane resistance and MN surface area appear to dictate the net electrical input 

resistance of a MN1, which ultimately governs the threshold for action potential initiation14. 

Essentially, when equal levels of synaptic input are provided to the entire motor pool, MNs with 

higher input resistance (i.e., smaller MNs) are recruited first, followed by MNs with decreasing 

input resistance (i.e., increasing size).  

The idea of a ‘size principle’ or ‘rank order of recruitment’ was first advanced by 

Henneman in the mid 1950’s using recordings from ventral root filaments and showing that 

motor axons of increasing diameter, identified using the size of the recorded action potential, 

were recruited progressively with stimulation to Ia afferents of increasing intensity5. In 

subsequent work, he and his colleagues substantiated their analysis by showing that MN size was 

directly related to axonal conduction velocity, which provides further support for an orderly rank 

order of recruitment15, and this rank order was not altered by concurrent inhibitory inputs16. 

A short time later, Stein and colleagues showed that the size principle is preserved in 

humans by using the spike triggered averaging of individual MU recordings to estimate the 

twitch size of newly recruited units17. Since then, work from Cope and colleagues8 has provided 

continuing and robust support for the generality of the size principle in mammalian preparations. 

In the decerebrate cat, for example, they showed that irrespective of the type of synaptic input 

(i.e., homonymous stretch, synergist stretch, or cutaneous afferent stimulation) recruitment was 

determined predominantly by cell size, with only occasional shifts in recruitment between units 

of similar properties. They concluded that these modest and occasional shifts in recruitment 

order are not likely to be functionally important18,19. Interestingly, Burke20 has suggested that 

shifts in recruitment order probably require polysynaptic pathways and are highly state-

dependent. Indeed, a realistic simulation from Heckman and Binder21 showed that modifying the 

recruitment order requires a synaptic input that strongly favors high threshold MNs with a 

background level of inhibition to the motor pool. Although the order of recruitment may vary 

slightly, it has stood the test of time in that, typically, smaller MUs are recruited before larger 

ones. Discrepancies do however tend to emerge when the discharge rate of multiple units are 

tracked and compared when measured concurrently. 

  



Motoneuron discharge rates in relation to recruitment thresholds across the motor pool 

A single MN receives convergent synaptic input from thousands of other neurons that 

summate to create a net postsynaptic current, or a driving current and if that current is 

sufficiently large in amplitude and duration, repetitive discharge of the MN ensues22. To study 

such phenomena, intracellular recordings are the foundation upon which our knowledge of MN 

electrophysiology is built, because they allow recording of the membrane potential of the cell 

during spontaneous activation, or during synaptic input of different kinds1.  

Using intracellular recordings and current injections in anesthetized preparations, Eccles 

and colleagues23 initially showed that MNs that fired slowly (i.e., so-called tonic MNs) had 

longer and deeper afterhyperpolarization potentials (AHP) than those that fired more rapidly 

(i.e., phasic MNs). Granit, Kernell and their colleagues24–28 further showed that, in the 

anesthetized preparation, MN discharge frequency (f) is controlled chiefly by the intensity of 

maintained driving current (I), and this relation became known as the f-I relationship. The 

relationship between the MN discharge frequency and injected current intensity across a range of 

input currents is nearly linear, and the initial linear portion of this relationship is often labelled as 

the ‘primary range.’ A second, steeper but also near linear relationship between current and 

discharge rates, known as the ‘secondary range,’ can be achieved with higher intensity current 

injection. Although fundamental to our understanding of input-output properties of MNs, this 

‘base state’ (i.e., deeply anesthetized) does not clearly reveal the actions of added 

neuromodulatory inputs that can modify these f-I relationships in awake and normal behaving 

mammals29,30, an aspect that will be discussed later.  

An accumulation of data from intracellular current injections suggests that the AHP is the 

primary determinant of the minimal discharge rate, since this rate is approximately equal to the 

reciprocal of the AHP duration, and AHP durations are reduced in MNs of increasing size. This 

led many to believe that MNs of increasing size should routinely discharge at higher rates 

because their AHPs are of shorter in duration24. Indeed, the discharge rate of newly recruited 

MNs was often shown to be greater than that of a lower threshold unit during synaptic activation 

in various types of non-human animal preparations (see fig 2 from Powers and colleagues31).  

For example, during stimulation of the mesencephalic locomotor region (i.e., stimulation 

of the brainstem) the pattern of discharge rate modulation of MN pairs is related to their 

recruitment order, when assessed during smoothly graded contractions32,33. In general, lower 



threshold MUs had lower initial and peak discharge rates than higher threshold units. Some pairs 

of MUs that were recruited at similar thresholds increased their discharge rates similarly (i.e., 

nearly parallel increases in discharge rates) whereas MNs that were recruited with very large 

differences in recruitment thresholds did not modulate their discharge rates in a correlated 

fashion. Later work from Prather et al.34 showed that, regardless of the type of synaptic input 

from afferent sources (i.e., cutaneous or muscle afferents), the discharge rate modulation of a 

higher threshold MN was typically higher than the modulation in discharge rate of a lower 

threshold MN. This type of behavior typically resulted in higher threshold MNs achieving higher 

discharge rates than the lower threshold MNs, despite some degree of co-modulation. 

Based then on multiple studies from animal preparations, it seems that MN recruitment 

and discharge properties are likely to be well-matched to the mechanical behavior of the 

associated muscle units, in that the discharge properties of slow-twitch units are governed by the 

prolonged after hyperpolarization (AHP) of the associated MN and this matches the mechanical 

behavior of the associated muscle fibers. We next describe these relations between MNs and 

their associated muscle fibers in more detail. 

 

Twitch properties in relation to recruitment thresholds and discharge rates across the motor 

pool 

Discharge rates of different MN types throughout the motor pool were believed to match 

the twitch properties of the innervated muscle fibers, in that MNs innervating slow twitch fibers 

discharge more slowly than MNs innervating fast twitch fibers. The idea was first proposed at 

the level of a whole muscle, where certain muscles were considered to show fast contractions 

(i.e., pale muscle), whereas others were considered ‘slow’ (i.e., red muscle; see Ranvier35 and 

Kronecker & Stirling36). Denny-Brown37 characterized differences in these muscle types in the 

synergistic triceps surae based on their histological appearance. The soleus is comprised 

primarily of red muscle fibers activated in a tonic fashion, whereas the gastrocnemius had more 

pale muscle fibers with more phasic activation. This concept, however, was slightly flawed in 

that most muscles contain a mixture of different colored muscle fibers indicating a mixture of 

MU types within each muscle.  

Regardless of the limitations, examination of antidromic action potentials monitored via 

intracellular recording of MNs innervating red (slow) and pale (fast) muscle fibers revealed that 



MNs innervating slower muscle had longer AHP durations23. In fact, across the 26 muscles 

studied, the duration of AHP had an inverse relationship with the conduction velocity of the 

motor axons, which suggested that axons of smaller diameter were usually linked to slow MNs. 

These slow or ‘tonic’ MNs innervated muscles containing slow twitch fibers (i.e., red muscle) 

that required relatively low discharge rates to reach near maximum tetanus (i.e., fusion of 

twitches to produce near-maximal tension such that there is no reduction in tension between the 

twitches), when compared to fast or ‘phasic’ MNs. As such, Eccles and colleagues23 suggested 

that “a high frequency discharge to slow Mus would merely serve to fatigue the muscle for no 

effective return in a higher contraction tension, while the low frequency discharge from a tonic 

motoneuron to a fast MU would be inefficient in fusing the individual twitch responses to give 

an effective tetanic contraction.”  

Furthering the idea of a useful and functional relation between the electrophysiological 

properties of MNs and the muscle fibers they innervate (i.e., as suggested first by Eccles and 

colleagues), Burke and his colleagues38–42 classified MUs into distinct types. MUs were 

classified as either: type S (slow twitch, all resistant to fatigue); type FR (fast twitch, fatigue 

resistant); type FF (fast twitch, fatigable); or sometimes, type FI (fast twitch, intermediate 

fatigue; often unclassified) (see 43 for a historical perspective of the classification). The first 

recruited MNs (i.e. type S) innervated slow twitch muscle fibers, generated small amplitude 

twitches with slow decay of the twitch, were difficult to fatigue, and were able to sustain stable 

contractions for many minutes. Conversely, large MNs routinely innervated fast twitch muscle 

fibers that were able to generate large amplitude twitches, with rapid force decay, most of which 

were also highly fatigable (type FF). Some of these larger units were resistant to fatigue (type 

FR)41.   

The time course of twitch tensions provides particularly fruitful information about the 

optimal discharge rates of MUs of various sizes (see figure 3). Large twitches of MUs with 

higher thresholds are brief (i.e., faster times to peak and shorter relaxation times), whereas 

twitches of smaller MUs are typically more prolonged in both rising and falling phases44. As one 

might imagine, brief twitches require higher frequencies to achieve smooth contractions (i.e. 

fusion or tetanus), whereas prolonged twitches would require much lower frequencies to enable 

fused contractions. In line with these recorded differences in twitch amplitudes and durations, 



type S units have longer AHP durations than type F 45–49, suggesting that lower threshold MUs 

should discharge at lower rates than higher threshold units. 

                                     
Figure 3: A simplified depiction of motor unit types that comprise a continuum. Motor units are 

grouped according to their size, which primarily determines their recruitment order. As size of 

the parent motoneuron increases, so does the number and size of innervated muscle fibers. 

Motor units recruited first (i.e., type S) have the lowest twitch amplitudes with slow relaxation 

times, whereas those recruited later have twitches with substantially larger amplitudes but brief 

relaxation times. 

Under steady-state conditions, lower threshold MUs do indeed reach their maximal force 

output (i.e. fusion rate) at lower discharge rates than higher threshold units50,51, as shown in 

figure 1. This force-frequency relation describes the conversion of MN action potentials into 

isometric muscular force and provides the necessary link between the MN and its innervated 

muscle fibers1. Therefore, Kernell52, in line with Eccles23, suggested that since high discharge 

rates produce very little extra force output, they are energetically wasteful in low threshold MUs, 



and therefore, one would expect the range of discharge rates to increase with MU size. This has 

been the prevailing thought amongst the MN field - that is, small MUs are recruited at low 

thresholds and should maintain relatively low discharge rates due to their long twitches and AHP 

durations compared to larger MUs recruited at higher thresholds with shorter twitches and AHP 

durations.   

 

Lessons gleaned from high-density electromyogram grids 

In the last two decades, there has been increasing use of high-density surface EMG 

(HDsEMG) recordings53. These HDsEMG grids have varied in size from a small number of 

electrodes (less than 10) to very large arrays with 128 or even 256 electrodes. Electrode 

dimensions have also varied but for the most part electrodes have retained relatively large 

dimensions (greater than 1 cm2). These recent advances in electrode design, in addition to vast 

improvements in computational power allow for the recording of many human MUs 

simultaneously using HDsEMG. Particular credit is owed to development and improvements in 

blind source separation algorithms, developed by Holobar, Farina, Merletti, Negro and their 

colleagues54–63. As a result, we are now able to record MU spike times from the surface of 

muscles ranging in function and structure. HDsEMG grids have been used to record from small 

hand muscles, such as the first dorsal interosseous (FDI), or from large limb muscles such as 

vastus lateralis or biceps brachii, to reveal the spike times of as many as ~50 concurrently active 

MUs within a single trial. Unexpectedly, what we see in these recordings diverges substantially 

from findings derived from the aforementioned classic MN studies.  

Although MUs appear to be recruited in accordance with their size (as estimated by MU 

action potential amplitude) the discharge rate behavior recorded using high density grids 

diverges radically from expectations based on classic MN studies. We would expect, from 

classical MN physiology summarized earlier, that earlier recruited MUs would discharge more 

slowly, presumably optimizing the metabolic and mechanical properties of the muscle fibers they 

innervate. Instead, ‘onion skin’ behavior becomes manifest in most human data (refer to figures 

2 and 4). The first units to be recruited (blue units) show continuing increases in discharge rate 

with increasing force, yet later recruited units discharge at slower rates (green/yellow units), and 

the last recruited units discharge at the slowest rates (red units).  



This orderly behavior of different MUs is quite unexpected and gives rise to a layering of 

discharge rate trajectories that rarely cross in HDsEMG recordings of neurologically intact 

humans during submaximal isometric contractions. Although there are occasional crossings in 

the discharge rate trajectories, most of these occur in units that are recruited at similar thresholds 

(i.e., neighboring blue units cross in figure 1). On the other hand, it is very rare for the discharge 

rates of MUs with substantial recruitment spacing to cross (i.e., red unit discharge rates do not 

cross those of blue units in figure 4). 

 
 

Figure 4: The torque (A) and smoothed discharge behavior (B) of 20 motor units recorded 

simultaneously using high-density surface electromyography and blind source separation during 

an isometric dorsiflexion task to 30% of maximum. Note the discharge of the earliest recruited 

motor units (blue) reach much higher rates than the latest recruited units (red). 

 

When do ‘onion skin’ profiles emerge? 

Virtually all the published records of ‘onion skin’ profiles are based on decomposition of 

MU spike times from EMG grid recordings taken from the skin surface over a muscle during 



increases in isometric voluntary force (for examples see 64,65) or during submaximal voluntary 

efforts during slow shortening or lengthening of the muscle66, although records of this behavior 

began with intramuscular EMG recordings in the 1970’s67,68. To date, there are almost no other 

recordings illustrating the behavior of several MUs in which activation is mediated by other 

kinds of synaptic input.  In particular, we have almost no recordings in which many units are 

tracked and recruited by muscle afferent excitation34. 

There are several hypothetical mechanisms that could be considered when trying to 

understand or explain these ‘onion skin’ discharge rate trajectories.  For example, the electrical 

impedance of spinal MNs (related to the electrical resistance) could be modified during 

voluntary contractions so that higher threshold units show disproportionate reductions in 

membrane electrical impedance during progressive MN recruitment. This could potentially 

happen because of concurrent inhibitory inputs that grow more rapidly than excitatory input 

during voluntary contractions. We do not yet know of any appropriate circuits that may reveal 

these properties, in which inhibition of MNs increases disproportionately, but this remains a 

plausible possibility29,69,70.  

Alternatively, voluntary commands could harness other sources of disruptive inhibitory 

synaptic input, acting potentially via regional spinal interneurons. This disruption could impact 

higher threshold MNs disproportionately and could include changes in presynaptic control that 

could regulate the magnitude and distribution of excitation to the motor pool. 

 

‘Onion skin’ behavior is not restricted to human preparations 

Although commonly assumed to be a phenomenon manifest exclusive to human 

preparations, ‘onion skin’ behavior has also been documented in non-human animal preparations 

too. Henneman and colleagues71 showed that MNs recruited earlier during high frequency 

plantaris nerve stimulation have higher discharge rates than those recruited later (see fig. 6 from 

Henneman et al.71; panel A low ~11pps, high ~7pps; panel B low ~15pps, high ~12pps). Data 

obtained from Christopher Thompson and colleagues (unpublished Heckman Lab findings) 

recorded with HDsEMG over the medial gastrocnemius muscle of the decerebrate cat also 

display ‘onion skin’ behavior during progressive muscle stretch (see figure 5). This behavior is 

strikingly similar to that seen in human MU recordings during submaximal voluntary 



contractions where discharge rates are higher in low threshold MUs compared to the later 

recruited and higher threshold units (i.e., compare figures 4 and 5).  

 

 
Figure 5: Linear stretch of the isolated medial gastrocnemius in a decerebrate cat while EMG is 

recorded with 64 channel HDsEMG recording electrodes. Signals were then decomposed into 

corresponding motor unit action potentials using blind source separation and discharge rates 

smoothed with a 1s Hanning window. (A) An example stretch (5 mm; 1 mm/s; black trace) of the 

MG reveals the smoothed discharge rate of 13 motor units (colored traces). (B) A negative 

correlation is observed when the peak discharge rate is plotted against time of recruitment 

during the stretch for each of the 13 motor units, indicating the later recruited units discharged 

at lower rates when compared to earlier recruited units (i.e., ‘onion skin’). 

 

Role of persistent inward currents (PICs) and direct actions of monoamines 

The contribution of anesthetized preparations to our understanding of input-output 

properties in MNs is fundamental, but without the effects of key metabotropic inputs originating 

from the brainstem (i.e. serotonin [5HT] or norepinephrine [NE]) we may not fully understand 

the way that MNs function during normal behavior. Passive neuronal properties alone cannot 

account for the MN recruitment and discharge rate modulation patterns seen routinely in awake 

behaving mammals72. Monoaminergic inputs must also be considered because of their profound 

direct effects on the excitability of spinal MNs73, as well as their well-documented facilitation of 

dendritic persistent inward currents (PICs)74–78, which are voltage-gated ion channels well-

equipped to amplify and prolong excitatory synaptic inputs to the MN by providing a sustained 

depolarising current to the MNs30,79. 

Persistent inward currents (PICs) and ‘onion skin’ discharge 



To the best of our knowledge, PICs themselves do not induce major changes in membrane 

electrical impedance, although this thesis has not been widely tested. One factor limiting our 

ability to understand this concept is that most studies of PICs examine those synaptic 

mechanisms which are mediated largely by excitable sodium channels, located on the MN soma. 

We are less able to extensively study dendritic PICs that are mediated primarily by calcium 

channels. It remains possible that since 1) sodium PICs are necessary for repetitive discharge 80; 

and 2) self-sustained discharge, a hallmark of PICs, is longer-lasting in low-threshold MUs81, 

PICs could be more effective in smaller compared to large MNs. Although necessarily 

speculative, this differential contribution of PICs to MNs of various thresholds could contribute 

to ‘onion skin’ behavior by reducing AHP disproportionately in small units with similar driving 

currents. 

Monoamines and ‘onion skin’ rate profiles 

We have known for many years that several monoamines including serotonin and 

epinephrine can modify ion channel conductances in a progressive and orderly way, so it is 

possible that these same may contribute to the ‘onion skin’ pattern.  For example, it could be the 

case that increasing voluntary force increases the amount of a monoamine released in the spinal 

cord82,83 and that this increase progressively exerts a differential effect on smaller versus larger 

MNs.  This may be an unrealistic scheme of control because it requires fine regulation of the 

transmitter effects in the cord, a complex task for slowly discharging monoaminergic neurons in 

the brainstem.   

Functional consequences of ‘onion skin’ discharge rate profiles 

As we have described in earlier paragraphs, the parallel rate trajectories of successively 

recruited MUs were unexpected, given the well described relations between injected current and 

discharge rate of different sized MNs reported in the literature. Specifically, we would have 

expected discharge rates of higher threshold units to be systematically greater, to match the 

higher fusion frequency of their innervated faster-twitch muscle fibers. This should result in a 

radically different discharge rate picture, with higher threshold units showing steeper discharge 

rate trajectories as force increases, resulting in multiple discharge rate trajectory crossings. This 

was not the case, however, as has now been documented in many reports.  

One unexpected and potentially adverse consequence of such a discharge scheme is that 

higher threshold units are now being activated with discharge rates that are much further from 



the optimal fusion frequency of their innervated muscle fibers. In other words, the force traces 

after recruitment of higher threshold units could potentially appear to be “bumpy” giving rise to 

greater force variability at higher muscle forces. 

There are several lines of evidence, drawn from human behavioral studies, suggesting 

that force variability is indeed greater at higher force levels84, as would be expected from these 

discharge schemes. There are direct measures of isometric force variation, such as those reported 

by Jones and colleagues85 from Daniel Wolpert’s group during contractions of arm and hand 

muscles. Others have used direct measures of force variability, such as the mechanomyogram 

(MMG) or the use of optical sensors, to track surface motion of a muscle and show similar 

features86. So, it does appear that low discharge rates of high threshold units may have 

demonstrable functional consequences. 

It remains unclear what functional benefits could derive from such a scheme. Several 

years ago, De Luca and his colleagues9,11, who first coined the phrase ‘onion skin’, suggested 

that it might constitute a form of functional reserve allowing fast twitch MUs to remain 

unfatigued and to be available for force generation during emergencies11. The notion of having 

MUs in reserve might seem like a bit of a stretch but limiting the use of the most fatigable and 

energetically demanding units (i.e., those of higher thresholds) until they are absolutely required 

may serve as a trade-off with the fluctuations in force to reduce fatigue during normal 

submaximal behaviors. Although these outlined benefits of the ‘onion skin’ discharge scheme 

remains plausible, it would seem to be a highly inefficient, in terms of force generation from an 

individual unit, in that MUs are being activated far from their optimal force generation capacity 

over much of their normal range of behaviors. 

Given the recent and radical improvements in ultrasound technology, we may soon be 

able to track fascicle motion and force generation of muscle fascicles at different discharge rates 

and confirm some of these suppositions. At the moment, hypotheses about the functional benefits 

arising from such ‘onion skin’ discharge schemes remain necessarily speculative. 

 

Summary 

This review examines the impact of EMG recordings made using the relatively new 

technology of high-density EMG grids. These grids are able to record high resolution EMG 

signals from the skin overlying a muscle surface, and when combined with advanced signal 



processing techniques, we are now able to extract multiple MU spike trains simultaneously. It 

was widely expected that the resultant recordings would show that low threshold MUs would fire 

consistently low of discharge rates, and that high threshold units would show more rapid 

increases in discharge rate with increasing voluntary force commands. Unexpectedly, this did not 

happen and there are now multiple reports in which increases in force generation are 

accompanied by parallel increases in discharge rate of many MUs resulting in and ‘onion skin’ 

appearance.  

 

We do not know the mechanisms of such a scheme of recruitment and rates increases yet, 

and we also do not know if there are any advantages of such a scheme. In fact, it seems likely 

that this ‘onion skin’ scheme results in greater force variability during high level contractions. 

There may also be even greater variability of force generation in neurological impairments if the 

‘onion skin’ rate pattern is also prevalent. So far, the scheme also seems to be followed in 

muscles of individuals living with chronic stroke and spinal cord injury in whom discharge rates 

are often generally depressed. This may mean, in turn that variance of force generation is also 

greater in people living with neurological impairments. 
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