KETFH Y H—BECBITS R 5
R =FEwmEEEEERICH e

HCEIRENF D5

Characteristics of cutting maneuver in female college soccer players

classified by the risk level of anterior cruciate ligament injury

RO AL, T 2, e RER ] *3
FEARIERE *4, IR — 0, fmbk  fheeS

F— « 77— K : ACL injury risk prediction algorithm, shuttle run, lower limb kinematics
ACL e IEE, v PV I Y, FTRF AR T4 7 A

(BET]) AWgEcid, Mart58a (ACL) ek P lfEE % T, ACL ##5 High-risk & 45E S
NI KRFL Ty = BFEOFINEIEOBMERE A MGE L 72, R¥ELTY vy W —BFE DB AENG L
L, ACL %GB 5 ACL ##5 High-risk # & Low-risk D 2 I8 L, 10mx5 ¥ v MV 5 v
(SRIZBIT 2800 & Lo Rs Jist, eBaEim i - Zhiz, RBIEm i - Shfsff B O v CRE R
L7z, #53, SR I2BW T Highrisk #1%, Low-risk #EIZE~X ACL HEBEMRIAL & & N 5 J5 [Mfinff B/ RE
DRI TR, BRIV A ISR & W2 7R L7z, ACL B E Rl EIE, #BAEm1C High-
risk & % 2B BARRMRKT 5 EAWETDH D, FANCHET 2 2 & I3RR % ACL 815 7Bt 5k % i

VYA —WERDEERD.

1

JEET 92894 (Anterior Cruciate Ligament : LA
T ACL) ##f51%, REMZAKR—VHED1 DT
bV, TR T0% DIEEMAEE TH 5. 7z,
BHD 4~6 5L W) BOZEFR TR L
TWLIZEDIRENTWAEYY FHBITAS L,
Py =Ny b AR= IV o5 R EE
RHEMIFICEI L TWDE I EH 59, ACL I
(T SRR OB RSB 5 L T b EE R
BNTWAS, JFIZKFH v =128 Tid ACL
B O ZHEIPMOFHN I RE Y, 2O F
XF R DO 72 ACL 1845 O Z A5 ¥ o i

[

ONETFAR=VERNFINEY TV a vy —
*2 BRI R 2 KB A R — 7 B R

*3 A RUR S IR AR

OB PRI A R PR S

*5 RLRRH R A R — B ik
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RPN TWD. F v h—ICBIF % ACL D
TSI O 7 4 — )V K 2K — 8k & R
M AZL 28, HH X ) B TR—V Z2n
235 O - 7 ERIREIERFIC S 58 LT A 18
A3 557, L7zdso T, %y =128l % ACL
GO GRT 2 BT 57:0120%, o h—§F
H O - 5 RIRE 2 B A 5T 5 2
Wb EERD.

I E T, ACL B OZHBALTERML © T
TREE VG L > T, BV THD S
EPPHLPIZENTWSEY. Koga 51, model-
based image-matching technique % H 72 #4712
Lo T, HEHHEAK 40ms f TR AR BEI L E N
FEensA: U ACLIBICES 2 L 2 EEMICHB L
7z. F72 Hewett 5%, EHIFICBT 2 A O
oADK E % E— A > b8 ACL 01
MR- CTdh 5 L fiamo T 72, fTE T CILEBEI A
JEDSHIRT B &, KIS A3 I 5 &Ml BE 8 1fi % fi 7
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) 0 10 20 30 40 H0 60 70 80 90 100
Points
Tibia Length ; 3 0 - v 5 3 3 . v v . .
26 28 30 32 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 48 50
Knee Valgus Motion ——m———————1——1—1
0123456 78910111213
Knee Flexion ROM e
90 70 50 30
Mass 20 40 60 80 100
Quad Ham Ratio R ABARARSS AL RERSY
061422 3
Total Points - : - : . ' v v v . :
0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
Probability of High Knee Load r . . . . v . \
0.1 0.25 0.5 0.75 0.9 0.970.99 0.999

1 ACLBSEREFARE CUk19 X9 5IH)

BE&R (cm), BRARZEME (cm), BREMAEZME (°), HE (kg), QHI KV ACL1E
SERE FEVBSNEE—XA 2N >21.74 Nm) &#FHIT 3.

~H LU 04 U, 5 o el & 5 ACL
NORIIREADPEKT 2, oF ), ACL
15 O ZAERT % B AR 5 720121,
AV A FE 3B X O TMiEE— A ¥ P ERE L ER
ELTEIFONSG. 72720, INFEF CTOERELR
BB B N s s & B & L 7-Fgt
T, B TR & 2 IRV S BE OB R10 R ik
WA EE DGR 7 BT B KR 25 ST
BY, —EORBIEOLNTURVOPBIRTD
%.

COFELRERNE LT, EBRBEETICBIT S
ETIRIME BFICAE—F) IZH&» b 58546
B L, BEEIEA R O BB AR SRR E E R
HMETE TRV E, S5ICHREDHEI K
OEBE A ZEB L T ARnWZ LB 5
5., INFTOHELD, RELBIAES X
OEHMiEE— 2~ M, ACLIEHED) 27 % 5D
LEEENERIN T & L TR sTnwa®, o
0, HREOPIZIEETERNIC High-risk (ACL
D) A 7 HiE) & Low-risk (ACL B0 Y
A7 HENN) & e BB IR R AT B HDNR
LT3 E#Z 5N, ACL 1850 Z R #1]
DT & 7o TW B EEMED D 5.

IAETIE, Myer SRR RERCEFTH A AT %
F7z 2 RITEHINC & % Drop Vertical Jump (DX
T DV]) KEOEBY AN (RN &, B
HhA EEASAT ) B & OV RIS (IS &, fRE),

BARERR XK — VEFRE

#77 (Quadriceps/Hamstrings : LT QH ) O
REREWICEHEL, BT ZLI1CLkoT
ACL 0GR T & SN 5 v EYHEE — 2
>+ (>21.74Nm) %# 8 #IFlTX % ACL
PR FHIREZ S L2 (R1). Z o,
VAR E— X 2 P OHIBICE W TR
7%, FEREEN T1% L ME SN THE DY, AK—Y
B~ oIt 1 235 1 210 TH Atk o @y il
R =
ZZTAMEO B, 1) RFLFHy h—
T2 RAH TRIR B ER O R B X OV T HF £
X7 4 7 A& ACL Gk & o B % ia)
$5Z L, 2) ACL AR T Z T
ACL #f% High-risk & 7l S 72 #F 0 )7 [ifsii
BEROKRGRB L O TFTRHF A~ T 14 7 AD0FH %
WHEOM —Z YV FBRETIZBWTHLNIT S
kL, Yy h—=I1ZBTAH ACLEEHDE
B ER 1-% PR 5 720 DA S EH 2 1
RL7zW,

MRELUHE

1. 3R

MR RFEL Ty H—)—7 1 EITET 5%
Ty —#T 35 4 (EH 0 19314 53%, HEK
1591 +4.1cm, AT : 551+66kg, B H 5 : 108

+354F) g e L, Myer 5" 3535 ACL
a1 G R Pl F8 4 % 1 v T probability of high
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2 Drop vertical jump

knee load (ACL 85 faf=) 2 HIML, T
fitizr© 1SD PL k% ACL 4% High-risk # (ACL
BGERE=70%) 12 4 (e 19712%, &
1 1614+55cm, R : 545+51kg, HiEE :
104+234F), ¥¥4H X b 1SD L F % Low-risk
T (ACL 2 15 fa B 38 <45%) 11 % (4F i © 197
*14 5%, & 15686+55cm, /KHE : 54.1+52kg,
PR 0 10338 4F) (2 L7z, B ridE
FRPEDNIC T EOBAES VBT L L7
SRENNTHERNHRO B, Jik, MR
ST 2 A AT, CEICTEINOMN
BB onlEZeRe L. 2, ARIEE
FRH KN Z RS &3 58I B § A MMl A &
BROKBE2RTERL 7.

2. BIEAHE

a. Drop Vertical Jump (BIF DVJ) (X 2)

ACL e omlicd iz, DV HlE" %
To7z. WEFEIZIZ, FLDOICEE 3lem DHED L
12 35cm IEDOMEE HTIWNT, ZTOMITEEGHEIL
DTl rfRLI. EOH, EEOIA I T
THPOBRORY, MEICHELET JICNAT Y
FR=NWEIVNT Y FTLHLHITHRKICERY ¥
YT RiThE.

DVJ #ll52iid, 3H5DN A4 A= KA X F (EX-
FH20, CASIO #t) ZH\C, RiZHm - &Ko 3
HD SO EIT->7 (7)) v ZRE
210Hz). & X Z1EHRIZTI 72 2NE 35cm D Hulh
S5HEDHIJT 30cm DML X D FiS 4m B X AL
4m, Hb 15 80cm DGFTIZERE L7z, /2, & 7T
DH AT ORI AL, ik, #E
ARFHHTED L) D A TOMNBERTEEZIT-
7o 2 WOTEIERHINCRER L, 1%, REE R

398 BARERR R K — VEFRES

Ry Ch - ), BEEdhde G- 7)), B
MR (- 7)), BEEsR b - ) oFF 8 A
W~ —H— 20 L 72 BHINE SRR L D B
M SR BIAT - 72, WA H & Tl
VX T AT ol B e B L U, ek
3O EFAOfEE L7z,

b. 10mX5 Shuttle Run (BIF SR) (X1 3)

J7 B I, JFA 74 VAN T 4
M AR TN —THHEET 5 SR & 722, D
U ORI LT, RSB oI %
1Tolz. 20, MMTAY -S54 Vb,
BEOLEOY A IV ZITTEITR, A=+
4 XD 10m &IV T 4 Y EYDELET
ATE (B LA &, 7KL T
180° DY B L 247\, ¥ — T4 VIR H
OV 180° oY Y K L %247 9 BifE & ARk 2 AT
b7z, WAOY YR L EHM, KROYYKEL%E
KNS T, BICR % [F— 5 S R 72 KT8
TYYRLEZLTH) L) ITHRL7.

SRHEMZEIZIFA4EDNAL AE—FH X5 (EX-
F1, CASIO #t) 2w/ (7)) ¥ 7Rk
300Hz). 71 A I RFE O YR LEHT L D 105
m, #_F7E 80cm DALE ZEE L, DV] FAIZAKF
A HWTH A Z O EREZAT - 72, g 11,
AL =2 HWT4H0OI 2T 2RI S
72 72 SUOTEMERHINCEE L, Fx ) T L—T 3
YERAFol. FX VT L= a YOI 2m X2
m&Ll, ImMET9 »iT, &3k 50cm FETHS
AFF (Ocm, 50cm, 100cm, 150cm, 200cm) D&
A 45 AT E L7z 3WITEEMED BN D720,
SHIHEE G - ), WE bk A, bRk
FE G- ), KigRET (G- £), BES

Vol. 24 No. 3, 2016.



KELZFY v H

—BFICH T 3 BET+FEHREERERIC & 2 A RERE F DR

2m

K

N —pe——

N
i
i

3  10m X5 shuttle run

e (- o), RBIERZMIZER (5 - 7A2), R
AN G - 75, BEgsR G- 7)), K
AR G- 7)), Wy (G-, $£2-30EE
BEOL (5 - /2) OFRF22 AFTICY — A — &AL
7z. % 7z, &t % % (SPEED TRAP, BROWER
) ZHWTAY = b SRAOYYELFTO
MEARER (X% — bPHT XD 85m HisT) BX O
SR DGR % Gdk L 72, GHINE SHRTH0E X 0 8
VERE 2 B S & 7214, JFA 74 VHIVIIEDOHB
ENCHE LT 2 MM L7z, HARRB X AR
BHEEW 2L, FAYT 4 7 ZADOMHEITHRA)
oYY R UBEZ BT RE L, 2O LY
TADMEE L7z, $TXRTOMWEIZASA 7 &5
e, o —OBEGITH D N TZITTHEGL
7z

3. T—Zif
AFZETIEAH (FIER) ZMHirage L.
a. Drop vertical jump

7 1) — > 7 b Image] (National Institute of
Health, USA) % M\ CIRNIIZEN & B L ORIE
MM 2GR L7, IR I, A
BORKBENMZENIEIZ BT 2 BEFH.LOX
JERE (Xo) 25 HEH B [T O 355 b 0 X HERE
(X)) &I VER LU Bmih e =g,

BARERKR R R —VES

K1, REAEZMUZLRR, YR 29 M 2 Bm ih
R L L, BEHETT O BE A R (0) A & A5 Hilk
OERANBRIAE (0.) toELIVHEHRLE (K
4).

ACL 5 fab= Pl 2 <, BEE, K
WA &, R il BE AR &, (R, QH Lol
X0, ACL#H#fabs ko 7z. HIRHEYIX
AR L oG R, NI E, B i B
&, KE, QU LOZNENORL v bOGEHEE
Koo, ACLHEHfEmR2R ML (E5). %&b,
B RV B A M B2 2 S B A R TE L,
QH Hid e sC (KE x 001+ 1.10) " 2 v THH
L7-.

b. 10m X5 shuttle run

NA AE = F 7 A5 THg L 728l o 1)1
Z MOV 205 AVIIZZHET % 72D ([ B i L8
7 b (EDIUS NEO3, Grass valley #1:) %\ CHj
BLPE 24T > 72 1%, BEfEHTY 7 b Frame-DIAS
V (DKH #1) Y AATE. §RTOY—=H—D
JEREAEIE, T— /AN T—ZA T 4)VF (A b
F 7 JH¥E  156Hz) B HWVTT7 4V ¥ LB % 4T
W, ZO%, £K4O3IWILHEEM (x, v, 2) 28
U7z S L7z 3WRITHEREAE X ) B2 Rl 50ms
2 54 150ms F T DR R Y O MR ieAd 5 R
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X4 BRAZEMCES SUREHSEZMEOREEGE Ck19 X0 51H)
BRRZGEE, EMEROKABRAMZAEICE T 2BESP OO
XER (X2 »5EMERMOBESHOOXER X)) EDELY
BHLUZ REHAEZMGEER, XEF BRESHMIRE, 4RO
EYAREZREHAELLT, EMEMOBREMEE (01) »5EM
HORKREHAE (0) EOELVHEELL.

R, B BAER N - SMER A R, B i - s
MEEZ ROz, e BIRBEEM - Sbis R, RE
Mg - AMEAEE, 4 T —AOBRIHEDE
SARIERE R & D EE (BRI S D #) &
LCTHRIM L @AM, At LRk
FROH R S LR A B ) X7 PL &
FeA ERT RO T A S B R A ) X2
MvEDRTAE L7z B, BB AR
WihE (+), BeBAES, MRy b i %
(+), S H @R TGN ERE (+) &
LCKiL Lz, F-8bolei, B
W Lo~ = — @ Z BEEEDS IR F Tl R o 72
Hime L7z

4, WEEHNEE

ACL 5 fabr=s, MMM AR, I i R
fiis & SRIZBIF 24 - TEFATT 47 A
(I R A s A1 B, de KBRS MR £ BE LS B 1T B fRst
s, eBAEE A - AR, RBETE Mg E) &

O B 21X Pearson D HBIR T E w7z, £
72, High-risk # & Low-risk #ED bk e LT, Bk
FETH 540 - AR - ARE - BiEJE, SR Ko
AR - AEHRERIIC BT 2 BRI B SIS o 72
Wt BRE 2 IV, SR O % BT BELC 50 B HERT EL
121X Mann-Whitney U B2 2 FH w72, 2 C
SR DKV F BE, e KRSV A BELZ BT B 1K
WALV TERAEB L VSR O KB AEICBIT S
KD 5 A I 27 (KEH]) ORER LIS
D%\t BOE & -V 7z, SEHEHT 21 SPSS 21.0
] for Windows % vy, &g O f 5K L 5%
K& L7z,

S

1. ACL#EEEKRETFAEEEB L SRICHT
3X%XYT 47 XEDREN

ACL 5 fabr=s, N2 AR, B A

MEBIUPSRIZBITAMKE - THEA~T 47

400 HARRR X R —VEFRE | Vol. 24 No. 3, 2016.



RELFY v h—BFICH U 3BAT+FEHRIEERERIC & 2 A RERE fF DR

30

40 50 60 70 80 90 100

_ 0 10 20
Points ‘ A w
Tibia Length r T +r
B5cm —» [375points] 26 48 | 30
Knee Valgus Motion  — ] 1

B2 34 36 38 40 42 44 46 48 50

N A
(&)
N

|5¢m | — [22.7 points] 01 56

Knee Flexion ROM
145° | — [12.5 points|

---------

50 30

7

Mass

[60kg] — [15.7 points
Quad Ham Ratio

| 1.7 | —» [6.9 points |O‘

|2'o'

FTTTTIT I IrIT Il

61422 3

40 60 80 100

8 910111213

Total Points " . r
0 20 40
Probability of High Knee Load

60

80 MO0 120 140 160 180 200

A 4

0.1 0.250.5 0.75 0.9 0.970.99

0.999

5 ACL EGEREFAREOERM

BER (cm), BRAIZMLE (cm), REMAEZME (°), AE (kg), QHEZhZhDERD
BiEHr S LHICEREFE, REBOKRA > F2EHLUE EEBOKRA > FOAETERD, ZOME
h 5 FHICELE % 5| % probability of high knee load (ACL #EEEMRE) 28HL . BEER 35cm,
BARRZELE 5cm, BREHMAELHE 45°, AE 60kg, QH It 1.7 DIFE, 67% ODEERTEV B

BEt—X 2 MERY.

%1 ACLESBEREFAMEERL SRICHI 3R TRYRTT (7% (FHLMERE) (1=35)
ACL Hilsf bt F il SRIZH 56 - THF <71 7 2
ACLHS WA Wil ; . . (K87
febok ombm bw | RNEAIE S RREIAIE RRIAIE BRI g
(%) (cm) © )
57962544  510%245 57.08=8.20 742%3.20 4168+849 45431493  1433+6.66  11.96+5.09
WRSMEE A - BRI 1
WETRM 1 MRS A3 21 3513 2 DU 1
TR MRS A3 21 3513 2 B o 1
WeSMEEATE © BORMRSMIEA L 51T 5 IS e

RN ER G B SR KIS £ 2 350 B ARSI 5 Rt £ )

ATF—=F%FA, #8372 =5 HOMBEMEGREER
2179, ACL ik, BHNMZEAE & SR
2B B KSR 1 & o B IE O AH BRI RS
oS5 (n=35, r=0.699, P<0.001; n=35, r=
0.620, P<0.001), ACL {E#fabis, MMMZN =
& SR R DI RIBEA MR A BEZ 51T 2 IR s 7 et
AL DORIZB VTS IEOMHBIBRARED S 7z
(n=35, r=0493, P<0.01 ; n=35, r=0432, P<
001). F 7z SR KD KA iz BE & I KIBEH MR
FREC BT B ARG L ORIIZB W TIE
DMBEAA BN (n=35, r=0.616, P<0.001).

BARERR XK — VEFRE

2. High-risk # & Low-risk 2D LB

BREEER L OSRICH T Bt AW ()
(High-risk # : 211 £ 021, Low-risk # : 2.09 =
014) B X O AERHREH (B) (High-risk # : 13.02
*+0.31, Low-risk #f : 1298 £042) 2B\, #EH
R FIA B SN h o 72 SR IZBIT
% 180° J7 IR B g kg o I SR 51 V-3 £y BE 284 L %
High-risk # & Low-risk #E B IC R 6 127~ 9. SR
OFHHT 50ms 2> 5 10ms & O Az £ BE 1,
High-risk # %% Low-risk # 2% L TRz R L7z
(P<0.05, P<0.01). %F 12 High-risk # 1% 2 1 &
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F2 ACLEBEERETAEREE L SRICHTBH4R - TRX 2T« 7 X EOHEBEEFE (n=35)

ACL i g MSMERIE  BORMOE  BRMSE BMESIE ARESTEAHIE
felbk Tt o o o © o
ACL ek (%) 699%* * - .154 - .153 - 238 493*
AR Z A (cm) 620%* - 077 - 211 - .021 432%
TR T A 2 s () - .024 067 - 234 201 128

S IR AL ¢ e RS M A S

TR M P8 2 - S KRNI £ E LS 5 0 2 M A B o €
JRE T W 2 < S RN £ B2 5 0 B P B S ol 52
e A L« i RIS £ BN 34T 2 B B B oo £ JEE

fEAHBIREZ RS, *P<001 **P<0.001

PRI ITER G B SR KIRAMER £ 350 B ARSI 5 ) )

30~50ms (25T B BAMZRAFEIX X ) "Wz R
L72(P<001). S SIZIRABIMEMEEIZ2HEE D
40~50ms K (2 2 1, High-risk #f (& Low-risk
BRI LA BRI R L 72 (P<001) (%R 3).
RENHEFH BV TIE, 282 b a2
SHAEMER 2R L CHB Y, High-risk #HlZiEHE
30ms I THRAfEZRL, ARV DT
7oA & AR & > Tz, — T, Low-risk
FEIZ M RT 30ms IS THEN RO R K E Az,
P 1% 40ms 12 3B\ TIA IR £ B2 A3 i KAl %2 7R3
BRI T R BE AN A T B 2 7R LT
BY, 2RI B W THERES TR DR KIZ
Low-risk #EASFII Z » T2 (P<0.001) (R
3). S SRR ML A FEIRFIZ 31T B s 6
#HA B2 1 Low-risk B (2 % L High-risk # 234 &
WA R L7z (P<0.001) (3R 3).

zZ =

KWFFETIE, KFELTH v —EFOH R
BFEREORBEB L O TR *A~7 14 27 XL ACL
B e OB 2 ME L7z, F 727 sk
BERE O - T * A~ 7 4 7 A% ACL #8155
fa ksl (High-risk # & Low-risk #) 12k L,
ACL %5 High-risk & Pl 78T 0 )7z
EREORBEB X TR F AT 4 7 ZADHH%
Kt L7z

ACL B fERER1Z, SR KE o KMy iz 4 1 &
EOMEZRL, ACL G GB=TIEE X SR
2B W T ACL 85 fE R EE O &V ET 2 Bt iz
TEXLZEMRBEINT., BATUIZEICBWT, F
IR BY VR 1Z 50T B I RIS £ BE 5 & OV A
E—A Y M, EAREEES X U5 s A B2

402 BARERR R K — VEFRES

WETLZEPREINTWD®, £72180° KM
BRI ENEIL, ATAEEB) OS2 A RS S AN O
#2528 aHE) L Sh, Kk X OO
WI Y b= VR ETLERHE IR TVEY. D
T, KROFEESHHICBWTLEL ShHEA
HEB L OEEELHBLL72ARNE GBEFEO ML —
ZVTBERETICBWTUTo 72 SR, KREDs )5
AR R EOM K EZFH L LT <, ACL
GRS 2ROV ETF 2 HRETE
LiEHEE 2 bN5. kI ACL a7y
RS, EE RS, SRR, Mo
R0 ACLIHOfERENE VET 2 UIETE
LZEMBEOD LIETH Y. 0729, ACL
G EkR=E & SR I8 5 BEabin M I ik m B
HWEEIR L7728 E 2 5. PRI AL A BE R OY
AR — X ¥ MZBWT, DV] &9 A4 ATy
THyT AT, EE RS E LD
Fil (R E ) ROAE— FPRECRL S
TOMBREERVEOHEbALNDLY. LAL,
FATIZE CTIIERERE T ICB W T Thh7zb o
Th o720, M#EABEIKZ il Z 2T 7206k
T 5. MAT, AlEER% - HEREL
ToTnab I ehb, SHRIZHMERES L OWE
BB OB Z NG T A B END 5.
High-risk # & Low-risk # @ SR IZ B} % B4t
B R ORERYIELCIE, L b HHHERD 40
ms ([CBAMEA SRR E R D, ZOHBUTHEK
T 5 2EMOMMNE R L7z, 7272 L, Highrisk
#EIE Low-risk #EICHA, VMRS E IR E
WL 2R L, IORBAMIR M EEIZ BV T b High-
risk # 13 Low-risk #f & g L CEfiiZ /R L 7-.
BRIV & & 12 High-risk #F O AR5 5 8714 B2 D
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RELFY v 7 —BFICE 2 RBal+FEHHREGERERC A - AREEEN FOIER

(+) 9h&g
a o) 12 4 ******** . L EE
« ***** * ok * ****
i \ -
5 T 7T
= T et |
——High-risk —4 ——High-risk
—— Low-risk -6 —— Low-risk
f O T T T 1 _50 O 50 100 150
—50 0 Eﬁ%o( : 100 150 B5 (ms)
JE (NS
©) o 259 (+) s —— High-risk
80 1 (+) iBeh —— Low-risk
—~ ~ 20 -
S oo iF - L
et UL L
% H-L_J_ J_L’ - f«g H - el A
£ i e g
= = ’*‘j’
20 - —— High-risk W |
—— Low-risk
r O T T 1 f O T T 1
—50 0 50 100 150 —50 0 50 100 150
858 (ms) 85 (ms)
2 20 . DBEBEN  _ ianorisk
wn EE —— Low-risk
% %
* sk *****
* * ok sk

FEISERBE C )

50 100
85 (ms)

6 SR OEEAEICH TS High-risk B & Low-risk BED LEE

a) REMAE, b) BIEGAE, o IKEHAE, d RAGEE,

*P<0.05, * *P<0.01

K3 SRICHBHRABNEAE, RAGRNLGEREE, RRERAFTEROZA I T (FHEEE

e) RS GERAEE

RE)
High-risk # (n=12) Low-risk # (n=11) P
RBYMEAE () 8921221 4.39+327 <0.001
RSN EFEAE () 13.85+3.89 820+4.14 <0.001
KRN ERI DO 7 4 227 (ms) 30.00 =852 —30.00+7.75 <0.001

ARSI~ (+) @ bhis
RS R~ (+) - AR
RKEBEN RO 5 4 3 v 7— (+) @ EEEME,

(=) © RERZ AT

BAEEPR X R — YV EZSEE © Vol. 24 No. 3, 2016.
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R’ E

Y—2710%, AR A EEAA: U7 R & W] IRg)
ISHEZ 5 TW 7228, XFHEIYIC Low-risk # DR}
HERHAEO Y — 7 [ 3EMENC AL, koK
RIGEH LA BE DS/ S Wi 2 7R L 72, Hewett 5%
(&, ACL #5025 % ¥ 7+ AT L 7245 R
ACL 5 R (2 A iR & R o AV I #2342 T C
Wz Z L RHE L, ACL B0 ERN T TH 2 i
A A BE O BRI IR M B A G- L T
Lt L CwE. T A FATF Y T
Ho T A TEERICB) 2BINEE—X 2 O
BRI ER OB RSB LT 5 & i
HENTWBESD Zhs L), Highrisk #EIZA S
N7z SR OBH A EE OB RIE, ARy E#H
EOY =7 PEMBRIEL TV EPRENEE
2 5. ABIIZ Low-risk BETlZ, HEHETIATD
M ERIDTIB ST W22 e 05, HHBEOR
B BE DR R AT S SN dh o 72 EHEET
%. AFEF XY Highrisk #EZ, HIalgzi@ BRSO
AR B VT, ki ACL 5 o fa k=g
M E LR A TS S E SN R
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Characteristics of cutting maneuver in female college soccer players
classified by the risk level of anterior cruciate ligament injury
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(Abstract)] The purpose of this study was to examine the characteristics of cutting maneuver by female college
soccer players who were identified to be at a high risk for anterior cruciate ligament (ACL) injury according to the
ACL injury risk prediction algorithm. Thirty-five female college soccer players participated in this study. They
were classified into either the ACL injury high or low risk group based on their risk level for ACL injury. The
trunk lateral inclination, hip flexion/abduction, and knee flexion/abduction angle during shuttle run were com-
pared between the low and high risk groups. The maximum trunk lateral inclination and knee abduction angles
during the cutting maneuver were significantly greater in the high risk group than the low risk group, and great
trunk lateral inclination and knee abduction angles are considered to be high risk positions of ACL injury in SR.
The present study suggests that the ACL injury risk prediction algorithm can generally recognize a potentially
high risk. Therefore, by understanding the risk in advance, we may be able to create a prevention program in case
of a high risk. This can contribute to the development of an effective prevention program for ACL injury.
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