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2. ENfEfFD'S ACL BIEIBZ TR %

Prevention for ACL re-injury from a view point of motion analysis
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PRI L1 I ACLBEEFEYIICXTS

1
Spear'man's rank P value
correlation values (p)

Age 0.29 0.19
Gender -046 0.03
Body height 0.60 <001
Body weight -0.08 0.69
Body mass index -045 0.04
FTA 0.61 <0.01
Side-to-side difference in ATT -0.11 0.65
Maximal torque of knee extension 0.13 0.55
Maximal torque of knee flexion 0.25 0.24
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