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Characteristics of the foot morphology of pronated foot in healthy adults

~ Comparison of the muscle cross-sectional area of normal and pronated

feet~
RO+ e+, IR A R+, Bl 22
F — - 7—F : pronated foot, muscle cross-sectional area, intrinsic/extrinsic foot muscles

BN, SRR, JENFER - SHER

(EE) [HmW] A ES L L g U2 BRE 0 JENTER B & OWMER O Bk f% (LLF, CSA) @
HEWEIHLNIITHIETH S,

(5] 3P 83w oA 25 4 50 /& (B 15 4 &P 10 44, 4FE#G 24314 3%, B E 1675+77cm, K&
624 +12.6kg, BMI22.1+30kg/m?) & L7z, CSA B LTIk MRS Wi 2 H\ ¢, JRHELE 7,
FEBES VRS, SERLE S, RELES (DUF, FDL), EREUES (LUF, FHL), WEEW, SEgHolles
1T 72. D% Foot posture index & W CREBEEDOFHM Z1Tv>, BIPJERE, IEHEICHEST L, B
M TOR CSA DI % 17 - 7-.

U] mPERE 162 B5a8E, 648K TIF, EWEMRZE (B114202, &84 12
J&) ZIt# L FDL (p=0.007), FHL (p=0.04) ® CSA "ERICKE o7

(RS am] Il N R BRI OE 5 B & ik LC FDL, FHL @ CSA 2532 KE L, REEI R B ietkak & L
T3 FDL, FHL 2B ICHERES 5 2 L AVRIB S N7z, FIPEICH LTREFDO ML —= v 7k & %479
BziE, RHERONBICHET 2 LENH 5.

1.¥E

MR, EENMHET —F O, #ik iz
BEIC B 20 o 5 DLEOAVK, B e M
Mz L 72 REEZ 3 & bV, Benno 21X, I
v = v TR ORI O W 7 R O N D3 E R
RERSREO T LML CTB Y, MPNEET v =
VIURED) R ERERDL EHEL TS, F
72, IR R 2SR S N R b L R
OV ZAZ7ERE LTHESNTEYY, -
THRoOEE L OMEEITEVEEZ ONS.

BIPEDJEH & LCTERWa 2 & 0SB 72
HLFRRE DT R, A TREM oM KT 7%

1R R SRS RE A R — 7 B 2if7e )
¥ RRE KRS A R — B b

HARRRKX R —YEFSEE :

ENZ & BREE) Y 7 RS RE OIR T Ak S
T, RRENMY 2 R SRR 1L, REREAL R
(LLF, ABD) 2L z&a7~vy AVELTOR
WAERG® R Rl (DU, FDL), BEEH (BLF,
PER), BIEEH (LU, TP) o7 s —<v
A& LTORIMER 2SHiRiIc T 52 L
MWEETH 7 EICIZEE L ShTwb”. Salih 5
VB PR R MR E A T, N &R R
O REES (DT, FHB), ABH, L& (U
T, FDB), FDL, EBR:H#HEM (LT, FHL), PER
ORI (BLTF, CSA) 23 XTH® TR
L7z, ZOfER, IEFE & i L CHNE O FHB,
ABH, PER ® CSA 1Z/h& <, FDL, FHL ® CSA
WBREDPSZZERZHLNICIL. LAL, E5
DTSRRIk 4 R BEH OB EE 2T 5
72, RELHUAOER DML TV L

Vol. 30 No. 2, 2022. 403



R’ E

PLETH B LIE LT D. FRICEEE R RE
WZB5-3 2 #IEE 5 (LU, TP) ollExitb %
MolzZ ENMIROBRRARTH 5 Lk X T iz,
TP X — MR SRR AR (2B 59~ 2 R AMER
Thh, AR=—VHELOMES ZHHGE ST
w3 LarL, TP & &L RAMER; & NTER; %
FTRTEOTHA L s IR w. Ledso TR
T FRRRRICB 59 2 RN, TP AT
MIER % T RXTED72 CSA OMREDBLETH %
EERD.

Z 2 CAMZEDO B, BEHRAICBIT RN
B L OWER O CSA IZOWTHAEL, \K
JREIEFREDECEZHLNITHLI L E L.

2. 7k

1) MR

2020 47 12 H ~2021 4% 3 H OWFZE [ H 2558
AR =DM L TR W RRFRFBEAE 25 4
50 /& (B 15 Ak 10 44, 4R 243+ 14 7%, &
E1675+77cm, 1 624 +126kg, BMI22.1+
30) ZXZE Lz, BRAMEREL, #7562 H I
BERERE AT HE Lic, WEITELE,
X & T BRERE IR RO S 2 LB L O
LTSS TR LIS TR E 2 72, AFgeidE
LOOFBEEEO [ NZ W5 & W75 MmEs%E
HBRER] OKRE OKEBEF T 2020-242) & THE
i L 7.

2) TEEBTSAEETAE

2-1) REBHEEDHHE

JEEBIEHE @ 433512 1% Foot posture Index-6 (LA
T, FPD V%M L7-. FPI OFFliE H ik, Qg
BT IA4 A N QIR ET D=7, QEEN -
LR, @RS P o2, ©OWMHET —F 0
AR, ©miEEEOW - #MiEo 6 IHH TH 5. ek
DRI O A% & L, =P b6 2
A (BB, R Eh, miEER) % EFAfh T
HETH Y, flfEDZE LRSS W25+ iy — v
ThHb. B, KRR G6 FEOMPARDEL 1407
Foot posture Index-6 @ User Guide and Manual
E#GL, FHFE - MY L2 L TKEBICOW
T2H~-2RHTHEZ2F, Ait-12~+12 X
O FPIEE L7z, REIEED5¥HIE Redmond O
F % I FPIE +6 piLL E & N #E, 0~+5
NZIEHRERE, -1 R 2 nab Rt e L72Y.

404 BARERR AR — VEFREE

2-2) 7 —FREEDFHM

7 — FILRE O R 121 = kT e AL By AT b
(Dream GP #:8) Z i/ L, Wik ifr - AL
WTHEZ T 72, WEHBIEIEE (BEEFo%)
MO d RV RO %), ARG S ORI—HAHR
FMmOR T & L, HREEE EETHRL,
100 2F UCT7—F@mELR B L $72, ke
W DAL & FE L O 7 % Navicular drop & L T
T—FERELEHIIT—FREOREL LTHKL
7z.

2-3) BEEAERH LU4HER CSA DT

CSA DMl 128 W R 2 W2 E  (SonoSite
Edgell, 8+t 74 Vatt) ®BE— FaHwi.
ek, WEIIEEEE 6-13MHz o7 u—7 (1) =
7 7u—7 HFL38xp, BL7 4 Vath) 2R L
7o WE S E P MRS W I X B EHI & 4
VWZFENt L 72RO B B — N OB AT L
7o, WA LT, RWNFER (FHB, ABH,
FDB) (X5 EARL 2> U B2 e il 47, e B B B i
JEfr& L7=. ©A4MER (FDL, FHL, PER, TP)
Vv AL A7 B R A, REBE B 907 J iy, e BY B
90" JRIIAL & L7z, F 7z, MIERRICIE PR~ D
BAMD S VIR TRBEB)I 55 X 9 R
L, WExfT->72. W@ LT, RNTER
® FHB i3 Latey" 50K EEXSHITHE P REE
JHDNALER, ABH, FDB (& Katrina'? 5D k%
ZE R K & G N AIREEE O [ o JE BRI
M, RMEHRNENENE T —T %25 T
PR L72 (B1-A). RAMEFICE LT, RIMER
W LT, #EoHEICH# U C FDL XS &5
WAI—N T 35 O IE Ay 50% Y, FHL (&R BE—
AV TGO 60%'Y, PER (GBS BE—HF R T i
DAL 50% Y, TP XM FMUZRBR—AL R T v
DAL 30% " DFRALAFTE ST 02 70— 7 % & T
L7z (B1-B). &b, RNEHB X UIMED
DFARITAEFE 3 ATV, WRLE Y 7 T Image]
% T CSA DNt 247 o 72, /NS 3467 % 1Y
BHAL, NGB 2 0 F TR0, 3 OFEfEz
fRFEfE e L7z,

3) #HEtnE

B RS e B O W E A R OE MBI L

T, B 1 &A% L7zxt 5 25 44 50 XD &4
CSA ® 3 M oOREME, &N BERE
(1.3) Z TSt L, M N OEEMEORHMEi & L
7o, RN BIER B O B FE HE LS DWW TIE, Excel-

Vol. 30 No. 2, 2022.



@ERARANEDEBHEDFH~IEREE & BN EDFHEEETEO L&~

1-A BAREROAIE BB

1-B BAMEROAIE

o

Kivi

B 1

1-A  BATEH O RITE EBAL

O RILEE - F—P BRI
@B R - BREBARE, MREEEH—IES RS
QEAES : REH, ARXEHEH—IEENREES

1-B  BAHHES O BIFEEBAL

ORUES - EERREAM—AR TiHEOEL 50%
ORERH - BEESMURE—S R THRDOENL 30%
©BFEH - BFEERE—S R THRDEN 50%
ORBIES : BrEE—SR TR DA 60%

lent (0.90-0.99), Good (0.80-0.89), Fair(0.70-0.79),
Poor (<0.69) L& L7z, 7z, MrHEEMEE L
T, 3 EHE DKM D S i/ MED 7 2 F A &
LT, HMAOEETGEZ KD, TORK, /N
MZALRE D 95% DIEFHIXETdH 5 MDCos &
TR EZ RO 7z (MDCys = BLHEFR 7= X 1.96 X
V' 2)"O. e, B, fRE, BMI, EHEE, B
WNAER B & OMERT CSA 122 T Shapiro-Wilk
W 2 W CIEBEORE 2175 72, INERE &
EFREEEORMOILEICE LTI, IEHREI D
SNEH IGO0 t g, IERMEDED 5
Npo7zHHAIZELTIE, Y1 vary roff
SNAA A E &2 W CTHE 21T > 72, % 72 Cohen’s
dxHWTRRBELHEHL, 0205 %/, 0508
2, 08 L2 KORRH B & LTHITE T->
72, TRTCOMEIFIMENE, ey 7 bo 7
SPSS Statistics (Ver.26, IBM) % H\CHitE L,
HEKHELZS% & L7

3. #ER

FPIME & v, 25450 D5 H 2 i\ 4L
(=25%05 1) Thol720BH L, REMIH
A RIIEHNEFHIE BS54 SHE, K648

HARRRKX R —YEFSEE :

JE, FPI69+10 %), IEHER 322 (F 114 20
JE, W84 12, FPI26+17 ) 7% o72. A
WEMREB X OIEFEHONEHRICEL TR, &
1IRTHED THDLH. BNERE L IEEER L DM
(24 (p=052), H& (p=038), 1KHE (p=0.73),

BMI (p=0.96) D7=13380 SN o7z, RERE
WL Cid, FPIMEOAMNEHRAFITKE
Ao 72 (p<0.001) (R 1). %45 CSA &, [alPA B
IZBWTFDL (p=0.007,d=087) & FHL (p=
0.04,d=0.64) SIEFRHEL DV AREICKE o 72

ZFOMOEHICIHEZ IR LN Lo (F
1), WE RS WEE O 52 i R OfE M B
LTk, £ToOHEHHOHENHMEREA 09 DL L&
0, FBIEIZ excellent Th o7z (FR2).

4. ZE

JERERERHITIC 3\ C, FPL O T IR LB
EHB L CHANEFTAREICKREWRRE 2o 72
A%, 7 —FEH & Navicular drop (2B Tl #
M CHEAITED S o 72, FPLIZEERAIH
#t 7 —F O H LA O BT i R % & D
HHMPEEINS, WEWIIERLEZ NS % 5T
flifefiCTH 2", —Fh, 7—FHFE" X Navicular

Vol. 30 No. 2, 2022. 405



®1 BEREHEEERHOLE
Wpesr  LREE IR BE & T S B0
Mean (SD) Mean (SD) MD (95%CI) Cohen d P fili
FeARTEH
i (%) 241 (1.0) 244 (16) 028 (—058, 1.13) 0.20 0.52
B (cm) 1654 (9.3) 167.7 (6.0) 024 (—218, 6.93) 0.32 0.38
#HE (kg) 615 (14.9) 629 (12.0) 1.39 (—-6.72, 950) 0.11 0.73
BMI (kg/m2) 225 (3.3) 222 (30) -004 (—-194, 1.85) 0.02 0.96
JEFBIE
£ (cm) 24.2 (1.6) 246 (1.2) 041 (=036, 1.30) 0.35 0.26
7T—FEFE (%) 146 (29) 149 (32) 0.70 (-092, 2.33) 0.27 0.39
Navicular drop (mm) 6.0 (24) 53 (25) -057 (=210, 0.98) 0.23 0.46
Foot posture Index (%) 6.9 (1.0) 26 (1.7) -434 (=513, —356) 2.89 *#0.001
5k T T
S RBEE S CSA (cm?) 095 (0.2) 098 (0.1) 0.03 (-0.06, 0.12) 0.21 051
HE#EAMZA CSA (cm?2) 2.06 (04) 2.08 (0.3) 0.02 (-019, 0.22) 0.03 0.88
SR CSA  (cm?2) 1.94 (0.3) 1.94 (0.4) -001 (-022, 021) 0.00 0.99
MR CSA (cm?2) 2.02 (04) 1.72 (0.3) -030 (-051, —0.09) 0.87 *(0.007
FRMEES CSA (cm?) 145 (0.3) 1.28 (0.3) -018 (=035 —0.01) 0.64 *0.04
Bk CSA (cm?) 2.62 (05) 2.86 (05) 024 (=007, 055) 048 0.13
IR CSA (cm?) 1.36 (0.2) 147 (0.6) 0.11 (=013, 0.35) 0.22 0.49

*P<0.05

x2 HEMEEORERROEFEME

WrEwH MAHBRE  BRHERE MDCos
SR 0.90 0.02 0.04
BEREAMZ T 0.96 0.01 0.05
LB A3 097 0.02 0.04
=3 097 0.02 0.04
T REBL I 7 0.96 0.01 0.03
W5 5 0.97 0.02 0.06
RIS 0.94 0.02 0.07

drop™ (3 H R ERIZAZTE 3 2 R E N EIHE T — T O
SORIEH LIFHEifEECTH 5. > ) AWf%E
2B 2 IR L N REREOEN L, RO
7 —FHEOENTIER L, RRBO NP HL
OGN 7 & OTLREN 7 22 RS E R Tld v
MNeFEZ D, RWFEORREID, BINRELIERZE
DL L BRI IR, B BB /MR R 4L
WOEEFEIL L EI2BWT, X ) IBREM 2 A3
K& D ONDWHEEA R S 7.

ARIF7e Tl L7z CSA RN 25 TH b
B0, Bl Ll O E <Y, BEBRICH
BB 72 /8T A — & — %Gl T 2 /RO O & DO TH
5. #5H CSA XIEH M & i U TN E R
BWT, FDL BX O FHL BAEICKE o7z &

406

BARERR AR — VEFREE

DD JEHEE CSA 1B W TIEH ETE & WP B &
DRIZETED SN h ol £ CSA ZIER
SR LB L CHAERIZBWT, FDLB LW
FHL " BICKE o7z, Z oMo L ER CSA 2
BOWTIERER L BNER L oMICEITRO b
hrorz, FEE LT, IEWHEREE EMNERE
DN T —FRROZEDBDO Nl h o722 L
5, B, AEIOEEN ZECDIEL Tv
LA FEEARIE &N A, FDL, FHL 3 TR &%
JEER - R @ L, HiE AR R RERAS B AT
ETAHHATHY REUEIICEH . TabbiE
T B L OREEIMHEDT 54 AV FEET A
N T, FDL % FHL 23R S 7z ifr & 7%
52 LN S NG, FHoRS—RIM L D i
RO 2 3RV ER ) & 55 % 720", [N
JED R ERFFHERE & L C FDL % FHL 23712
BREEL CWzmEEMEDS 2 2 5 5. Salih 5¥13IE
WORRE & L N 2 B o CSA I3 FHB %%
89%, ABH 7%128%, PER #%14.7% & A/
% {, FDL %% 28.3%, FHL 75 24% AEIZK & 9o
7eEHELTwa. —J7, AWf7E I FHB, ABH,
PER @ CSA IZHMZIZRRO bNT, IEWER &
g U L BED CSA 1, FDL 78174%, FHL
A 133% B HEIZK X o7z Salih & & AHEREATR

Vol. 30 No. 2, 2022.



@ERARANEDEBHEDFH~IEREE & BN EDFHEEETEO L&~

ol BNE LT, FPIOKMEDENEEZ 5N
%. Salih 5 O#ETO FPLIZIEHR LB 1.3 55, [l
WEHE 8] M TH oDk L, ARiFFEd FPI &
EFJERE 26 07, MNERE6I M THo72. DF D
Salih & OFERDOTAS, & 1 BIPFEDFREEDS T,
MPOIEHR &L OB R ENPRKEVETE x5 L
LTWeZed, #RVPERLZSLERNTHL L%
25,

TP ® CSA (2B L CTIXIER AR & a2 #E o
BICEDHD SN h o7z, TP IZH R E
5 MRERRIRT AT 2HATH LY. #
HEN R E TR ETEEZ 5 L, RN
7 —F O F AR E A, TP 2SHRAL & 2 0
RDOIFEICAHM R T IA AL MBI EN
M S NS, Lo LAWIZRICBIT 5 IEHERE L 1
WERED JEERNEGE T —F DV IidA SIS,
JREDT TG4 XY M X BEEN Lotz &
25 TP DO CSAWZENBROLN N7 EZD
N3, %72, TPIEI v = v F Ol S0l
72 BT CREE Y 22 JE TR S FE S HRBE 3 5 B ) 7% |l 4%
BT, WP TIHBAEINT 5 2 LG ST
WA KRR TIBHAR—Y B L T
WHEIKRAISTE T 2 RFAFRAZ L E L TBY,
WEEROENDS D e WA REEDSE . D F ) TP
HHERET 2T v = v TR &R HEMICHE L
TWARWI EHNTP O CSA DR RIHEE 5 2
TeDTR BV EEZ D, LIzh> T TP ® CSA
WRPREEOT I 4 A ¥ PR REOHH R
B B REMEARIE S 7z,

KFEDORER >SRN e BRXEE 2 5L, M
WEDOHIEEOR AR EZ /- ETChL—= 7
FiH - a2 IR L, FDL, FHL OACHER 2 3E
BB L QK BESHLLEEZS.

ARFZEDRFEE LTIE, 5HbDEEZD. 1
JHCARRFZE I W98 T - 72723 FDL, FHL
DCSANKEDPS272DICHHNEICE 72D
A, BINEOF%C FDL, FHL 25K & 5o 720 %
EEIIHSNICTELWETH A, 2HHIRE
BB oWl E 2 FEhi L T vz, CSA
EIHEB ORI AR TH B, 3 HITHS
F OB, EARBRICEZ LD o 2K BICBIT 5
BLWINZEDN D o 7272 ORI DR A B %
B2 - S B TH A, 4 s HIZ, — IS
WHIHE T —F RN DO EFHZI Rk A TH Y, ©I%
DE DRI O RN B % G- 2 T2 REEA D

HARRRKX R —YEFSEE :

HRTH%. 5 HHIL, WEE DR — ERLIZE
WIEh OB RZZR L THRF L TWaWwETH
5. SHRIEGBAEZEE 272 1T, oL
DI RIRE & HERE & OBENE 2 b AA L Tw
X7z,

5. 558

Il AR BRI OE B B & ek L < FDL, FHL @
CSA DHBEICKE L, REEIW SR Hetkne & L C
13 FDL, FHL 2ME{ZICHERET 2 2 L2VRIR S h
7o, BINRICH L TREHO ML —=v Tk
THBCIE, REBORBICHET 241D
5.

FIEMER
RSB L, FRT NS FIAERRIE 2% L.

X ®

1) Redmond AC, Crane YZ, Menz HB, et al. Norma-
tive values for the foot posture index. J. Foot Ankle
Res. 2008; 1: 1-9.

2) Nigg B, Behling AV, Hamill ], et al. Foot pronation.
Footwear Science. 2019; 11: 131-134.

3) Neal BS, Griffiths IB, Dowling GJ, et al. Foot pos-
ture as a risk factor for lower limb overuse injury:
a systematic review and meta-analysis. ] foot and
ankle Res. 2014; 55: 1-13.

4) Moen MH, Bongers T, Bakker EW, et al. Risk fac-
tors and prognostic indicators for medial tibial
stress syndrome. Scand ] Med Sci Sports. 2012; 22:
34-39.

5) Mulligan EP, Cook PG. Effect of plantar intrinsic
muscle training on medial longitudinal arch mor-
phology and dynamic function. Manual therapy.
2013; 18: 425-430.

6) Thordarson DB, Schmotzer H, Chon J, et al. Dy-
namic support of the human longitudinal arch. A
biomechanical evaluation. Clin. Orthop. Relat. 1995;
316: 165-172.

7) McKeon PO, Hertel J, Bramble D, et al. The foot
core system: a new paradigm for understanding in-
trinsic foot muscle function. Bj sports med. 2015; 49:
290.

8) Angin S, Crofts G, Mickle K, et al. Ultrasound

evaluation of foot muscles and plantar fascia in pes

Vol. 30 No. 2, 2022. 407



9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

408

e

1

planus. Gait posture. 2014; 40: 48-52.

Kurihara T, Rowley M, Reischl S, et al. Effect of a
task’s postural demands on medial longitudinal
arch deformation and activation of foot intrinsic
and extrinsic musculatur. Acta Bioeng Biomech.
2020; 22: 23-29.

Semple R, Murley GS, Woodburn ], et al. Tibialis
posterior in health and disease: a review of struc-
ture and function with specific reference to electro-
myographic studies. ] Foot and Ankle Res. 2009; 2:
1-8.

Latey PJ, Burns ], Nightingale E]J, et al. Reliability
and correlates of cross-sectional area of abductor
hallucis and the medial belly of the flexor hallucis
brevis measured by ultrasound. J foot and ankle
Res. 2018; 11: 1-11.

Protopapas K, Stephen D, Perry SD. The effect of a
12-week custom foot orthotic intervention on mus-
cle size and muscle activity of the intrinsic foot
muscle of young adults during gait termination.
Clin Biomech. 2020; 105063.

Crofts G, Angin S, Mickle K], et al. Reliability of ul-
trasound for measurement of selected foot struc-

tures. Gait & posture. 2014; 39: 35-39.

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

19)

20) HASRE—, ARk

Saeki ], Ikezoe T, Nakamura M, et al. The reliabil-
ity of shear elastic modulus measurement of the
ankle plantar flexion muscles is higher at dorsi-
flexed position of the ankle. J foot and ankle Res.
2017; 10: 1-6.

Johnson AW, Bruening DA, Violette VA, et al. Ul-
trasound Imaging Is Reliable for Tibialis Posterior
Size Measurements. ] Ultrasound in Med. 2020; 39:
2305-2312.

THR M. FHE oM E M. BRER. 2011
26: 451-461.
KA. AFAINF 2y 7 LTOT —F R

DEFE. WIRAR—VES. 1990; 7: 287-292.
Brody DM. Techniques in the evaluation and treat-
ment of the injured runner. Orthop. Clin. North
Am. 1982; 13: 541-558.

Schiinke M, Schulte E, Schumacher U, ft. In:
SOFREME, AR (F8). Tux 7 AEHET
b7 A MR ER B R R. B 3 R R
Pt ; 450461, 2017.

B Rl W JEEEB)Y K6
Jie. BRLC B EREEHIR ; 76-353, 2008.

(%A 1202146 H7 H, 28 :20214E11 H 12 1)

HARRR X R —VEFEES  Vol. 30 No. 2, 2022.



@ERARANEDEBHEDFH~IEREE & BN EDFHEEETEO L&~

Characteristics of the foot morphology of pronated foot in healthy adults
~Comparison of the muscle cross-sectional area of normal and pronated
feet~
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(Abstract]) To clarify the difference in the cross-sectional area (CSA) of the intrinsic and extrinsic foot muscles of
the pronated foot compared with the normal foot of a healthy adult. The subjects were 25 healthy adults with 50
legs. For CSA, we measured the foot muscles such as the flexor digitorum longus (FDL) and flexor hallucis longus
(FHL) using an ultrasound imaging system. The foot morphology was then evaluated using the foot posture index
(FPI), and the foot morphology was divided into a pronated foot group and a normal foot group, and each muscle
CSA was compared between the groups. The FDL (p=0.007) and FHL in the pronated foot group of 16 feet were
compared with those in 32 feet in the normal foot group. The CSA of FDL and FHL was significantly larger (p=
0.04) in the pronated foot group than the normal foot group, suggesting that FDL and FHL function predominate
as active foot support functions.
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