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2. AI+FHEHEEMEDO IR - VERICS T 3BENTO MRI FHEOAE R

x£1 ACLBEMED MRIIZH T 2BHEROZENEEEZL
Group A (n=128) Group B (n=142) P-value
Age (years old) 244+96 278+11.2 0.026
IKDC score 90.2+10.9 87.3+10.8 n.s
Lysholm score 91.1£90 926=+9.1 n.s
Tegner activity scale 6.3+15 55%15 n.s
Anterior Translation (mm) 20=20 12+23 n.s
RTS (Mo) 11.1£26 114+45 ns
%£2 AR—VEREHICLIBERRERVBHEROEEZLICEND
=9Mo (n=86) >9Mo (n=126)
Fip (&) 22.3%+85 255+10.7 p=0.03
Bleesi (B) 8.1£0.9 12.3%£1.9 p=0.01
Knee-Lax (f2&%= mm) 1.2+1.1 1.1+1.3 n.s
IKDC score (1 £E8%) 89.7+9.7 90.3£9.1 n.s
Lysholm (1 &68%) 93.2£6.7 92.9£6.1 n.s
Tegner activity scale (1 &8%) 6.3+1.5 6.0x1.2 n.s
5 *p=0.03 *p=0.01
45 — — 945 A8
4 2>9 4 8
35
3
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2
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0
AMB PLB
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b5,

AR — VI E SNQ OB T, HIWEIR
DI NMith 6 HEEE O SNQ MK L, F IR
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Fx, HOMICERRIRGE 220 Tk % <, MRI £Ffi 2
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