H RSB EDRESICRSET B R
RIS KOBERT S 1 A hDIgE

Association between sex, foot alignment, and single-leg
landing performance

bl —* 1, T KRR *2, 35 KA —*2

F — « 77— ! navicular drop, leg heel angle, postural stability

FRRE TR, SR LA, BERE

(BEE) AWfe<Tid, FHEREEOREERIRT I4 2 PBIOMHNEOWEEHS T L2 L
FHBE L7z, BN 68 % k4% & L, navicular drop (ND) B X 1 leg heel angle (LHA) Z &Ml L
7z. single-leg hop for distance % J2jiti L, FEHitk 3 W H LA IRIFTE - E 2 IME, T o7z
BRI L 7z, BRI &2 A7 o 7ok R, RIGREIZ R IIHE & i L T ND B X O LHA A EICK
EL (WY p<001), MWINC X BB D SN (p=004). F7z, PP, ND B LU LHA % HiH%E
e LAWERTIHO Y AT 4 v ZWIFESACIEND B X O LHA 2SEHUEG E A EICHEME L. b
DOEEFIFICHRALLZZEE "HO VAT 4 v 7RG AICBWT S ND B X O LHA 134 5 72 B
W& LTI L., SROEOREDP S, FHAEIEORE I X D b RET T4 2 > b 2sEs
LUREMEARIE S Nz, F 72, BIRB XL AR =Y BICBIT 25 MEHIICB T, BT I 14 X~ MNF

i OFEENEZ ST BB MBEER 5N 5.

U ®IC

AR = IHEN BT 5 KA B EE, T
#a7 (anterior cruciate ligament : ACL) 85 %
JEBERIE 7 & O IEEMIAME A5 3 B RN
B TH Y, TIBIME T B OB D & B EE 7% 5
HHELEINTwWDE, IThLE TOZETIX, drop
vertical jump 7 & O HIZE M ERE Z v, AR
FFERIRILT) &\ o 723 @5 - # B )] RIS
oA A 7 FHli T T &MY L L,
IS OFEIZEMWUEREZLIELE L,
IR - AR — 7 BLY; T o YL B EFl 2 & 25 B
5.

L) BT ATFERE LT, HE)

ORISR NEY T =g Y

2 REEREKFE)NE ) F— Y3 VR

*3 PR Il A B T AR

Corresponding author : #&% — (yoshiya0307@gmail.com)

HARRRKX R —YEFSEE :

o BEN AR O L O TIE R L, AMEME
EEELTETTELNENEVI N T+ —< ¥
AAERNAE H L7725 of ARG S v Tw
% . Padua 513 Landing Error Scoring System
(LESS) ZHWCTHHY v v 7HEMIEDOT T 1 A
YhIIZ %L, FTRAMEY X7 & oS
LSO AZ ) —= v 7y — e LTOHRME
N7, 72720, LESS IZMMIEH T T 4 X~
i TH D, A BT B LB e R
BOWE 2§ 28 L 3R % 5. —H,
DiCesare 513l HIZE HERE I BV TR &
RHGRFL D LI 6, 75 H AT S L E8 ) 1 e ik <2
AR T ARk 2 P9~ % Z & 2 i LY, Lund-
gren H b A/ ST + —< Y AWM R F BoR
23 5 EEEZ R LT 5Y.

JET T A4 A 2 METBGEB)HEH 2 A L CAfL
RAFEB) (2% % KT L, navicular drop (ND)”%
leg heel angle (LHA)Y IZEER TIAE L JHW ST W
%. Maeda 5" |ZJEERIERE & A& HBIE DS L VL3
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R’ E

I ICIIBEEL D 5 2 L 2 LTV A DS,
T T4 2 2 &R HEMEIEDO KT & o B
WDOWTETHICHLNIIEIR TR W, 72
Boling & (& 1 25 b & JE i 6 & o BY o % M
L, EWEEICB) 2 TR E S 1 L
PAFTET B W RetE & il LT 525, A B
DEHEVINT =< VAT M AICEH
L, HEABEORET 74 22 & OB % [FKE
WZHEE L7 gRid Horicirbiicn v,
DERBE 2, R0 BMIE, EROHHT
FA XY MO AEEIVEO R ENEICG 2 % E
MEDERLRRITAZETHL. AWIET
&, BET T4 A ¥ b OECA A B EDO%R
EVEEE % RITL, ND B X O LHA OfEidvk &
WHIE EEMBIEDSALE & R B REED D B L
W ARELZ VLT 7.

B &
1. R

AFZEIZ BT B2 T4 XF, BERANE
gL L FiiFEBR oM R % HIZ, G*Power ver-
sion 3.1.9.2 (Heinrich-Heine K& 7 2 v &)V KV 7
B, FaveVFILVT7, F4Y) 2HWTHEHRL
7o, I BEE RO 2B LI B W T,
Mann-Whitney U 5% % £ L 72 #1547 &
fT-7z. NDIZHI#E (54) 42mm (2045), %
Wt (5 44)6.0mm (4.0-6.0) TH 1, Zh= (Cohen'’s
d) 1071 TH o7z, HEAHE a=005(HH),
Wl 1-B=080 & i%k% Lok W, &8 34 4250
g En I LHA ICOWTh Hit %
T, BIIHE 4.0° (3.0-5.0), Jeliif 5.0° (4.0-6.0),
R EL 072, K 33 AL ELE Iz DL
EXY, AWfZETIEND OB HFERICE X, %
U HEHES YTV A XL LTERELL AR
WgE T, RS HBIEDO RIS L 2RI %
fTo7z. 61, HHBGICHMEYT 5 KT % RE
ThHD, OV AT 4y 7RG T L7z

BINFEHEIZD20 L L 30 R oH, @flE
RELRHI P B ETEAVRL Y, R 2 A L
TWeng, OBEEIEIC S HEEZ E /2L Twin
B, @FEHI T B EEAN R 2 BEAEE, AR IRE S
HwE, OHLLLEEINTIA AL VEALT
W\ L L7z BRAMERE T DM 25 12 e B e,
ACL#EH R EOIMEREEAAT 58, BLOK, &
BEICHREN AR EERE AT HH, QS X

396 BARERR AR — VEFREE

*z1 HROAR
JOE L4 68
MR (B/&) 41727
iy (%) 221+21
& (cm) 1684+7.7
#HE (kg) 62184
—_— 450 % (S 24 4, 26 %)
) o184 (BWE 174, «ikl4)

mean*SD (4, Bk, KE)

OCEIESHIR SR TWBEHE L2 iRl
KT T4 THRAN 68 %4 B4 54, K127 4,
SEIGAERS 22.1 2.1 7% (20-25 %)) & AWFFE DR S
E L7z i 2023 4E 1 A5 2023 4: 3 H1IC
T CERREMERICB TR & & LT
L, AFEOFHBBRICHEEI GO HE L
7z, B, BHED AR — Y {EHRRIIC OV T
FERNCMZ 2T, WEREIIBER A R — > & ki
BT > TV ARV e h o 72, FHIBIZEE
ISR =NV EES FE Lz ZO8E, 450
%, K18 Th-7=(F1). AWFFRILVE 0L
befm PR AR B R OKR L FCEIME L 72 RAHF
57295,

2. BIEEB

2-1. EBERRRIHE T —F

JEEBPIEIAE 7 — T OFFliix, Brody” 255 L 72
ND % 7z, F 37 CHREBE i Bl 90° £, 2R
T R AL THREIR B R IR 22 RIS~ — F
T &RATV, RMNE CORMEZFHIL. FikoF
MEC RN THEHIZ ATV, AL O WA 5 F
WO 2 U7z Rz (R1). &b,
FERAE RS ER 22 B8 < — F ¥ 771 30 4E DR
TR E A9 B HEARE LTV, < — % v S
CERZEAVE U v X ) FeRE L7z, BHINE 25 4E 38 &
O30 FEDERIRKERR % A 5 2 4 OB AdR a8
vy, 3MEHIZ T, O E2REMELE L.
2-2. BRERET7ZA A b

BRET 54 A ¥ FMIZLHAZ X Y EHl % 47
VW, SIS TR BLEN 1/3 O Kl & g o
WEHARC 223 /4Y ZFHIILAz (B1). TRBXY
WA OfEERL O~ — F ¥ 2713 30 4FE O B R R %
A BB, v —F v TEBALICER
WELZWIIBRE L. 450 25 FEB L O
30 SE DRI Z AT 5 2 5% 0 PR AT
W, 3 EEHI L 72 E AR L7
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FIAEHEIEDORS ICREY 34 L TRET 71 X > +DIREY

1 BERERRYT7 5 A X 2 MEHE

[A] navicular drop (ND) : AHREBHEE D S KEE TOER (mm) ZEEAR - HH

UM TEHAIL TZTDEEHEE

[B] leg-heel angle (LHA) : BFBISIfiiC &1 2 TEREAL 1/3 OREMR & EEHE

#HigThIA () Z5HA

2 SREREEME (single leg hop for distance)
BFEMORCTHEA, BETHHICRRBATHEEZ ¥, BB IVEBETILS
ICHE.
EHRP % SWBERFETCELEVGES, EHAIRKISBEIL -5E, RAGBIOREHKIC
B 58, XELELBES A S KHEREES.

2-3. FREEME

SR B E X B 2 T o single-leg hop for dis-

tance' & L7z, BGAREIIALE L, W LB %
DTS, FEFHUB O MEBET 2 90 i #h iz
PR S 72, FHAME SR R % BIIG A E I &
DEZIRE» S, (MR D mh~BkiE$ 5 &
I ] LOFRRE T, BRI LY 3R
F7aX9fm L7z (B2). BREENEEBIGAE
D OEMGOMRE ) $ TORMEL 2 Vv —I12 X
DEHINL 72, F72MeE 03 & 22N 2 )

HARRRKX R —YEFSEE :

il & P L 72kBad ot L, Hoa ez 220 <
FRAT SR BRI BT 5 BRREIE,
RANOEBNRAREINIEDSCTHEITS 72, KR
eI, Atk 3B LINICOHN O 23 H
B L7256, @B 0 R ERAYR & 35l L 72354,
@M ORI T S 72 LN a0 wTh
PR CI a2 RS e E Lz, =B, K
FZETH WA RS O 2 21, Bifr O PR
LS NAEHEEICEED C DT R, ARAFEI
BOWTHHAICKRELZZLDTH L. KRUEHASIZH
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F2 KREHIRE & JUBEHMBEERTOERM

B fili 95% 1= HAX 1] p fii
BENEELE (ND) ICC (1, D 0918 0.892 -0.920 <0.001 * %
BEWEEYE: (LHA) ICC (1, D 0921 0.908 —0.942 <0.001 * %
Be#HEEE (ND) ICC (2. k) 0.894 0.873-0.902 <0.001 * %
BeE A EE (LHA) ICC (2, k) 0.927 0.903-0.933 <0.001 * %
Bz RN (BB ICC (2, 1 0.871 0.859—-0.901 <0.001 * %
H B e D AT Cohen’s 0.968 0.906 —1.000 <0.001 * %

ICC ! intraclass correlation coefficient
Cohen'’s x : Cohen’s kappa coefficient
* % p<0.01

T2 EM R RICH L, WERT X B EICE N
5 LEHME L THBMOME ZEL, AR
Fax1me L7z, 72, lFoREH e X EE
% 25 AE B X OF 30 AE O BAEHR A 2 Vs LT
Fht L7z, WA ICH W BT — 71, HE
MW=L o 723 o Tl oI X
D BRI ZITVIE L 72,

3. MRErERVEEMR

ND & & O LHA OEHEEE, ABF7Ex4 & 1350
DTN 10 20 R e LTHE L7z 240K,
FENFEHIC I RMULEOMEE =T CZENREN2
e &2 47V, RINAHBIAREL (intraclass correla-
tion coefficient : ICC) & v CTHANEENL 2 H
WL F72, £HEO 1 HHOHZEME VT
MeEMBEEZ SR Lz, —75, BRREIREE & 5 H
BEOEE, 1 MoK % 2 AOMBHHAL L
T L, ZNZNICC & A v 7 ¥ % v CEF
i W —FEEZFHM L7z, 2B, AR CIEFH
WCHEZAT o 72720, FT7 A MBS IX
fTo TV,

FHl L 727 — & o 1IE B 12 2 v T Shapiro-
Wilk #E %17 o 7246 %, ND, LHA 5 X OBk
HECIXIERMESFEH SN2/, o ORIt
BAZIE, 287 X MY v 7 BiE T % Mann-
Whitney U ME % 2. —J5, W55 (ARG,
Sk, RE) FIEBGA 2R L2720, REMH
IERIS D v t E & v 7z,

T 72, I E LIRS BT BT A D %
ME$ 5720, ¢ BoE 2z v CTHE R ORI
wiiolz. SERUI AT 4 v 7 MRS
L, BHEBEOMEZER T 5720, ND &
LHA O #H % Spearman AW AH BRI X 0 M
L7z 261, ZHEARIEORME L L Coidi
K A% % (variance inflation factor @ VIF) # & L,

VIF %% 5 Kl % 2 BRI K & 2 RE 2w
e L L. BHIEORE & SERE DR %
M3 5720, FTHERE_HOI AT 4 v 7
TN 24T - 72, ZERMITICB) 2 BE R
W BT MMEE BT 720, HERMBITICEBWV
THEATROLE e BMie LTRIRL:. 2
DOFER, ND B L O LHA # 3L L, M
RN T OB RATAHNTY I —EHKE L
TR L7z (BE=1, ZM=0).

BB ASRERHANT Y 7 b (=7 ®VHERF, SSRI,
B AL, AEAKEIZL% & L7

B R

1. EHEMEDEFEM

ND 8 & O LHA O &HllE O #BeE AR B &
OB BE M3 b 1ICC07 DLE? &R L
BIF MM R S 7z, F 72, BRREEME L 5
WEED BT BB % 5l I — 3k, 2
NZNICC (2,1) =0.871 & x=097 (95%CI : 091
-1.00, p<0.001) TH 1, AFEOFHMHIZOVWTH 2
DRI RIFTH - 7229 (% 2).

2. 2BHOHBELEE

H R DA IO T, BIIEE 34 44 (F39 25
%, M9 %), Sk 34 44 (B 16 44, 18
%) Thotz. WROER (p=056), &E (p=
079), ##E (p=0.31) IOV TIIHEEINED S
Npozb DD, 2O GAICONWTIZHE
HAENED SN (p=0.04) (R 3). ND IdpIh#
30mm (2.0-6.0), ZJHE 9.0mm (4.3-11.0), LHA
I 4.0° (4.0-5.0), REHE 507 (4.0-6.0) &%
D, WIENDLHEEDRD S NREHIKE 2>
72 (p=0.002, p=0.006) . Bk EE L DIHE 172.0cm
(169-174), 2l 169.0cm (168-170) T, 2 B
DHEBEAZBD SN Lo (p=028) (K 4).
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FABEREEOREICEET 2 L URET 71 X > bDOIRE

*3 MWREAR
I (n=34) B (n=34) p value
PR (5/%) 25/9 16/18 0.04 *
i (%) 215+14 224+22 0.56
& (cm) 167137 166.8 3.7 0.79
#hE (kg) 60.0+6.0 62.0+5.1 0.31
BN FIME = R A= F 72 IE ABTR L 7.
RN w2 Mo, FEin, BRE, RE oz wv t e vz,
* : p<0.05
F4 RIHBEXMEICE T ZHIEEB DL
W (n=34) LKWHE (n=34) p value
BREEEEE (cm) 172.0 (169-174) 169.0 (168-170) 0.280
ND (mm) 3.0 (20-6.0) 90 (4.3-11.0) 0.002 * %
LHA (°) 40 (4.0-5.0) 50 (4.0-6.0) 0.006 * %
ND : navicular drop
LHA : leg-heel angle
T (55 1 o5 — 45 3 i) TR L7z,
FER He 8212 12 Mann-Whitney U MUE % Fv 72,
* % 1 p<001
x5 EHWEMEORINCEET 2EF
EE HZHE OR (95%CI) p value 4755 OR (95%CI) p value
ND (mm) 0.74 (0.67-0.88) 0.037 % 0.87 (0.77-0.98) 0.02 *
LHA (°) 0.28 (0.24-0.31) 0.002 * % 0.31 (0.16-0.61) <0.001 * %
R (BE=1) 2.89 (2.67-3.02) 0.064 347 (0.95-12.76) 0.059
BEEEEEEE (cm) 0.94 (0.88-097) 0.561 - -
ND x 51 - - 1.25 (1.09-1.65) 0.641
LHA x P51 - - 2.33 (2.11-2.67) 0.138

OR : odds ratio CI : confidence interval ND : navicular
PERNE Y I =28 (Bik=1, &H=0)
£HEEEFNVICIND, LHA, HHIZH#A L.

ND x ¥50, LHA xRN EAEHIHE L-CEML 7=,
ZEROUIAT 4 v 7 HFEFTIVOBEIE

drop LHA : leg-heel angle

TREEL x2=2768, HHE =3, p<0001, Nagelkerke R2=0446

* % 1 p<001, * :p<0.05

3. BHMEMEDORE EMFIH KLV ND, LHAD
B

ND & LHA OHBRE X r=029 TH - 72 (p
=012). &512, VIFZ217 TH Y, FHZEHM
DL EIRIEICK & R MEIZRED SN h o 7.
AR IO Y AT 4 v 7 BIRGH O#EFE, ND
& LHA FAEHBIEORA EAEICHEL Tz
(%5). ND, LHA B X ORI 2 BHHEKE L%
EECIEO Y AT 4 v 7 BIRGHTOREE, [T
TNVEERIIHMEFNICHETh o 72 (LR, =
2768, HHJE=3, p<0.001). £ 7 ® Nagelkerke

HARRRKX R —YEFSEE :

DFMLPLEREUL 0446 TH > 72, ZOFER, ND
BIUOLHA Wb AMBEIEORT & AR
B L Cw/z. ND @ » Xkt (OR) 1 0.87 (95%
FEHIX 1 (95%CI) : 0.77-0.98, p=0.02) TH Y, ND
A3 Imm 3NS5 T LR L R Bt v XS
% 13% 1 F L 72. LHA @ OR 1% 0.31 (95%CI :

0.16-0.61, p<0.001) TH v, LHA »° 1" ¥4 2% =
AR E B F v 13 69% KT L7z, —
T, HRNEEE B R S 2 h o 72 (p=0.059).

512, ND B XU LHA LRI O BEAEHEZ M
ZI2ETFNERESE L7225 ND B L O LHA & H:))
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R’ E

DXRHEEHITITN D EETIE A o7 (NDX
PRI - p=0.641, LHA < 51 : p=0.138) (& 5).

zZ =

ARFFEClx, MWL RIT F4 AV MEEETH
5 ND BXULHA & FHAEMEEORT & DY
HWIZOWTHET L7z, ZofE, MY, ND B X~
LHA IZ 2 BB CHESEZBD LN, L4 8T
VAT 4 v 7 RGN TIE ND, LHA (375 #1875
EARICHEST LN T-E LTI s hzd o0,
PPN A E R BERN T LTEBIRS 2 h o
7z.

ND (3 S NEIHE 7 — F O % K3 2 $5EE
Td Y, Hughes 51&, ND O8I K A7 HF 0 Ak
KAEB X ORI AEOZILE FEICHET 5
CTEERELTBNY, RIEBEHIATT IE B % 8
w A LT HuRE o0 SRR A s | 2 5o 3B & U39 2
EERLTWD, AWIEICBVTND AR EWIZ
EAEME I A v AHMET Lok RIE, Ei7 —7F
PEREDAN T 25 HlF O JE SR B 2 T §
HEEAZ R T 250D EZ O,

—7, LHA 3BT 94 A ¥ 2R T IRET
HY, HEFONDRZL - WA Z LOFEE % G-l 5
HIENTEL. AHMENELBRELOT T4 X ¥
FOBFRIZOWT, KT 59 13 % BB R
BW TR Z LEs) & RIS SGES) & o
MICHEZIEOHEND ), #HZEFHOES)2 M
HE BB B KT TR 2R L v
b, AWFZEICB VT LHA I35 EIED G &
BLELTBY, BERT T4 X2 b B
DEBFIE G LTV B RIR S 7z,

M AAERN 2R & LT Tk
ND 13# 3.6-9.0mm, LHA & 35-7.0° £ i S h T
Wb, AREFFEIC BT B RO ND 3R HIPH &
BEAR—E L T 7223 RIERE O 13 SR EEFE PR o> F R
THolz. —J, LHA OEIZRIEE, JMlEs b
WZHRATHIZE TR SNRMERPICH Y, X512,
BT ORI X 5 LHA IZMEHEN A B
XD LN OO AT 17 E/NE o7z
LL, AWEIZBWTND B X O LHA A57% #
EORE L HE ST LR T & LTl s, 5
IZLHA 34 v ZAVRNE L, BEET 74 2~
N DZALA WA MR D LB e MR\ B e )T
T EEMEAVRIE S N7z, McClay B, 9 v =7
BFIC 1-2° OB 2 L OZAL A [l %0 I

400 BARERR AR — VEFREE

BIEiE— A v MCEEL RIZTIE2HMEL TS

D9 ARRFZETRD H Iz S KA MR o JES)
PR LB R NI TR B A
THURMAVRIE S NG, F72, 75 HIEE 0 L8]
R BB 2 LS5 2 &SN T
WA, FRICPIHIGE T — ST RS2 LI
AV R TN EZ R S 2 EH E %D, B
REWZIKT S RELND 5.

PERNE AT MBS AT A B B 2R &
Lotz ITNE CTHEMBIMEICBIT A AT
ELCHEiMAERRR N ZEDFAYT 4 7 AR
EEHCTHE SN TERY, L UAREESS
BT, ML) b RET I A4 X ok
FENAE MR B S e AVRIE S 7z, L
2o T, HAWFHHICBW IR LELHRE T
LOTIERL, W2 2bLTRET T4 X~
MO 24T S EAEELEZ LN,

AHFFEIIZ VL O DRAE DV H 5. F—IT, K
WFEDH > T 4 R 7% L, Hatii
W OBE 2 O ROMRICITEBELLETDH
5. GHREIEIVEONEEEZFG L LTI
L), BMREORKEEWGEET 5L EPH 5. H
(2, ARBFFETIEND B X O LHA OFHIMEIZ DWW
THBENEEYE S X O A B 2 504 L 72
A, T A MEHEMEIZOWTIZME L Twiewn.,
IO OFHINZIFE —4 T CHRMICER I NS
ERERHIITH 1, WERAED 2 ERIIMEED
KO —EI & 5 AR E ISP ) B TH B &
EzONBH, R 2Tl B A
WOWTIIMIETE TV, 2O MIEAIZED
RATH Y, SHOWIEICE TR 2 LEH
b, EZIT, KWFRICEBT 5 i S E AT R,
F1mTHo7278, W H A B EL
BEIER L Twb 720, REoKEICHE) 238
RO BRI T2 EIETE RV, K
WFZE TIEAB NS T KRB & 3T 5 % L O
AT o 7205, G OWITE TIEEE R i A
ERICRITTHEBIZOWT S S IHET 5 4%
HbH. BRI, RIFGETH W4 KT o3 25
I ORRHEAL S NZFHl L Tld e <, ARBE%E
MBICKEL2DDTHY, FHliAEREDZ LI
DWTRGBROBGENLETD 5.

¥
ARFEDORRA B, Fr A MBI ED BT 1213k
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R BEREEE L D S RET T A X ¥ BT D
WREMEDVRIR S N7z, L72d3o T, A MBEERF
ZAT)BRIZIE, ND R LHA &\ o 72257 7 4 A
ORI PR TIT) SENEETHH LEER
5N%.

FlZEHER

RESCIBE L, R EFRML A L.

EEEH

Rtk — Bl ke, R, MGE, HERIOMEE
FERORELE LT 4 T4 27

NIETERER © 538, FRORELEZF 1574 v

HRE— IRE, FRoORBELEIFA T4 0
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Association between sex, foot alignment, and single-leg
landing performance
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(Abstract] This study aimed to investigate the association between single-leg landing performance, foot align-
ment, and sex. Sixty-eight healthy adults were recruited. Navicular drop (ND) and leg-heel angle (LHA) were
measured as indices of foot alignment. Participants performed a single-leg hop for distance, and those who were
able to maintain a stable posture for 3 seconds after landing were classified as the success group, whereas those
who were unable to maintain the posture were classified as the failure group. Group comparisons showed that ND
and LHA were significantly greater in the failure group than in the success group (both p < 0.01), and a significant
difference in sex distribution was also observed between the groups (p = 0.04). In univariate binary logistic regres-
sion analyses including sex, ND, and LHA as explanatory variables, ND and LHA were significantly associated
with landing performance. In the multivariate binary logistic regression analysis including these variables com-
binedly, ND and LHA remained to be identified as significant predictors. These findings suggest that foot align-
ment may be more strongly associated with single-leg landing performance than sex. The results provide funda-
mental evidence supporting the importance of evaluating foot alignment during landing assessments in clinical

and sports settings.
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