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LDOHy FA 7 (ROC fh#p FiaEfE) 1%, FERT 1.3 em (0.75), 7% 6 » H 1.7 cm (0.82), ffi#% 12 » H
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* Determining the cut—off value of heel height difference
for assessing subjective loss of extension before and after
ACL reconstruction
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*®1. EXER
No-LOE LOE p—value
FH# 21.0 [17.0, 36.0] 240 [19.0,4 1.0] 0.27
& (cm) 164.4 [159.4,17 1.0] 162.5 [155.4,1 67.3] 0.16
AE (kg) 61.0 [54.2, 70.7] 58.8 [56.2, 67.5] 0.94
FHERE (B) 40 [20,8.0] 2.0 [3.0,6.0] 0.27
kg 91.9 8.1
TR (%) 0.99
B4 92.6 7.4
R AR 86.8 13.2
J57k (%) 0.93
BTB 90.9 9.1

2% bone—patellar tendon—bone; BTB
Loss of extension ; LOE
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1. Knee Injury and Osteoarthritis Outcome Score M S4 M#EE
WTFNORFIIZEBNTEH “DNDOHTEDL” & “ENanTE 5" O&FHL 0% FRETH-T-.

% 2. Heel height difference (cm) MD#F%

No-LOE LOE p—value

BEa 0.5 [-0.2, 1.4] 1.9 [06, 3.7] < 0.001
6M 0.8 [00,1.7] 2.8 [1.7,43] < 0.001
12M 0.6 [00,15] 1.8 [1.5 4.7] < 0.001
RETES 0.5 [-0.2, 1.5] 3.2 [20,43] < 0.001

X Loss of extension ; LOE
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