AR—=FTNRARZAVEFELORBERIILFEOD VT VRATLD
B

RFHFIEE IWF WESRY: FRE o —~ U 7 78 Bk o9 R Bh#
LRI E g BEE/S— AR U U F—3 g %8 HREERR #d

e B2
1 8=

INPED BRI IR R R R EDO R OEE, FEEARNPEIML TWDH. SR RHEE DO R 31T
18-65 % T 23% L WME SN TWAN, 7LD REOETE OO R BRI RES, A4T00H ) D 5%,
H7r EoH T, BIRSFKOPENER SNDH0, BEEKORBERINSKE V. RO RTINS REESR
JEEBDTRIATDIRMN BT ORIR I KD H 52,

JEEIIPNRET —F, SMAKET —F, EALRIRE OR SIZH DT —F D 3 DOT —FBRE L THERR
ENTWAEY EE O R ARIZ R ER O NRIGE T — F OB #REE BB L TR Y, WIET —F 2Rk
T HRRRE NP LAIRE ZH > TWEE . 2o, NHIRET —F OFMICITZh 2 F, J FAC LB HHRE
DEENRFHRLENHEM  F7 79 TV B HANLNTHWEROY . 7y N7 o MR EA~DOHEH

REZKMTEHDOTHY, FROFMIZ o oRnbnz LW —EJHoRWRETHH Z LB
NHETHS.

—J7, BITOA N =X LOBENG, B O SIITP IV T, ARREIERNANCEN S (BIN) L 51
ET 52 L THITTOEEZRIN L TWD. AHREOESITINZ, BT I & 8) < Kk b AHIRE 1
SIRITHNCENLT B, D7, B EEEZ 3 TR 2 kL LT, 77 A0 A 7% Kinect Y
DEEFFSTWS. Lo, Zaboifgtidh 2o Rk, SR SI2BEET 5 0 Tlde <, FEIi
JE R EREROMOBYEIZLERIERIZC 7 A+ — B AL TEY, EEESEEICIZER L TR0,
FHRE OB X IIEAZERKE L, FREDBE TH DKL - BINEIXETOEIEREICEET S Z &n
THIENDD, ZIETITFHILILTUL R0,

B RICKT T D IZEOBLEN D, D H O REITHE TR S, BREICE VEL3 R 20 B E TIZ
BAEMRTERLT B PTH 10 AT AS T OERIEROERZH IR THY, 207D, HIEKR
DIEFER LD 723/ AR D S D28, /NEDORECRNE, ESCH ROl E L0 R_REHD
FEEERIUT T STz,

T TR TIE, BEEHR~ AT BV VAT AER L, BB REE 3 kot T — & & RIEE D
BEHOUR D /NP DRI OREREZAL NI THZ L2 B E L.

2 Bk

2-1 HAREOHE

KRB ITNFE 124 4 (BA 674, LF5T4)ThHD. /INFEAFERO~10) & 6 FR (11~12 5%) 122 HB
FHUE T 72, FHINE 1 SO/NFRIZBW T T, REMEONTZTXTONFAEZGE L. BRIt
L, TNENOFHIIZBMTE R ol N, BEOFI772EOBEENARMEEZFE LD AL L.
AL, WEHRFZOMIEMGHEELEESDEKRER TITo 72 GKRBE S : R0309) . X512, EE
T 4=V REOD/NERDRERED & L BT, W5 ERD/INFAEDR#EE CFEZST-.

2-2 REBHRIILFEOO VT VAT LEH

AW TITEEEAEHED 3 Wotatile, Fex 3BA% LI BEE~ LV F R v I 2T M VW,
K 1IZARY AT AOFHAEZ /R L2 R AT AMIFRORRE O REHEBEZIRY T 52 L CHAlZITH.
JEHR)E BH OB T — & /x5 SEM(Structure from Motion) $#f &2 15 A L CREEEHMEED 3 WtET V%
MELTWD. KU AT AOREEIXIEHEL 1. Tom, AL 0.1 ETHY, FEEIIET 3 RILOBIET —X
ZHUE LEH L Tna e,

ARFZECRARE LT 3 T B EVEBIEIE 21X 2 12”7, ¥ 2(a) L1V, Foot length(FL:&&) X5 2 f&iLus
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2 BB FERL D £ T OREE, Tnstep height (TH: & #8) IZHE 82> IR % TOMAE, Navicular height
(NH: SRR @) 13 HRE 2 BRI £ TOHBETH 5.

2(b) LV, Transverse arch width (TAW: B /@F 7 —F @) (156 1 @ FEENGE 5 HEFEEE COREE
Thb.

2(c) XV, Great toe— first metatarsal head— feel angle (GFH: 5/ ) IX8E 1 f54C 0%,
W1 P REEE, MEEREEE O3, Axis of the Bone Distance (ABD: B #EERE) 1355 2 540 & g Ml
ARG AT LR E UC, FEEEEO AR S 2 RIENC R LB O RN S OB CTH 5.

2(d) X v, First metatarsal head— heel— second toe angle (FHS:M1-M2 f4BE) X% 1 /& F5HE,
HE RS, &5 2 f85cuiD 7294, Second toe— heel— navicular angle (SHN: SRRBEREENLAJE) I35 2 5
Sevi, EEVEEE, MREORTATHS.

ZhD 8 A 3 RITIEEERSEEE & Uiz, GFH 2SR ORI TV D HY A1, FHS % M1-M2 A
(B 12 FREAELTHD. MAT, 8 ROBIED > LHHORIEIIEREOFELZ TS, £ T
AT, BRETIESML, 1002FFTHZ L L L.

1 REEE~ VTR v Ty AT B OFHE S

(a)

2 3 RITIEERE AR

39 2024



2-3 TUANLTy T REHE

JREOREA~OFEHIRIUTT X7 v 87U > hEHAIEE twin99 (Midi Captures ft) Z 7=, FHANZ
NI T T o 7=, SICHHAR R E T X7y U NS K 2T EB 2R LT, TV L
7 v F7U > h Tl Heel length (HL: BEME GBR5y e—f)) & R ~DBEHLIRIL S RO R AL Z D 72D
Chippaux- Smirak index(CSI) DEF2 A&7 v 7 U v MEEEL L7, CSTIXRTEHES Forefoot (45 1 41 /& HEH
MBS HREEA RS a-b), U EE Midfoot (2 EBDHR/IME: -5y c—d) 7> 53k 6D 5 F5EE ((Midfoot/Forefoot)
X100) TH Y, 100123 I1FEE, BEPRILLTWA Z La7RT. H b EREOEELZIT51-0, BE
TIEHMEL, 100 #FFHZ L L LT,

B3 7w b7V bOFHMEE S ST

2-4 $RETERHT

WEEHARATIZIZ SPSS (version28, IBM 1) 2 FiV 7=, 4 4E¥R, 6 4ER DO EHANE O fFATIZITSHSE D H 5 t FiE,
NH rate, SHN DS OE < FHAE QAT IZIL— JTld & 80 HT &2 V7=, p fEiX 0. 05 LT &8 BEN
HDEHE L.

3 #BR

3-1 EHEED 2 FRNDZEL

T VICEHEE E O/ 4 IR & 6 IR OFE &R E, MMk Ra~liz. £1 X0, 24HT
FL, TH, TAW, HL [ZAEICHR L7-. FLIZ B 1 2. 00cm, 1 1. 58cm Bk L7=. IHIXHE T 0. 66cm, 221 0. 55¢m,
TAW X%+ 0.91lcm, ZF 0.7lem, HL (X5 F 0.26cm, -+ 0.33cm ¥R L7=. IH rate, TAW rate IZFEK
L7-7%, HL rate IX{EFL7-.

—J7, PIHEY —F ZHERT D RE BT 2456 TIE NH (B0 A), NH rate ITAREICIKT L7,
NH 1B+ 0. 25cm, &+ 0. 14em {5 F L7=. NHrate 1ZHE+F 2.49%, %+ 1.40%{K T L7-=. SHNangle, ABD, ABD
rate [(ZIE T L7=.

IH rate, TAW rate, HL rate, NH rate ® 4 4ERD 25%% A VEA 6 R THEZTWRWEIRIZILLTO
WY ThoT.

« IH rate : 51 9.0%, “+¥ 19.3%

 TAW rate : B7 11.9%, %1 8.8%

* HL rate : J+ 40. 3%, #c+ 29. 8%

* NH rate : -+ 75. 6%, #c+ 45. 6%
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# 1 FHAMED 2 FEE O

Male Female
9-10years old 11-12 years old p value 9-10years old 11-12 years old p value
FL [cm] 20.71+1.13 22.72+1.33 <0.001 20.39+1.19 21.97+1.04 <0.001
IH [cm] 5.58+0.46 6.24+0.56 <0.001 5.39+0.48 5.93+0.50 <0.001
TAW [cm] 8.01+0.60 8.91+0.55 <0.001 7.97+0.66 8.68+0.46 <0.001
NH [cm] 3.46+0.49 3.21+0.64 <0.001 3.13+0.53 2.99+0.54 0.095
HL [cm] 5.58+0.46 6.24+0.56 <0.001 5.39+0.48 5.93+0.50 <0.001
IH rate [%)] 26.96+1.90 27.5+2.18 0.01 26.47+2.01 27.04+2.16 0.018
TAW rate [%] 38.67+2.41 39.32+2.02 0.023 38.76x2.27 39.44+2.12 0.067
NH rate [%)] 16.75+2.43 14.13+2.77 <0.001 15.30+2.48 13.65+2.61 <0.001
HL rate [%] 28.97+2.44 27.55+3.06 <0.001 29.54+2 .67 28.91+2.38 0.082
SHN [degrees] 24.83+2.89 22.44+2.81 <0.001 25.11+2.67 23.37+2.39 <0.001
ABD [cm] 0.94+0.50 0.89+0.45 0.355 1.15+0.46 1.02+0.43 0.027
ABD rate [%] 4.55+2.40 3.93+1.93 0.015 5.60+2.24 4.67+1.98 <0.001
GFH [degrees] 30.18+3.97 29.73+4.22 0.384 31.30+4.14 31.62+4.43 0.554
FHS [degrees] 12.59+1.15 13.19+1.13 <0.001 13.31+1.32 13.83+1.12 0.003
CSI [%] 44.51+10.92 44.19+9.23 0.731 42.84+10.38 41.35+10.15 0.083

3-2 NH rate -+ SHN angle & D Ei{&

< 2 12 6 42RO ABD, GFH, FHS OHELHFER %A 4 42k NH rate & SHN angle ORI LTz,
#2 XD, 45D SHN angle R X UVNEE 6 42k D ABD, FHS BWHEIZHEAL/Z. —J7, NH rate D@E I
K OZITHEGR T E oo 7z,

%2 NH rate & SHN angle PU4F{ B oD 5

SHN <25% <50% <75% >=75% F value, p value
ABD[cm] 0.67+0.4  0.9+0.38  096:0.4  1.20+043 ' (&120=1097
, p<0.001
GFH[degrees]  29.8+5.7 29.4+42  31.743.8 31.8+3.6 Féiézoc’?)g 2.346
FHS[degrees]  12.8+1.0 13.3+0.9 13.7+1.3 142+11 FB120)=7.616
, p<0.001
NH rate <25% <50% <75% >=75% F value, p value

ABD[cm]  1.01#0.48  0.96:0.42  0.94:0.38  0.86:0.43 '>»120=0.773

. p=0.511

GFH[degrees]  31.5+4.1 29.7+4.4  30.4%3.9 29.745.0 Ei%lzzzcgzl%’

FHS[degrees] ~ 13.7+1.2 13.2+1.1 13.4+1.2 13.4+1.2 Féiéioz)jo'm
4

39 2024



4 ER

AT TN FAEO T EEBOIEICEH L 2 EBORERHIEFHE 21T - 72, BHCREHOERIEENS
3 IR ATV, REROFIEE LTHE SNDREO®m S N2, A OZNL (SHN angle),
JEERE A DORE T R O ZENE (ABD) 124 B L. SRR EC R B A OB M O BN 7 4 — T A LT\ 5 AT
1T A DR L AR I N T,

2 M OBEBHAE LY, REOFEEMENGIXEEISEY FL X5+ 1.10 %, %+ 1.08 £%, IH I
BT 11245, L1 110465, TAWIEE 7 L1115 L1 L5 fFICRLTVWAD Z LR TE. AT,
SHN angle, ABD, ABD rate |ZMKFLTWAZ EMND, FEMETIXIWHEIZHEEL TWDH I ENRPLNIT
Rolm. BEEERELY, xR LEBEHEK~ LT LY 2T MR OIEDOBILNARETH 5
T EDURIE S T

—J7, HL (ZMhoOFEHE & R IIK <, FL TIEHMbL L7z HL rate HILF LW Z Evd, BT
IRMENLHFE VBN L2V ERHEETE 5. HIZAMOKEEDK 7 H 22T T\ D728, HEN/NZ WD
FERET D LT ORAOFEIZOIRN D, HE OFIL 8~9 IKIIHFICHETe 7=, FEMRIY 728 T D
72D OREEE) & NT U AD LWVEAEENEEL 0D Z LR TE

DR IACIT AR — Y EE, FROSITHEEDIK T2 < B2, WM —F I35 Lk XY
FREAZHEV NH, NH rate 3T LCUh 2, SEATHFZECIE, NH X 6~13 sk CHEICEEML, 9 Mo NH 1
B 2.89cm, & 2.79cm, 12 D FH 3. 48cm, &1 3.39cm & HE SN TWDE . ARBFFETIE, 9-10 %D
B 3.46cm, &+ 3.13cm, 11-12 DB F 3. 21em, %+ 2.99cm & A EICIK T L7z, 4 4Fk D SHN angle @
1N REYS T D 6 4F R D NH 13 B+ 3. 63cm, &L+ 3. 1dem, 55 2 PU0AL% Y4 #1355 + 3. 30cm, 24+ 3. 15cm
Thole. T72bb, fHREOBREN AL /NES FHRE D S5 > TWOZRWIRELT 6 FFIRIZHRRE Om &
IR L CWD 2 EDMERTE, JATHFZE L Ol Ik, 1ZIEREOME L 7o 0. ARSEITRHFZE IR
B ARBRE R, KFRIIHT — % TRI— DO RE X L TWAEWVNRH 58, FEICHEL
FAETRT Do 72 2 L BPHEEL S D . RIFFER SR 1338 B FE T Covid—19 DIRATIC X A fidia 72 = ] &
FRER L TN D720, EENC L DO FARRBICEEL TV D AREERH 5.

BRI DOFERTIX, 64K D IHrate & NHrate 73 4 R D 25% % A MEZ 2 TR WIREET 13, 7% (17 44)
THY, BHMORALNEITLTND Z Loz, SRR MR, R, R EE
Ty b =T PRl W ODPOERNBEE TS50, BAERA D=L, BEOREIFERER ED X )1
WS Z0MIA LTI, LEORRIY, 2HEMOZBOF CTROFNEL bRV &, R
DBHEIT L CWDHKEEED U R 7 RNEWWIRENK 1 BIFAET 2 2 E PR T 2.

PASHEENE S (Closed Kinetic Chain) OELENG, HEEOFMEHEEI AT/ & Ofnf EAL TIXHE M
230, SRREVSANANCEIE SR T 95 2 & THERBZWINL TV 5. SR ARRE I EIZ L Y
B FICBET A0 TiE2<, WHI(EIN) FmicEizd 5 X9 ICEMT 52 Lvn, SHN angle DKL
SHRE OEINET O R Z BT 5. Z OEINEZ) O FiRPEIIE A EN K E <, FTHREDEE TH Y fitlka
DO TFTENARKENGEE, BE~OAMENKEIWEEZ D, T2 T, 4 4KO SHN angle, NH OPA5L5]
W RS, ANSCREREIC BEHEd 5 ABD, GFH angle, FHS angle 23 H L7=. 3 1 O Tl ABD, GFHangle,
FHS angle IX 2 R CMKITMERR CT& o=, L L, £ 2 XV 44Kk D SN angle WK E L, ARIREN
HolE->TWAEEIZE, 6 4FkD ABD, FHS angle XA BRI KT MR 70 >72. —F, GFH angle TlX
BERENMITRD SN2 ol

SHN angle 23K T A5 FHIERIL, RFEROERK EZ 2 LN HHEE THEEEGE LY, fbka)En
DOENEEDOIAEN FEARBER P Ch D ¥ 2 5. SHN angle OEKIIFHIRE OEIPER OB A EHET 5.
FERBE M - PRIBRE 28 AE L CRY, 1 g M) &5 2 hEE M) BORZENBEZY,
MI-M2 A OREIPEN K&K RDAREMENH D, o0, WNANTEIN D BN IE 2P REE D 2T
JANS TS MI-M2 A LA L% E L TWD FHS angle OEARIZORAY , SSCREREE o BN K& 0
ZENRBE T AEERIXRIND AT D RTINS RE O FIE R E D &S STV D S TR &
—FF 55 F, ERONEET —F OFRED N TIFAN R BN O M X R T 5 = & 23Rg
iz, 40 L EE xS L L2 TIFZECH GRH 2 Tl 5 ECEERMEIE LS LT N, NH rate TiE7e<,
SHN angle 2NZEIF HNTWDIY ., INFEAEZ GG L L2 AMZE T RBEOEANHER S, LR - T,
SHN angle (FfHKEDOBEINOIEZE L LTHEHATH S.
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5 #&:m

AR T, REMORFEICER L, BEEHK 3 W7 —4# &, RIEMOHEUIRIED & /N AAED RHE D
RIEFEIZOWTHELZIT 7. TOMRE, KEICHY, BR, BROEA, R, HEXAEIC
BER LD, JTHRESIMRT LT, @<, RHEPSEITL, RO U X 7 im0 RE N
KI1TBEMFIE LT, AT, BEIEOKRRIIMOFEE & VN E <, HE OEHIZRRIE 0O 8-9 j% T Ot 72
) ERENHBETHD Z &N bhoT.

ABAFEFRERIC OV TUE, TR DR EAETL OFRIE TH 2 bR O & () T2 <, BT M ~D AL FE (SHN
angle) PR EVNEE, SR BEES DIRIEA~ DR R E N EAVRR ST,
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