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The Scientific Substantiation of Anterior Cruciate Ligament Injury

in Female Collegiate Soccer Players

AR = R R TR R

5012A052-1 EiE EHA WFEfREEE  mAR L BdF
[#=] WD IRER - TG R~TF 1 7 A & DBMRMEIZ OV T

R84 (ACL) HREIL, BiEEIR T2 £ TIZ MEEL, SR IZHBIT 2 B KIESME A B O # RIZ BItR T
R A2 RER SN2 EBREETH BEFIZOVWTHLNMITHZ 2L LZ
D7, TR R OMNLNBE THDH. THT21CH [FiE1)] MRKFZFY v —) =27 1R
72> C, ACL G DI MR IT 2 A A AT =7 ZH THLAY oy H—RF B LA EXGIC, hL—=7
BREPOHET L ENEETHD. ZHLETO BREL TR W T, “IRICHRsZIZ T Drop vertical
ACL 3 DI A J1 = X L OIS -85 1 & Jump (DV]) Z 17, ACL KL R L. S
ST, Yy IEMEMEIC BT D faBRIA TR S 51T 10mX5 shuttle run(SR) & = WRIcHRE L, i
NoDbH %78, HIEHEEICBE L T, RE= ok AT 50ms 7> &2 H1% 150ms £ TR A, e
YHABFBONROERS B Z. ZE, ZRETO i1 e, /S5, RS b/ S4B & Frame-DIASV (DKH
WFFEA FEBREBREE NI T ThiIL T\ D e, A — ) ZRWTHEE L. ACL AR & SR B

ZHIRI DD 0, FEEERA DA T AT =2 ROMIZFAEE, SRR D e KIEAMIEF 2 & 2 DBRIZIS 1T
AW E IS CE T AW Z LICERNT S, Ao x~T 4 7 AL OBFEEE R L -

LI b E 2 TR ST, ACL BB &R T (Pearson MFHBAFRELD) .

3L, Y I —TIE G MR ERF I 238 2 & [ s L OVB L] ACL 15 fEIREE & SR WD Fe KR
WO ERICIESE, o h—0i@EF O b L— HNlrfE L OBICITEDOHBEERRRD b
= UBRE ISR 2@ BT (ACL REERE T (r=0. 669, p<0. 001, n=35) , SR WR§FD e KIFES iR 7

HFEIE S KO v I —ReF OEE) 2D, ACL 15 & 2 DBEDO RIS RN FE & OIZITA OFBIE
TR == DR ERFHIINCHRGET H Z & & H ERRFRD BT (
b LT a bl @D hL—= ZEEE T 3.
THEARA OEMEA AT 5 2 & T, ACL {5 DN
A F AT =0 AR T A AT B LCHIAE 1
BERELEL, N -

Ji
e
o
=
o

, p<0. 001, n=35) (Fig.1).

25 (9 : Right inclination

° .

angle during SR(deg)

abduct

Trunk lateral inclination angle during SR(deg)
- " " n
"o
211
3o
2@

(p<0. 001, 35)
X o
° 0 20 40 60 80 100 Knee abduction angle during SR(deg)
The probability of ACL injury risk (%)
Iig. 1 Correlation between maximum knee abduction and ACL injury
%-ﬁ 1.ACL @{g/§4) j‘)‘ jJ — & A H(] U A risk, maximum knee abduction and trunk lateral inclination.
77702 —DKRE AR L0, ACLIBISEMR R & VT, SRICEW

[HAY 1] Myer & 23¥R% 3 2 ACL G bR 75 THBEAMEA BRI RK L, ACL 15 D fERREE 3 & <
Rz W TR L7z ACL G fE R & J5 i@ /F RO H D Z LRI T,



angle (deg)

Knee abduction

[HA 2] ACL 4815 High-risk & PHISh7ZEFD
05 MR ENERF O KB L OV R~ T 1 7 A
B 2R RINEC DR Z WE O b L—= VT BRER
TIZBWTHLMNITAHZ A HEE LT
[5ik 2] ik 1 OMLREITHE VT, ACL Bi5ERE
OWFEJELY 1 SD LLEDO#®EF% High-risk (>
0% 11 %)
LCSROFRYT 47 AL T 10ms Z &2 2
T L7z (Mann-Whitney URRE)
[R5 L OB ] Wit & b SMAEO Y — 7 1%
PElith 40ms Th o7z, 7272 L, High-risk iX Low-risk
W2k L CEfiE & 7~ L (p<0. 01) , R ICBEHi% 30~50ms
BT 2 AR A BT B EZ 7 L7z (p<0. 001)
(Fig. 2). £kt A CIE, High-risk 13, Bt
WA D v — 7 LA ERME D v — 7 75F Tk
W TBIZE SN, Low-risk [3HEHATIC AER 7 BR
oY —7 NBE S AR LY High-risk 14,

,1SD LA F % Low-risk (<45%, 1044) &

(HAbduction (Right inclinatior
o

2 T 20 ——High-risk

0 %
*

angle (deg)

Trunk lateral inclination

T o om W w ow e w
Fig. 2 Comparison of High-risk and Low-risk during SR
k :p <0.01 kk :p <0.001

(T, RSN BE DS E I R E VRRB T
MR LT 0, 264 40ms 1S TR KT
D AR B, R DA TR BEE L TV D 2
&R ST, BRI CTIRER AN R B A
— 7 2R ATGE, BAMEAEOE R LR SED
AIREMED B D L HELR T D

Low-risk

EBR2.ACLEE TR0/ 7 A [Thell + |
D 3 RARFE

[BE) TV v D —BFICBNT, v I—DEE
PRI L CEBY v —di (FIFA) L 0 2 Sh T
W5 [The 114 2%, DV] B XL SR IZ281) 5 {45 -

T A~T 4 7 AZH 2 58BIZOWTEED

V= U TRETICTRIET A Z E A HB E Ls.
[J5iE] B KRS LFV v h—V —7 1 8IcET
57T —2n (155 4) EXRIHRIC,

4, control #£ (CTRL) 65 & 12431, TR

Training B (TR) 90
(ZIZEAER [ The
114+] z{7-7=. ACL HGfaERE (155 4) BLV
R (46 4) KDk « TXX~T 4 7 A2 VT,
[The 11+ | O%hF% 2 BERIIZ I T pre-post #iiC
THB L7z (RAERIEIC & 2 ookl a8 .

Ui 53 T OB 28] TR I3 GTRL & kb, DV BE D T
XRVT 47 ANKE L, ACL HEBERFITARIC
W L7z (p<0.001) (Fig.3). £72 SRICBWTH,
AL £ B2 s L OMARRRS 7 AR A B 1A BT L
(p<0. 001, p<0. 05) (Fig. 4), Beohiiafd B 13 A B I
K U7 (p<0.05). AFERNG, [The 11+ 12X D

90 14
80
70

©

50

—t=TR

] *  cmectrL

Knee abduction angle ( °)

40

30

The probability of ACL injury risk(%)

20
pre post pre post

Fig. 3 Comparison of ACL injury Fig. 4 Comparison of knee abduction
between TR and CTRL at the DV]J angle betweenTR and CTRL at the SR
* :p<0.05 k3 1 p <0.001 * :p <0.05 %%k :p < 0.001

FHISP SR R IC IS DR TRF R~ T 4 7 ZADEL
F L, BYERFIZIND 5 ACL ~ DR )07 2 % 1R &
B LT, ACL BED TR TH S ]
REtE S R STz, BfERICE
DS, [The 1l14+] NONRF U Z « FF5 A4 F A |

FHXXR~T 47 A

Vo2 bb—= Pk CHIT IV T 4 ET 4 —
NAELEZZ ERERTHD EHET S,

[#3E]
« b L—= U ZRE T ORE TIE, ACL 5 R,
IZBWTH ACL Y 227 Th DI
SR EEDR R T DA B Y, OB DRSMEIC
XA T ERI B L T 2 & DRI STz,
« [The 11+ 1%, HHIS SR FFIZIRIT DIk - T
XRYT 47 AEUGESE,ACL BIED TR &

LT EDRERLIZ.

VT, SR



