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JEBIEIAMAR (lateral ankle sprain: LAS)IE, %< D7 A Y — MIZ & > THIERAR—VIME
THY, FERENEBNI ENMONTND. LAS OZERITER~ IeRERE A7 L7 RREIX
&k e BAEI A Z2 EJE (chronic ankle instability: CAI) & FEIZAL, CAIJERIEL LAS O35 % A
BT 5 Z ENFHETH D, ITHETIE, CAI OREIZEBIT 2 LMK I oW TCORLAE E
S>TkY, LEMKFO—>TH D kinesiophobia (274 B L7=WFEN UL X415 . Kinesiophobia
IEEOCH G STk oL AR L, BRI 7 & O AR — Y IMEZ 5% OFF
EHEOBHENRE I TND. CAL SERFNEEETF] & Ll L CTivy kinesiophobia A5 Z &3
B S E 72> T 5 23, kinesiophobia 73 CAI OJFREIZ I T HEIZOW T HITH BN X
NTIEWRV,  CAI DJRREIZES T 5 kinesiophobia D& E| 2B HMZ 95 Z & T, LAS HROJR
R TF 5T 5 EANSE LD AREEDRH D, AIFZETIE, CAI OJFREIZEKIT 5 EE AR fEE
Th 5 EBEEES AL ENE, £72, LAS OFI L OFENREBEINTWD FIEE X~ T
o4 7 AR IO - BIEBZEME L kinesiophobia & OB #EZB LN THZ 2 HME LT,

WFFERRE 1: 18V R BIEI AN 22 ESESEFIIZ 351 5 kinesiophobia & LAY & BHET A2 ENE & D B

ARZICHTET S 329 L DRFZET AV —hDHH, CALl ZA LTV 42 LExRE L.
Kinesiophobia ®#Fffi {213 Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11 (TSK-11)% F\>, F#HEBIEIARZE
PEDFHMIZIE Cumberland Ankle Instability Tool (CAIT)Z H 7=, F£7=, EEIHi#EREE Foot and
Ankle Ability Measures (FAAM) Sports subscale, A 7R—Y{HE)H o i BIET OFLRIRE & 11 B D
Numerical Rating Scale Z FJ N CTRiAli L 7=, 7EJRAE % CAIT 2 27, MNZZA¥ A TSK-11 A 27,
FAAM Sports subscale 2 17, @A, MERIE LT, Ml AIEIC LD ERBIFITEIT- 7.
EEIF B LN ERET VX, CAIT 227 O 50.3%% 75 L7= (R*=0.503, P<0.001).
TSK-11 A =77, FAAM Sports Subscale 2 =7, MBI1Z CAIT 2 =27 & A EIZBEE L 7= (P<0.05).
JEIFIRIE L CAIT A 27 & B L2 o 72 (P=0.504). FEREHE(LRIERAREL (B)L W, TSK-11 *
a7 D S (B=-0.382), FAAM Sports Subscale A 27 DK X (B=0.122), MHRINRLMETHD Z &
(B=-2.646)I%, CAIT A7 DL LE# TS Z LAVRENT-.

WFFERRE 2: 18 R B AN 22 ESESERIIZ F5 1 5 kinesiophobia & TP~ 7 ¢ 7 X & OBE

CAlZHTHRFAET AV — R 24 %55 L L, FHZEMEREICRT 2 B, BB, &
i r~7 4 7 A&EH Uiz, WA 200 ms (2B 2 &BHix1~T 1 7 ADOF¥ %,
FR oM A AT R AUER LTz, MBS 2 HWT, TSK-11 227 & & RfiF %~
T A T ADERIGIFRE OMBEMEE G U2, Arkim Lo S BEIEIAEOF 1 FRkiriFm & TSK-
11 A2 7 ORICA B2 IEOMBENEERD 5l (p = 0487, P=0.016). 1 L OMREI Y, =
OFBIEL TSK-11 A2 7 RNEWIE ERBEINAZ LAENKE N L 2RER LZ. OO

o1-



EDORNTIE, W 2FBEBR L RO Do 72 (P> 0.05). ARHFZERE RIS, CALIERITIX
kinesiophobia DFR X 7% LAS 5V A7 OEWEMEEiFR~T 4 7 A L BT 5 Z QRIS 1L
7.

FZEREE 3: 18 VE R B AR 2 EIESERIZ 31T 5 kinesiophobia & EEVZZEME & D BEH

CAlZHTHRFAET AV — b 245548 E L, HHNAGEREICRIT 2 5L 2 e e
Td % time-to-boundary (TTB), I X ONH & HGRE I T 2B RBLZEMEEE TH D
Dynamic Postural Stability Index (DPSI)Z 5 Hi L7=. TTB fotE DT XM XA SIALRFFH o 10
R & L, DPSIHEREDOMENT X FIZ R B2 3R/ & L. fRBIOHT 2 VT, TSK-11 A =
7 & TTB #6153 K O DPSIFEHE & OFHBIME 2 MGt L7z, BHIRSME, PAIRSME L ©12 TTB fRfE &
TSK-11 227 & ORICHELMABEBERITRD S~ 7= (P> 0.05). [, DPSI f5iE &
TSK-11 A 27 & OBIZH A ERMABBRIIFRD oz (P> 0.05). ARFZEREENS,
kinesiophobia |Z CAISER] DAY - BhRYEENVZZEME & B LRV 2 & DVRIZ S L7z,

BEB L O

ARIFTEAER LV kinesiophobia D8 X%, CAI JEFI DO FEWEBEEIARZEEDOR S, BLOT
JEEHFRAEIC B 1T 22 Y A7 OO0 EREEixr~T 4 7 A LET L Z LRSI NT. —
77, WA - BhRYL BNV TEMEIL kinesiophobia & B L7275 72, LA E XV,  kinesiophobia (3 CAI
DIFRREZEAER T HMOEE LEET KT TH D Z ENRP LN -T2, SR OERKE L OWF
FEIZB VT, CALEFINAE T2 IO DEED A = XA, FBEEICKT 2 IR 2 /5
9% _EC kinesiophobia D% E[E3 5 V335 5. Kinesiophobia (ZEFH L7=U B U F—
a2 VW LAS OFFETIICEHGT 50 E 9 ik, 5% OMMHIZRRIZ L > TREES LD RE T
H5.



.

1.1

il

. EEEETAR
1.1.1.E%

SRS DR AEERIT, 2022 FFEREAITC 429.4/100,000 person-years & #ETE AL, BRI
GorTiRbEW L EBEIMAEERE (lateral ankle sprain: LAS)I3 @ BIEi & O H The & 34
w23, LR OBEZRNNZ LD WILEE ORI X OWE L OMARHEICE
> TAL 5 2B OMUEIHFE S RO SMEIMEERE] L ERSND 4.

TAY—RMZEoTH LAS ITHIE4METH Y, National Collegiate Athletic Association (Z
FTET 27 AU — MZBIT 534313 4.61/10,000 athlete exposures T 7= >, BHHNZ R D
L LASIES e —oty —, NL—R—)b, N RR—I)L, RR &y hAR—Lx D=
— MR T — A AR =Y THHETHZ ERHALNE RS TERY 3, HRiRECE) 0K Lk
LA EEIED R D AL A B0, MO HE & OBz Lo TRETAZ ENE N E
Ezxbhd. £72, LASITMETICH L TREPF TORERNE W ZhiE, #H Ltk
L7=8%s, AAaHiE7v—mENEL, TRV — MRZHTmICEREEZDBL TS Z il
LTWD AR & 5. IZ T LAS OFAFRITRE D% b D WOITRTH: OIS TR
ZEMND, BECITEFPEEL WD AREEL R I TN D L

EHIZ, LAS IEHEENE NI L BB TH L. BRICI > THRRDN, AR—Y I
FEHE LT2 LAS @ 7% 47%I3HFRETH 72 % DX 91T, LASIET AV — ML o> T
IR AR—=VIMETH Y, BEERRT L2 L bl RnZ ent, BRTHNEER
HMETHD.

1.1.2. AT

LAS DXAG/ T — 0%, AR—Y FIMOEFO RO RITERT 572 & L T34 5 Hfh
L T TN OEMET T 4 7, B L OH SR 7 252459 2 IR
KA &4 5. National Collegiate Athletic Association ([ZFTJET 57 AU — MIBWTHAELT
LAS ® 955, BERTOHEMIZLD LAS (X 35.1% Th 7. F£7-, playing surface ns H &
DR, 3 DT B R BERE AN 22 IR (LN RS B E S ALIRAE T o [mlfigls &) TR
A L7 LAS X 52.1% Th - 7= 310,

LAS THA U % 2B IMUEIFHEE O TIX, AifEPEEE O BB E K H 2 < (39.9%),
W\NCRITEEEEIH & B OB EHRIE A2 (19.1%)". RIBEHERHAS XN AT 2> B A K
HAMINZEIT L TR Y, B ORIGRAE RS OKER KLOAN 2 Lafllhd s 24
BN MR AL G AR D> D BEE R AMA 2 AT L 1518, I BIEIN A 2 LI EERE A A L
TnD M Leino T, AN EBFEIRS JOWNMA 2 LAY LAS O FER AR C
bHEBEZLNTET.

THFETIE, AR—Y%Hb 5 WITEREEREE T4 U7 LAS 2B giving way 122U T
MEEYERY, BBV FRRT M TN, SIS T S 2 BAFNEE) ORFHEE Mo T
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ETUW5. Lysdal 5%, LAS 3 XN giving way FERFD 7 — A LR — b &2 KR L,
FEAERFTITEE KV IBERRBENS Z LA, AEE, ME—A L FEROZ L a2l
HLE Y. 2T PHOEOIITEEENE, EBEXIY BN LEESZ EICERE®E
KRETHhHD EFEwmOT P ZThET, WIEERIREO ERMER I JONMN 2 LA KEOH
KB LAS DFERINFTH D EEZ LN TETLD, BEOMIEENZERIITLT L HIEBER R
BASIEIEIXAE L TWRWIZ 2R L TERY 208, BIETIE LAS XK o /& BafifA 2B
RS AELDLEZEZXLN TS, 2121, ZERNZEEFINS 2 L & NHEICIN 2 T3 E
C7esfy, RIBEMEELA & EPEE 2 85 L, KEAE U TR WA IS IE R 2 BE 5
THEHR SN TVD 2 DLEXD, LAS OFBAZP T3l E o LN S 2 LE
SIENHKEETHDLEEZOLND.

1.1.3. fGRR A+

LAS OfEIR 1% FH4: L 7= mi ) & #F L0 meta-analysis 2> 5, 750 LAS OEEAERE, (KES
body mass index D &, KT, BIRVERELEMEOKT, HMEROEKT, FHOGRH O
TEIEAS LAS OFERRR 7 CTh D Z E NI LML oTWD 2527 I HA4EH, iR EVL e
DR, BITREO R E O E S B O FE: /e ERERK 7 CTh 5 LiEIhTng 230
LAS O FBHICRWNTIE, BBV EMERE LR EERE S e & OUCE rRERNFIZE R T2
MEMRGH D, LIZR->T, TNHOREENELTND AN =X L0, EEEEET LK T2
HONCTHZENEETHD.



1.2. B2 RS AR L EE
1.2.1. %% %E

184 S B AN 22 EIE (chronic ankle instability: CAI)X, LAS D314 T4« 72 RS RERE E 73 7%
7L, LAS OGBS O giving way Z M ENIZRRERT 5IHRETH 5 4. Doherty H1E, #]
[0l LAS 2155 D 40%03 1 FERRIC CAI~ER L7222 L7232 7 AU — MIZBIT 5 CAI
DEELRIIFH L > TH R D0, 2IKD 25%, LAS BEEH D 46%7° CAl #H LT\ -2
EMHESNTND 3. KFICBIT A RZAET A — FERE LERABEICBN TS, 2K
D 19.8%, LASEEEH D 43.9%M CAIZA L TW=3 ZD XL 912, LASZERICHBIED
FRAF° LAS OB LR T 27 AU — MIE L, CAIORBIIFHTE RN DER ST
W5,

2013 4E(Z International Ankle Consortium (IAC)IFJERIXI FRAFZEIZISIT D CAL DIRIILAEZ S
WTOIARTTEZ5E LT TACIE CAI OBPIEAEL L TIRD 3 SAEZT T 5 1) 1EIEL
FOEERLASOREBRNH D Z L, 2)# 0 KT giving way & 5 WL LAS DR H D Z &,
3) B N A TEDHEST S AT B SEVRLEEAM A F O C B 2 BB AR E M O E D R &
NTNWDHZ L 4 ITEOHIZETIE, Z0 IAC OFEFFEAEICH] - THEHEDNBIREN S Z L2
R LT o TR Y, FFEMOEEN, HEMEOm EAE L CA%R O E KRELS BRESE
L EBRHIREEN TN S.

CAI DIREZ RS 572012, ZHNFE TV ONDIREETT A NERINLTE Y 3537
2023 FEHITE CReET DORHETE T /L1L Hertel & Corbett 73 2019 FEICREF LTZET L THD Y. =
DETIVOHLNTIE, HEEEM RS (pathomechanical impairments), &% 515 5 (sensory-
perceptual impairments), EENTTEFEE (motor-behavioral impairments) Mz LTk Y, T E
THE SN TE T CAUEFI OB T HEk % IeEEN TN EIU T I TN D, B
1%, LASIZX - TH L 2RI H 2\ X2 OJF PR OS2I B & BRI F, e
PECRIFIEBY R, EEEEASIRZ ERE EN D, AU, RN R O T B R
ICEENDER X RIERERREEICEN D L B2 6N TWD. BRIRREL, FRCI/MEE T
HOIZOWTOEBRSCEE & ERIND. KFOWREET VX, Z ORGEMAEEEIZ O
RFDEENTZ EDRFEO—D2THY, IHFEIX CAVEFO.LERIIK FIZE B LI2WFZE3 0
KOPRERINTWD. EETEIREICIE, EE Y —r 08, T UADKT, HRE
PEOK TR EDEENEGEN TS, 203 ODEELPLE LEETMVICEBWT, KR
TR & EEN TEIE S I AL B35 L U D perception-action cycle DEEFHANEL D AL 5
NiZZ LB EBERNTHD. ZOREET /VICBWTIE, BTS20 AlLER)
TEIEEZZ(LEE, ZOHLHDEEX20NTEY, CALEFIIHT 2 7Hl & 1GHICIL,
ZOREERET S Z ENARAIRTHD Y. BHOFEET VL, EROETIVITHARZR
FHIRET N THLHN, BT MIEENTTXTOEEL T XTO CAUEFNGT 501 T
1372 <, CAI DJFRREDEBINEL — I ST\ D, FES O CALICET 21581, Z Oike
ETITEASWTHTOILD Z &L L, ZRFIIRET MZBWTAREEM OBESx 5 0
EBMEICE H LI2FE 21T > TV 2 & T, WEOHEMARD DL Z IR B2 bR,



1.2.2. 184 R B R = RAEAE B2 38 1T 5 E B R B EI R Z Bt

RN AR LZETH D] HDHWE Tgiving way ORI H D | &9 BRIX CALIERNIC
BWT—BREFTHY, FBHEEFEARLENME (perceived instability) & FEIZAL S 37, F#]
1) 2 BAEI A~ 22 B M 1%, Cumberland Ankle Instability Tool (CAIT)X° Identification of Functional
Ankle Instability (IdFAL)72 & O BESTHBFEAT A O CRMiEh s Z &N —iTh 5 7.
CAIT & IdFAL T IAC 23259 % CAI OBHELEIC L VL TE Y 4, CAIOHAHEZIRET
HEHEDO—DOThHD. FEMEBEHALEMEL, CAl EFIOETEDEIZEEEL KFTZ &
ME 38 LAS ZE#RH D VIE CALEFIZBW T ENMLEREETHS. £72, American
Physical Therapy Association D2 A K7 A L TlL, CAVEFIOIREGE#E L CEBIn 2R
AR EEOSE L BN L LIEBRIEN RSN TR Y ¥, #5507 v 7 AMutbigilii ¢
FER B AR L EVECK T 2N AR RBE SN TS 2 Enb s 02 BRIICEE
KFThodLEZLD. ULEXD, FEAEREASANLEMRIL CAIDWRIEIZKIT 5 FEREET
HY, BRIZBW TR APITONLEETHD. Lien->T, CAlEFIZEITD
LAS OGP # BHad £ T, FHAMERHEHAZEMHICEET IRFZHLMNNITH L
DERTHDHEZEZLND.

1.2.3. 1@ B BE R L EEEFC BT 5 TRBIEi ¥ % ~TF 4 7 X

CALJEBI DN ER T 5 LAS D5 giving way 1%, BT72 &0 B EAIGEIE, HAHWIEE
HWoH T 4 v TR EDAR—VENERIZAET D B9 200, BIfERO FRBEHEIF *~
T4 7 ACBE LT 3 WOTEMEMRITERE 2 AW 2R 5k <ftbhC& iz, ZOfEE, CAl
JEGITIIHAT, To=07, Ay T a7, EMil xR EREICRBWN T, /G S
BRLBMXRA~YT A 7 AR TZERHLNE RS TND.

BATEMECIE, CAUEGNIES 6 & ik U<, SRS L OIS 2 LA DN 47
N BB EAEORA S ERT ZERREIN TS, BB X OB R~ T ¢
7 2B L CUIE BEREEBZE AR D TR #9050 P TR Rr~T 4 7 %
ST L [FEROBEM TH Y, FEF ] & ik UC R KO EMNN 2 LAKENKE
WZEDPRENTWND 558 = 5 OfERIE, CALJEFINA T2 B i r~T 47
AN giving way XRHZED K Lo TNWDH I EEREBTLHHDTHD.

BATROT =0 7 L Wl U CREEE 7R C b 2 B HENES S » 7 4 V TEMEICB VT D,
TSR ~T 4 7 ADNRESNTE . BESINA X LAKEICOWTIE, FHBIMESY
VT 4 U TEETIE B LI R STV 955 2, BFZER] TR R o)
EREDO 7 1 AVl > TnD Z LICERT D rReERH 5 4. iz, BT TR
< MERAS - B TOBL B L HME SN TWD. HINTOD v T 4 » 78R L U
BIZB T DR~ T 7 AW LIEE a2 x5 & L7- meta-analysis TlE, CALJEFIX
B & bl U CE % O R RIS AN R E W2 ST Z <, BRaEmih - BB
AFEN/NI N EDURENTZ M 72720, 2O meta-analysis TIIAFEM O BEMHENE <, &
KR 72N I B ENTGR SN D 7202, FEROMPFUTEEIZITON L& TH D, EEE,
T 4 v 7R L OVE RIS 350 2 EBAHT - B BASHE th A JE O R 2 @iE L7t &

-6-



1FET D 00 CALJEFNZ R T DRI R~ T « 7 AOE I, ERMiEREZ2 6
% LB~ DA A BT 2720 O CTH 2 FREMEN & D — 5T, (REN /2 ER) 7 —
PRSI ORERE A BIES Y5 R E2Y, FEIC LAS OFZEE 5 X Z 3 araetk
NHDHELEZEZLNTWD O F7, EBEET O UL BT~ 152 A O Ty B d e B
o TUIFAREBZDOND T, B - BEFEIO _RREEOFE L7 d 2 &b
HAEINnTWS 2

ZDO X ST, CAl EHITITER~ ZeBfERRE C RS2 T2 <, THEIFAMIEE
BALMAET TV D, CAL SEFIOEB) PR A (KRN EME T 2 72 D121E, BEREOXSR
FEEOR M &, TREAEIS *~7 ¢ 7 A L BT 2 a[fetb 0 H 5K 12 [FIRFCHE LT —
AHEERML TV ZERMETHDL EZEX LD, F2, CAL JEFNIZGRD 2 B 7o B 1
~T 4 7 ADRRNZONW I DI SN TE 67, Bfixr~7 4 7 AT 5K 1
EPALNZL TN ZENRROHNS.

1.2.4. 18 R B R L RIEESZ R 1T 5 KRR EL

REVZEMET, BIRREVZENE &R EEVZEMEIC A S 4, AT T A EhW Ty
WRERTHREEDOLFEER LICE S, BBowEM L TmtEaiRrd 2687, %#F
X HEO—EHRENNTWDH, FEREETOPIFFEER BICH HIRETERBOLEMNE T
MMEERERFT 20871 LERSND O F - BINEEVEMEOIR T LAS 2B O fElR A 1
ThHoHZEnn 22, £ O T CAUER O R EMNTHE SN TE 7. CALER % %t
Gl UTEMFE T, SRRV ENEOFHIIZ I A NI RRRE DS, BB E M ORI 13
Star Excursion Balance Test (SEBT)<° i A HERENSH W ONL Z EN—KAITH D

ERRERBEICB T 2RV EMREE S LT, BIRE XL OMIREMHIZE T 5 2EF L
(center of pressure: COP)DIRIECIEEE, #UM R, @ifRmfEe E0HWHS. CALEGNIfEH
BlE iz LT, 2 b0 COP fEIE TRl L 7o BB L EMIME T LTV D Z LR &Eh
TW5H M —FT, COPFEIETIE CAVERID LKL EVEIR T OMIIIFERN R+ ThH S
AREME LR S TR D 5%, time-to-boundary (TTB) & U 5 5422 L 2 3l H 1T TV %
687 TTBIZ, & DWFRICZIVT COP 23 [F CHEE CEY & felf 7= ERUE LT= & &, COP WLE
PEFRFUCEES 5 £ TORF & L CEFR S, ZEMAVESR & IR ZEFE & [FIRF ISR LT
HZEPFETH L. TIB AWNEWEA, COP NEEMERMIEET 2 £ TORMNEL,
REVZEMNMENZ L2 BT 5. TTB I3EkD COP IZEASFEIE L REOHIMEL A
H—J T, —EO COP fEfE L MWHBE A S 72\ 2 LD, HEROFREE &1 TR 5 R8T
EMEO—MHEZIRZTND EEZ BTV D %, Hertel & Olmsted-Kramer 1%, 730 COP (2
HS ABIE TIE CAVER] & Bl D THE R EZRO R In-> 72—, TTB TIZA B
EERBDIZZEERE LS. 2L, TTB &2 HAW CEBZEM 230 L7-#F2E b B S
5.

FEBREBREICRWT, BIEESZEMIIAMEREREE MW CRHliEN s Z &R0, &
HiRF DRI J) (ground reaction force: GRF)7 — 4 72 BRI S 415 time-to-stabilization (TTS) &
Dynamic Postural Stability Index (DPSI)® 2 D DFFHEN—RANZ AW B D 970 Hi# 1L GRF



DOHI%, KA, BEMRDTENEIUICOWNT, EENLET HETORMZRDLLEDOTHY,
ERAREWVIZELFELE TORFMNRLS, BBELZEMNENZ L2 EW®RT 5. REIFED
RFRINICE1T 5 GRF O i AEZHMNT 20D TH Y, BHFPIRIED b HAVKRE~BT
THRENETRT T ZH L BENPRKEIWITEERBLZEENMENZ L2 BT 5. CALERNIX
far 5] & b U C TTS F54%, DPSIFEEEDE A K & < 356566 CAVEBIDAH T 5 [EH A 5% I
MR HIE OREE DS, A BRI T 2 R & LONEE 2SI 288 2K T
SHTNDZ EPRBEINTWND 5. TTS f5%E & DPSI 5121, &5 5 R UBIESLE
PEOIIEL SN TWAR, WAIFHBE LRV ERALNE o TS 2 F LS L
EVERRARIE, TTSHEEEE MBS 27, DPSIFERE LML 22 LAV RS TnD 2 L
oMo T, CAlEGI DR EMN % TN A BRI2IE, RS ZEMNFIE LT TTB fii%
%, R BVEZEMEREM & L C DPSI FREEA WD Z & T, @R BB EIE O REM A AT
REIZ2 2 B2 HN5.



1.3. B2 BIERZEAE & kinesiophobia D BiE
1.3.1.Kinesiophobia

AR—=HMEX, TAY — M L THEREZ T CRDEIICHEZEL 5252 L0
HHNTEY, UnAEUTF—va VB OLEPREFOFIIZIEE CHDH. AR—VIME
WL LEPK o THLREMRLON, EHCEZEICHTLIRAMTH Y,
kinesiophobia & /X415 . Kinesiophobia 13 &R Z & b 72 555, H2LWIXHEZEICHT 5
MEgnIC IR 35, R TR OMEI ) e B IRTEENC X9~ R L ERS N B, Atk
IMEZ G BRI IR R L CLE DB ATHT -0 ICBRINZHRm TH D
Fear Avoidance Model DAEREFZ DO— > Th 7= . HUNL, ERELAD & LIz IBHEEEE
(2% L Clil F & T/ kinesiophobia D& Tdh - 7223 75, ITETIX AR —YAMEITIB N T
HZDOEENFHEINTND., AR—IMEICI T 5 kinesiophobia [ ZI&Tm (2% 22Ul IR
ESIVT, Bl pGHomed, AREICEIRMFER, X7+ —v ALVLORT2REIC
®F BRI ENEEND T AR —VIMEZ 54 D kinesiophobia 1F, k& ZRFEREREE S Y
NEVT—a NIEDDRTLEEHT L Z ERALNIRSoTRY T RR—VERE
HiE T ECRHETCERWVWHTFTHD.

i R ROWFZE 12 33 T kinesiophobia (%, B SEIBGEHMN 2 H W CE &L S, BfE T
Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia (TSK)?' & Fear Avoidance Beliefs Questionnaire (FABQ)® ¢ 2 573
O ICHNGNTWS., 20 2 SOBESIHARGFHEIL, B ARFEROEEMR LY
PESHRRES TR Y B8, AR — Y SMEO BT IR 78 BRI 61 2 a2 R <
Ao Tnd, TSK X e X HEEZED 5 2 & 13T 2 EhEEE R & [ 9 5%/ 2 H0
E LTz 17 ORI TR SN D, OEREFRREDRYY 6 DD 2 R\ 72 FfiEhR (TSK-
INBFEL, AV VT ARV BHRTHYRBF) VTNV LERIFOZEEZAFLTND
ZERHEINTWS B, 2072 TSK-11 ZHW i b £, —J5, FABQ 1% 16 Dk
THERL S, BRIEGIZ 5 L 34 2 ENEHRORMCTH S ( TELTIX, BREICET %
ZFIZOWTOEMTY ), 72&). FABQ & AR—YIMEIEFIZx L THWA7=DIT, 3R
LHEWE U THER LIRS W OFET D28 368 Z OfFME X O Y I IMGE S
TWRW. LI -> T, BYRIERILIN D AR —2 SMEIZ B L 7= kinesiophobia % #Fi3 5 &
(ZiE, BHED L ZATSK OB BLEE LWV EEZLND.

1.3.2. AR — 5 & kinesiophobia ? B

AR—=YIMEDH T, kinesiophobia DFZEN A < TR BTV D MEIK D — D3RI +F
BRI RRIES CTh 5. ZELLRTOBE L~ U I T X 220y T2 R85 7 d i
JEFIE, 187 T 72ER & Heik L T kinesiophobia 238 & AR <, ZAELLRTOBEH L~/LiZi8
JRTERDSTH D 24%08F OB B2 BT 2R &2 260072 %, Al 50 Bl
RIEFNZFT TSK Trlfli &A1 5 kinesiophobia DR X%, EEIMIEBHIKEEDRHMECTH 5
International Knee Documentation Committee Score DK X 790 HZERDOE X, X7 43—~

VAT A OO S 2, FERIEH D OIFEORE S Y, ZEY AT 2md L T
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BfixRx~7 427 A B, RAR=VEFIZHT 2 BEOHEEORS 7B, LEETHZ LR
HEINTWD. DO AR —2 MG T kinesiophobia DFEEZ FH 7521322 < 13720
23T % L R ki ZIH% O kinesiophobia Id, B ATEE) L~ LSORENIMBEHMIO R 2T LA
BICHBET 22 EWRENTND B ZdD L 51T, kinesiophobia (X AR —IMEIZEIT 5
Fex 7ol RS 5 Z EARSILTE Y, kinesiophobia 3 AR — Y 7 & TOIMFRIZ A
G2 DARENROLRNFTHLEFZD.

1.3.3. 18t 2 BIEI R L BAE & kinesiophobia 0 BHE

T4, LAS BE(EFH & 5\ % CAL SERFIIZBS# L 7= kinesiophobia (22T DA 234 2 Tu
% . Suttmiller & McCann 5 @ systematic review Tl, CAI SERIXEE 6 & bofg L TR
kinesiophobia A9 % LSO bz % £ LT CAI OFFREIZIH VT, kinesiophobia 73
Fear Avoidance Model % it U C[RIREfTE) 2 (EdE L, KEGIEIRE ) DIK T, EE ¥ —2 D%k,
FIRIEBEOIRT, FEEL VO RRLE, MOEEFEIC- O IS4 5] & 2 3 A5
PN D Z & EaRL, CAI DJFHEIZIT kinesiophobia D% E &9 2 = & D EEME %254
T 72379697 F 7= LAS BE{E# @ kinesiophobia Z §i#: L 7-AF5C ClX, KIEME LASIER], 4]
5 LASIER, fH #DIE TH E I kinesiophobia 23587 > 72 8. Z D X 912, LASEEFEE 1154
U kinesiophobia 24 L TV % L9 = B F o ZANFEFET 573, kinesiophobia 7% LAS 5254 &
D UNME CAL OFFREIZ T TR LICAHRIER b T 5.

Alshahrani & Reddy (3HERERY & BER A Z2 EMEIER] 2 3512, R BIEEL JE o B E T,
FBROFNLAFRBEI 1 5 RBVRZEME L TSK-17 227 & OFBIMEAZ A L, TSK-17 A=
TIETRTCOERERRICHBE L2 L 28®E L B FRICEBHYROMER, BILUOW
AMALT ) D B2 TENE & TSK-17 2 27 & ORIZIXHFRREOMEINFE D b7z (R=0.51-0.60).
%72, Han 513 kinesiophobia 3 % CAIJER] (TSK-17 A =27 > 37) & kinesiophobia % f &
72N CALJER] (TSK-17 A 27 < 36)DEELEMZ bl Uz . FSIAREEIC I 1T 2 §F i
REZTEMITOWTIIRER CHEZDRD LR o To0y, REMRIFN 9 2 B 71 %
7~ 7" Romberg ratio (FAIR/BRIRL)ICH B2 %2789, CALJER|DH T kinesiophobia #H 755
A, FSARFFS T 2 RREIE RO T E N RENZ L &R L7z, Suttmiller 513, 126 4D
CALJER Z k502, A CHEIC X 5 2 BERERE (Foot and Ankle Ability Measure: FAAM), 35 &
O RIEENZ 35 1T A5 (Disablement in the Physically Active Scale: DPA)IZ B4~ 5 [K 1 %,
EEF N2 HCTHRAE L 10 28R, EE0EBEEIARLEME (IdFAL 2 277), &R
DN, WREIEE ORBZRE L% TH, TSK-11 227X FAAM 2 27 3 XU DPA A
a7 LAEBICEET S Z EEPLMNI L. 2 kY, kinesiophobia 78 FEIAY 72 2 B Sk RE
KT S, FRIEENIT 2 ERHTEN A EE T 5 AlRetE s R S vz, S 61U, [ELEE THE
DRFH ORI & 72> TSI LR DEMEAZETHREEIC L S/ I L, NT U AEROIKT
OB K — DAL, HRIFEN LV OIE T e L, CAL EFNCHA 2R E A2 72 5]
REMEZ R L7, 2o ONF5EIE, LASBEFEHE & 5 W ik CALJER]23H 75 kinesiophobia % &
T HEEMEEZ R LTS, UL, kinesiophobia & CAIJERINE T 5 F Do EE & D
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BEIIMGET SN TE O T, ZORENKSEMIZHSITH LIRS TIIW R, Liedio
T, CAI DHREICI T D kinesiophobia DEEENZDWTIE, S LR LN METHS.
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14. FXBEBH

INETO CAI JEFIZ &G & LI-AF9ECid, EBIEIOMRER F I O w1253 2 it
Thoten, IEFETIHLEMEFICER LEMERE 2 TWD. AR =Y AMEN LRI X IE
JHEEE 2 L L C kinesiophobia OHIRNZE T H415. LAS DIAND AR —IME % 55 & L 7ff%E
T, kinesiophobia DFR I AMF 4 72 [ E L BIHET 2 Z L 2VRESNTE Y, ZERICT AU — AR
AR=VERTERN—RERDZE, HHVITHERICEET S WREMENRIB S TN D 3991,
CALSEMR & ;1 & bk L T8\ kinesiophobia 235 Z & B L MNIT/ > TV 523 %, CAI D
JBEIZH31T % kinesiophobia D&ZE T+ /3IZH BT 72> TWewy,  CALERNICIK VT, &R
B OMER, HRORBLENE, BOCHEICX 2 CHEEKE, B X OEETETOREENR
kinesiophobia & BHHIJ~ 2 Z & ABAHE TV 58 B0 Z D [K7-125%F L T kinesiophobia 73
BIET 20 EH o0 > TELT, SOLRDIMIENKRDLNS.

THE R R ZEMET CAIJEF DO EFFE LTS RO LD TH Y, CAl DAELIE
FTHHERKD—>& LT CAIl DIFREOTLINLET HEETH D . 7 & MUBGEBRIZ B W
T, EEIMEBEEIARZEMEICHT HANARBIRE SN TVDED, ZOMRIIRENTH T
WA Zol=d, CALEFIO LB RS AL EN L BEET AR AL THIET, LV
NRB I IRETTIEMESL O —Bh L 72 D RTREMER B D . F 72, LAS OFZER giving way (FEIFIEREE
TCRAETDZEND, CAUERZRGUICAR—YEIEFO FREBEHEiY 3 ~T 4 7 ABRHESN
TE7. ZORE, CAUEBICRO D REXR~T 4 7 ATHZEGEBE#E L D EBE2 LN T
WD WS X BT, R - BDRBALENEIY LAS ZEDOGRIKNFDO—oTH Y %P, ZE TIC
% < OIFFET CAUEBI O BEVZEMIR TR HE STV D, L7ed - T, CAUERICEIT 5 LAS
BZEORREZRA LT L, PHFEEZHLT 570120F, BEiixR~T 1 7 AR LEM
ELER T & OB ARG T A ERNH D EEZHND. EFLOR T & kinesiophobia & B
HARET L2 EICKY, CAI OFFREIZEIT D kinesiophobia DEFINA 50725 & & i,
CALJEBNZIT D LAS GO RN A3 2 L CTHS R BTG O TR & 5.

Z 2 CARICO BIE, CALSENR] % %1421 kinesiophobia & 1) =8I R B R 2 ENE, 2) TH
B Rr~7 1 7 A, 3)§HY - BIRRBVZEN L OBEARF T 2 L & L.
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HME

Perception
BEANEE _ EmiTBRE
Sensory-Perceptual Impairments Motor-Behavioral Impairments
> RERBET
Diminished Somatosensation
» HCHEICKDHEEET
Lower Self-Reported Function
B0 L R S cneennnnees > EEINY—2TL
. Kinesiophobia Altered Movement Patterns
et FEHNAZEM R » VTV RET
Perceived Instability Balance Deficits
L J \. J
EE]
Action

1. JeATAFZE T & 23T 72 > T % kinesiophobia D E| & AAFFEDEIR . BIEDIHFIET T /L
I DERRIR - CT& % kinesiophobia 237 £ CE Y, ZiIUIMOEE L FHAAEHOBEKRIZSH 5
EEZLNTWA. TS L Y, kinesiophobia [ZAMEERIR T L O O HEIC X 5 /2 B
REIR T L BT 2 Z RO E o T D (BROER). LaL, CAUEFIZEIT S A7 E
P Ch L FBAEREF AL EM, £ L CEETEIEE IS0 S VR B IMUR I O Bz 5125
WY D DIEE Y — RN T 2 AET & ORI S N2 o TR (ROAEHEY). AW
1%, CAI OJRREIZF51T 5 kinesiophobia DEEIZ B 6202 T 5 Z & A HIJE L, kinesiophobia & 3
B R BN EME, THEEIXR~T 4 7 A, §) - BIfY/T7 2 & OB #E A LT,
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. BFZERRAE 1:
18 B E 2 EAEE SN I3 1T B Kinesiophobia & 8RR BAEI A 22 M oD B

2.1. #=

CAIlX, LASZERIZ EHIMEBFIRZEMENEIE LIZ 0 RO FZEE2 R L= 3 5h5E
Ths4 REENPALZETHD] HDHWIT Tgivingway DR H D | L9 BT I CALES]
BTN EFHFTHY ¥, CAl DFELHET HEOEED—DTHD *. LEEN-T,
CAIDIRIEIZBNWTH L E R DETEF 2D, 70 & MEEERERIZBW T, TN EEERL
EVEICRTT 2N AENRREINTVDEN, ZOMRIIREN TH -7z 04 Li=n-T, F#
RN ERDYGEICTF G T HRFIZHONT, LR LIRHFAVBLETHD.

ITHETIE, CAIDIFREIZE 5 LEEAIIA - & L T kinesiophobia D22 Z DU T DR LA E &
> TW5h. CALJEFITIX, TSK-11 % VTR L 7= kinesiophobia IR X723, HCOHEIZL D2
BEETRBESCH IRTREN L~V OIK N E BT 5 Z LD 7o T DAY 190 EEF) 2 BIEI AR
ZENMEEBEET 20IAATH D, MEFOREZHET S Z & T, HMELR CAl OFHREIZHT S
gz R b5 L &b, CALEBINAT 2 EBR MR ZEROUELZ AfE L2 e
VTr—>ar7mr I haReIes e RoEErds.

7272 L, FEIREEEIARLENEL kinesiophobia DB Z /AT 5 LT, KK TORELE
BT DXEND L. FATHIFETIE, REEOKE L FAAM TRHfiS 2 B CH &I L2 2B
REIXZ N2 8 E IS A2 M, kinesiophobia MM EBHEH T2 Z E B INTEY
01104 - SR 72 G I - CH D A[REMEN B D . EEUF N2 WD Z & T, N1 OmB%
L= BT, FEMEEEIARZEM & kinesiophobia DB#H A LM TH I N TE D LEE
26D, FTARMEO BRI, EERHT A VT kinesiophobia, H & H A2 K 5 J& BAHEiRE
fe, PO IEE & FEAEBEMIALZEEOMEMNERETHZ & & L. AFEONGE
I%, kinesiophobia @i X, H O HEHIZ L 2 EREHIBEREDIN S, & BIHR O IR S (33817 2 B Ei A
ZEMORm S LBET 5 & L.
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2.2, ik
2210887 A

ARFZECTIL, BEWHFIEL L C Web XR— 2D 7T 7 — Ml &2 1T 72, 7 v — MIASE
AV UV OEREE (N ARG FRESCBEERE, BB OKIEICE T 5B A2 &),
CAIT, FAAM Sports Subscale, TSK-11 ® 4 O HHERE S T2, RO ER RIS BN FT
BT 57 AV — haXMRIZT o — Mt EEmRL, 77— FOEED D TAC OBPULHE
NZEESWT CALZETHT7 AU — &@LUz, BRI CALER &2 %5z, HERUFY
Hr & W TR ZE %L (CAIT A 22 7)) & JMNT 8% (TSK-11 A =27, FAAM Sports Subscale A =1 7,
VIR, MER)OBREMA L. 72k, AWFFRITACHERE KRR R A S0P B
FEZBDOKRBEG TN (KRE S 22-12).

222.%%

AL E R AR E S ICHE T 2 EE R ANEE), 8 K OEFEBAREROEE RGBS
SINERFAL, WANELNT 18 OEIREIN S A 329 £ DT AU — FAAMIEICSI L
7. D95 L, BUFOD IAC OBRPULHE 1 ICEE L 2 B RUF O OXIG L Lic, wf A
WTRD 4oL Lz 1) &K 1 BIOEE R LAS OBEFENH 5, 2) HFESIND 6 » H LANIZ[F1A
JEBAHIC 2 AL B giving way OFRERN 5 5, F 721 XFMHNE RIS IZ LAS OS5 ORRERDS &
%, 3) CAIT A7 RN 25 8LL N TH D 195, 4) FIEID LAS IZMFFES MO 1 A-LLERTIZRER L
TW5S. BRAEEITIRD 2 58 LT 1) BEEET 5 TROBITE, FNERH 5, 2) %
SIND 3 i HUNIZ FEB 2 B RIME OB LR 8 5.

223.R/EFIE

AAFGEE Web X—Z2ADT 7 — MHETH Y, BIRASA T RAEWL D12 DITEL AL
THEME L7z, HFREIISMIEEOME I —T 4 V723 L, HFEERSCTIEZ T L7z,
W TEIE R OIRFEHE 218 U T, Google 7 +— 24 (Google LLC, Mountain View, California,
USA)TIER L7=7 > — F® URL %, WFESMICHE LG EDA~— 7 40y
Va—X—ZHAH Lz, J5EE, BIEOREEZ L > THIRESIICAE LIz L AR TR
FHANZHA L. 2D LT, 70— FOFEANCAMIE~DS I KT 5 FEZ M 9 &%
T, MHESINCFAE L WEIXZE OR CRIZ 24 T3 2HF 2 /aE L. fFESINICHE
L7cEIL, ZOHTIXTOT »r— MIEEL, [BIZIZET 2RFMICHIRITER T 2o 7.
KIGENT v — MZEE L TWDH, FEFIZEOHIZEED, JIREFE LRI LT
DOERIN S - T2 5AITITENCRIE Lz, R 3G 28N REEZE T Lt 2 & 2R
L, #AEETELE.
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224. 7V — FRE

Google 7 +— A TIERR L7277 v — Mg, AWF5EA Y O VOB R (kb)) & 3 DD REE
SEIPEEAT CHERR S Au7z. HRE SERIGTEAMIC 1%, CAIT, FAAM, TSK-11 #fH /=, CAIT &
FAAM 1%, ZNZieBEEiRLENE & R BIRisRE ORI & LT IAC 2MEHZHERE L T 4
TSK-111%, CAIJEH| D kinesiophobia & & Sl T 5 BEIZ— KN HW B D Z E MBS
7% TRTCORNGHEIL, KREPLRTNEETT 77— MZE% L.

22418854 Y OF NV OERE

i, MR, SR, KE, PrREEE), 1 Bl O ARV IEEIRRE, EREEA
BT P OBETRE, 5 1 B CRER L7 AR — Y IES b o )2 BRI ORI E, AR O
A THEpR S iz,

2.2.4.2. 8B R B RLEEME

FBI S B AL EEOFAMIZ X CAIT % Hv 7= 1% CAIT 13 & B O IZ D\ TR
IERM 1 2L, RESIORLENEZK L 25HEICOVWTH S 8 DORKM T S, &
FATTIZ0308THD. AT MEWE E EENEBEEI R ZEENE N L2 ERT
%. CAIT AARGERM OGN, 24 MEIIRIES i Tun g 1,

2243 . HCHEIC L 5 2B RE

H L HEIC L 2 2 BIEHEEE IS FAAM Z2 H\WCRHMEE L 7= 7. FAAM 1Z Activity of Daily
Living Subscale & Sports Subscale @ 2 D CHERL S 41, 4021 [, 8 MDA L,
0 FEFICHE LV )4 (BAEAH LS RO SERED Y v I — FREICL>TAaT U v
TEATO. BEIAAT ZHNAOETRL, KA aT7ZX—t M LTRIT L. A
AT REVIE EREBEIEREN RN E2EWRT 5. AR RE T HHRIZ AR =Y
IEENZZM LU TWARFAET AV — N Thololzd, HEHFRIMNTIZIE Sports Subscale
DAaT %2 L. FAAM B AGEROEEME, 29 MEIIMGES T g 198,

2.2.4.4.Kinesiophobia

Kinesiophobia D FFAMIZ 1% TSK-11 % 7= 85, TSK-11 (FRUWHELEEES 2[5 11 D%
WXL, 1 (D LbZ BRI 4 (RS ZDENTEEL, G5FAaT7IL 11445 Th
% AT HREWIE LT8R kinesiophobia 9 25 Z & A EMT 5. TSK-11 H AZERDO(E
FEME, ZEUPRIIMGEES TN D B

- 16 -



2.2.45 KR MEE

J2 BT O 58 O FEAM 21X Numerical Rating Scale (NRS)Zffi f L7=. xf&%& 1%, ik
1 O AR = {EBE I RRER U7 e & 5RO BIEIR O 2, 0 (&< < 720)-10 (A8
B CE DIHRRDIEA)D 11 BB TRHM L 7.

2.2.5. SEF FROFRAT

N OFEEH PRI E, A BESHRFHIO X 27, 8 L OVERMEICK L, ESMEE R
% 728 Shapiro-Wilk & & Zfii L 7=.

H R O FERIZ LD, BB O IESIMIZ)E U T Pearson product-moment correlation
coefficient (R) & 7= 1% Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient (p) % % L, f#ATIZH 2222 D
FEBAMEZ MERR L7, ZAUTIB(ERY 722 2 BRI O T 2 FRIIC LT 2 72 012 T4, FHES
R > 0.7 L RDEBDOMABEDERH > HEX, R EXVEEE B X 5885 i
A, b5 —H &M bERS LT 19

FEIRE SR EMEICBEET AR T2 50T 57001, skl AL L 2 EER S
Wrahi Uiz, fERAEIE CAIT 227 & L, M AEHIT TSK-11 2227, FAAM Sports
Subscale 2 =7, ¥IEIREE, MERIE L7z, ZpdtERNE, BHEZE 0, ZfEx 1 L LTHI—&
BALEAT o 7=, ISLAEE O 2 B IR & MR8 3 5 72912 variance inflation factor (VIF)% &
H L, VIF>3 OEAIXLEIBIENTFET D IR L7z 19, Durbin-Watson ratio (d)1%, &
72T VB W THR A D H CAHBENFEE LWz fllr4 % 720272, Durbin &
Watson DR "ICHAE, 1.25<d < 1.57 DLAITETACHB LRV S Hlr L. #iat
LA EKYET a = 0.05 ICRE L. T _XTOMFZ0IMENTIL IBM SPSS Statistics 26 (IBM
Corporation, Armonk, NY)% I\ TiT - 7=.
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23. FER

T — N ORENELNTZ 3294 D 9D, 42 48 CAL 28 LT\, RERSML TV
TEAR—=NE, T=AT4), Ty h—(64), 77rAG4%), KE@4), 7y L @4),
BPER (4 40), HEEFH @4), Y7 hAR—NB34), ATy hAR—IL(B4), NKIv b (14),
HER (1 ) Thoto. &£ 2.1 ITHEE O N ARG FIESE L O BFE LHARHG O 2 =27 DA%
FfE &~ L7z, Shapiro-Wilk BiEDFER, T _XTOZEKITKH L TIERMERRD brhotz. L
T CALJER 42 4 & %5 & LTt R Ofi R Cch 5.

22 ICHEEHBBOMBEREE R LIZ. T _TOEEICK L CERERED SRR -o 72720
TRTCOEHOMAEDREIZEB N T p ZH M L. p>0.7 & 725 EHOMAE DRIIHFTE Lr‘m>
STTed), TRTOELZEBEEYFIHTIZHWE.

K23 ZHEIF O OFEREZ R LTZ. [RE T /UL CAIT 2 27 D 50.3%% 78 L7~ (R?=0.503,
P<0.001). TSK-11 A=27, FAAM Sports Subscale A 27", P5I% CAIT A a7 L HEIZBHEH L7-
(P<0.05). JEIFIMEEIL CAIT A7 LB L7220 » 72 (P=0.504). FHAEME(VIRIEIRERE (B) L 0,
TSK-11 A7 D & (B=-0.382), FAAM Sports Subscale A 27 DK X (B=0.122), MERIN&ZMHET
HHZ L (B=-2.646)I%, CAIT A7 ORI LT 5 Z EARB I NIz, BRET VICEAS
NIZT X TOEEILVIF <3 TH Y, REFREBIZEELZ 52 95 22 HELHMETAE L THRNnE
T L 7=

Durbin-Watson ratio {ZOWTC d=1.456 ThH-o7-. TN L VEZEITEHCAERBESTT, £L85 0T
PRI 7 STV E I L2, £70, BERTH D CAIT A a7 &L SMNIAE ORI, B
KO ZORIEE 2R ICHE L, W2 2IERERBR RO 2N L 2R L. EED
HOABMEITEAET 7y FEERL, AORANVER RN &, WA HERD RN &
ERER LT, BBICIEHER 70 v 2R L, BENERSML TS Z L 2R L. U
EXY, BGonBFEET VITERIFON 21T 5 ETORMREZTTZ L T\ Z B3 R I .

2.1 X}RAE O N AR FRIZE ST L OEESLIEPLEHl O 2 =7

H OB (V90 A A 22)
n (/B 1E) 42 (5/37)
A, 20.5 (2.0)
5, cm 170.0 (11.8)
R, kg 64.0 (13.5)
1R 872 0 D AR — > {EEFER, h 12.0 (6.5)
ED LAS OE%E 3.0 (2.5)
CAIT 227, /30 22.0 (5.8)
TSK-11 227, /44 24.0 (6.8)
FAAM Sports Subscale A 277, % 96.9 (9.4)
PRI 58 2.0 (4.0)

W& 5E: LAS, lateral ankle sprain; CAIT, Cumberland Ankle Instability Tool; TSK-11, Tampa Scale for
Kinesiophobia-11, FAAM, Foot and Ankle Ability Measure.
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F 2.2 WEE LTI KL O AL O AHBIAT S

FAAM Sports

CAIT TSK-11 P IR TR PR
Subscale

CAIT -

TSK-11 -0.485% -

FAAM Sports 0.541* -0.349* ]

Subscale

P g R -0.382 -0.012 -0.573* -

PRI -0.145 -0.091 -0.020 0.254 -
*P < 0.05.

PERNETMEZ 0, ZetEx 1 & LT I —EFb LT,
W& &E: CAIT, Cumberland Ankle Instability Tool; TSK-11, Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11; FAAM, Foot
and Ankle Ability Measure.

#23.CAIT A a7 ZHtlEA L L= ERlgmoHr O R

B B P
Model (R2=0.503, P < 0.001)
TSK-11 -0.382 -0.437 0.002%*
FAAM Sports Subscale 0.122 0.367 0.038*
AR -0.182 -0.112 0.504
LR -2.646 -0.272 0.031*

*P <0.05.

TEIBAES: CAIT A2 7. HRNTHMEE 0, A 1L LTH I 25k,

W&5E: B, FEAEE(LIR EREREL B, BEE(LIR [EIJRER %L, CAIT, Cumberland Ankle Instability Tool; TSK-
11, Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11, FAAM, Foot and Ankle Ability Measure.
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24, B

AWFEOBIIE, CAl 26357 AV — MaXRic, EEIEREMI AL EM L, kinesiophobia,
HCHEIZ L 2 2 BHEiERE, BRI, MRoEELZILMNITHZEThHo7z. CAIT A7
EUERER & LT EREYF O ORER, T OMOEE OB A HH Lz ET TSK-11 a7 O S
XA ERMNERTHY, IEEELRRIFREL (B)) D TSK-11 A 27 DE S A CAIT A 27 O
SEBET LI ENHLNE o, THIEYE YOI E ZFF L. F£7-, FAAM Sports
Subscale A 27 DIKE, BLOMBINLMETH D Z &1 CAIT AaT7 OES EAEICE#E L T
7.

CALJE @ kinesiophobia |35 D MBI SEBIFEAT 2 FH VN CRE S 41, CATJER]IE Coper <Cf
il & Lb#s L CHRYY kinesiophobia 24 L TV D Z ERHEINTWND % KREFFEEORIZR L 72> 7=
CALJEB]D TSK-11 A 27 OHIAEIL 24 /5 CThHo7=. TSK-11 227 O~ N A4 7 EI3AF
FEL72W0S, JEATAFEIC 81T % CATIERID TSK-11 A 27 O FHJEIL 18 A (range: 17-21)TH Y
W RBFZE D CAUEGNT A TAFZE X 4881 kinesiophobia 2 L T\ = & & 2 Hiuiz. CALEHR]
(23 Tl kinesiophobia 75 BIHINE T, BAVREALEM, HOHEIZ X2 2 EEitEE & B
DT ERHEINTND B0 U, CAISEFITRD HMOREE & OBEIIRIZHA L E 72
STWRho T, ABFERERIE, BOREICL 2 EEEHERE, KM, MO EE il L
72 T%, kinesiophobia (X FEMEREEI AL ENE EARICEET L Z AW LN L. EBIT
TSK-11 A =27 OFEAE{LARFIENFEREL ()%, FAAM Sports Subscale A 27 & [AZEZE L ETH -
72 (TSK-11: f=-0.431, FAAM Sports Subscale: #=0.367). ZiL5DFERIL, kinesiophobia A3 & B
FERE L A O S CEBMN RS R LEEEBEET 5 L 2REL, CAIZHETHT7 AV — D
FEM R AL ENZEET 5 ETlE, ERIHEIEEE & [FIERIZ kinesiophobia (264 H 3 2 M
NdDHZ EER L. CAl DIFREICHIT D kinesiophobia DEEN L4328 & 72 > T
23, AT RN IE G AN 3 DAk 4 7efE5E & kinesiophobia 73BT 5 Z L A S
THY, BEREELZWESEILDICERITRERTFTHLEBZZ LN TND 7799995 LAS %
BhHHWE CAl ZHTHT AV = D UNEY T— a3 %2175 BT, FEIREBEEIRE
TEMEIC B % 5 2 D aHettE D & 5 K+~ & L C kinesiophobia % &l 7~ 2 M BAME D RIZ X L7,

ARG & 70 - 7= CALAER] D FAAM Sports Subscale A 2 7 O HHHEIE 96.9% TH > 7=. HIK
IHEN L~ L D@V FEE X5 & LT e TS Tk, CALJEHR|D FAAM Sports Subscale D213
78% (range: 69-86)Td » 1, AKAFFED CAIIEFNIXIATHIGE & Hhife LT e BIEifRE 2B L T
Wil EZ DN, ZOEICITHBENSML TOTEAR—Y OFH L~V OZENRFEL TV
7o FIREMED & % . FAAM Sports Subscale 73 F8IA0 R BIEI AL EM: & Bl L 7= Z L 1%, S Tifse %
FET AR ThH o M2 Ty, AL U THRA LTSRN EE RN AR Th o2 b
IFERTRELATHS. MINTEMEE 0, kttid 1 L& LI —EHE L TRALIZZD, FHE
YELMREIRARER (B = -2.646)1%, ZMETH D Z & TCAIT A7 MR 2.6 D35, 2F 0 A%
EVERRT 52 L 2#EWKT 5. LAS OFAEFES CAl OFERIZLMETEW D &ERHE ST
W5 BT3B g NSRS 2 LT O ) BEERARE I B PRI L CRE TR EICE o T2
IO DOMENR, HWHINEERMNER ThH-oT-Z LD RKFThH = TREMEN H 5. AW
ZERERIT, AR CALJERIZ %% L LI CIdtEpl o 82 BB+ o 0B AR R Lz, 7=
2L, ARFIEORGEC LML S A LEENRhol=io®, fERE LT DBICITER RS
HThD.
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PRSI LT, SRR 1A BN B Tl s o 2. CAUEBNIC IV TIE, ERIEiE s =
B RBMALEEBL KO CHEIC L 2 2EGKEL ARICEE L Z EARESN TV
100,002 = B DEATIFZE T, ERIZH 0 - e Lo MMEEHE LTRHMEL TW o, —F, ARHF
ZETIE 11 B NRS Z JHW TS OIREEZ5H L7z, LA EX Y, CALJERFI O FEIH)E R %
TEVEICIETR OFEN BT 523, Z O IBE L2 EAVRIB I 7.

AWFFNNIBET R EBRAP N OMFET D, T8, AFRIETT > — Mk Th o7
728, WED LAS ICETAHEREZII U & LR E ORI N A T AN E L TWH]
BN ®H D, FTAMETHEHA LT 7 — ME, Google 7 4+ — A DfhEE E, REIDIEERZ 7
VHEPMETE R DT, TRTOMNRENE UNAE (RKF5e4 U T LV OERIZE, CAIT,
FAAM, TSK-11 ONE) CEENZEIZE Lz, Lo T, EF A 7 ANGEFICHE % 5 2 - HE
PRIIHBETERY. 512, AFEOMEEIT 1 DORFICFHBTHT A — FORhzxtb s L
T2, RAFZERERO —BRALICIIRA N S 2 /TREMEN B 5. BikIZ, ARSI AR
FHRHIAZ ENTORDP ST /mRZET b D, FozBlRET L ORERBIL R? = 0.503
T®HY, TSK-11 A=27, FAAM Sports Subscale A =27, 45, EIFME 4 & TH CAIT A=
T DIIEORI 50% LA Ligino 7o, BEVZENMESCR ), BaffinthigtE7e & CAI JEFI TR &
NHREREREE 7 2% BIHNCEHE L, WMS2EBIIINZ 52 LT, 720 D 50%% i T & 5 alfetk
N 5.

2.5. FERG

ARFZEITEER O 2 HWT, CAl #HF 357 AU — F Tk TSK-11 227 OE S, FAAM
Sports Subscale DIKE, ZMETHDHZ L2 CAIT AaT7 ORI EB#ETLZ EAH LM LT,
S B \TEHEILRIERAR S (B)I, TSK-11 A2 27 A% CAIT A 227 |Z%f L C FAAM Sports Subscale A
a7 LRSEDREGEFFSZ L AR Lz, LLEX Y, kinesiophobia 73 EEIAYE BEI AL EMEICA
DB RIETZENHLNERY, CAIZHETLH7 AV — NOTEM RS AL ENE L2 EET
DB, EBIEIRERETS 1S T72 < kinesiophobia (2 6 25 H 95 M BN IRIES S HL7z.
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3. BFIuERE 2:
8 e B E A 2 EAEE SN I3 1T B Kinesiophobia & FEEIFi R ~T 4 7 2 DEE

3.1. &5

CAIJEBIT LAS OFZEAMEENIRER L 4, LAS ORI AR —ViFE Fic3gt4 25 15,
ZDT=, %< OFEN CAl ERI % MHRIZAR—YEEFT O TRBASI S r~T 4 7 AZWAEL
T&/. Z20% T, —BROICHOONZEEREDO — SN HAEREIECTSH H. CALIERF] D5 H
PRI D TR S R ~T ¢ 7 AHM@EEF & B> TEBY, S LAS OFE L B4
HZEDRBENTND 35, ZERAD =X L EBET L E, AMEMEICE T2 EBEHNRZ L
AEOWRIIFZE) A7 DEWFRYT A 7 ATHHEEZD Y. LAS OFZEETIITS
72OWlE, AZEY AT DEWXR~T 4 7 AZRT DM END DD, CAUEFIORE X x~T
4 7 ADFRRIE I ENIC > TE LT, BRMIEERRRRRK 7 & FTRES X r~T 1
7 A AERETDHZ LT, CAUEBIORE X3 ~T 4 7 ADFRKMEHSLZ DS FECHF ST D
AP OND AREER S 5.

AT AR RN 2 E B2 3\ ) TIE,  kinesiophobia DRI NEHZE Y 27 DEWF R~ T o
JALBELTEY 1, HEMRLENKIEEZH LN bRl @R L-SEs, £, TE
IS DEALNAE L, FZEERRT 2 LEmibsn s W LERA b L2 3BT xH
HEFEBEHRSE, MREMTONRESHEICHTTI2HEEZETFSELEEXLLNTND 1B
72, kinesiophobia 72 & DB A kL A A3ERVMER] TIX, kinesiophobia (257 % JEE DS HI K
L, ZITTREPEICKT2EHEEMET LEMRER, BBV AT OEWXR~YT 47 A%RT
AREMERN B D, T D OBEERIL CALJEFNC bl T 2 a[REMENR & 523, CAL JERIZ 3t RICT
[ REIfi % %~ 7 1 7 A & Kkinesiophobia O BJiH % it L7501, FHHEDOMBIR Y FIE L7V,
ME ORI A H20MCT 5 Z & T, CAUEFIDRE X1~ T 1 7 ZDJRKEEH & 2 W EE OUE
AEIE LI ATGIEMSID—Bh & A2 B TREMEDS & 5.

L7z o TARBSED HEIE, CALJEFIOEMBEEICE T 2 THREfixx~7 0 7 X &
kinesiophobia DBSE A B 578295 Z & & L7z, fEtlE, CAIERIIZIV T kinesiophobia D5 X
IXEMFEEICB T A EBEHAN L LAEORE S BT E L.
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3.2. HiE
3210887 A

BEWTIFSE & U CAT O T AMIZE T, 3 RoTEMEMATZERE 2 F VN CREAI L 72 & HERE I 36
7% FBAfiI ¥~ 7 « 7 A & kinesiophobia & DFE A, FHEE T2 AV THRES L7z, B
XAR~T 4 7 AULHETEER - AKFmE - SR B o B - IXBIfITAE, B X ORRE EORE
Hif B2 B L7z, CALJERIO T~ 7 1 7 23N < DY 7 7 —TFI1T0T
EHZEMD N, WIHIEEHIRE O £ O KB 72 & DOBERUFLC X 2 fRHT TIERI G OB EReE %
IEREICRFBMICEN TE R WAEEERH D, & 2 CTRIFETIL, T XIZR T 5 B =
~T A7 ADRHEE, FERS T E O TERSRAICEN L, REMHEE U CTHREHFIIENT
\ZHW =, F£72, kinesiophobia (£ TSK-11 227 #HWCRME L7=. 723, AMFITIEALEE
RFRFGARMER A e B & & B R ORR G TYTh e (K& 5 23-6).

3.2.2.%%

HEERARBERICFTR T 2 EER TGS, B X OEFTAREEOEE) R EIEEN AT
T 5 CALERI 24 4 (BHE 194, eSS4 ZExtg & Lz (3 3.1). w8 T IAC OBIUL
YIS E, D 4oL Lz 1) KK 1R OEEZ LAS OBEERH 5, 2) HFFESIND 6 »
A LA [FHANE BAFEC 2 [BILL D giving way OFRERD N & 5, F 721X FMEE B LAS O
GO & 5, 3) CAIT 2T 325 LN FTH 2 ', 4) HIEID LAS [THFFES MO 1 4L
FANCRBR L TV 5. RAMNEREIIRD 2 D& LTz 1) BIE 2B 5 TR OB, TN
Hb, 2B IND 3 » HUNIC EER B RIMEOBEN D 5.

KRIFFEA~DSINIENL S, MEFIIIAMIEO B & FEhEFIRICE LT RER L OEmIC
THRRA v 7+ —b Rarty a{To#, EMHICTHFRSIN~DREE157-.
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K 3.1 AJRAE O N AR PRI L OEESLIEPLEHl O 2 =7
I (PEYE(R )

n (/1) 24 (5/19)
A, 20.1 (1.7)
H &, cm 169.2 (6.9)
K, kg 63.3 (8.3)
1 & 7= 0 D A R—2 &R, h 8.9 (5.2)
D LAS OE%k 4.9 (2.9)
CAIT 2 =17, /30 20.7 (6.2)
FAAM Sports subscale A 277, % 94.4 (7.6)
TSK-11 2 =17, /44 23.7(5.0)

W& 5E: LAS, lateral ankle sprain; CAIT, Cumberland Ankle Instability Tool; FAAM, Foot and Ankle
Ability Measures; TSK-11, Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11.

3.2.3. ZBRFIR

SHRF VIR ER, PEAEREICET 2 M, CAIT, FAAM, TSK-11 ([Z[RI% L7z, EBREIC
EREZAT R, B RHET L IA =4 —Z B REECTHE S S RO+ —I 7T v 7 %17
STz, FDk, 4 25 ORI ~—H—%, W7 —7Z2HTHGEEDFTT v R~
— ZIZBEFF Uz (IK3.1). BEAHEALIE modified Helen-Hayes marker sets!?%!12 |2 563 &, [&j{fjo>
R ERR, KisT, KRERSMAL KRERENSMALEEE, THRROMI, AR, 51,2, 5 HEFHE,
A, BEIMUEE L., BEREITRE CHE L7z, BfEEP O~ — I —BET — X1
THEDT X IVI1 A Z (Hawk Cameras; Motion Analysis Corporation, Santa Rosa, CA, USA)% Fu»
T, 7Y v EREE 200 Hz TR ST, GRF F— %1% 1 lRO KK 13 (Type 9286B;
Kistler, Winterthur, Switzerland)% i\ C, ¥ 7 U o 78K 1000Hz Ciodk I 7=, ~—7h
—JEfE T —4 L GRF 7—X%, E—varsF¥x7F ¥/ 7 b7 =7 (Cortex version 5.5;
Motion Analysis Corporation)Z FHV N TR L 7-.

ROIZ, MBE ORISR O~ — ) —JEfET — & % S ek Lz, fREFI1IEmd %
HEIRICBRE, SFeAaEmICmT, mEREHEiZ 90 /MRS 5 K SR LT.

FEWNT, A BNV EDFHZ 320 U7, FHAE HIEh{E T 30 cm 572 5 @ single-leg drop
landing Z47 - 7= 2. 30ecm & L TORGIEIT & 5 F N 2 BIAA L5 L L (X 3.24), &K
NT, EHF~DY Y T ERE/RICZL, KREIE EICROREY, e o/ HE 21T
o7 (K 3.2B). ®GEIX CAl ZHTHEEERL, MEENHMIZ CAl 2B T 2541,
TR EESALENZ T CAIT Aa7 NEVERWEERRE L Lo, MRFITIE, &l
BRI SR O ST BB RS L S fan Lz, 1) BB R IFHI - L e - 723K
1T, 2) BANCEM UTALIED O RN RTT, 3) 5 BB O BINALZRZ 2R Tleiro Tz
TR RBGITEER L, ) 3RITARERCE L E T, MU IRLIHHZIT-o72. RREFIX
B EREICEN D 728, REITANC 2R B OMERITEITo 7o, EHORELZBE L,
AATHNC 1 /3 OIRBRFE 2 5% 1 7.
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b

¥ 3.1. = — O — AL E

32, KA MARE, SHERIC LD AN A BIGAT E L (A), FEETO NS EIT
-7 (B).
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3.2.4.5 — AT

~ = —JERET — 2 I REN B o T2 5A1E, Cortex (version 5.5; Motion Analysis Corporation)
ZHWCHIMLER 21T o 7. £ D%, figkshlc~y— I —JEIET — 2B X GRF 7—4 %
Visual3D (version 6; C-motion, Germantown, MD, USA)%Z VN CTALEE L7=. &, 4th order zero-
lag Butterworth low-pass filter with a cutoff frequency of 12 Hz |2 L » T~ — I —JEfET — & &
GRF 7 —X Ikt L7 4 W& —MBR 2 T o 72 22 T, M9E 2 C I, mARE, T,
REE 7 AL P OED FTEEMET VE Bk L, TEEEFr~T 47 22RHH L. %
BT A NEERITA FEAAEEER THY . X MRS, Y #iE B, Z sEA ISR E L
7. B%BAHT - BEELEBNC IV CIE, X EhJE © OiER) A2 NS - SR (RTAAEES)), Y #hE Y
OIEB)Z NHE - S OKFEmEESR)), Z #hE v oE#) 2 Eil - R (RRimEE) & ERL,
NENNER, WhE, MihZ EOfEE LR L. BEfEDICBWTE, X flE Y oES)
ZNM AL - A2 L (RTFAmEIESR)), Y $h)E 0 OiES A NEE « SME OKEmER)), Z d#hE v
OIEBY 2 - EE (RKmEEE) & ERL, TNELANAL, WiE HEEZIEOfEE LT
KL L7z, ZXY OIZHEHET 244 T —Az v, ik 7 A 2 MOd D@k 7 A~
N ORI AEE AT U7z, ARSI D 0 B IR S RF OB IR E L7z,

MATLAB (2023a; MathWorks Inc., Natick, MA, USA) CYER SV W A Z L7 0 7T AT L -
T, TR OERET — X DO EIToT-. BEixdRr~T 4 7 AT —% (P 7V T
Be%5: 200 Hz) & GRF 7 — 4 (7' U > JJEBEL: 1000 Hz) DRER Y Z 4l 2. 5 72 DI, GRF 7
— A DAY T T R T o Tz, WM (initial contact: IC) X IEELLR X )2 10N Z2 8 X
T L EFR L 12, AT IXRIE IC ORI 200 ms & L7z, pEh 3 AT O 2 % D% OfE
Bric vz,

FRF R~ T 4 7 ZADORHEIE, ER T 2 IO T ERSRFRICEN SNz, TR
Hrid, BEAURREEIC ST DHER OBEREIZ L 2T CTIIM 32 Z & 28 T & 22 W EE PRI R
ERHTDZENTES B, F72, CAUEFIOFEMIFD TS Y *~T7 ¢ 7 A3 OH
TIN—=TIZn T oid 2 Linb ', & 2RRICKIT DBERIEDOEKRT 5 b DR TR TOx
GHETRLTHD LIERLR. LR -> T, RUFETIIBEFi* R ~T 4 7 2ADOMHTIZ TR
T EEA L.

TR AL, FEIE s ORI - K - SR B oo R BAE - IRBIIAEE, B LUK
Wi EOREBEIAEDF 7 DOBFMAEICK L TEM L. 24 ZOXMEENLENEN 81
OF—4 (7Y o 7JEEE 200 Hz TEHHEI S 72 IC ORI 200 ms B OT —2)H3 5% 54
7o, 24X81 DATHIMNSHFER Sy OEAE & KFARATH, ERSFARELRZ. 22T
JLOBEAET — 2 I3& ERSG ORI ETH Y, L) TREAIN D 245,

—~

Xl=X+U1*Z1i+U2*ZZi+'"+Uk*Zki (1)

X, : Ixn DITFICTH VG i DIt x D ERT, T —ZKRA > b DOE (RBF3E Tl
81), X: Ixn DATHI T ) BMGHE OV 2T, U Ixn DITHITH D 5% j ERkoy
DRFAFATH, Zy: SRFE § OF j ERDFFR, ke ERD 30545 5T ERSGT O
£ (k<n)
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FREEAEICRBWT, REEFGERN 90% %82 5 EKD £ TEROMESITOMRE Lz
120 TSK-11 2 a7 & E R OBICH ZERHBENRGE O & L7z E /5 O 7, single
component reconstruction (& X D fiFRAZITo72 15, ZOFEIZLY, TROITEN SR
LD ERSY DR A B RO ECHERT 5 Z LR EREIC /R S BT (D)LY, ix D
WRIIE ER D OMIEREE T DH Z LD, H R ERG ORI A R TIEEO LR E TIRIZE
NENRDOXQ), Q) THENS.

Xo= X+ Ug+Zos (2

Xy, Xp: Ixn OITHITH Y, TNENE R FRD DRI RO IEO LR E FIREZRT,
X: 1xn DITHITH V) BxtRE OV 2~ T, Ug: 1xn OITFHIE R T80 O 1B fif
1TH, Zgs, Zs: THIVEIE R TG D 95 18— L B A )L, 5/83—F L XA V%
BF HXRH DHF R ERRTFA

BB, EHRABRNPEWT —ZIEE, JTOT —ZRNE DO LMD DR TREIZIEWEIE TH
LT EEEWRL, EROFRMENT =T L, JTLOT —ZBNE O TR DR RS S B
NEEETHLZ LeEW®RT 5.

3.2.5. ML EFEAYARAT

TIEPARI ¥ *~ 7 1 7 A & kinesiophobia & B & I 5 M3 % 7o DITAHBE T 217 - /2.
B HTIZHESE D, Shapiro-Wilk #E Z1TWA L O ERME 2 MR L7z, SEBROIEMRNEC
Jit~ T Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient (R) & % \ V{3 Spearman rank-signed correlation
coefficient ()& i L, BIHIAE D FERK31FM E TSK-11 A 27 & QR # A7, Hats
HIAEARMEL a = 0.05 ITRE L. T X TORGFHIFTIX IBM SPSS Statistics (version 26;
IBM Corporation, Armonk, NY, USA)%Z W\ CT{T o 7.
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33. R

3.3-3.5 I[ZHHE BN EIZ 35 1T 2 45 PAE 4 BE D R0 58 & TSK-11 2 =7 OFZ R~ .
TSK-11 A a TIZIERMEZGRO o7 od, T XTOMBESHTIZENT p ZHEH L. fHEEY
MrofEsR, migEm Lo LBEHAEDE 1 BEEJZ RA L TSK-11 A 27 OMICH E 72 IEOFHBI DGR
BT (p=0.487, P=0.016, [X] 3.3). Single component reconstruction D#% 5, FiEHmHE £ & B
AEDORE 1 ERIiEEm Lo RBSAEORE S 2rd LIRSz (X 3.6). L7n-T,
TSK-11 227 & ORIZRD A ERIEOMBIE, TSK-11 2 27 3@ & ERi4E R Fo e B
HifAENRKENZ L 2RI LT,

ZOMDERSIFRE TSK-11 A 27 OICAHZERMERITFED b > 72 (P> 0.05, X 3.3-
3.5).

PC, score PC, score PC,;score
3 p =0.487, P = 0.016* p =0.040, P = 0.854 5 p =0.037, P=0.865
2 L]
2 . ] . . .. . 2 ] .
Ankle 1 L e o . & 1 st
Frontal 0 : . 2 1 L. : ol .:. ;.
1 ot ..o . R 1 . ) .
° o -2 . .
2 -2 :
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score TSK-11 score TSK-11 score
) p=0.061,P=0.778 ) p=0.022, P=0.919 5 p =-0.037, P =0.863
1 ¢ ‘. * ':. 1 * . : 1 o * . *°
Ankle 0, = % A o LS
Horizontal , ., . o I A .
2 -1 <. 2 K
3 ° 2 : 3
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score TSK-11 score TSK-11 score
) p =-0.074, P =0.730 4 p =-0.157, P = 0.465 3 p =0.205, P=0.337
1 ~* ) ) 2 )
e %o 2 ® o°
Ankle S .. e e,
Sagittal . o e ° 0 e
. .. °® 0 * 0 © L % o R
-1 . K . * e ; 1 LI . .o
-2 N : -2 ‘ : -2 N : '
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score TSK-11 score TSK-11 score

3.3, e B B OEMIIFR E TSK-11 A =27 OFE.
* P<0.05.
7. TSK-11, Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11; PC, principal component.

_28 -



PC, score
p=-0.1 0.5’ P =0.626

PC, score
p =0.003, P =0.987

1 e )
L] L]
Knee 0 HICRS s o 2 .
Sagittal . et . ..
o Y
-1 0 .o. .. %
-2 ° ° ¢ o
® -2
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40

TSK-11 score

TSK-11 score

X 3.4. REBEE A O TR R L TSK-11 A2 =27 OFHE.
7 TSK-11, Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11; PC, principal component.

PC, score
p =-0.084, P = 0.696

PC,score
p =0.289, P =0.170

1 . L] 2 L]
Hip “ et 1 .
Frontal 0 o % . 0 g "o .:.
4 ® o o p : . . [ ] .o
“10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score TSK-11 score
p=0.222, P=0.297 p =0.003, P =0.989
L] 2 L]
1 . ] . 3 ] . .
Hip 0 e o . °. o .. ..o '00
Horizontal o S %
L[] * * ‘1 L[] °
-2
. -2
-3
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40

Hip
Sagittal

TSK-11 score
p =-0.038, P =0.862

20 30 40
TSK-11 score

2
10

TSK-11 score
p=-0174,P =0.417

e%e
o o ®
. -
o %
20 30 40

TSK-11 score

X 3.5. R BEE 4 B D LR L TSK-11 A2 =27 OFHE.
7. TSK-11, Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11; PC, principal component.
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PC,;score
p= 0..023, P=0.915
2 .
1 . “ 3
0 M .' .o. |.‘
1 L] R (]
-2

10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score

PC,;score
p =0.299, P = 0.155
2 ¢ .
1 - .
0 . .' :-' o:
1 e e e

2 . . .
10 20 30 40

TSK-11 score
p =-0.021, P =0.924

2
. ..
1
° . .. °
° . 0
1 .t ’

10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score



o
o

——High (95th)
e\ | —Low (5th) ﬁ\ﬁﬂxﬁ/q¥

>

3 0

< 5 0.6}
S 2°¢7 )

7 ; >

g | 2

E 4y T 0.4}
o 3

£ 6f -

< 0.2

-10 : : ' ' 0 : : ! '
-200 -100 IC 100 200 -200 -100 IC 100 200
Time (ms) Time (ms)

3.6. Single component reconstruction (= J % Fii&E A D & BRI B D 1 FRHr OFIR (A) & K+
A (B). A IZBWT, BOMBUIENERE OV E R L, &, FOERITZLEN T
FFEDE (95 73—& U Z A WREFEWIE & FRSFEMERN (53— XA WRFEIEEZ T
e oD IE G TR BRI S 2 L& R

#8: IC, initial contact.
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34. BB

F IS BRI 381 % AigeTE B R B A O 1 B FFA L TSK-11 227 L ORICAE
TR IEOMBIZ RO 7= (p = 0.487, P = 0.016; [X] 3.3). Single component reconstruction 2> & 45 5 #172 %
BX v, firgEm b R BEEiAE DR 1 ER AR o RBSAEORE S ERT EREN
(X3.6A), TSK-11 A2 =7 & DORIZFED HALIZAE /R IEOHEIIE, kinesiophobia 23581 ME & Fr I
HFREIC BT 2 RN Z LAENRKRE WD & 2R L7z,

WL RERINDG 2 LT LAS OB RFEEA D =X LTHY, HHPLr—A LR — KM
BOT—BLTHESNTWORHMTHD P, LiedoT, BRSNS 2 LAEOH KT LAS
DZGEY AT BENFRYT 4 7 AThHDHEFAD. RV CITniEER o 2B
DRKEZZRTH 1 EROERE TSK-11 227 L ORICEERIEOHBEZRDZ. ZOFER
RS &, TR DR TRE A fEIR 9 2 72 9O 12 FE it L 72 single component reconstruction D F L V),
R\ kinesiophobia A9 2% CAUEFIZE ERigHM oo RBEIMA AR E <, FFIT IC Bl 2 BIHEIN
NZ N2 RTINS D Z ENHLNE -7 (M 3.6A). ZAUTSHI DI 2 HH 5 f5 R
TV, CAIERIIZIS\T kinesiophobia DFR X NG Y A7 OEWFR~T 4 7 AL B# L C
WHZ ERH LN T.

CALJER & X RIS =~ T 1 7 A L kinesiophobia ? B8 % 5 7= 13X H DI B R D K
WREBHOH T Th DT, AR Z AT T 5 Z L iIxTE er o7, BRI+
i EHEATERAE B T, RIS T D o R BIEIAN A E & TSK-11 2 =27 & ORICA B 72248
BRI SR B 7= 10 Z i, kinesiophobia IR X & HZE U A7 D@\ 1~T 4 7 AN
HLTWEE W) AT, AR E T 5. 2 DOMFSEICIE L 7= kinesiophobia & FF52 15 Y
AT DEWNFRT 47 AL OREL, LEMRERFPNERICGZ 0B THHATE L
REMED D 5. DHERYKT &5 EF G & OB &5 L 72 BRI IZ BV T, DEIg A b
VARRWGS, BT T _REEICH T 2EENRD L, FEICKT2HEERERTIEE X
LTV D MBS ORAFFRIZ IS TIE, U kinesiophobia 242 CAIJERNE L, EFHEMED X
TR D EME A U, BBESNNZ LAER KX o2 miElERH 5.

R 25 R BRI T e A B (51O I T -0 PR T2 JE 3] ClX, kinesiophobia D58 X & B ERF DI
B 157t i A 8 PRl 0 1 P B v e A A & e it A B D R [RUNGHE R DIF R & OBEZ RO TE Y,
kinesiophobia 7358\ 55 13 BTk U CORFEM 7 TEB I 358D DD Z EDRIB I LTV D
7B UL, ARBFECIE @B U CIRER 7 TG 1358 0 H L7205 7. CAL JERHI D
S2 BT JE OBIEILE 71X TSK-17 A= 7 LAHEI L, kinesiophobia 235V ME EALE T ORRZEMN
REWZ ERRESINTWD B FE7z CALFERFITILREEFF & bl U<, EBEIfINAD 2 L OfL
EROEKTRRD LTS 32 EBEENAN 2 LONER & kinesiophobia @ BH# L 57T
L7213, kinesiophobia 23 FRUMEBNE ENAN X L ONER ORENEE CTH Y, #@I B
ZHIEITE TR RBMER H D, £, HMIZHEB LB, x5, BfERER &R
RoTNeZ LICERLEARELEZ 2 Hivd.

AW FRNIREWIIITE Tl o T2 T ORI BMRICEA L TR DT 5 Z g T ed oo, BB
URAT D@EWFTR~T 4 7 ARV kinesiophobia & AL L CWERIREMENR H D Z L IZITFEMN
VETHDH. BIEOREETT VICBWTIE, BEMEES & ENTHESIIMHAEERZAT 5
EEZLNTWD Y. BEEif *~T 4 7 A & kinesiophobia DK FEAFR % 5T 57201213,
A% OREWTEIZ2HEDBLETH 5.
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& HENMER O REIFIND 2 LAE O KIT LAS OFZEEBET AR+ ThY, ikt
HANE, FARZETHEENE LY ALY 7= a VICBWTEETHSH. CAUER] D HiFE
DORBEEHNZ LAEITEREG P L —= R8Il o TS Z ENARETHD Z &N
WE SN TND B3 R RIL, 252X kinesiophobia 73 /& BAFIN A 2. LA FE DI
ZHET ECTERAERV S DT AR LT, A% O TIE, kinesiophobia B S5 & 5 7
IEADY CALJEBIDF MR O RAFiIF R~ T 1 7 A% #E L, RN FZELY THT20% KR
RETOMEDND D,

AIFFRINTN L ODDORFNFIE LTz, FH—IZ, BB CTh oo DIl R~T 1 7
A L kinesiophobia ORI EEMRIIAHATHD. £z, VTN A Xnbieho7-729, type 1l
error [Z L VR SR o T2 FEBEBARDR S o o rIREMEN B 5. ZIZ, RO GE IR Y
TR T 27 AU — MpbEE LD, BRO—BALITITRA N H 2 fTaetEN H 5.

3.5, WG

AWFZEIL, CAUER]Z xHG 7 S HIFREIZ 31T 2 TRBAHI % *~ 7 « 7 A & kinesiophobia &
OBR#HZ et L=, TSK-11 A2 71%, R HEMEICK T 2 aidEnE Lo LB AEOE 1 Fk
SRR EAEICHBE L2, B 1 B OIS X, Z OFHBIIT kinesiophobia 23581 ME & F )
FEHEREICRIT 2 BN A X LAENKEWI L2REL-. 2LV, kinesiophobia (% CAI
SEGI D S FREICRB T 2 8% E) 27 OEmWEBEidR~T 4 7 AL BT 5 Z LAURE
Ni-. CALJEBNZIIT D LAS OFFIZIE kinesiophobia 235B5- L TV 2 AJREM:, 38 L OGS IS %
~T 4 7 ADOUFEITKE LTI kinesiophobia (235 H L7 ANRE R TH 25 AIREMED R S 7.
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4. WFZUERAE 3:
18 e BB A R EEEAESIZ I3 1T B Kinesiophobia & B2 fE 4t o Bl

4.1. ¥E=

RELEMEDIKTIX LAS ZEOBRIKN T Th 25 202, LREVZEMIL, FFESLEN & BN
BERTEVE IO S, CALEGNZISWT, BIEIZ A MSIAZEREIC 1 % COP $5EER TTB 55
(COP S22 EMEIRFUCBIEET 2 £ TOREH), #%F 13 SEBT XA MHAE HIFREIZ 31T 5 TTS FF k% (GRF
NEET % E TIZEA S IFH), DPSIHERE (FTE OREFNIZIS T % GRF O 5w )72 & TRF
fliE4L5 6676970 CAL SEGITIE, FHAY - BIRVLRELEMEN T B & ik L TRV 2 & e &
NTED 3 2 LAS OFREBH L TNDHZ LRI TS, Lo T, K%L
EMEOIK T EE#ET DN T2 R ET 5 2 &Y LAS GO RIKEIAR L OHmRE O =H0—8)
ERDAREMED D D . T, CAIOJRREIZH T 2 LEMIKFIZE B L72ERN 2 Tk 0, 20
H o —->& LT kinesiophobia (Z DWW T OWMENH L 425 2835136 Kinesiophobia (%, Fear
Avoidance Model % i U CEIEATEIZEHE L, BEREMRE OEM(LICFH 5T 5 LGS TnD
B L, CALEGNZFR®D 5 KELENMEDILT & kinesiophobia DBSELILIE & A I 5T 725
TU7e0,

Han 5%, CAIJEf% kinesiophobia DA ME(Z K- T 2 BEIZ/0T, ERAVEEBVLZEMEA LG LT-.
Z DfESR, kinesiophobia Z A3 % CAUEFNI T ISLALLRFF D Romberg ratio (PANR/BHAREL) 737
<, BEBMEFRCBI DERA~DERGEBED -T2 L2 @E L . —F5 T, COP#EEICE->T
AN S A7 R IR B EPEFE AR 238U T, kinesiophobia D i CH E R BERIZ 358D H 72
S7=%. COPHEIFIE, CALICHIT 2 LKL EMHRT 2T 2 2 OIIRE LR +4rTh 5 Al
PEAVRIZ ST S 05 TTBHRIEIL, €D COPFRIEIZE D 5 i BB EMEFRIE & L C CAI
SEG] 2 KGRI STl D %, TTB#EIEZ V% Z & T kinesiophobia & FHLENEME & D
BHHEZ K U SEICRET CX 2 RTEEER H D, LavL, TTB f88E Cafli L7z i ISAAEREE IS H 1T
B BN TEME & kinesiophobia O B 2 FHAT L 72 WF401% 720 .

BB EM & kinesiophobia DB A FRA L 7 WF%81%, FEH D SR Y kinesiophobia D
¢ SEBT OV —F iz b# L7z 1 W2 ThD P, ZOWFIETIL, kinesiophobia #H 7 5
CAI JEIX, SEBT Ofil Y —F MRt A EIZH <, kinesiophobia NENAYEEALEM: & BEHE T 5
xR LE Y Lal, BEHBEICRT 28N EELENEE THD DPSI FHIE &
kinesiophobia & DM & #ist L 7-AFZ2 13720y, LAS IZEIEREE T CRAETH 2 Lnh, AR—Y
BERORBZEMNR L OBEGAET HMLENHDH. LI TARMSED BRYIL, CAI jEf %
X TTB FEAE TRl L 72§ KB EME, 35 X O DPSI FEHE CRfil L 72 Bhi) BB E 1 &
kinesiophobia DB Z B 520235 2 & & L7, KX, CAIGERIIZIV T kinesiophobia D5 X
ILERRY « BIRREVZEMEDOR S BT 5 & LT,
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4.2. i

42.1. 0887 A

FEBTAFSE & U CAT ORISR T, FESIARREIC I T 2 5 REB L EN, BLOHH
HHIAREIC 31T B BB EME & kinesiophobia & (DO REE A, FHBIAT 2 WV CTRGH L 72
FR B EME ORI & L C TTB 618 %, SIS e 0ifi & LT DPSIfRfE 45 L
7-. %72, kinesiophobia % TSK-11 A =27 ZHW\TEHMEE L7z, AKFIEOT — X GHANIMFSERE
R 2 LRIRFICE SNz, 2k, ABFIEIEALEE K2R ER 2 e M A R A S
DAGREHTIT O KFRE = 23-6).

4.22. %%

HFERARBERICFTR T 2 EER TGS, B X OEFTAREEOEE) R IIEEN AT
T 5 CALER 24 4 (BHE 194, eSS4 ZExtg s Lz (3 3.1). S8 T IAC ORI
YA SE, kD 4oL Lz 1) KK 1 EOEEZ LAS OBEERH 2, 2) HFZESIND 6 »
A LA [FHANE BEFENC 2 [BILL D giving way OFRERD N & 5, F 721X [FMHE RIS LAS O
HORERN & 5, 3) CAIT AT 325 LT TH 2 ', 4) HIEID LAS ITHFFES MO 1 4L
RN L TV 5. BRAMNEREITRD 2 & LTz 1) BIE 2B 5 TR OB, TR
Hb, 2B IND 3 » HUNIZ EER B RIMEOBEN D 5.

KRIFFE~DSINIENL S, MEFIIIAMIEO B & FEhEFIRICE LT RER L OEmIC
THRRA v 7+ —b Rarky a{To#, EMHICTHFRSIN~DREE157-.

4.2.3. EBRFIR

WFFERRE 2 ([2361F D Ff L NI D~ — B — R T — 2 5%, ARBFSEO FrIISAZEE D &
WA TN, BEES O COP, GRF 7 — ¥ X 1 fg DR 15 (Type 9286B; Kistler)Z Fu»
T, 7Y TTEBEE 1000 Hz TRUgk Sz, T X CoOEMEREITHE T .

RISEAZENETIE, x4 TO R HISIALZE % 10 RS X 5> x4 1finz Lz (X
4.0)%, FHAFIIEHMA T 2B < R L, WFREEZREICEET D L 9 RDZ S, k5T CAl
EHETHEEERL, MIBRENEMIC CAI 2B T 2E61%, EBINEREHI AL ENEERT
CAIT A7 NI VIEWEERRIELE Lz, 1) NT U A& LiHIEBR A CThrho 1231 T,
2) JEERALE DSEREBH AR DBV ZFRAT,  3) RORHMAI TR SR I I G 8EH U 72380 T & Je ik
AITEERL, P 3FRITHNREENCX 5 CHEM L. HREMHIIFIREFRD 2 &F & L,
BRARSRM: T, RIRFICITFAIIRBR 2 aricmig 5 X 2R L. BIIRSGMCIE, x4
FENFHIEBR LY, BEHUEZ L 2R L%, FHIZBM LTz, BRSO 2%
Uo7, BIRSEM:, PARSZMHDIAFIZEIEAICERM L. 2B, MRHEDORR, RIEICE
SWTIRKAFE EICHIZER L, SITH TR E < ArExf— L7z (K 4.1).
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feN T, FIEHEMEDRHZ1T o 2. FIAEHENETIZ 30 cm 57225 O single-leg drop
landing Z47 > 72 2. 30em & ETORGIEIT & 5 F NN 2 BIAG LS L L (X 3.24), &K
NT, EHF~DY Y T ERE/RICZL, KREE EITROREY, 5 e o/ HE 21T
o7z (K 3.2B). AHEIE S OO AN LZ S & fr> & O (R B ITHR Lz, 1) REERD
IR ITRHZEEM U722 o 72387, 2) SIS L 7A@ & B3 #7237, 3) S PR
NI BB TR TR0 T IT R RBGAT L ER L, R 3TN RERTE 5 £ T, &Y
B LFHZAT - 72,

ENENOEEREIC BT, IRFTIEREICIEND 720, ARITHIC 572 BED
HEBITEZITo 72, W OREBEZE L, dYTHIC 1 M OREREZ 3T 7-.

4.1, RN O S, R O R E & RIEIC SO C R R 2 8RS 5 H A
EE L (vt T—7), TR CR_RMBEE S LEL K — L.
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4.2.4.5 — X iR}
4.2.4.1. B EBLEMH

FATHFEIZHE T T, U TOFIETHBENAGRET O COP 7 — & Z B L, #HyLsh
ZEHDOEE CH D TIB RS2 Lz 9. 5 _CTOAHE L MATLAB (2023a;
MathWorks Inc.) CYERL S N7 A X L7 e 75 Ka W CiTbiuiz. ST KE 3 S
PARFEFR O 10 B & L7,

%9, 4th order zero-lag Butterworth low-pass filter with a cutoff frequency of 5 Hz*” IZ X >
T COP 7 — 4% OWNIMIIEL Sy (COP-ML) & Rk (COP-APYD 7 4 VB U v 7 %AT o7z,
TTB I% COP D& & #fE, Z L CRIBIGEU S @ilixs O bFHA SN D
(X 42A). LAFICHAMAITTTEIO TTB (TTB-ML) &% & 4 5 5& DO FINEZ <3, COP-ML
DR T BB LT 2354, COP-ML & &N il & o BEMEE (mm)4 5 L
2. ZOHEEE, %9 D COP-ML O (mm/s) T3 Z & T, COP-ML 23 Iijsus 7 <
[Fl U7 AN B & f5e 1 7o B B I RPN lRRIC BE S 2 % TORER (TTB-ML (s))Z 5 H L 7=,
COP-ML 73 @ Mtz 5 I B8 L TV e 6 b [RERIC, COP-ML & 2 ERoMili & ik
MR RH L, xHiS3 2% COP-ML O Thrd™ 2 & T, COP-ML 23 &HBAMAliRICEET 5
FCOREZ RN L7z, TTB-ML ()& RFR5 71y b5 &, fK &t/ fi D ik
FERGESLND (K 42B). ZO7 1y MIBWT, MUMEIX COP ORBENT M0 2
[ Chd 0 BBFIHN AR LZEIZ /2 D AREMEN B D R a2~ T, —F, MREITRbEE LT
BMERLTWD EFIRENS. TTB-ML O%4HR/ME % minima & L, minima O %
mean of minima (s), #//ME% absolute minimum (s), FE#E{F7=% S.D. (standard deviation) of
minima (s)& L72. 2O DOEEITT T, HB/NSWIE EREZEMEMNMENZ & 25
W3 5. JATHIFEICHE-D %, mean of minima, absolute minimum, S.D.of minima /% H(Z
Bz > T, BROFHME+2 AR AL EO TTB-ML 134 UE E B L, o o kRt
L7197,

COP-AP 1Zx] L T H FFEDOAEE A 1TV, TTB-AP (231} % mean of minima, absolute
minimum, S.D. of minima Z % H L7-.

BEBITIBNT, B 33T O E 2 REE & U THREH AR IV .
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Veor.mrr = deopm1/0.001
TTB-ML; = dy; pouna/Veor-mis

d COP-ML1 dML -bound | B
| e

TTB-ML 1

cor, ®  ®CoR,, 1000 08l O
. . 800
Direction of 06 -
5 o \\ )
COP excursion = 600" 0.4 o/
= 02
'E:'J 400} .
0 200 400 600
200 - 3
0 200 400 600 800 1000

Flames (sampling rate: 1000 Hz)

42. TTB RO H I HIEDORAK (A) & TTB ORSRYZ 17 > | (B). BIZHEWTHRALE
fMEZ R L, BEGFINARLEZ R D REED & 5 S &R T
W& &E: TTB, time-to-boundary; COP, center of pressure; ML: mediolateral.

4.2.4.2. BV R B

FEATHFZEIZHE L C, AT OFIATHHAEHGRE T O GRF 7 — % ZALB L, #haLEe
FEMEOFRIETd 5 DPSHEE A2 FLH L7272, 3 _XCTOALE T MATLAB (2023a; MathWorks
Inc) THERRENTZ A AZ AT 0 7T KA HWTIThiv-, XL IC (EEEK S >
10N) 6 3 E L.

%9, 4th order zero-lag Butterworth low-pass filter with a cutoff frequency of 12 Hz’?|Z & -
T GRF 7 — % OWNAMilEL ST (GRF-ML), #it4 %4 (GRF-AP), 3 X OMEE AL (GRF-V)D
TANE Y T EAT o1, GRF 7 —F ORI GRE OFr LI O (N) T4 2
T, %BW & LTRELE™

UTOR @)~(6)Ic %, GRF-ML, -AP, -V O - RFEAZELL, TAEN
MLSL APSL, VST & L7z, £ (NEV 3y D& TH 2 DPSI & HH L7z,

_ (0—x)2

MLSI = \/Z number of data points (4)
_ (0-—y)?

APSI = \/Z number of data points (5)
_ (1-2)2

Vsl = \/Z number of data points (6)
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DPS] = \/2 (0-x)2+% (0-y)2+% (1-2)? )

number of data points
x,y, z 1T NFH GRF-ML, -AP, -V %754

HEBIZBNT, a3 ATOE A2 ERIE & LTRG-S IC W .

4.2.5. S FFRIFRAT

ErY - BIRYREZTEME & kinesiophobia & DB 2B 5 20MZ T B 7= OIZHBES T 21T - 72
FABISIHTIZYESE D, Shapiro-Wilk Fi7E 24T WAL O IERIMEZ R L7z, AEKOERME
Jit~ T Pearson product-moment correlation coefficient (R) & % \ M3 Spearman rank-signed correlation
coefficient (p)& FLH L, TTB #5153 KOV DPSIFEHE & TSK-11 A 27 L OB 2 ~7=. #it
PR EKEIL a=0.05 2R E L2, T X CTOMEZAOMENTIZ IBM SPSS Statistics (version 26;
IBM Corporation) Z N T{T o /2.
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4.3. R
4.3.1. B RBZEM

TTB fEIEDOMHTICE L C 1 HOT —Z KENE LT, 23 HOT —X B fEirxtg s L
7o, 43,44 122N ENBHIR - PAIRSAEIZHST 5 TIBHEEE & TSK-11 2 =27 OB Z R~
TSK-11 A a TIZIEBMEZRD 2o T2, T XTOMBEGHTIZE W Tp aHE N L. BIR
Stk BARRSRE L BT, TRTOEKITE T TSK-11 A2 7 & ORICAH BERMEIZRD 5
N7 (P>0.05, X 4.3, 4.4).

ML AP
p =-0.238, P =0.275 p =0.031, P=0.887
d L] 2 L] . Y ..
0.6 . * ° o .
.. o o o o 1.5 b LY
Absolute minimum I ., LI
04 “ g ° . e
0.2 * 05 ®
0 0
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score TSK-11 score
p =-0.058, P =0.794 p =-0.096, P = 0.662
. 20 °
6
: 15
Mean of minima 4 . o
* o K] : 10 . e® o0 S
o 8o o % e .
2 .. . ®e 5 . . .
0 0
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score TSK-11 score
p =-0.039, P =0.861 p =-0.208, P = 0.340
15
L] 80 L]
10 ¢ 60
S.D. of minima
. 40
s . 8 ... o 20 .
< oy oo o3 o': o.“ .:.
0 0
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score TSK-11 score

4 4.3. BAIRGHIC 81T 5 TTB FEIE & TSK-11 A =7 OFHR.
W% 5&: TTB, time-to-boundary; TSK-11, Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11; ML, mediolateral; AP,
anteroposterior; S.D., standard deviation.
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0.3

ML
p =-0.283, P=0.190

Absolute minimum AR
0.1 ’
10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score
p=0.081, P=0.714
3 (]
Mean of minima 2 * . ’ .f * .
1 toe o
0
10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score
p =0.229, P = 0.294
6 [
S.D. of minima 4 ..
2 .- o e ::
0
10 20 30 40

TSK-11 score

AP
p =-0.075, P = 0.734

1 . R
0.8 ° . .
. Y s LJ
06/ o e get?
0.4 .
0.2
10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score
p =-0.353, P =0.099
6 * L]
L] . ..
e oo
4 . ° . * ::
L] L]
2 . *
0
10 20 30 40

TSK-11 score
p =-0.371, P = 0.081

15 o
10
. e
5 . o o% o
.. '.
L] :
0
10 20 30 40

TSK-11 score

4.4, FAIRSAEICRB T 5 TTB 81 & TSK-11 A =7 OFHES.

% 5&: TTB, time-to-boundary; TSK-11, Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11; ML, mediolateral; AP,

anteroposterior; S.D., standard deviation.
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4.3.2. By R EM

DPSI EHEDFNTIZEE LT 1 4 DOT — X KENAE U7, 23 4 DOT — X BfEirxtg & L
7c. X452 DPSIFEEE & TSK-11 2 27 OFERHZ R T, TSK-11 A a2 7 IZERMEA RO 205
el TRTOMBEGHTIZENT p NEH I, T XTOEEKIZEB T TSK-11 A2 7
EOMIZAERMBIIRD Lo 7 (P> 0.05).

MLSI APSI
p=0.101, P=0.647 p =-0.243, P = 0.265
0.03} .' 0.08 . H
0025/ o oo % %s 0l es
002 - ’.. . 0.06 s
oot5r  * T . 0.04
0.01¢
0.02
0.005 |
O L L O L L L
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score TSK-11 score
VSI DPSI
p =-0.127, P = 0.565 p =-0.092, P =0.677
04r °* 04 ° .
o b 4 o b :.
031 . '.:’ s 031 .,
0.2} 0.2
0.1 0.1
0 0
10 20 30 40 10 20 30 40
TSK-11 score TSK-11 score

4.5. DPSI 5L & TSK-11 2 =27 DOFHEY
W% &5&: DPSI, Dynamic Postural Stability Index; TSK-11, Tampa Scale for Kinesiophobia-11; MLSI,
mediolateral stability index; APSI, anteroposterior stability index; VSI, vertical stability index.
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4.4. BB

FHSIATREIZ 31T 5 TTBF8EE & TKS-11 2 =2 7 ORI HOWT, BHIRSME, ARG L i
TRCOEKB CHERMBZROR -T2 (P> 0.05; X 43, 44). £7=, FHEHGEEICRBIT
% DPSI f8fE & TKS-11 2 27 OBEIZ SN TS, T X CTOEHKME CTHERMEEZRD -7
(P>0.05; 1% 4.5). ZA5HORERIE, CAIEFNIZI T kinesiophobia [ X&) « BhF LB EME & B
HWLAAWZ &R LT

BHIOARFIZL LT, kinesiophobia (% TTB A CRlAli S A7z B2 EM: & B L 72 7.
Han 51%, CAI JEf% %412 kinesiophobia D7 & T F HHINZAZFRE T > COP Fe4% % Lhik L,
Romberg ratio (PARR/BHARFL)AY kinesiophobia Z A4 % CALJEFI CHEICE -T2 Z & 2WE LT
P ZH L&V, kinesiophobia Z 3 % CALJEGIIX A HSIALIRER SR D RARTEER @ &% 2
HIVD. FHISIALGREEIC I 1 5 BB 2 EMEIZ XS 5 kinesiophobia DF.#81%, COP f5%EX° TTB 5
FE7p & ORBVEZEMFIEZ O H DIk LT TIiE7e <, Romberg ratio THEAM & 4L A MLRAK ISR
NDAREERD D.

FEATHFE T, CALEBNZI W TRt IS X OWIMAIG M O COP FEE & TSK-17 A 227 & OREIZ

BRMBEEZRDTEY B, AR TR RTH o2, ZOREROEWNL, #HESALE
PEFERE, B LT — % OFHAIGEOEWICER Li-afetEndH 5. FH—I, kD COP fEiE4
W ATHFZE L TTB I %2 O T2 ARHFSE & CIlEERI A B2 EME ORI AW 7= e = 3 B 70 -
TV, FERNR SN B 5. TTB FEEIL—#> COP $HiE & sy HEEME 24 L T
WRWZ EnD, BEREMRIHMEICB W THERD COP fRIE L X B2 ME AR L TND Z &N
IRIBINTED B, TR RICGEERLZEEZEXOND. £z, COP T —& OFHHIRE A R
ISR 52 AREE LB X b5, BATAIE T INIALH 0O COP 77— 4 % 30 FOIEIFHAI L <
W5 8, KB OFHEERIL 10 B Th o7, FISAGRREICB VT, 7 — % OFHHIRRE X
COP BifEH DR FICHE L 5.2, L0 ROV O X o TEFEH L mild ORS8 2 e
DFEEZRHTEDZENRENTND B S SICHENARREIZB O T, FHURF R AR 4
HIZOH, COP FEIES TTB i CiHili S 2 BB L EMN L VIR T T2 Z LR ENTE Y ¥,
[FEAR O A 23 STALERBEIC B W T H RO LN DL ATREMER B 5. ABFEIL CAL JER & XI5
TTB FEREZ 5l L 72 e TR D & 7 — & OFHIRE R 2 8 L7278 %%, kinesiophobia 0 5%
RS IR S 53 TR o o vl e 6 5.

ARFZECTlE, BIRREBLEM A2 M9 % DPSI 5HE & TSK-11 227 & ORICAH BRI
DO o7z (X 4.5). DPSIFEE L B3 5K 7 & U<, SR EaTEhik, 2R %
L W% L, RBEEIE - MR, JFofkm Lo B Co= X —RIN, =82
AR EENRE S TRY W CALEFICEB W TIXZ N 6 DK FIC B4 5 FEEN R S
FUTUN D 3766142 - Jroesilig 2 (2T, KR BRI r~T7 ¢ 7 A L TSK-11 & OFICHE
RFARE 2RO Iy o 72120, AAFZEIZFV T VST, DPSI & TSK-11 2 27 & ORI & FARI IR
BOOLNIRNoT=EEZBILDS. MLSI & APSIIZ DWW T CALJER] & /R H] & ORIZZEN 2
ETDMIENDH D TR KRR O R L 2o CALIERTE, PAMAIES X ORI sV
kinesiophobia 23529 512 E QR ZEMEDIR T 2H LTV RS T2/ RN H 5.

VSI <> DPSI % VT CALSEGI OBV EE 2 AR T 2 8 E L2 ClE, IRROIGHH LD
70 ecm B 7- SN DT Y v 7L, ORIEEBRONVE O 50%0D i S IZF%E S v B fil
Ni-th, WHCHEMT 2EEREZ AT THSB T OREFPE ClI ekt g38 2% 30 cm O
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DD single-leg drop landing 47572, SEATAFZE CHW b7 45 HIGREE & thiz L C, drop
landing | LA 7 A O FOBEN D72 <, /iR H RO GRF DW/hESWEE 2 b, [RFRZ, WAk
1815 1) O EENHIAE & JeATAF RIS L L CRIE Ch o 7200 b LIV, AREFZETH W - B ERR L,
kinesiophobia 732284 51T EDEREZ R REFIZHG 2 TR T AIREER H 5.

ARHFFENNT NS DD DRFA DAL LTz, H 1T, BWHIIE TH > 7o DI BB L EN &
kinesiophobia DK RLERIZ A TH 5. HilA EHFIEIC L > THE ORREEFRZ N T H 2 & T,
CALDJHEEN LV B I CE Bl I D Z LIS D . £, RUFRITY TV A XN E D
57272012 type I error AL, MBI TE R ZMHEBRR -T2 FEER H D, I BT,
WRIBBE AR T o Tc72D,  CAL SEFIMEF 5 & i U CREALEMDIK N2 A L Tz ne
FRATH -7, BBIZ, RFROMEEIRFIITBT 27 A — " bHEE LD, §E
BO—BALEITHBIIIEENLETHD.

4.5. FE

AAFZEIE, CALIERZ Xf G FR) - BhLEZZ EME & kinesiophobia & DB A M5 L7=. F
SVCENEIZIS 1T D TTB 818, L OV IS -EMEICIS 1T 5 DPSIEFE1X TSK-11 A2 7 L BE L
mholo. Tk, CAUVEFIOF) - BhH LSV E M kinesiophobia & BHE L 72N Z & VR S
ni-.
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5. WifEamE

AWFZEIE, CAIEFNIZB W T I E CHlE SN T 72EE & LEBE - TH 5 kinesiophobia & D
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