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Development of Prediction Model to evaluate the rehabilitation
procedure of idiopathic toe walking
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Fig. 1 Typical classification of toe walking
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(b) Ankle moment(Nm/kg)

Normal and Mild group
.................. Moderate group
----- Severe group
Parameters from MLR

(c) Ankle power(W/kg)
Fig. 2 The average joint kinematic and kinetic data in each group
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Table. 1 The main parameters extracted by using Multiple linear regression(stepwise)
with respect to ankle kinematic and kinetic data

1 1 7| om0l | 17320 20,001

Ankle angl
niie angle 2 <47 0.8273 9.69 <0.001
(degree) 3 3 <13 0.8522 742 <0.001
Ao moment 1L 1 x12 0.8832 349.63 20,001
2 2 33 0.9382 3472 <0.001
(Nm/kg) 3 3 %48 09472 7.16 <0.01
1 1 x11 0.6969 106577 20.001

Ankl

niie power 5 2 18 0.8559 52.35 <0.001
(W/kg) 3 3 %23 0.8310 779 20.001
Moment ratio 1 1 MR 0.9013 428.09 <0.001

*x xn : nth variables in a gait cycle(100%6)
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