27| A3 2005 SH| stawiE =2H 10(2):381-385

AZznde YL A/E 9F A5/ BF AT
Development of a severity index to evaluate the degree
of equinus gait
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1. A &

AER YL HAvlulet 22 AAHA o] dF 30]"43}5"“ o) npuld ZHol4,
29 os B Aot FFRY Az BY F
ax] ko, AZHo FELFUL o]Ldto Bys= & ,
Azt moE 2 o9l Wy} sEsxy, oz Ao 93t FXZRE B
7 &o] Yebdti(Jacquelin Perry et al, 2003).

BHPENoME #Ad Az, BdE, #4988 2P 3 F7](One gait cycle)Z HF
3H(Normalization)dts] #4310, f‘l?‘}fﬂ Z48& #asls 71Fo] "ti(Uacquelin Perry,
1992). webA, BY RS B8 F28 TEY Hdz, ZAE, —L‘r°4“ AR FERY
#ate] v g7t AREEH, ’“33"4'?"01]"1 R A MAEE 117 EFABY Adigks
o] &3l dlolEE B4 s AY B 3T 7HGait phases)?] HFAES 01%5}"1 a3 Aolg o
7}8+5 tH(Stephane Armand et al, 2005 ; D. Casey Kerrigan et al, 2000). =3, dZ1
o] =4¥ Hr1E - = F4 ol wel Normal and Mild®} Moderate, Severed 3% 8
o7 FEEL BYPEA L FI 5F L dHstee A7/ A=A Bonita J. Sawatzky
et al, 2001). 2&jy BPEM 9 ZAies AA Ao 3 vggt JdHE XS &
3, 2 FlA #d EAE 2 Y By &, 2% By Fo W o3 2 4TS
7 ®ch(Katherine S. Rudolph et al, 1999). EE??}, )28ty 57 (Anatomical
landmark)ell ¥ &=He vlAE T3 FEHE T AUy ZAee IR AL 93
o) 8](Skin marker error) ¥ ¥ & X9 ®¥st 5 ohekd Q4o s JFE wA @
tH(Kevin P. Granata, 1998). 28122, 3aHd BIPFAE T A= ddaa =ZAdE,
FA= ol ol oty FAAHE(Degree of equinus)dl Wt FEE HFEY I}
o] HrHEE AFAA F Uk

wetA, E A9 BF2 AKRY Fxe AYF JdS YA FAAR g FEE
#2te] EAE 93] Fr1d ¢ Q' H/HF(ndex)E AEsta, APFATFoAA AA A @
5 AUz 2E, 98 53 2439 nugrts B 2 A4S Fgristed o

* QB AYFER vlol Qv ER Y 233}
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2. 43 ¥
200 A EA 8%Hol AFel FAeh BF J= 1703cmA ¥, BF AL 65.3kgo]
o AgAE2 A 16709 BErtAE FFstn Eﬂ"]mc’ o E5S F&F AHAA
A wE77E AR e 10m AATRE RYP3ith FFH Y S F5E 98
<Table 1>3} 22 Aoz AYAY FE F53Urh Pﬁ?}, 5 7kA) (Rating scale)& 3
&3t 2FS A3 Arh
<Table 1> Test groups definition

i initi Rating
Test Group Motion Definition seale
- Normal walking
N 1 and Mild (NM) .
- — Footflat walking 1
Moderate (MO) - bdeg ~20deg plantar flexion group 0
- Forefoot contact
Severe (SE) - Maximum plantar flexion group 3
- Forefoot contact

AEZRYL F49 AR B FEEE S 2= AP FEAAH, olaid AL o] 4d
of BrAAS(ndex)E A7) A% WYL G B AR Yo} A,

Calibration Normalization

B

<Fig. 1> The calculating procedure of SIEG

1) Az B g o] A (Calibration) T4 :
AAA7] Aeore] ZZEFRul7(Rearfoot marker)?] HUXE %73 3t wA=

Hy -Hi = megy.
o 71A, Hp : n93(D) 248 £33 o9 92 A

Hy' 3747 29©)AA $53 o9 910,
2) A %3 Normalization) ©4) :
APAE ko] AFA vlm PIIE Y3 FHe ZolZ TR vl X WE

Ras s wAs (Hp-HiyLig o9y,

7] A, L . oA gGApe] FH 7Zo](Heel to 2nd metatarsal joint)o]Th.

382



99 29 AE S8 AIE TEHR] U dZr] T F wtFo R THE
ety el AL A4V 27 AHAA L7 AHAA HEsE el 57
o gz AL JelyE A4 (Severity index)= A(1)3 2t}

SIEG = jm“’(Hg milif Jdt
HC (1) L%
A71A, HCt) : %7] 942Z+7] A A (Heel contact time)
TO(t) : AZH] %271 §2ZH7] A - (Toe off time)
SIEG ¥ RByEN 1182(L54dz, 2dE, 49 T3 H/NHES AAs] A4
ANOVAS}H #2x] o2& Hgsldon, 10 AFAHE HrMX(Rating scale)E 71F22 Frt
€9 HAFAFS HASsA

3. 4% 3 n#
<Table 2> £ dFoA AAE SIEGS H3yPEA118264 Z+zt NM3 MO, NM#
SE 2831 MO$% S EFES A4 245 JebdTHP<0.05). EEH 11849
$ NM# MO1§¢ %evg A BRaA Rebe Aoz yehgou, SIEGE A% =
27 BH fo4el Yt Aoz Ushgth £E, SIEGE T 12245 082
o= NM3t MO 1§72 ¥R&e]l $45: Aoz UehgthP<0.05).

<Table 2> The result of Tukey's significant difference test

O.u

r\l
lo

!
=
%

Statistical difference(PWC)
Code | Variable | Type | Unit NM vs MO NM vs SE MO vs SE
1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
Index SIEG Foot - - * * * * * *
A0 Ankle Angle ° * * *
Al Ankle Angle ° - * *
A2 Ankle Angle ° * * *
A3 Ankle Angle ° * * *
. A4 Ankle Angle ° * * *
Gait
1 MO Ankle |Moment |Nm/kg| * B * * N * - . *
factors M1 Ankle |Moment |{Nm/kg| - - -
M2 Ankle |Moment |Nm/kg| - * *
PO Ankle Power | W/kg | * * *
Pl Ankle Power | W/kg | - * -
P2 Ankle Power | W/kg | * * *
P3 Ankle Power | W/kg | - - -

* Significant at p<0.05

PWC : Pariwise comparisons

NM : Normal and Mild group, MO: Moderate group, SE : Severe group
1 : Comparison in each variable

2 ' Comparison with SEIG and Gait 11 factors

3 : PWC with 12 factors including SEIG and Gait 11 factors in 3 groups
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<Fig. 2> ¥ A RAEL o] &3t (a)e BayEA 11224718 o83 Hxrd Z (b)Y
SIEGE T3 1224 HX 299 AAAIo|t), H7MA(Rating scale)E 7122 HE
T2 Hrstge A BHEA 11228 o]4§ dFrde AFER )= 0.85290]
SIEGE &% 12824 HAANEDY HIER o) E 0943022 eRT
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(a) Validation model using gait 11 factors (R%ode= 0.8529)
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(b) Validation model using gait 12 factors including SIEG (R’Moda= 0.9430)
<Fig. 2> Validation result of equinus gait classification model using 11 gait factors
and SIEG

4. 8% 2 HE

SIEG % B3ydEA 1184F o]&3d 39 AII1FS &7 243, BEAEHCA
SIEGE 32§39 Aolg& EF 5%FoFEdA €77 7Hsd Aoz vyt a3y,
BPRA 11849S o]£3 oA Normal and Mild group® Moderate group®] +#/&

o] 2A1A foAe] gle Aoz JElnt ojeid AT HPEH 11849 HES &
A& 7]A%. E3], M1 P4 Al 2§79 XolE A9gslted foAo] glemz B
Mo BAAe 42 BE § gl

A=

ol FAAA A FARL I FHdo] EF FAd FYdvn & F
Aol oqRure #AAY F Ut 53|, BIPEH 11849 AS, F4 ALY duA
(Correlation)e] A &A57] W) ol8d a7E 1ad 2L T Ystd 19X
298 o] &3t BAM3ct H7A(Rating scale)E 7|FL2 RYPEY 11848 o] 43
o 249 dzrde FFERHE 085292 Ueton, SIEGS RYPEA 11925 AF
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o] EAHF dErde] AFERIE 0943022 eyt oleld AFHE SIEGY YR
411848 BHE A58Y £4 29 BYREAS Fo 112478 o8 24 2dn
% ERES 9%AE ®Y & &S dehac

2 A72%E ooy, ¥23 29 JuustE o4 SIEG/ BIRNS B o
Sl RAYET TFUY Re BAES Mold, Awe] AT BE AAIA o e
&S Yehdo, £, 92 RS o]§dd oFrdg FAI A, BYPRY 1184
9} SIEGE T8¢ #ARde HyEY 118470L o843 o2 Zdnt =2 AL E
Yetlis Zez dddr g, /gy SIEGE ol§dtd #xte AMNALES Hrles
R A2 BEHE 59 7 Jdov, BAE o[ &3 AFo| o]F4d o= YN AHE

o w& lsAE ANE + U Aoz wudh
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