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Figure3 Comparison of knee flexion angles during
forward cut (left) and backward cut (right). Deg.=degree
*P<0.05
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Figure4 Comparison of inter-segmental vertical forces during forward

cut (left) and backward cut (right). %BW=%body weight *P<0.05




7/8

— A — Normal
—4—ACL
Forward Cut Backward Cut
(%BW) (%BW)
50 50
NP NP
0 L+ ._H\ Aty 0 —g=—t—t (Mitr-t
\
-50 | ¥ -50 (
-100 \ l -100 /
Nt/ WL
-150 I\ T -150 A/I—‘ﬂ
il ]
=200 =200
-250 -250
0 100 0 100
(9%Stance Phase) (%Stance Phase)
Figure5 Comparison of inter-segmental posterior forces during
forward cut (left) and backward cut (right). % BW=%body weight
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Figure6 Comparison of inter-segmental knee flexion moments during
forward cut (left) and backward cut (right). %BW * Ht=%body

weight*hight *P<0.05
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Figure7 Comparison of toe out angle and knee inter-segment rotation
moment during forward cut. %6BW * Ht=%body weight*hight *P<0.05
....‘....Normal
—&—ACL
Knee inter-segmental rotation
Toe out angle (%BW * Ht) moment
(Deg.) Int./Ext.
50 FTTT1 : 25
40 | l . [ — T 2 } 1
4 Ky TT1T1T1T = A%t
DT N s AN
L J. l 1+ af "t - H»—og“: \ N
L 1 e 3, .0‘“0.. [
20
0.5 {
10 0
0 0.5
0 100 0 100
(%Stance Phase) (%Stance Phase)

Figure8 Comparison of toe out angle and knee inter-segment rotation moment
during backward cut. %BW * Ht=%body weight*hight *P<0.05



