%5345 H4H AHIFERFFROE AT R Vol.53 No.4
2025 %7 A Journal of Henan Normal University (Natural Science Edition) Jul. 2025

ZNEEREES S MNE R Ty R N (YA ES
AIPIEZ R NRISEALD

RES, FALRKEFR, MR8 KEA
CRJEH TR KT 5@ TR, KI5 030024

 E.[AMISEST 2 Fid BT T e B 5645 A % (functional ankle instability, FAD 3 047 H i 45 1] %
Bl 55 Zh AR I R RGE 3l 2% gl g 2 RV 0 5 ) 30 R 4% 48 s S ] R DG Y 4 5L 7E BT R OG Y L A4 T DAY 4R 3 0L B
[T EEIA 10 45 SBEMEBR 7 A8 M IR Xt 4 L 38 i Nokov Mars2H £L 40 E 5 3 418 Sh il #E & 55 1 Bertec 3 4k
3 & AT 32 1A 53 0 T 2 W A R s B BRI (R BT Al 4 B BE AL 5 A A D | A Bk T b B A 0 ik
FEVE MBI VERYIZ 32 5 B AR SR T 3 X3 A M4 J7 22 Ay It I iR 3P B R S AE X FAT 8 a3 2= f gl ) 4 4
TE 5% [ 45 5 18h VR FndP BRAN X FAL 25 3 1 GRF W (E A W2 M358 BAE I (F .0 =16.87,P<C0.001) . 5 7R 8§ AF: faf
LA L, P A W B T s FAT 35 25 A 20 B OC T B 1 (P <<0.001) . N B (P<C0.001, P =0.001) &tk
i ROM(P =0.001,P<C0.001) X5 ] €M (P =0.005,P =0.002) 13 & GRF W& (P<C0.001) , ¥4 K B 56 45 JE i
1 (P<C0.001, P =0.002) FIFE ELJ7 1] TTP (P<C0.001) .4 b2 W4 47 21, 3 4 1wl o/ s B O 9 &R i ROMI(P =
0.002) MIE 1 GRF I {H (P <C0.001) , 34 K 515 it i1 /1 (P <C0.001) FTE 5 17 TTP(P =0.004).[ 45 JFAT # il &
SR T A A BB e AT o A SR G Y e . 5 0 M A R B SR 4 R Y B B R T

SRERTR] s FAT SR 5 B 3 B 2 RO 37 B 5 B OG5 411005 5 % Bk 35 M A AT

FEDES R318 XERFRERD: A XEHRS :1000-2367(2025)04-0141-08

TRE W 2 B OG0 N R i W R 2 — B B AR L AR S T (30.0%6) | LR K M
(45.0%0) (A48 (10.0 %0) (BRA5] (5.0 %) (A (5.0 76) 245 Bk (2.5 %0) R (81 (2.5 %0 . 5 il 9 Hb i 245 1)
S 1 RO T B 05 fe A B L G B C T B A 0 75.0 % L AT R T X 2 AN S EFERE IS SRR O
L 2 i A R OC AR M RS A 3z Bl R A SR A 1 s R — o AR L B B OG L A R
A 2.5 00 AH FCAL O R BE AR Ry 7™ L 22 A BB R OG5 107 40 28 L I 4 81 b BRI 7 b L 45 000 U R 45 Bk
AR R BRSO HL0 0 s A SR A BRI B 405 P BROCT HLA L R MR DG LA JE S g L e A
FEFE 40 %0 ~75 %6 By AN R 5 T HLA5 S8 T RE &R KU 18 M B O AN (chronic ankle instability, CAD
R R T BRI WA N B B B AR B A 4F R R SR HERTEL 455 6 PR A (4 8% 5 5 b 22 AL
AHLE S BN E KB A E XN SRt B 2635 A Fa %E (functional ankle instability, FAD . B 5& 75 #t
28 JIL PR AR AN 2 3 WY DG 3 A5 Fe T Y A5 AR ) R AT 3 A R 45 S 23 ki as Bl g R b Y 2 AR o
A AN

Wofs B #3:2024-09-27 ;48 2 H 3 :2024-11-06.

ESTH: o #w 35 SCRBF T 5 B #E SE BT H (2021050026 5 2024 4F 1L PG 4 1oy S 24 A S 2% B0E Q0 B T H
(J20240379) ;2024 4F £ 1L PG 44 WF 7 £ Zf BT I H (2024SZ04) 3 KF I TR 2T AL TR E 2% B 1.

RN (BEMEE) KL A983—), 2 IV BB RFIL T RS2 HE, WA, R ST7 0 A8 2 AW ) % Rz 3l
filt FE A2 3#F , E-mail : meizhen1116 @163.com.

SIRARI KER T, RER, SR R B FAT #4105 & & 3 AF T B0z 22 18l 2 R AF 5952 w0 [J 130 B 0 9 Ok 27
A CH KRB D 2025, 53 (4) ; 141-148. (Zhang Meizhen, Yin Chao, Zhang Zeyi, et al. Effects of different
ankle braces on lower extremity kinematics and kinetics for FAI During High-risk maneuvers related to ankle
sprains[ ] ]. Journal of Henan Normal University (Natural Science Edition), 2025, 53 (4): 141-148. DOI: 10.
16366/.cnki.1000-2367.2024.09.27.0001.)



142 T IR IL K FIRCA RAF RO 2025 4

5T 2 W, 30t 304 o SR O 4 ] T JUL PAY g A0 el 2 UL A 0 T 1 2 R A R S 1 3 L N L 25
T TR g T R S T 10 B T B B BR AR G 5 UK T8 T 8038 il (range of motion, ROM) J5 T £ 94 UE
WA T 05 $L 4 S0l 2 7652 3l 5 TRy AR 950 W 200 e A, 5 A A B L 47 BRA PR A TR SR L )
TARAE TG B A T E R AR L R R 2 Bl o A /N S R T A 2 A S 3 R 0 O M A 2 g
CF A/ 2200 X0 2 28 W 3P BR A 8 AN R O  [8  3h 10 D E A 7 BR e VR BR DG T 1 — S8 B i A0 T
Jot ) 47 ) A R S B TR E 32 Sl B v i B 9 22 2 T DD RE AR 4P BRI T D R R
A& WL AE Y 22 LA A AR NG L A [R] 28 R4 BRI Sl AR A B R o DL R B 5 ROR B 28 5 R
G A7 AL — 5 A B AERADUER S P Bk v A B s PR 85T AT B0 S 38 2 W1 S R~ T P B R el R SG Y
e I P AR ABUIR T8 0 B30 R LA S S A 2 2 i A S B B R mT LB 3 9 B R R R RO Y
B Af AR JE £ . CORDOVA S5 GBI T4 H L 2 W3 R L 2R S8k 4 R AR 5 A 50t el J2 B A 62 %%
A JEE o SR T 3 26 T 5 2 A il = 552 P 20 J) R O ASE 4D S 56 A 05 19 3 b ik 8 o, T BB 2 B R AY  of v iR
SCHERR T 3% ] BE S BO R 51 12 B i B A SR K AR PP AG AN A2 D 1 S R A 0 R ) DR AP LR A B S
Ao AU B S A S A L A s I R i E R A Bl B L ALK 8 B S A A R X S B St i 52
By 2P R AE M T S AE P 0 L JUL PR P R A 468 T T i A 38 R A S B 2 W A R R R 2
SERANRES B4 R4 R B A8 FR A O L) B0 7R I A RO P R S — TR S U4 o A B R ET LR
0570 2 B R G U PN SRR AR RS L Xk 2 R R A B A AR AN O S R P JE 1 45
R T B TAE AT BRSO HLAT v S SR AN [ 0 R 7 0 AOR

2 L R D REE BROC T AR E AR ST X S 05 S AR L e v 000 LR B A% el Bk 4
HEAT B 5 38 A 43 B ] B 4 T M B A ] B4 BT FAT AR SE PR A i 2 AR R B2 36 5w 1 52 e, AR F
FERAG O FAT 5 70 30 5B OC 1Y 345258 B I 4 Bk 5 ] 5 A9 52 3 40K 4l 56 T DU ST RIS B9F 58 H A9 56 10E A
AR 2 IR R S R X BT FAT RO HL 0 A U ORI v M ) A2 Bl R AE AT fE
CIRZE:CiR

1 HARMNEKEFHIE

1.1 #xEIFH

A AR T RE M R DG AN AR E 2 Wi AR HERE IR S 2 . S 5 B WG UL N &M 20401 2 W
KATHLA » HAEDIRENS 3l b g sz B 061 R 458 IR PG SRR 22 BROCW AR R UE iR P4 A5 AN 24 40 A
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HBAAY FAT B AR Rk S bR v, 354 T 10 BINFEMEBE LW AR B FH GERLE DA R T
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Tab. 1 Basic information of subjects

Bt /em A i/ kg YIZRAERR /a CAIT 4>/ 45r

183.6£5.8 78.1£5.9 5.843.0 19.8£1.9

1.2 WMRFG*E
1.2.1 SLBEE
ARBFRXFHE T 2 Fh 2SR dr . gk P B3R (195 Y, € [/, McDavid) F12 Wl 4 7 B (Active ankle T2, 2
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(a) FEPEPER (b) R4 R )
(a) U7 (b) RSB E I (o) BRA SRS 1
B PR AR R
Fig. 1 Schematic diagram of the type B2 Ra e s
of ankle brace Fig.2 Diagram of maneuvers
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RF5E R A Cortex-64 2.6.2(Motion Analysis Inc, USA) A Xt iz 3 2% B4 3647 40 . 8 15 [ 6 s s,
P AR T Y 22 W AR R, 5 ) FH AR A 03150 3 4 £ B8 AR I b 5 A5 A b 8 7 5 2 Ak b 2R LR BBR A AR R
F/INBR A B 2R 7 AR A 28 R R AT DB ZE WG AT OB AR S OO s AR BELL 455 9 B 58 4L
I8 F0E A AR AR 2R TSR 0GB b AR AR R BR AR AR AR H B O R A B A b R LA R A 5CT rh o AR
B 2 . T OG5 7 Bl b Sy TR P AR A5 /N R AR AR R H AR L AR DL B R ST Hh O s BROGTS R
O S P R RN A R S AR A L P A B A RN P N A A S e 28 o Bl Ly SR = Bl B Sh AL BT
A b 75 A BR B 48 38 Butterworth {15 38 38 I 25 7 3 AL B, BT R O 13 Hz g = s E e &l
50 HzR) I 3 I A0 31, Bl 5 38 32 306 1) 3h F1 24 07 78 MS3D7.0 84 (Motion Soft Inc, USA) G5 T 3 4k 7
L IR UEAT bR o AL (7 R 0 BR LA B v CHD FIR (W) (1 Jfe B . 35 b st 220 s S ok 3B B b 1f s A L )
(ground reaction force, GRF)# i 20 N (1) B 8] , W {5 I 2 52 48 5C 15 16 3l 3k 3 fe K2 B . OC 49 1% 3h 78 [
ROM 248 15 A B 19 B KAH 5 f /ME 22 ) 19 25 GRFE B8 9 b v Ak o 1R 3 19 435 8k, IR 9 338 7 s 31
GRF W8 ir 75 B9 5 7] (time to peak GRF, TTP).
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AW I 3} 3 B BB BUR 7 22001 (ANOV A FRFEAS [ B 535§ 2 e Bt L s B8 L2k Wi
PEFE K S EAT 45 (D) | Zufs e Bk 4 1 L SRR % 1) S TR B8 Bl AR W ) 2E A B S L TR 2R TR AT AR
2 HAE R 0 43 500 i A B R 28 T 2 43 AT 43 0l LU 3K S VR ) P BR8] R B2 2l AR W) ) 24 R AE I 22 5 R0 2
K LSD #EATRLIE - e 153 BT 169 5 2 P A o e O — 2R iR 2R AN K T 0.05.
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XU 2R 7 28 53 0 45 % W 37 BRFN B /R AU X 2 B GRF W (A 0 3 28 HAE I (Fri =16.87, P <
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0.001).
2.1 PERMHEMBEXTIEEM HENZ I

PR Ry 20 W a5 R W M A T OO BRRAS L FAT 2 U 38 4 R 2 W 47 R 25wt vt 221 BB 56 Y B e
(38.5° vs. 15.1° vs. 16.1°, P<C0.001, P<C0.001) . N &l f (7.4° vs. 1.67 vs. 0.3°, P<C0.001,P =0.001) FH %k
i ROM(14.5° vs. 10.0° vs. 12.6°, P =0.001,P<C0.001) & & F&EAK. 53 41 . 5 2 W PE B BAH e FAT 2 il 8 56
PEFPER I BCR T ROM(P =0.002) WY S 3/ A6 A5 & BRAS A 25 10 T FAT 35 BRAE 5058 7% Hb 30 1 19 BROC
4R ROM #5224 (47.4° vs. 43.3°, P =0.018) Fl 22 Bk 3 /E K (47.4° vs. 41.8°, P =0.001) , Al ¥
TCAP R L B I MRS R A T 0% ~19 % .0 %~ 26 %6 1 Bk AH BAL R 7 b 52 wh 4 b BR R FAT 2% 556 3 B R
1 (P<0.05) (& 3).
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Fig.3 Effect of ankle braces and maneuvers on ankle kinematics

22 HEBEMBENEMBREXATEHEMD AENZN

BT R T 20 W 4 R W AR S A e e P B FAT 2 (85 0 4 B s 35 b Ik 220 s 56 1 Ji il A 4K
(15.5° vs. 34.0°, P<C0.001), BEX T MBI A (—2.6° vs. —0.23°, P =0.034) FI N JEM (12.0° vs. 2.2°, P =
0.005) Y /IN AR - W1 470 S ek 25 b Bsf 2200 O 74 J i £ (15.5° vs. 22.0°, P=0.002) F1 N JiE F1 %6 (—0.000 3HW
vs. 0.000 6HW , P =0.029) 8 F, 3 N HE A /N (12.0° vs. 1.2°, P =0.002). A5, 41 L2 Wi 4 B0, FAT
A A A R i OGR4 R (22.0° vs. 34.0°, P<C0.001) , WLER 2.
2.3 EEAMBNEX GRF #1 TTP K80

BRI R 7 2200 Wr & R R B AR Fe o 47 B, FAT 5 S0 53 0 = 4 47 BRI i 07 ) TTP &4 (42.3 ms
vs. 113 ms vs. 88.2 ms,P<C0.001,P<0.001) . H 1, 7E 245 M) (10.7W vs. 3.7W vs. 5.1W, P <0.001,P <<
0.001) 244 Bk (11.0W vs. 3.8W vs. 5.0W, P<C0.001, P <C0.001) Fl Bk 208 7% Hb (19.1W vs. 3.7W vs.
5.0W, P<C0.001, P<C0.001) BifEH , FAT 2 (il B 5 2 12 Wk 4 BRI 22 B GRE W AE 35 980/ A8 To 4 BRAR S
L FAL 25 B4 5 bR 7% Hb B 3 B GRE WA 28 T 25 M D) (19.1W vs. 10.7W, P<C0.001) Fl 2455 & Bk (19.
IW vs. 11.0W,P<C0.001) (5% 3).
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Tab. 2 Effect of ankle braces and maneuvers on knee angle and moment at initial contact

A apEi Bk Bk A 5 7%
TP B s ERlRE Tair Bk iR 2 4 T B iR W4

s
AL

R EM /(D 16.347.3" 34.647.8° 22.4£9.8 15.946.9" 32.945.9° 22.0+11.3 14.246.5* 34.6+7.8° 21.7+£7.7
XA ANBIfM /() —2.626.30 —0.3+4.8 - 1.743.7 —3.243.4* —0.1+4.9 —1.84+4.3 —1.942.8 —0.3+1.8 —1.4+3.5
JEXRATNTEM /) 3.8+11.4% 3.7+14.4 2.2+11.8 16.14+9.9 2.4+12.7 0.3+£15.7 16.0+9.7®> 0.4+14.6 0.9+17.3
JWs 571 Jm it %/ (HW) 0.024220.012 0.011220,006  0.033220.011  0.025220.008 0.0172:0.007  0.0332=0.016  0.0262=0.009 0.0147=0.007 0.0312-0.014

BT NANEE S/ —0.002 7 —0.003 24 —0.001 84 —0.001 3£ 0.000 24= —0.000 8 —0.004 7t 0.000 9= —0.003 6+
(HW) 0.006 4 0.004 5 0.006 9 0.003 8 0.005 1 0.010 9 0.005 8 0.002 9 0.011 3

RS INAMIE S5/ —0.000 14 0.000 7= 0.000 44+ —0.000 54 0.000 3+  0.000 64 —0.000 44 0.000 4+  0.000 8+
(HW) 0.002 1P 0.000 8 0.001 2 0.002 0P 0.002 9 0.001 1 0.001 9P 0.001 6 0.000 9

TE ca FOR PR RS JE IR BRAEAE 035 22 52 5 b FR R Rk 4 B T B BR AR AR 3 05 5 s ¢ FOR L P B ol A P SR A 2 S

T
3 PBRFZHIEXT GRF # TTP B %M
Tab. 3 Effect of braces and maneuvers on GRF and TTP
S SR Bk Bk A 2R D 5 b
AR

T A B PR SRR To g B PRk SRELRE Al SR 2 R

i GRF I&{l /W 0.740.3%  0.140.1¢ 0.440.1 0.6+0.3"  0.240.2¢ 0.440.1 0.6+0.2"% 0,140.1¢ 0.440.1

W4 GRF IE{E/W  1.3+1.1®  0.440.4c 0.740.3 1.2+1.0% 0.34+0.3° 0.84+0.4 1.24+1.0% 0.34+0.3° 0.740.3
P GRF WEE/W  10.742.1% 3740.6° 51408 11.04£2.0® 3.840.8¢ 5.0£1.0 19.1 3.7£0.7¢  5.041.0
FiJR 771 TTP/ms  50.14:42.3*% 212.84153.8 212.7+38.3 40.249.0® 210.8+157.1 217.2+52.4 38.05.0® 213.2154.0 211.4+45.8
WA TTP/ms  33.4+14.0%  86.04£61.2 72.1+63.4 39.6+12.1% 129.34+82.3 76.9467.8 32.24+15.2% 82.74+78.6 80.2469.2

FEE 7 TTP/ms  40.9+3.4% 108.1+£71.5¢ 85.3£36.7 40.9146.0 129+63.8° 82.0+36.3 4514580 101.3+83.4c 97.3+32.4

3 S5t

3.1 APERABNEX R X T EY S F R

A ST L5 SRAT SR AP ERR A W 4 R L T3 R RE A5 AT R AR FAT 35 35 Ml I 220 BROC T P B AR LB
JiE A VAR T ROM, S T+ 1 BR 519 35 Ml B B9 A2 18, DT AT B R AR BR O 1 1L 403 IXURS: 3 — T B -5 3 4 =7 4
PEAH I R J5 54 HH 24 70 00 (Y BROCT 450405 el ok B P9 BRI B T SRR A o B A I S S R G P B A
AT LB SN A A G D0 1A KU 6 A RO 1 A3 s B A L B A A 0 RT e B AR BT
W R BRUE FE R BT A9 T BEMET T DIGIOV ANNI 451 F 77 36 B Fifi 25 B 56 55 B0t £ A9 388 K B Jk 15 47
A A B 2 78 R R RE S B A ST — 20 R B A RAT R S Sl A A5 U | S Bk v R A PR
R 7 3t FRF o T AT 5 i R~ A R AT L 3 BIR ) R OGN 4 32 Bl AR T G A St I S A 2 AT M B
AN P 3P BRUR > WP S BR R BRSOG4 X R RE A IR I B A A 22 S L SRR AAIE T AR F
FERY L FAE FAT 2 I 2R EAT 5 45005 A0 OC 19 153 1 v 3t S 7R I FTRE By 47 28R B L 3 Ak L ARSI
e B B R PR AR BR G P A0 B D T A ROCR B8 3 L 3X S CORDOVA S5 1 BIF 58— 8. 58 H R AL AT
RE UR T 47 BRAERE AN S5 0, 1 I R A0EF 2F5 WA St Al xR OG5 7 00 3 A7 S 4% AR 4 T 9 v B R U G 5 8
TG AR P R A A PG R W B R L T S A A IR o R G T AR T 8 9
25 b AR 5T SRR (8 FH S R W A BROR BR ) FAT SR % (9 BROC 38 2h, X T e A B s> 2 L0 10
A
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ABEFELAE AL R FAT s A p NI 3 BRAE L JC 4 BT B OGN B J 38 Je 30 20 31 61 G . 3 5 L ]
REAT I TV 1l 2% o 185 B8 5G40 5 R T 3% 33 B — B A 4 04 5 b 3R L T ke G A AR K B Ml T R A g
T80 /IN T A7 A SR S 6F T FAT 255 38 RBR OGS R T80 3% 2 L, D00 RT e 2 184 R JUL PR B 900t 1) 28 i DA
7T 14 A IR G 4 1 P 453 43 DR, 7 s, 5 R o) R DG R T 3% 0 40 PR AN ) 1 % e o L o 1T e A D O
OB LR R A O A G I, R T B8 3G N R OGN H A A A i KU e A o T i T B A D AT g
o) b A% 3o ZE A L T O T ol G B0 far B 0 HE AR B SR, 2 i A BRI SR S B OG T % R T 2 i LT
SRR PR EE A TR e T ARV AR M O T BRGNS b, — SCHARL Y R B A M B B N % RE 8 B R
AT E IR T 32 3l 6] B A 2 SO R T TS Sl E AR T R R L FAT & R AT B S 5 V& s s PR i, B
BR OGN I R T I 2 30 R A U0 | 2 fs B Bk B R, 3 AT RE R N ) RN 2 fe ke Bk 0K 2 5 35 AR o M S Sr BV i AT
) ey = 3 RS BN, T B R AT — s 0 W Ok S A e Sl A L DA S 3RO IR T 1 3 sh v R Az B A
Bk A SR 5 b EE R T M TR B AR T 0 K HE DN N A AT B 23 10 2R HR T I 3 1 L DA SR ARG M 27 b B Hi e
() wpdi g

FH UG AT DL FAT 25 J0 18 o (3 5i P 470 B30 2 21 WP 4 R 1 8 A A8 42 ol R OG5 1) o8 8 A L B A1 D S0IR
AT 1) 37 Sl B a2 177 S B0 B 4 T e R S b 3 A R PR TR G Y AR 1 I 309 TR T A AR T NI 4
R B B Sk B 00 R A RGOR S AR B AL B 4 0 PR
32 PBRMHENBEXTENNZENEM

AHE ST EE B FAT 5 i A2 R 3 B T OG5 i A 15 K. 3 L GRE /)y, ik 1) W (8 ) i) (0]
JIT A A 33X 0 A Ak R R AR (5 I R L Hl R W T AR 1) S TR B E B RE A2 AT AU ZE vp GRF, 18 K B 3k W {H
F18 B R] 5 DA TR R e AR R OG5 0 493 1 XU L e A o R F 5 2 AF 552 R O 19 e 11 A 3 5 i 28 L) 462405 %%
HH DG o 3z /N 9 R 6 JaR il A 2 7 A KA IR 1 BT U0 0, B IR A8 SR A 0 KU AR B 5 A T A B
FAT i3 4 BR S W OCTT PR IE A7 U004 ) 2 5801 4 BRI 2 — 2D i/ 17 T8 OG5 A0 B AR I A o 2% R S 3
FERN L RSEATANEI A L E M T BE S ACL 5455 KUK A 56, BRI i oA 28 B 3800 28 1 FAT 25 fiil 58 3 4 A
1 NI 7 BR824 AR X T 08/ RO 458 45 XU L AT B A S R T O 75 i 28 S I TR A S e AT
P IRE.

TEAWE T v, BRAE 50 I 9% 1 20 A 77 A 09 3 1 b 1 S PR D B0 R 24 ke Bk i b Bl AR A 3 R .
VALDERRABANO 4™ & 8, 3R HEY GRE 1T REHE TR 5C7 #1475 19 KU , I 7T B8 02 2F 81 OG5 i iR 17 4
AKX ARARUE T A o] Y Hiu B R OG5 405 IRURS: B R A A5 OC T 9 2, FAT SB35 v fig £ 38 A2 BR OG443 FaR 47
PEAR A 1A R A5 | 5 A B L 38 1T B8 i B BR O 1 T REAZ B, ™ i i) 8 22 % J ol A 0 Pk B G TT R
SEH A AT RE A FAT 2 BROCTHT 1P 2 LA 45 1 BB ) 8 2% . T BOBR OG5 450405 KURG: 38 KL IR G, xF 7 FAT B,
P GRE (438 i xsf T 750 By B4 OG5 45405 00y J 2L
33 MIRMERERREE

AT ST R AT FAT 25 EA [7) 28 B4 BR AT V% H 3l 4R B 932 2l 38 I, L i SR 6 1 S B o B AT — 78
M FE T R AR, INAEAE — S8 Jy BR M AG DF 58 4 10 BROCTH 005 ) R g R s 0 R 2B AR 15~ 19 % Z ), 15~
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Effects of different ankle braces on lower extremity kinematics and kinetics for
FAI during high-risk maneuvers related to ankle sprains

Zhang Meizhen, Yin Chao, Zhang Zeyi, Yang Yimin, Zhang Zhenlong
(School of Physical Education and Health Engineering, Taiyuan University of Technology., Taiyuan 030024, China)

Abstract: [Objective]The study aimed to investigate the lower extremity biomechanical characteristics of different ankle
braces on functional ankle instability(FAD individuals during rapid directional changes and landing maneuvers related to ankle
sprains, in order to gain comprehensive understanding of the protective mechanism for ankle braces. [ Methods]10 FAI partici-
pants were randomly selected to wear semi-rigid ankle brace, elastic ankle brace and no ankle brace when performing side-cut-
ting, stop jump landing and single-leg drop jump from box using a random number generator for assignment. 3D motion cap-
ture system(Nokov Mars2H) and force plate(Bertec) were used to obtain kinematic and kinetic data for subjects. A two-way
repeated measures 3 X3 ANOVA was used to verify the effects of ankle brace and maneuvers on lower extremity kinematic and
dynamic characteristics of the lower limbs in individuals with FAIL [Results]The results showed a significant interaction be-
tween maneuver and ankle brace on peak vertical GRF for FAI individual(F, ,;=16.87, P<(0.001). Compared with no ankle
brace, elastic and semi-rigid ankle braces reduced ankle plantarflexion angle(P <C0.001), inversion angle(P <0.001, P =0.
001), frontal plane ROM(P =0.001, P<C0.001), knee internal rotation angle(P =0.005, P =0.002) and peak vertical GRF at
initial contact(P<C0.001), increased knee flexion angle(P<C0.001, P =0.002) and vertical TTP(P<C0.001). In addition, com-
pared with the semi-rigid ankle brace, the elastic brace reduced ankle frontal ROM(P =0.002) and peak vertical GRF(P <0.
001) and increased knee flexion angle(P<C0.001) and vertical TTP(P =0.004). [ Conclusion ]When FAI wears elastic or semi-
rigid ankle protection, it can strengthen the stability of ankle joint. Compared with semi-rigid ankle braces, elastic ankle braces
was more prominent.

Keywords: FAI patient; elastic ankle brace; semi-rigid ankle brace; ankle sprain; lower extremity biomechanics
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