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Abstract

Purpose and background: The prevalence of diabetes mellitus is increasing
every year in Taiwan. Many complications of DM have a great impact on the
individuals with DM for life time. Neuropathy, sensory loss and muscle deficit
make DM patients change there gaits and postures. These changes of walking
mechanism maybe affect their plantar pressure abnormally. Alternant plantar
pressure applies on different areas of plantar side of feet repeat and repeat.
Finally, patients may suffer form foot ulceration without definite trauma.
Individuals with DM have a higher rate of foot ulceration and lower extremity
amputation than those without diabetes.

Result form previous research, foot ulceration of DM patient is associated with
1 )neuropathy 2)avescular disease. Physical examinations for neuropathy and
avescular disease combine with plantar pressure can predict the possibility of
foot ulceration of DM patients. Furthermore, plantar pressure can also provide
clinicians and health professionals a direct evidence to make up a proper
decision.

The purpose of this study was to determine the pattern of DM patient’s plantar
pressure during level walking. By separating plantar pressure to 10 regions, and
discus pressure associated parameters of these region with other clinical data,
the relationships between plantar pressure and result of clinical examinations
could be found.

Methods: 432 subjects with DM patients participated in this study. DM

patients with neuropathy, foot deformity and unable to walk independently
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were excluded. HbAlc and the fasting blood glucose level(A.C.) were
measured. And all of the subjects completed the pressure data collection and
history taking.

Result: We found that subjects with DM have increased mean pressure on 2™
metatarsal bone and 3™ metatarsal bone. Mean load rate on heel was higher
than other areas. Impulse on 2™ metatarsal bone was the highest of foot.
Maximum peak pressure was located on 2" metatarsal and 3™ metatarsal done.
Discussion: The highest plantar pressure was located on forefoot 2" metatarsal
bone area. As HbA Ic increased, mean pressure and max peak pressure

increased.

Key words: Diabetes mellitus(DM), plantar pressure, neuropathy, deformity,

ulceration.
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(Weist, Eils & Rosenbaum, 2004) ;2006 5 Mao % A#3, KR AE &)

@R P F—EFHEURR BN ZERBRNBERS AR N L
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THATABETFR I ZRAMBEROBE R F(RIXKE, 2003) - 2K
JB 77 4,35 %7 & P A2 38 18 A8 DA B R B &9 3R3T 0 2004 S5 Birtane SA R
Tuna #R3THEH 4 S REEE Z REB A A A ER ° RFFE/—
B iR T B3 KRB BUR 4R R T 0 M LtbAe B RCR BA
RABMERAREMHNEZRERR REBANZRELRAHR
eff B — B T Bz > RREN TRERKER BAEWGEE B

ARIffH EELEBENSETEETEZNEY -

EANG HERERHZHH

%A ReES  RRBEAWAEZ T EA B0l BTN

_\_\_
EX}
W&

GARRAE T 0 — L 2 B A DB B R AR A B Rk
AR S A R R 5y ax & AT (fore foot) $2 & 48 2 (rare foot) Fy3f -
SELERE R ARG RN A G LT ARE LN ERE M
FEABMRELETRARNGZRANERAREE SR L
AE & — 2 FR A Bk R B 6 45 4 (Caselli, 2002) 5 A AR ANE 849 45 &K 5

2 10 /8 & 5% » &3] % ik (heel) )9 sMMal v & ~ 2 ¥ (mid foot) 73 SMal
& ~ % — B0 E 5 (1% metatarsal bone) ~ % =¥ 5 (2™ metatarsal bone) ~

9 B E B (3", 4"&5™ metatarsal bone) ~ A By 2k (hallux) ~ % =B

pi
|1y

BE(2" toe) A B & = ) BB RE(3-5" toe) 4 L & B 3K e) R N 1B

- 15 -



B ey X THERER  FLEBEANEROEX BT 22X
b B 3R B AR B 3018 R 4 2 BLR 45 1 (Prabhu, 2001) 0 B R 5 — 5
—HtE oy AWRE 0 A E A RE R ISREIE KR B R AR EK
BELERRYER - BN 4 10 AES - Bus% A4 2005 £ 7
RO Bk Bl B ST L GG RR K 0 AR R Bk o te AR 093 o tm i B 4
1B & 3% > M Mo £ SLHP PR B 3R R AR AL 3B B4R RE MRIER % 3t » 3% Anifl 8
ZAEFETE o SRR K B BAR T AT AEME A B R E N A B B B
R NEZTF 0 GRS AN IR o B R AT W sMal ~ sk M S o
LA B R F (Stebbins et al, 2005) » 2, # 4§ RIEH A4 @A/ R LML
BIAIAB$ A K > B 5 & A B R M o] AE 3 R B 69 IRF - M A&
RN RETHERGEREENT RO T ARLELERE S LK
RO ER > mABERE S T o (COP) A By 384T R ALFE R 69 4T
£ F5 1 (Kimmeskamp et al, 2001) - RE & 5 & 7 X - &R &8 5] 4 &
AW BRRE - FTHBRRERBNARERSE  AEK
RAE > MITFRGGHE SRR ERBIIABBAR » % F An BHE IR

BRBNRERANGEA B ERBEGR TS MR BRD K

\\\
==

TR SRR R R A B AS E P RE R T &R

N R EFEQHEEARLE > A BN E F A SHEFEERN Y

ERUBRBATRNZE - REBRANm 53 IR AF R4

- 16 -



JE 71 (pressure)— I8 » B o H LR BB PR > AKH B A B RR L
FRREBIR R R ZITAE ) RGHIRE - — R BBENELE TRTRIMN
RINAEBEZIS BRAGAZFHN L EZGER NARNFER
44 AE & R BAR ) B ] 5 - A (pressure-time integral) 5% % 187 & (impact)
MMIAET ERBRERAD > AABERTUEH S EHRAEL —X
¥ A HA(gait cycle)® XA R /) S8 > RRITARARFTGRE—1E
B TR —BARKABRNIEE  FLBASBEABFLET
EEREA M o PTAERE IR R R IR T AR E MR A
B BAT AL BRI R & AR ) 69454% (Donaghue, 1996; Armstrong,
2004) - Mk FR T @EYAR 0 RERER GG ZEFBRTTIEAER

o G R E R T RE R T AR

-17 -



REF PRI IEERT R

F— FRRAEE
AR 2B W EREHEAR R EEAN LN B 4 BATRF
@A MY RIEA T - ARFTR B 8RR R 2 %

& RRARZA TR AL T BAT -

PR BB T B HE Bk R 2 4R

4 N\
i
t3 i )3 b 4
A
g J
y
R EBHH I E 2 &
| A
4 N 2 g N
E3 s
E i i Z“%’ s
’f V3es “,f-fri
B i "
# x B 4 i
#
- o\l J \ 5 4
[ VO SR S R RIR ]
[ P SRS ] ]

B 3-1: HAREE
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H P b AMRIZREE B B B T Ak B4k B F 2
A mE MG W ERAE > A 5aFR KB LT T &R HET
WG MUABE B &HEEEMRABEITERNENEHR

dn A8 Bl B o AR IR o

%8 HAHZR
AHEAFBRARERS PP BB ERP MR E R B RAS
FHHE R TP S Z 05 B 2k 500 5 2P 4B m 8488 B A 5 6
LW AER 0 W T
L. PR S BB 3R K2 2k B 37 TR SR B 6 3 R 3 &
G2 AR B o (2R A B) FAE K ATIGT) A R %2 M ot B
(IFD)ZRELN °
PEE Mo T
. FFENEATHRAGIATRERGE -
2. RAREEH N L PR CEER LG PR MEARES)
3. BAIATA 10 AR(BRATRATAME) -
4. BAr AR AP S RO (ER A R AP SR EE) > RAEMTERT

BRREET  EHRNZFTZHRE



AR B X A 5 40 ] B R

1. RERZARTHELIZAPHWEANE TR E % KL R BIRE

B2mB o RBELEBEGDE > LEESEERREHE -

2. KRB XS  AERIERWEREIARFAZEE - K

Fl&R B 18 ~ K R AR X B LT A & 4 IR -

-20 -



]

Ei
iy
B
3
&
55

P [ 3% B T BT BRAX A A8 SRR T 3L s

-
=
B2
S
o
48

WA RS ERRERN A %% S UHFTEZHE - -

2. Footscan & J& & /1 % # (Footscan plate system, RSscan

International., Belgium)

b % # &5 =182 4 » Footscan 3D system ° Footscan 0.5m plate >

Footscan gait software o H 440 F &

& 3- LRRRE ) % B IRAE bm IR

Dimensions Active sensor surface ~ Amount of Sensitivity  Max. Frequency
LxBxH(m) LxB(m) sensors (#) (N/cm?) (Hz)
0,5x0,4x0,008 0,48 x0,32 4096 0,27 -127 500

(& k2 B RSscan International., Belgium. #g4k: http:/www.rsscan.com/)

-21 -



3-2: RERN A% % 0.5m &R 51k
(B 1% & J&: RSscan International., Belgium. #gk: http://www.rsscan.com/)

3. RFFH B

Astra5400 scanner (maxium technologies inc., TW)

O BEAHRE

AR ERAPRRE R EATFHATAR  REESENRES
A SBHEIL  PUTHBR - £ S AZBEREEK
% — 5B ¢ BE JRMx £ (Clinical Examination)
% P 1 RJKR R J )& (Plantar pressure measurement)
% =B ¢ R £l % (History taking)

R S

-22 -



3-4-1 g% k% & (Clinical Examination)

Ba AR & X & 5 A 32 24 & (Physical Examination) sA & B B F 4R
% (Laboratory Examinations) B34 » H PR L EW 2> XL &

VPT test (Vibration Perception Threshold Test) ~ 10-g Semmes-Weinstein

monofilament touch test (Touch-Test Sensory Evaluator; North Coast

Medical, Morgan Hill, CA)xA & #% 25 (Palpation dorsalis pedis A &
posterior tibia &) Ik4%) =F H Rk, ©

& B ¥ ¥ & (Laboratory Examinations) B i £ £8 AT fo 4% > 144 fo
VR =8 A N2 FHE > AR b & F(HbAle)i =18 A 234
U ETHKESAHEERBERFNEITIRE - &AM B E RE

B2 AT AR

3-4-2 % & & /1 5] & (Plantar pressure measurement)

B BATRMHBEEZRER AEFRNATRBEL AR

HEREE - AW EHERER N »AHE » AR F & 4HQ2 step protocol)
MERMEERER > BB AAZFREG T AEZRKRINAE

1B DBRBEZRREARBEHM REHAETKE LESARER
JE BB B Z AR ©

HYREBRABEBEY 2RBLET BAURAZTFHER

-23.-



AT 4 AR R RUR X R R MR R BEE A o R £ 5 ARFE L
W AT NIRRT AL RAR/ERAER  HBREAN S > LB
RXAFROTIHRE 1-3 R LER TR EHETERT IR > B
MES I EFERBME > AFGemT T MR HBTER
WE ST EERABRKEN EXBREME R —RFH

BP3E 2Bl H k8 40 £ — HHFAIR 6-8 RE K » BB KA

i
o
5
e
it
A
W

>
[y

e URE R RBIERL T = RBGFREMFEAHE R -

W

AEERFAHUERIGERNT AR

ﬂ
\

—. BEREH

>’r

R AL BT BT AT RAE G RIINRART M aiF

RE R REFHE®H  AEREZARTH -
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2 B
g

e Mg 50t A B P e R g B )

l33;ﬁi4%l¢%ﬁ*“m%um +ﬁ#é%0%mm

i

= BHFH

O

BBREBANAGIAKENER  BETUARES A 4B
R R idido T
a. HRERRAS>AE

MOBR AR AL 3E 3R 0 X — 4850 8% P e D R JE Jy o

-25-



1] Statie Sereen: Bedt Sk 2005/5727 0527_1

on
@
o
&
¥
=t
B

Il Dynamic Sewrw. 20055027 usﬁ:i-:l
® [A] L] R of wf 3 B-Z33 =& Bl
23 v!
ol _—

[ 8w

[0
TN
Zms
o-} o-4
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 832 0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 632
- a9 Time [0176 s # FomesLeft [ 375 [ 416 # Frames Right Grav X [ 578 mom[ 4328 maxtdelta X
%ofstonce phese  [T237 o Framestec | 500 Totel tume Left [0750 s [ 0832 Totl time Right Grav ¥ [0238 mumn[93196 maxdelts ¥

3-5: HERIERN 54 E

-26 -



c. BEMIENFH

AEBBEREN A TEARK > 1A 500Hz 2 I AF T I E B8R R

PIE AR LT 2 E o ARIER J BRI E ST o 1 B
AR AR E B2 fr B # @A (area size) > It B3+ H ) ¥18 & B4
3k 31 HA o 4548 5 P41 25 b 84 P 34 & 7 (mean pressure) > 3 B AR3T H &
A -F3 8 /1 (max mean pressure) ~ & 77 & 37,85 ] (start time) ~ B /) &
R BF e (end time) ~ & KB 77 48 4 B Fd (timing of max pressure) % =
BEE o REBRER D BRI RAREE LRI NG R I3
a3t A 734 & & R (loading rate) » x 1% ¥R 77 85 R oh 42 48 &3t
5 & Z (impulse) 3 BARZHEBRTRRRAREMERRIAMA
(max peak pressure) ¥ £ #t o AF 5 L&k K-FH B /1 (Max P) ~ F35

& % % (MLR) ~ 4 &(Impulse) ~ &k K B2 )& /) MPP)w £ 1E 4 £ &

AN AR BABRERZERBAT HALEZ -

-27 -



d.

Al o

EERT R

Hallux(T1) 6. 4™ Metatarsal(MT4)
Toe 2-5(T2-5) 7. 5™ Metatarsal(MT5)
1* Metatarsal bone(MT1) 8. Mid Foot(MFT)

2" Metatarsal bone(MT2) 9. Medial Heel(MH)
3" Metatarsal bone(MT3) 10. Lateral Heel(LH)

Bl 3-6: RIEE S » &[E

3-4-3 5 & ¥ & (History taking)

AN

SO AR EEEZ AR Y 358X EP*E.@PQ(«

¥~ BATHA BN - M TRERELFE

-28 -
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FRE ERLABRRAZRMEILR

. W3 & £+(2 step protocol)

RELRATIEZ R 4t BAE AW E R BIH AT A B IFIRET 0 2
RSB FE S HBEREN - LM N ERBREART » BAT
EABB X A EFR 0 BT T A R AL R RRE /1 2 &R E Mid
Gait Protocal i & 28 % % & (Bus & de Lange, 2005) - #8132 R
paE- €2 3 R R

. & 3% -F3E /71 (Mean pressure)

BB A —RHEMLDRIE - nEE-FHELETRE
RFRZ LA RAE  AERTHEALRKTHRE I Max P) - &
&P R SRR A AT R BAWBR T AR BB X
FHRARAMEE R & HRAR —FRE 2L > B4 ANem’ -

. 34 & # % (Mean Loading rate)

B ML G BRI A e @ R AL B R RME Q3w F - R J) 5 R
HE > ASFHBRZRENERGE RN PR - FHFH K
o F

Py —0

Loading rate =
MAX — T 0

P AR TR BRI NR A oREIEAR > BMA



N/em”® « sec o

. f& & (Imupulse)

AEWRZBEEAFHRAHFEME > hR T2 @AXEZ -
FAA—RFEART > ZEHRAXIBREEZIEE F0A
N « sec/ cm” o

. B2 i KR /7 (Max Peak Pressure)
BHE-—BRTOAA R RMEE T e B8 H A5 0 1 7 1R 2]
MRANE BEEBIELEER —BERARIS  TARGTHRA

FE B —B5FIEs k> B4u A N/em® o

FoNE BRI RRE

. B i M3t (descriptive statistic)

DA MR R LS AR ZZRREHN  ERARER I £
oo mABRRER -

. BRTH EHHH (One-way ANOVA)
NERTFHEBOMERBENESHAELEBRIBNRAETABE
. BB A EAHK (Pearson’s correlation coefficients)

IR KA ARMEEAB ST TR R LB ATAE S B AR B X ]
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B A AR -
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FEE MREER

F—8 XRF
ARARZZRHE—H£500 % EFdnEHEEREURS K
MR ERETRDINAEZERIIAGT > RBEEBREAZA 432 4 >
HAbA 222 L4t 210 % B0 FHEE 59.11 12.6 K (min:18,

max:89) » F3 5 5 1609+ 7.9cm - F¥EE F 66.4+ 11.9kg -

% 4- 1. =Rl HEKE R F344E 8142 % £ (MeantS.D)

HE Sk 4

A B 432
% % (cm) 160.9+ 7.9
%% & (kg) 66.4+ 11.9
F#4(years) 59.1+ 12.6

Bt RERHZEH
AERWE 4 HERBR A 28 0 25 AR KTFHRE /1 (Max
P) ~ 735 & {F(MLR) ~ 52 (Impulse) ~ & K E 25 & /1 (MPP) - dy#

BREEFEAERERNMMSBIEZESCERERE HUATR

-32-



R A A 2 80% > B 18 A (D’ m) 2 3k 18 B MI(ND)» B b it B
FRZ - X BZAFHRA D ZEHREBH OB F > BB K ARMEY
BB A U EBE—EBRZIFHRARABALIERFHR AL ELAL S

EARRENRDRHRT -
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& 4-2: FFIERAWEEBE ) 53T 318 #1143 % % (Mean=S.D.)
MaxP MLR Impulse MPP

ND (N/cm?) (N/em® « s) (N + s /cm?) (N/cm?)
T1 11.0£3.9 42.9122.0 2.1%1.1 37.8%16.5
T2-5 2.7+1.2 23.2+21.4 0.410.2 13.3154
MTI1 10.8%4.3 40.4£19.6 2.611.2 26.3112.3
MT2 19.3%4.7 46.4+16.8 52+1.3 48.0+17.1
MT3 222155 48.8+17.8 6.2%1.5 51.9t17.4
MT4 14.213.6 34.2*11.6 4.1%1.2 35.8%10.1
MT5 8.1%3.1 24.9%13.2 2.2%1.0 22.3%110.8
MFT 4.2%11.6 20.0£10.9 1.110.6 15.2%5.7
MH 16.913.5 85.4128.3 4.911.2 38.219.9
LH 15.313.3 75.7124 .3 4.4+1.1 36.918.8

D’m: Domain side - ND: Non-domain side

-34 -



& 438 AW A BIRR /) 4 88 9145 8 ¥ (MeantS.D))

MaxP MLR Impulse MPP

D’m (N/0m2) (N/em® « s) (N + s /cm?) (N/Cm2)
Tl 9.913.5 47.4127.3 1.911.1 32.9116.8
T2-5 3.3%f13 24.8120.3 0.5+0.3 13.915.7
MT1 10.5%3.6 35.1+19.3 2.611.0 29.9+12.6
MT2 22.1%5.7 48.8+17.5 6.011.5 54.3%17.9
MT3 21.0+5.2 44.5116.4 59114 50.7£15.7
MT4 14.1%3.7 33.6%£14.2 43+1.4 33.0£11.5
MT5 8.9%3.5 27.3+14.7 2.611.2 23.7t12.4
MFT 4.5%1.9 22.2+14.6 1.110.8 14.315.9
MH 15.413.4 80.7126.0 4.3+1.2 36.6110.4
LH 15.613.4 82.4131.1 4.5%1.2 36.5%10.7

D’m: Domain side - ND: Non-domain side

MaxP
25
[ ]
Y IS
> 15 / .
g SN/
2 10 |4
G_) N
£ N/ N/
5 \‘; %

[}

T1 T2-5 MT1 MT2 MT3 MT4 MT5 MFT MH LH
Area

4-1: 1B SLIEIE A M-3R )1 0 A b B
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MLR

100
%0 /2*’1
N:E 60 /
S -0, ——Dm
% 40 ‘\ v S
g N . \‘\/ - - -N\D
20 .
0
T1I T2-5 MT1 MT2 MT3 MT4 MT5 MFT MH LH
Area
4-2: EREIEE RT3 a8 BRE A LLERE
Impulse
7
— 6 ’
I v
2 : \\ A
%/ 3 fo - ’l
R N A
5 \ - -*- -ND
n
0 ; ‘ ‘ ‘
T1 T2-5 MT1 MT2 MT3 MT4 MT5 MFT MH LH
Area
4-3: 18 A IE1E A B fE & 0 A tbE
MPP
60
50
“g 40 -
2
Z, 30
D-‘ 1
S ——Dn
- =@u =
10 & ND
0
Tl T2-5 MT1 MT2 MT3 MT4 MT5S MFT MH LH
Area
4-4: 1R gLIENE A B B 2h i KB A1 5 A th B
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R Rk 10 B B By 5] 23R E 34 & KR /1 8 (MaxP) - #8

ok 4-2 2 4-3 - R ERABZ PR RREEN MT2 B(F =

F

PEE) > RSBEAER N MT3 & 5 fmIEIE AR R > T AME%
MT3 & > REHEHNER %EH MT2 B(wE 4-1) -

P aBEmT 0 RAEERAR L AR - 12 IE 18 A B Ik
PRI KA ML > A8 A B R a4 R (R 4-2) o

HETEAE LB IR A LR G2 TN RMEESE AT
Bigow o BRAK Y 2R AMEE AL MT3 BB > MmIEIE A B2 &
AMEHBRA MT2 B3 ©

ERMABRBELZ KRR IFERAB e R R AR /) R MT3
Bk 0 MT2 Rz 0 5 =A% KAMrdk 5 22 28 ABR > AR AE

IR MT2 > MT3 RZ > F =Rtk A REak(RE 4-4) -
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B8 BERKRETH
AEEE ZWEZ T BT D (laboratory data)#E ik & Z #E/b
& % (HbAlc) LA B AR AT s #E(A.C.) » 2 H] 40 30 /& o 4548 B B H - ;AL &
WA A 201 LA BA T tE bk o AR I 2B E Mo

% 4-4 -

£ 44 BRI E TP AR £ (Meant SD)

Ad HbA 1c(%) A.C.(mg/dl)

201 8.0+ 1.6 160.7+ 58.0
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FOE  EBRARETRERER AR

4-4-1 BEARREBENBRELEEERTHR A MM

AN HEBBARANSFE(REX EN R E/ REEH) FA
FHERBABRZARRKE EME > AR E2EEEI R & K3 H A8 B

Mo B BB TR T & -

& 4-5: MEfbh & FREE TR A MGREE
HbAlc vs. Max P-BW/AREA

ND D’m

Area r Sig. r Sig.

Tl 0.444 >0.001* 0406 >0.001*
T2-5 -0.021 0.784 0.041 0.612
MTI1 0.333 >0.001* 0.396 >0.001*
MT2 0.054 0.469 0.255 0.001*
MT3 0.075 0.310 0.08 0.277
MT4 0.046 0.531 0.053 0.468
MTS5 -0.017 0.817 0.087 0.242
MFT -0.003 0.967 0.106 0.164
MH 0.154 0.040%* -0.051 0.494
LH 0.120 0.102 0.072 0.327

*: Pearson Correlation, p<0.05 ° r: correlation coefficient of Pearson Correlation ° Sig.:

significant - D’m: Domain side - ND: Non-domain side °
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30.0

20.0—

~
5
b= 10.0
—
—
0.0
o .
(o) [o) R Sq Linear = 0.197
-10.0—
T T T T T T T T
6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0 11.0 12.0 13.0

HbAlc

4-5: FEIER R T1 BAEib o &6 & S5 KR ) 1H #0146 B

30.0—

20.0—

10.0—

L3 Max P

0.0

© P R Sq Linear = 0.111

-10.0—

6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0 110 120 13.0
HbAlc

4-6: FEIE R B MT1 &1t & % 235k KR /1 8541 B]
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30.0
o
o
04 o
o
2007 o 8o 8 o o
0 6o o® o © o © °
8 0© P 9 ° o
o) o o
o 9% O B © 0 5
e B J %8 o
2 10.0— o0 o0 (o]
3 0 §°6°8°o©°o§ 6988 oo ©° ©° 3 °
o 06 jo0 o0 o
° %0 g o, 0©
o
0.0
o
[e) R Sq Linear = 0.024
-10.0
T T T T T T T T
6.0 70 8.0 9.0 10.0 11.0 120 13.0
HbAlc

4-7: JE1E A B MH & #21b . &5 $2 5x KB 7 18 3%

200 o

150 o

R1 Max P

o R Sq Linear = 0.165

-10.0—

I I I I I I I I
6.0 7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0 11.0 12.0 13.0

HbAlc

4-8: B A Tl &#ibfn & & #5x KB /718 554% B
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30.0—

(e]e)

20.0—

10.0—

R3 Max P

0.0

R Sq Linear = 0.157

-10.0—

6.0 7.0 80 9.0 10.0 1.0 120 130
HbAlc

4-9: 1R B MT1 & ¥t & 5 91 55 KR 77 3444 B

40.0—

30.0 o

20.0—

R4 Max P

10.0—

% © (e] © o R Sq Linear = 0.065

0.0

60 7.0 80 9.0 100 110 120 130
HbAlc

4-10: 18 A By MT2 & #E 4t & 5 235k KR 7 {5 315 B
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& 4-6: fRATmAEEL A& P39 R /48 M1 Bk

A.C. vs Max P-BW/AREA

ND D’m

Area r Sig. r Sig.

Tl 0.0974 0.1186 0.0961 0.1273
T2-5 0.0738 0.2618 0.0474 0.4829
MTI1 0.0772 0.2203 0.1094 0.0799
MT?2 0.1143 0.0657 0.1386 0.0257*
MT3 0.1054 0.0898 0.1558 0.0120%*
MT4 0.0385 0.5367 0.1036 0.0963
MTS5 -0.0664 0.2888 0.0475 0.4495
MFT 0.0330 0.6122 0.0415 0.5205
MH 0.0389 0.5325 0.0620 0.3202
LH 0.1113 0.0731 0.1076 0.0841

*: Pearson Correlation, p< 0.05 ° r: correlation coefficient of Pearson Correlation ° Sig.:

significant - D’m: Domain side © ND: Non-domain side °

Mazx P(N/cmA2)

80.00 —
o
%o
o
o
60.00 —
o
o o
o [e]
° o,
o ° o o o o
40.00 — c()) %% o °o 5
®
©oo" o R Sq Linear = 0.019
o
0.00—
I I I I I
100.00 200.00 300.00 400.00 500.00
AC(mg/dl)

4-11: 1A K MT2 & fk AT ot 52 3k KR A7 1B 311% B
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70.00 —

60.00 — °
o
50.00 — °
o ° )

N o © °
g 40.00 —
2
&
[aW}
w 30.00 —
<
=

20.00 —

10.00—

R Sq Linear = 0.024

0.00—

I I I I I
100.00 200.00 300.00 400.00 500.00

AC(mg/dl)

B 4-12: 18/ K MT3 & 4R AT fo i S 5 KRB 77 185 3544 B

H AR f & F PR AT i HE S F L X & FH R BATR BARE
AR o Bt & F G FH R J 2 48 M4 B AR % K e R
4-5 o 0 ¥R Tl R E ok & A PR EARM o MAEIEIE A W
) MT1 & 25 F E AR > Bk a8 2 RAKE B4R » HERE K
Mg aAak > EREBREAT - mEBAKALE MT] &4 ¥ K E48
B> MT2 & A MR E48 B

FBRAT AR K& P3G R S 2 AR A B Barndo &k 4-6 0 £ AW
MT2 & (2" Metatarsal) ~ MT3 & (3" Metatarsal) F {& E E4a i » 4 E
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HbAlc vs MPP-BW/AREA

ND D’m

Area Sig. Sig.

T1 0.269 >0.001* 0.274 >0.001*
T2-5 -0.049 0.524 0.107 0.183
MTI1 0.231 0.002* 0.189 0.012*
MT2 0.116 0.120 0.155 0.040*
MT3 0.029 0.690 -0.053 0.477
MT4 0.035 0.640 -0.048 0.519
MT5 -0.017 0.823 -0.024 0.745
MFT 0.096 0.210 0.124 0.103
MH 0.051 0.493 0.025 0.731
LH 0.020 0.787 0.076 0.301

*: Pearson Correlation, p<0.05 ° r: correlation coefficient of Pearson Correlation ° Sig.:

significant - D’m: Domain side - ND: Non-domain side °
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& 4-8: ARAT M ABHE & B B R AR A8 Bl A BR
A.C.vs MPP-BW/AREA

ND D’m

Area r Sig. i Sig.

T1 0.0433 0.4890 0.0504 0.4250
T2-5 0.0982 0.1341 0.0447 0.5087
MTI 0.0603 0.3398 0.0651 0.2995
MT2 0.0090 0.8857 0.0567 0.3653
MT3 0.0060 0.9231 0.0928 0.1372
MT4 0.0819 0.1880 0.1061 0.0901
MTS5 -0.0813 0.1956 0.0458 0.4670
MFT 0.0936 0.1491 0.1010 0.1209
MH 0.0672 0.2814 0.0321 0.6111
LH 0.0221 0.7228 0.0753 0.2269

r: correlation coefficient of Pearson Correlation ° Sig.: significant - D’m: Domain side - ND:

Non-domain side °

- 48 -



HEHEAC o &, F SLER AT B 4 ) SL R & BB R KR ) AT R R A
MEMMRR L FRLEEILRRE MM GRAEEAEZEK
Pk 4-7 o 0 £IEE AT & ~ MT1 & (1% Metatarsal) A & 18 A
#iToel & ~ MT1 & A AMT2 & it &% A KEEAR] > HiEER
ERE - AARBERTHL LMY > RERELRF -

BRAT R LG TR A G HBE T & 48 ARSI

W mARR] 0 SoREBEAKF

- 49 -



FEE W

Z@BHBRARKE » TR RINE S 455 & + 4 3 430
fir» REHZRNBRERF EREZRALTRE A > 3 B AL

o AF [ o B AL AR T SR AL o

F—h BEPFHRA

EFIMOIE ol E B R 5 F R — B 4 b — 6t R

}

HRAGBEARRME  ELER—EER MEAREE L HRALH L
AT —ABIRAL > BV AR A — BB B ey T3 B ) ATIR - S F
Rl % sl B3R - SR E P Rz > R R A HiE kKA
HBRAE RIS 0 R AT LA B ER o 15 A T34 R F ik RAE B SR AEMT2
& (22.145.7N/cm’®) ~ MT3 & (20.945.3 N/em®) » B3k 64 4MMal & % =.(15.6
+3.4 N/em?) - JE 18 F Bopfa] 5 AE F 3 AMT3(22.245.5 N/em?) & » MT2
Bk 2 (19.3+4.7 N/em®) » B2k P4 % =(16.943.5 N/em®) » 3% 4% A F 5
#12005 FPataky% AZ FEABLL » BUBIE M T » RFTHAE WK

TG A BB L © K35 5 %] 4 20.5 N/em®$2 11.0 N/em® » £ B
BA o FE—WEE N B 13.7 Nem? 2 10.8 N/em® » @ % W€ § 45

%] % 20.5 N/em®$2 222 N/em® » 48 & 330 - BAWEF 55 4 16.0

-50 -



N/em®$2 8.1 Nfem® » % RAER © BAR3F 5 81 % 18.7 N/em® » 8 K F 8
2 16.9 N/em*(P3fa))$2 15.3 N/em® ($¥Ma)) 48 % R i& o

AT AL G R TR A2 M5 A MBI LIEIER
gpfal > T1 82 MT1 & $14Efbd &8 % 231 F B EA8 B (1=0.44 A K&
r=0.33) > H 8% KT Ik faley) MH & @145/t h & 4 A 1K E 48
B(1=0.15,p=0.04) ; H4EBHRZ B Attt E4FEM - MIER
iz T1 - MT1 B #2igibh &k 23 ¢ B EA48 B (=041 X &
r=0.40) ; MT2 & 2 J1& & 48 B (1=0.26,1=0.001) - K E 54 RIT -
AEBHMERERN BEMZIALER > Eibd & F0F € B RB1E AR F
—WEF TR A LG B TEZEA NI aEEIERR
R A TAE @ R (A B JEE /1 b o AZ$7 o b R 8 A5 5 Z AR AT
o REERMMI2E MI3 & S E _WEFHEZWEFL
BABREHERZERE A EARME > B AKE E48 B (1=0.14 22
B 1=0.16) o s tEZ SALsE BB R RE AR > BRI R RAZE &Y
BB EABRERNAZRORBERRYBRHLEHEZIESD ATR
D] I RZXB MG mIERI A A EIL T HER

FREFTRT  REBRANLIFERERIZ LGS -

-51 -



=8 FHERE

EBENART O AARAES R PFHEARES FHER
F2 B ERANEKRRRBE RGO RE > Rk E - RE
AT A8 BA2 T 0 4& initial contact B &t 2 WL A 2 H] 1 38 M 4E B B AE B &
BT BEHHABRY ERE  RREERARRZ &S KA
AL SRR R BRI RIGE S > MRS B R
AHE  RBEMITERERRE  HABRLTREEK

ELHBETHEAREF EZ R ZMH - LHREZ & HF A K
ROBRAFERMZZRLRAR  FHEREZRKRELHIER K
82.4+31.1 N/cm® = s » JEHE M P 85.4428 3 N/em® « s o i R F B it &
ST AREBITRBL TALRA A2 HKHE DG - XHF-TF35 8 ¥
R mELERA R ETERAREEMI AR T8 23K
TR 7 318 A M 6 d b 8 b — ROR R i A RR 48k 4k =R
SRR E AT AR KRB G 8 BT P o B A A

o

B8 HE

TEARN-FRIGRT My > REARINAL BRI BRE
&)

T 48 VREEIER - ABEA AR FPHARRERSE > R

|

o
e

\

AY

-5



pressure-time integral % 5 R, % i& (Kanade, 2006) °

B ARE BT 400 JEIE A BT 2 R KA B MT3 &0 KR Al A MT2
B B rehmEARBESETRIEAREE BRI RBIRAM - ¥
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