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F1E  ELsIC

DRENTIBT D UIWE O TR - SRRSO RETOBIm & LT, NEGIETE TIREkT
JRERDSIMENEIZ K D b D & PHIEMEBIREE(LIE CRE RIS 722 & O AT EIZ K 5 Ul oFI &
MHZTWDH Z L, GIREESERIZB W CEBTIEE D HD 2GR 2 TWnbH i L,
PIRREEN L L T D AR BT b5, bBREICET S 20X 9 @i oW Tk LAA]
MBI STV D, A S D O TN ORIRZEEDOZEIZET 2 1968 4725 1997
HEFETO 30 EMOEFHTEERICL D &, ZOMOEMYINEIKICKE 22 bITRD 5
MRS EIBIRIRNIZBE LT, SMEIEIC K 2808 23 70% % 5 & CTOIRRE TR IZER L,

(2R 0 PAZEMEBNIRAE(LAE RS R IR IC K 2 B A L <ML TV D Z &G &
NTWD, HDH 2 D 1992 45 1997 A0 5 RN 5 FRLUINEE D% F R R T
b, EMER R X DU OEE DY 70 AR5 EF LG, 90 FRICIE 37% F THEINL
TR, ZOHFRLE L THRADAEFTEIBIZE T 52 BAEEDBICKEIIBITL>oH D 2 L
EEOERELTHITTND

*l@ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ(w%~w%&n$ifimﬁﬁ%@m%@£@é% X, SMEELD
WrE OIFIE 8 fFLA ETH Y . HM 3% DENIEG T 9 EMIZ 27% ML TH Y, ZOHERKL
L CRMEREDORE /Y AY 77 7 X — L 72 DRERFEAER O, WE, =i,
B L AT B —)L e 8 O FFE BSOS B O 20N FEE S K D YR OB & & BN
SHTHEY, I DIZMUERTFN 2 & DI FIR DM L G CORBEEDO K ER LT
JEE-CAMEIC L DU N A LT D Z 2 AR L T\ 5 9,

AFRIZET D, A 10 HACKHT 29W#E ORAERIL 6.2 AT, 2055 FEYINHEIX
1.6 N\, BT 4:1 THY, 2 TH MRUIMEE OFRAERIZ OV TITHOKEEE & 1%
Iz 7 B nE ED e n 2 ERHAE X TV D D, Unwin® O A0 20 5 ALLLE, 6 7 [EH,
10 #BTH COEBRMEFLHEMSRIC L2 & A0 10 T AICKT 5 FRRUIEHEASRIZEART
B8N, AL 28 N, A Z VT D 6.9 ARLEED 9.2 N & Hfge L THE (16.4~19.8 \),
bk (84.9~43.9 ) TIEHLMMIZE N E SN TV

—F, BROHBLZDHEBRIZOWNWTIE, FLWEMOIGH, ~(f/rarsbva—2%
FASA AT T VX — A 0 & OFE S —Y OFEKREL, SROMEEKE
KEZDARMEDH 5 FEMMUBZEOMKICHREERELVWEORS S, 612, Zh
SNEIEIE OFRRIZHTH=—X %Efﬁﬂﬁﬁ—éT EMEZ LT T D 2 & 0fl 4 @ quality of
life (QOL) I LicEm®RL, %< BELEL LTINS Z EIFIEFRICEREVE S X5,
Lkﬁofﬂﬁﬁmﬁiﬁﬁ% w1w<% X, BT LUWBERE OB & ARk A B £ 2 72 B

THEZME L BPREORMALE L 725, ZOOBEREELIZIE, YIEEOEFN
7R BT DENE] NS soft dressing 72 & OWiE B, HE T B/ itk 7e E o R EE T O
SORHEENRIE, V7 v b OMEIE L BERE, RIET - BEHRRE, RO SO

RAITHEICEDETOINLIZET I = ET U RIE S IFRCHFED RO HILD,
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DOREOYIEEIZKT DI AN T —ay (LT, Unel) X, L7 LbEon
SEBEFTEBIN TS EIEEVEY, FICEEMBN LR F—LT T u—FI2L 5
R Y ANE Y OEESCEEME A DRI SER I TEWs b o0, BLIEMICITUIE %2
HLFT DALY B =R EMIE O EE G TIThil TV 5 ICiEE e
Wy S HICRHERRIUZZE S S EIBIE O U ANEVIZET DA KT A A2 D0 TR HEIC
FLL, FEERICITUMOETENELS, REBREEREM, HPEELORMIER AL L
R0, BERBEBRICE ST AE U MTOU TV DEORBIRTH Y, =BT AL
BITR L THo LIEE AR, L > TABIO FRUIM OB 2 RIEZIR T A T A AE
ROFXIE, GIKEE O Y e VIS T 2EEE LA DR LT VRIS
SUSNE > THER SN D BUERIEOBIREZ TV, —EOMREHITONDL I EHHIEL LT
WD, KITA RTA 0%, BEE SN LHFRIENME (5 HESCHPEIEN AFEIC
ONTEL DBIAT = _X—ZAnbiEEE LCHELZbOZME L, bR 1L —
RRLTET VALV ORFEITV, ZONFIZOWTERICHL LD TH S,

X Bk

D EBAEGE - UL e 1R R, R, ppl-16, 2007.

2) BROFEFE AR B, IASRES: TN (2B 2 R ERIRTIE. FAERTE 15:163-170,
1999.

3) Dillingham TR, Pezzin LE, Mackenzie EJ: Limb amputation and limb deficiency:
Epidemiology and recent trends in the United States. South Med J 95: 875-883,
2002.

4) Unwin N: Epidemiology of lower extremity amputation in Europe, North America
and East Asia. The global lower extremity amputation study group. Br J Surg 87:
328-337, 2000.
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£28 BEBELEHARSMAY, BIALET—48R—X

1. 8EFBELIZAMRSAY
1) VA/DoD Clinical Practice Guideline for Rehabilitation of Lower Limb
Amputation.
2) Amputee and Prosthetic Rehabilitation-Standards and Guidelines (2nd edition),

2003.

2. 5|ALf=T—4R—X
1) PubMed (1990~2010 4)
2) PEDro (1990~2010 4F)
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EI3FE  EPRATE (R OHEITL—F

1. R AT

1) B2 E (bone density/bone mineral density)
HEITL—LC
57H/ET PE D 2zt — 101 R BRED T (2 F5 1) 2 Ui & FEENIBTR o 2% BE I BB B8 T
235 0,

2) JE#%& (circumference)
HEIL—FC
Iceross® Zfifi L CTHty LTV 5 THREGIMIE OWrmE2R21%, FEHE L0 /S 2,

3) UL X)L (level of amputation/amputation level)
HREJL—FB

O L~ & S RBERE DBIFR TIE, 60 skl O # d X OKEREIET#, TRk (1
K A REREREAN T, KRERGIME 1L T EREIETE 12, timed up and go 7 A K CIiLE W REH]
ZEL, 97 MBRT CITBREERNE LS, R oDH EX Y 72 M TIHRENMEL, 61T

2 EFRET A N TTIHATRE/R AT » TN D7 9, F 7=, KREBUIKEE X FREGINTE X v
HEBERENNET, BEREEROARICZ WY, 20X 9 RAEITYIWR L~LOEWZ K 548
ITOXPME L BRI K DHEE TS RERFEL o> THND Y,

BB 255 & LA T, 9% D KIB~O BRI Th TR Y 0, BEHE LD &=
AL DI 1T O L~L & AR & ORNICAERBRA & 55, BEEI LV bfis
DY LW L~L & R AT & OICA B Z2BRIT RN 7,

FEBITOTRAF L LT, ~UTEAOGIE L ~-iE EBTREN D3m0 23 9, 1 T )
Wi Tl U L~ L DE T L - T Frenchay activities index (FAI) & activity of daily
living (ADL) 15 RUZs28 38720 9,

—J7, Gl LoL LG & OBIERTIE, TRUINTE ORI RIS EIRIEE S <, I
a2 280, MKROIEE & 2 W iE— 0T BREDE Tl o R EREIE#, — K ER Y]
Wi, —RUTRREIEE DIEIZZ\ N 10,

4) frim & (stump management)
HEIL—FC
TR G W o W i BRI & BRI C X D L FEM A M 2E  (prosthesis evaluation
questionnaire: PEQ) 2 XX, THUIWE T 20~39 i OF I OFEDF L bl L, %
o ARES Ry W, 2 LT, MRUIKE OB & (g2 OEPRILE, SIRTEK T
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X ARG AT D 19, £, BEERrE TlE, OMERBENZ VT CANGE O BIE R &
725 0,

5) s (length of stump/stump length)
HEIL—FC
KERGIWrE Ci, Wrimns 57%LL EThILE, WinR OmEWIC L 2T~ RE T e
1B, £72, MERUIMHEIZR T 2 ZHR S L OBMTREOBEFRIEE & & OB O T, B
BEPNBAITRORB 2 R MIEEE 522 19, UL, KIBOIKE TIX, Wink &2
Ref] & OMICHBERBREZR D2 7,

X Bk

1) Tugcul, Safaz I, Yilmaz B, et al.: Muscle strength and bone mineral density in mine
victims with trans tibial amputation. Prosthet Orthot Int 33: 299-306, 2009.

2) Dasgupta AK, McCluskie PJ, Patel VS, et al.: The performance of the ICEROSS
prostheses amongst transtibial amputees with a special reference to the workplace
-a preliminary study. Icelandic Roll on Silicone Socket. Occup Med 47: 228-236,
1997.

3) Burger H, Marincek C: Functional testing of elderly subjects after lower limb
amputation. Prosthet Orthot Int 25: 102-107, 2001.

4) Gauthier-Gagnon C, Grisé MC, Potvin D: Enabling factors related to prosthetic use
by people with transtibial and transfemoral amputation. Arch Phys Med Rehabil
80: 706-713, 1999.

5) Goujon H, Bonnet X, Sautreuil P, et al.: A functional evaluation of prosthetic foot
kinematics during lower-limb amputee gait. Prosthet Orthot Int 30: 213-223, 2006.

6) Ten Duis K, Bosmans JC, Voesten HG, et al.: Knee disarticulation: survival, wound
healing and ambulation. A historic cohort study. Prosthet Orthot Int 33: 52-60,
2009.

7)  Raichle KA, Hanley MA, Molton I, et al.: Prosthesis use in persons with lower-and
upper-limb amputation. J Rehabil Res Dev 45: 961-972, 2008.

8) Sansam K, Neumann V, O'Connor R, et al.: Predicting walking ability following
lower limb amputation: a systematic review of the literature. J Rehabil Med 41:
593-603, 2009.

9) Shin JC, Kim EJ, Park CI, et al.: Clinical features and outcomes following bilateral
lower limb amputation in Korea. Prosthet Orthot Int 30: 155-164, 2006.

10) Kurdibaylo SF: Obesity and metabolic disorders in adults with lower limb
amputation. J Rehabil Res Dev 33: 387-394, 1996.
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11) Legro MW, Reiber GD, Smith DG, et al.: Prosthesis evaluation questionnaire for
persons with lower limb amputations: assessing prosthesis-related quality of life.
Arch Phys Med Rehabil 79: 931-938, 1998.

12) Scremin AM, Tapia JI, Vichick DA, et al.: Effect of age on progression through
temporary prostheses after below-knee amputation. Am J Phys Med Rehabil 72:
350-354, 1993.

13) Baum BS, Schnall BL, Tis JE, et al.: Correlation of residual limb length and gait
parameters in amputees. Injury 39: 728-733, 2008.

14) Gailey RS, Wenger MA, Raya M, et al.: Energy expenditure of trans-tibial amputees
during ambulation at self-selected space. Prosthet Orthot Int 18: 84-91, 1994.

2. QEIE*% ﬁl:.u:l:mﬁ

1) £ BRI X FEE (physiological cost index: PCI)
HEJL—FB
KEREEr #3312 P s T 5 IO AT OABR) =2 2 MEE (physiological cost
index: PCI) 1%, &% 0.31 (ZxF LAKREIMr#A T 0.55 &, YW OB TRh=ITRE <
KBTI 5 0,

2) TRILFX—aRb, {KH (energy cost, physical fitness/physical strength)
HREJL—FB
20~40 iR O YIWr#H OEERE 1L, FAFORESLTIWT L~ EA s, WA k-
THHEIETE D XD RBBVRE S S DIRCFFRZR RICH D ENIC LY RELSELEND 2,
TR OBATIC LB AR IR & LT, 60 bl EClEV0max 28 50%LL ETH 5 = &
PLETHDH Y, £z, 60w LOGIMEIL, 30 BERF21E0H LR T AT, K
BREIWrE X TRREIMTE LV &, 7o, FEEEAYZR NEOIMrE (TIEER 22 TIROITE L0 b
[ 23 72N 9,
TR O B ATTREORE R & & OB ORE DR, YRGS OSTRE= v
F—IHEOATA— AL, B L B LAk E V02 28 16% @ <, A T— A 1% 11%
vy 9, —RIKRBREINTE 12450, T 100 m MNZABITEER L7 V—T7 &, L T2
TN—TDEEVNEY T — 3 2RO DRIO I TIE, EK L2V —713V02max
7 50%LL ETH S 6,
j(ﬂiﬁ%‘:/@ BT DI F ORIALE, kTR OBV IR EICEEL 5257, £
—{A FRREIHrE IZ %95 SACH /& & Seattle Ankle/Lite Foot @ & 5D LLEE T, i
JFTT FHE, B OB RISEN NS, —F5, BEflcor A F—FRez M5
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&, SMEMETRREINT EBE TIXRAFRAERT RV F—RPE SN 5085, MEFIETIEREER
BFEREOHE NSO TRV F =3 R FOYWFETHALNT, TORIKE L TLIFERRDER )%
Fons o,

~A 7 m A a—F  BIA T Cleg 1F, FE~ A = Ll & bLlgt U Cal i AR
1T & BB OMBFEHE RIZB W TAHEIZD 220 10,

3) 7 fEl1# 1T (walking distance per minute)
#EIL—FB

TR 14T D 6 HHATT A OGS, 7 X MO EE OHAEITF
PO TSN D RKEDO L Z 72~78% Th 5 10,

— I PRI x5 2 R TT A MRV T, BRIk L 3 22 H % T e deEN
H B, SF-36 O IAMEREM N ZEIFR & OMICE WDV, 2 3BT T A M, U e
U7 —a OMRHEITAMNTH S 12,

60 Ll EOUIWIE 1T 2 AT A MW, THRUIWEE 1T 48 [0 & KERGIKEE O 31
LY HEENZ 9, 512, 9 BT CTORREL, THRREIFE IZRBROEE LV b,
TEEN 72 T IO et R XIS IR 72 TREGIWTE K 0 &, SMEME TR BT & 1398 SRR
WZE D TROIE LY bRV,

X Bk

1) Hagberg K, Higgstrom E, Branemark R: Physiological cost index (PCI) and
walking performance in individuals with transfemoral prostheses compared to
healthy controls. Disabil Rehabil 29: 643-649, 2007.

2) Kurdibaylo SF: Cardiorespiratory status and movement capabilities in adults with
limb amputation. J Rehabil Res Dev 31: 222-235, 1994.

3) Chin T, Sawamura S, Shiba R: Effect of physical fitness on prosthetic ambulation in
elderly amputees. Am J Phys Med Rehabil 85: 992-996, 2006.

4) Burger H, Marincek C: Functional testing of elderly subjects after lower limb
amputation. Prosthet Orthot Int 25: 102-107, 2001.

5) Gailey RS, Wenger MA, Raya M, et al.: Energy expenditure of trans-tibial amputees
during ambulation at self-selected space. Prosthet Orthot Int 18: 84-91, 1994.

6) Chin T, Sawamura S, Fujita H, et al.: %VOz2max as an indicator of prosthetic
rehabilitation outcome after dysvascular amputation. Prosthet Orthot Int 26: 44-49,
2002.

7)  Schmalz T, Blumentritt S, Jarasch R: Energy expenditure and biomechanical
characteristics of lower limb amputee gait: the influence of prosthetic alignment
and different prosthetic components. Gait Posture 16: 255-263, 2002.
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8) Lehmann JF, Price R, Boswell-Bessette S, et al.. Comprehensive analysis of
dynamic elastic response feet: Seattle ankle/lite foot versus SACH foot. Arch Phys
Med Rehabil 74: 853-861, 1993.

9) Casillas JM, Dulieu V, Cohen M, et al.: Bioenergetic comparison of a new
energy-storing foot and SACH foot in traumatic below-knee vascular amputations.
Arch Phys Med Rehabil 76: 39-44, 1995.

10) Seymour R, Engbretson B, Kott K, et al.. Comparison between the C-leg
microprocessor-controlled prosthetic knee and non-microprocessor control
prosthetic knees: a preliminary study of energy expenditure, obstacle course
performance, and quality of life survey. Prosthet Orthot Int 31: 51-61, 2007.

11) Lin SJ, Bose NH: Six-minute walk test in persons with transtibial amputation.
Arch Phys Med Rehabil 89: 2354-2359, 2008.

12) Brooks D, Parsons J, Hunter JP, et al.: The 2-minute walk test as a measure of
functional improvement in persons with lower limb amputation. Arch Phys Med
Rehabil 82: 1478-1483, 2001.

3. EENHEAeETE

1) & X (electromyography: EMG)
HEIL—FB
P C OB TR ORE A EXRAEIZIB VT, SACH 21 PTB FHRFEEMHEHO BT
BRI DG & RGBTl O BT NI 1T 2158 & — 27 1IZNMAR; (VM) TIRIXIXE
FROBFENC BT 223, KIRZEAR (BF) TIEmMAICRE <ERD, CIEHAIE &2
AWCTHEBLT 2 0, £72, [AEEO LM T RRGIKE OS2 o KR 8855 (BF) /NAIAR; (VM)
EEIZ BRI AN FE IR RN EE S TR Ay, R o BF/VM LI CA D 572200 2,

2)timed up and go test (TUG test)
HREJL—FB

TUG 7 A MEAF#Es, Loy, BRI, SMTaelHICBE L TRAMRH 5 3, FrZmEn
OKEEGIWTE 1L TREGINTE & i L CE < O RINMLETH S, iz, MBI L D T
DI XM RIS K D U0 K 0, TR BIWr % OTE BN 72 kG 1T IRTEE A e kf e &
I Y S i Ay

TUG F¥ffilL, TRUIEE 2B W TIL L Test &, & FMEO % THR « KEREIE# 1238
WTTITHIREE 7 1 7 7 1 /L (sickness impact profile: SIP) - 68 & ADL it CTH 5
groningen activity restriction scale (GARS) &N H 5 3.5,
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RBE

cg

HEIL—FC
B> 5 1~50 42 %t L 7= 40~80 5% D L& LU & AMETERIWT & o — /1M T ERY)
Wra 2B W, BEROBRIL, BREAZMH L TWHE0EMNI0b IR ER X EE
ST, BAESCIRENR 2ME NI FEE S, WRITRWEE 22T BN S D 6,

4) EA &Rl Ehig
HEIL—FC
TR G135 O #4748 I amputee mobility aid (AMA) % ffifl 45 & pneumatic
post-amputation mobility aid & ¥ & AT D EEAET O JE AR 4 BE AP CTRIBEL 72 1,
FHOBITERO—B L 725 D, FERFEBEED O L, REUIK 2 HT2EE TIEA L2V E
F LY B AT EEORIR &mRITEO B D 9,

57
#fEIL—FC

RO O S EEB M SR VT, MG — MBI O RERIUEAR; & N A R
Y7 A0, GIERNEIEGIE RN LN TEINR T LTWD 9, 7o, THRUNHE L f#FE O
R H D bV o h—7, eftEE, RKHINCKRE2EVRH Y, HIKTIXERE
FARBIT 223, WDt A X & ITAES L7z u 10,

i it D — R T JBRET0 Wiy = o> BT TR 13 B i AR 5 0 L L B AR~ D AR ER A 7 £ & BEAR D &
D, Flo, FITORSRBEOR S, HROEI I EDOBITRF & BN E <, Gkl
[ BEER SRR O /LT EHE TH 5 10,

FEPR IR M RS T O 5 /113 functional reach test (FRT), KN 7 3 —< L AT A K

(physical performance test: PPT), &7 w7 7 AL (SIP), AITHE & AEICH
Y5 12,

6) X% - £1% @
HEIL—FC

SRR OIS 24, A, M, B, B0 5 SBRSCHAM LIm & ZIBURE IR E
L7e%ie, TN COBFR CLIBIR OF B R EDN R S L7z 13,

KIBIRVE T DI D 80% A U, Filnnsm W R, mBEICAE L D 19, L LABIRIZ
RO E EAFHHERRIC B A TR0 <, 2SR L > THET D ¥, £z, Zh
13382 O 2 P DB SRS BT 503, IREHIIRICIZ R L 5.2 5 Z L1372 < 19,
F OB RTINS THIIEH 513 EIEEREF~DORBILR2 N 1D L5 Th D,
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7) BrimsE
#EIL—FC
TREIEE O 56.1% 23 WihE & A9 5. Wik 1 LS & FJ*%&:%E@%?EEW%@@&&
BHNEISICHEE 5250, TEETHIUEL ADL ot2/EE - SHEIRE NI D BT
KBpWEEIND, FlREOMAMEN SV TEUIME ChTd 51 ikmumf“ﬁ%of
HHERR A~ ORBIT RN L SN TN D 1619,

8) EHbE
#E=EIL—FC
—{ PO L, LM, AR, AERE, RSO OB, WERAR L DT LD
LWEE LTS 19, GIKrE 6 22 H BL Bl LT 5 18 kL oo FRLEIWrE 125 LT, fir
% 4 BB T 2EEBICONTOT V7 — FNREZIT o T2 AERICB VT, 98% 23 EY
*B{“%:fi%ﬁb 52% IME SINT=RBENRH -7z 20, ERIOFEICENTIE, TFROIEE
D ATT%NEMRFEA L, ZORAMIPEE TH 50 ADL Ot ANE, HEiEcxtd 5
MEBIIE R, T L TEORMATEN L & I R 2 BAH 5 19,

9 NFUR
HREJL—FB

TG 351 2 B IRHERE & AMTREICBEI LTI, T v R LBTREA N A EICHBE S
HZET UARE ?B’f@i&@ﬁ%?ﬁ)&b %2, ¥z, TBEEET)) ° TB#NT7 +—~ o X [
SWEE] DONT AR D 3HATNTUL, 6 AU ERRAMITL TV AT
DT E BT DB ~D AL (BE 12202 HH) LMHENH D 22,

e lin 72— T BR G D IR 13 C OB A0 & A L7 i R, SISk 0 R
Z< OREN RO, Btk O S UIEK L IEUIEk TRE <, ZIUIPAIRT LV B
Thd W, £7, &l TEUIWE 1233 % Tsukuba functional age inventory @ Ji {17
NXT AT A N & E i LIRS, 1EE 72 Ul 13RS B A 22 Uk & iz L T &9
WNNT U ZARRL, RRPAIMENEZ L 2 U 3G R PR 1T K DUk & ik LT T &
ABRUN Y,

THROIWIE 12 351F % activities-specific balance confidence (ABC) scale fi#ri, JAA
MR L2 DLV IFMEFRMEICLDEDODHNRANT L ZAD LR ENZ LR
PN L 22, BEPREME R UIEE (231 5 FRT IIBTHE, i), R AT+ —~v AT A
~r (PPT), HEWgEET a7 7 A0 (SIP) EAREICEET S 12, £/, TFIRUIEEIZE
LM TORMENINLINT AT A ME 6 B T7 A2 M &, BBAIROM S C¢H% Tﬁ@i‘ﬁ
B723d 0 29, HESITRRDO TRIKF L7 5 29,

10) HT-HT9H

1048



HREJL—FB

FCBTREDOTRINF & LT I8kaE), &), THMINIAZRE) ), TADL AL,

(iAo ENE ] 72 & LR < BEST 225, M2 D U ~BAgh & TORH] ] X TWrim D[R )
& OFEMEIIR 20, FTo, NEUIEE O REEEE L ABAATRE) L OBIEM TREE LD b
HBATHEDNE LS, STROZ VX —HEITE 0D, FREMHE & BITRINIRFRIIC
RF3 520 LI TWD, BYEME RN TIRUIKE OBITEES) BTHEE, SZMIRR, IR
K1) 3EFEEHE LD DIRTLTEY, UnNEY 7a s T AHEOBIZEENLE L 725 25,
W T RREIWTE OAITRENIE, BRRHMOWEMEZ K& < $52 & THET 5 26, FERKE
VEREREIMr S OB T E X5 /1, functional reach test (FRT), A7 3 —< L AT A
N (PPT), %7 a7 v AL (SIP) LAEICE#ET S 12,

YW OATEME & LT 2 4343 T, TUG 7 A b iZ Frenchay activities index (FAI)
RWET FAL ONEZ Gt T 7 — M E OB B 22, B 7 F & W2 AT T,
HH OBITHE CHITREIEEE =% — (PAM) & OMBEILE WD, REHEELLT OHR
ATIREE AR BERE I RF CIIARBE MR 72 % 20, /NI R ERGIIET R O B4 TR TS H~ — 7
—Z AW TEHI L 72 gnE AN, TR OBRFEIE, L%, PCI, &AOLHEREFEEL
TuV5% 28,

TIOIWr#H OBATHREIZ BN T, IR NC K 28T Ot & e HEE 1L, T2 olkr
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ERREN2 LINTWD, —AIREREINTE 0BT TiE, B H LV ORBETIER AT
WZHEIL TV DA, B L~V TIEZ ORFETERD Hivauy 80, 3 WRoTENEMEMT T oA
TR OB & (TEFE EREERD, FRIBTHENES 22 L RBOEIE N KE
<782 30, BITHFIL, PCI, REHAITHE, HORZEXOBITHHERHEDO VLT IZBW
THEFEELVIERT LTS 82, WrmE2y 57% L ETHIVUTBIT~DO BT 39 L
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TS 8, — I REREDIErE ORE IR M R BB BT O R IEE /I, 25T 58, o
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DR N ZaHli 325 Z 21X, #E & (SACH, Flex Foot, Carbon Copy II, Seattle (SA)
/&, Quantum) OMHEZ LD DIZHHTH Y 40, — Al NERGIETE OBITREO IR F17 5 7%
BT T4 A NOWEEEZFHETE 5 42, —l FRREIErE O THRFEZ 12 torsion adapter % %&
%5 L7285A, rigid adapter 2555 F & Lbic L C, HIAEEHRFORE TH COREERE— A > b
DEALIZ LD AL—XTH D, L LEBRBITRFOE— A MME adapter OFHEIZ K 57
TR 8, IHITE, MTREKEDT v F AL vy FIZLDA N T A REEZFHIIT
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it 6 2> H UL LR U 7= sl N TR ¢, SR E2 a3 25 0N, 14 5 ADL ICHE
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TG E O EAATIE, HREA QOL O FHINF & L TEHERKNFDO—2>THD 12,
FRESITOTRR T & LT, GIERTOBEMEIZEIN% OATRES) & FHBET 25 13),

F BB U7 BT S D 34% 1T FFENBAITIATRE L 72 o 72 19,
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[tk E O LEHOAE (FESCRN, BINCTOIERZR L) (ZRFH 3 2 ZE K DR A3 AT
HRTHY, TOZUMEREEMEND D 19,

8) Rik—
HEIL—FB
FHEDOIMEME T IEIWr 1%, FECIWHRNC T & 0 mWEIE TEBHERBEREN RO b
No, £, Nb—R—n% 1925 (50%)] HHE, TLARW (70.8%) ] HHELD LA
PERRBIFIEIZ 72 2 B G DMED > 72 19,

X Bk

1) Desmond D, Gallagher P, Henderson-Slater D, et al.: Pain and psychosocial
adjustment to lower limb amputation amongst prosthesis users. Prosthet Orthot
Int 32: 244-252, 2008.

2) Ehde DM, Smith DG, Czerniecki JM, et al.: Back pain as a secondary disability in
persons with lower limb amputations. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 82: 731-734, 2001.

3) Shin JC, Kim EJ, Park CI, et al.: Clinical features and outcomes following bilateral
lower limb amputation in Korea. Prosthet Orthot Int 30: 155-164, 2006.

4) Uiterwijk AE, Remerie SC, Rol M, et al.: Routing through the health care system
and level of functioning of lower limb amputees. Clin Rehabil 11: 253-262, 1997.

5) Traballesi M, Brunelli S, Pratesi L, et al.: Prognostic factors in rehabilitation of
above knee amputees for vascular diseases. Disabil Rehabil 20: 380-384, 1998.

6) Brunelli S, Averna T, Porcacchia P, et al.: Functional status and factors influencing
the rehabilitation outcome of people affected by above-knee amputation and
hemiparesis. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 87: 995-1000, 2006.

1055



7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

13)

14)

15)

16)

17)

18)

Treweek SP, Condie ME: Three measures of functional outcome for lower limb
amputees: a retrospective review. Prosthet Orthot Int 22: 178-185, 1998.

Deathe AB, Miller WC: The L test of functional mobility: measurement properties
of a modified version of the timed "up & go" test designed for people with lower-limb
amputations. Phys Ther 85: 626-635, 2005.

Miller WC, Deathe AB, Harris J: Measurement properties of the Frenchay
Activities Index among individuals with a lower limb amputation. Clin Rehabil 18:
414-422, 2004.

Franchignoni F, Orlandini D, Ferriero G, et al.: Reliability, validity, and
responsiveness of the locomotor capabilities index in adults with lower-limb
amputation undergoing prosthetic training. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 85: 743-748,
2004.

Legro MW, Reiber GD, Smith DG, et al.: Prosthesis evaluation questionnaire for
persons with lower limb amputations: assessing prosthesis-related quality of life.
Arch Phys Med Rehabil 79: 931-938, 1998.

Asano M, Rushton P, Miller WC, et al.: Predictors of quality of life among
individuals who have a lower limb amputation. Prosthet Orthot Int 32: 231-243,
2008.

Sansam K, Neumann V, O'Connor R, et al.: Predicting walking ability following
lower limb amputation: a systematic review of the literature. J Rehabil Med 41:
593-603, 2009.

Ten Duis K, Bosmans JC, Voesten HG, et al.: Knee disarticulation: survival, wound
healing and ambulation. A historic cohort study. Prosthet Orthot Int 33: 52-60,
2009.

Gauthier-Gagnon C, Grisé MC, Potvin D: Enabling factors related to prosthetic use
by people with transtibial and transfemoral amputation. Arch Phys Med Rehabil
80: 706-713, 1999.

Hatfield AG: Beyond the 10-m time: a pilot study of timed walks in lower limb
amputees. Clin Rehabil 16: 210-214, 2002.

Scott H, Condie ME, Treweek SP, et al.: An evaluation of the Amputee Mobility Aid
(AMA) early walking aid. Prosthet Orthot Int 24: 39-46, 2000.

Hagberg K, Higgstrom E, Branemark R: Physiological cost index (PCI) and
walking performance in individuals with transfemoral prostheses compared to

healthy controls. Disabil Rehabil 29: 643-649, 2007.

1056



19) Melzer I, Yekutiel M, Sukenik S: Comparative study of osteoarthritis of the
contralateral knee joint of male amputees who do and do not play volleyball. J
Rheumatol 28: 169-172, 2001.

5. Zh0IZEH9 41

1) quality of life (QOL)
HREJL—FB

RIS O B R QOL % FHIT 5729 DK FIZ depression, perceived prosthetic
mobility, social support, comorbidity, prosthesis problems, age, social activity
participation @ 7 ONHHTH S L INTEY D, YIKEE DO 7 TIIERFEIE L Dt
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EROVZTHZENHALNERST, L LR b0 SEE R CIEmE & b2
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HEIL—FC

FERBME RO B OB IR T 2 RIEEIIRFE LV ARICE LS, BEOA L BE
WU D, B, B, ROHRBDHEINT 5 & REOAOHEN L L, BERIEME IR O 17
FEICEVEER TL Y W R —2EZ2R L, ZOMMITEHE TRREIEIZ BV TE
VMEZRT 2, F7-, PERPEEIZ%T 5 sickness impact profile (SIP) A& DFER LV,
DI I IE UM 1T EE DB T L 0 b S ARBERE RIS B L EE ISR W CTHIIBR 252 1T 9, HEIR
Joi P D KRG W | X B IREEA LA O BT & el LT U B U ORI 53 <, ADL
DYBCEEZNR DR E < 9, MAATRE g MmO IR P b 2 8- U | X R 4Rl O et iR K 0
FEREMIBR 2 5R Y 5,
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2) £t B 24 (length of stay)
HEIL—FC
B B O ARt A2 T 5 72912 lower limb extremity amputee measurement
scale (LLAMS) I[ZAZ723HINETH Y, BI2RREREEMEEZ AL, EEROMER B L IX
HEEDOMHEEZ AT D 6,

3) 1038 - BE th 4 HE (psychosocial predictors)
HREJL—FB

T GWE BV TEOAEIL, AR QOL O THIAf & L THERRKFO—>THY
D, CIWrIZHERR S 41D O DWRRBIL 1 %I 21%, 2 FF1RIC 22%I2A U TR 9, Tikd)
Wr 123617 2 /DB AU XX BT & Wrimdm O A 3 L A EICEMR L 9, RapkaelI IR 2 &
ITOBEERTHIN T L 725 10, F7-, Kendrick object learning test (KOLT) (ifn % 4
U FE OFRREHTFEEIO THNZEH TH o720, MRIE - B A7 —/v (HADS) DOff
KB LOEREEN & OB 10,

4) 15l (gender)
HEIL—FB
TGN OYER & R AT & OMICAERBERITRD 5T 19, #ESITO T
K& U THITRENSKTT D A D 522 3D 7o 10),

5) YT R &l (cause of amputation)
HEIL—FC
GO R E IC = R VX —ERE R 2 D & =R X —h R B L TR TOSE
DO AN, MEFRMETREE T VX =B OUEILA LW 13, £, Tk
I O RNIEER A 2D GE L IETHE AR DY A TlL, activities-specific balance
confidence scale (ABC A7 —/V) D 3T ZFAMRIZH & 3 721E W3R Hiv 19, T iky)
WrE O GIRTR K 23MEME Ch TR B HREMIIARICR S 2D 19, ZEATOTHIKT
ELT, UIWRRIZARERK L LTHaRm BT U ARR L 10, REEEE OREWT R C
b2V OIIREEIRIERE TH 5 19,

6) ExfE| (fall)
HEJL—FB
RERGIWTE (T TRROIET A LD b REMEEDARICRNETH Y, BEEHRAEICELL 19,
— A T RO DR E O XS X OMEE ~ D RZIZHOWT, ABC A4 —/L, prosthetic

evaluation questionnaire mobility subscale (PEQ-MS), Houghton scale, Frenchay
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activities index (FAI) Z MW CTilAE L7-/5S%, BBERBRE 206 OFHMIEE & OFFERIEFE
O HILRND, BB ~DRZET PEQ-MS <X° Houghton Scale, FAI Of&H: L AHBEIN A 54
% 14,

7) % k&f (age)
HREJL—FB

T B E OFEIL H A QOL O FHIR & L TEERKFTHY 2, Mg MO —1{H]
KEREIEr 2351 2 100 m OMMSIAATHERF O W HIFRITRE LR 10, Fiz, ey
O TR I LT 14 fEOBE#EIELZITY, £ DHREJ) % locomotor capabilities
index (LCI) OEHERR & kiThii LCI (LCI-5) Tl L7o#bE, THRUINTE 1L KB B0 &
FHLY BIEHNENL, ZOMEBHMEIIFE & AOHENRH Y 19, IR OB 55 &
AL I3 E B OMEBER S S 19, I, TR O SRR IT A & A E 2R
ADOHEEARH Y 12, FESITO TR L LT, FRPENFIZESITEINE N 10,
ICEROSS A/ L Tty LT\ 2 TRREIWTE OF 1L, FEmbisd K0 A< 20, B4 T
OIS OB T E TH V20, [l N EEUIWTE OF L ADL 1 7 v 7 23 LU FAL
EEOMHEENH Y 22, M R K EREIET 5 @ Rivermead mobility index (RMI) & Barthel
index (BI) IZ%f L CHEMBARICEEL 5 %2, 65 AW CILHVZ LV EHRTE S 9,

8) F 1% F Bl (prediction of prognosis)
HEIL—FC
THOIWrF IXBEE T/ — b — & — IR L TV DI ER MRS A EICE <
720 12, 2V O FEUIEE ORI, ABLY N B U AN ATRE A ek o0 J7 o3 A R TR
U AR — AR EREMR L 0 R HORAED L, BEERNEOHKB LY
EEENEHOELRET D 29, ERGEEICRIT 2ME0 L Ea—Ti, mEFEE T B
B OVVEJEFRIL 2~5FETh 5 29, M FIED FREINTE N U e U 7 — 3 VR ARL
FIZRE AN TE L0 E IO PRI, FEEN%Z 7% KOLT IZ L - TUXEFAEETH Y,
TR 2 N % 5 & PRI 2 W, £z, BREEEE ONRRK i b £
WOIIRMEARE S (PAD) ICX28HAETH Y, TOTHIT 1, 6, 12 ABOAELFFN
87, 65, 52% TH VY, KRIB~OFYIWIX 12% TH Y, HTITIREL L7 BBERE O CThofé
BN FHIENAAT AR ATHEZR DX 34% Tl 5 19, ME R RRREINT B TiX, ko mAThE
NN & LU R HICABET D 2 L IEEWBEINE S EOMBNS D 9, TRUIKEE ©
ankle brachial index (ABI) OWNEMEL Y o#r3 5 &, KMl REH<C 2 O Yo U
A7 ZTRIT 52 LIXTE R 25, ME RN TREIWTE 124 #2504 L7 #iE <l &R
IXHE 22.5%, YU NEERE 42.3%, s 32.4% TH Y, 1HFEZLOTHRIT 28.5% ThH D

26)
o
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9) 55'1& (work)
#EIL—FC
B9 LTV D FREEIW #1398k & L v ICEROSS #% <ML, TOHME L L TH
BIARV, BEMWE - FHEMENYGET 272 ERBIT b T 5 20, 18 %L L THI# 6 722 H
PR LT D BB 63 2 B R IS B4 2 7 7 — P& TIL, #9 174 (IR0
CIER R Y B AR 722 ST R & W84 JET 20, TEUIWE o HEEE, 7
WH A DIPR— A A LL HREMEARRAAEICELS 12, JMEEGIRE 170 4 (7 2
UhOBEEN) OMRMETIE, REMEETERAM D L ITHEAMR SOMELE 2 T
W5 28, IR X R O L ARBOR A A T 20, FhRAIR KO BIRE /)
TORETE L R 29,

10) B 7% - & FFIE (comorbidity * complication)
HREJL—FB
M8 D — IR IREIET #1230 TC, BRI AE Y T —3 a3 UBIRRTO A PHED D72 S
1% 100 m OMNZAFTES O RIS 2 17, FHAEOSMEME LI E TITFEIWTEAR D 2T
PR BIEIE (T B MR\ A BN D 30, F£72, FRREZ JfHFET 2 KERGIMrE Tk
REBDENZ X2 ATRNICEITA ST, IR IERERTH 5 2 & 7 6 N A S
FIEFE T BN R E WV 3D, MU 2 L - TIMPED A, BRI QOL O FHIKf &
L CHERKFO—2>THY 7, — I FRREIWTE T IR EHMAR B F o B B R 28 84 L
G\ 32, REETE ISRV T, 2~3 DIFFRBEZ AT 28 D 42%, 0~1 TiT 16%ICANRIE
DIRFIEZ B, HEEOHEIANEE &R L T\ D 19,
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7. &REICEY 55

1) & - 754 A2k (adaptation - alignment)
HEIL—FC

7o — M XX, TEREIETE 1235\ T total surface bearing (TSB) i3 patella tendon
bearing (PTB) & kondylen bettung muenster (KBM) (Ztb=, MEH LS X RO H
LS &) A BCTRIER OO, [EROLE S TWlGORKIT) [V ry EhbDR
W] FETE SR RIEE LN TR LT, AMEHUIEE IO TXEENMEF CoRRME
MIZMEZ 2 TEY, ZOIFEAEREAIZETI2HETH D 2,

T IA X IR G Th D — M NERGIKrE OATTIE, EAONHREE, B— 2 ghEIR
K7, EEES 2GR LD S, U~OAmMELHERKIELZ &Ik D 3, £,
TR OIRFREE mOH N HIX, SMEHERIROINE OBHEF OGN E L2 ST D &%
BRRELSHODOND N, MG TRREIEFEIZIBWTIE, RMEFORBMNEZZLSET
HZIUT EDEEITIRN Y,

2) & B F = (prosthetic weight)
HEIL—FB
e i L SR — R R BR I D i R R R ORPUZ SN TOZET U ATBUED &
ZAHT TR, BROZERIZE DT AL — FIZH LWETRN 0, & HIC TRREINT
FEOHRBITREOZ R L F —HBIZBNWTHEREREZE L X —a X b & ORI
<D, FEHBIIUIWTE OBITUEE, FIEMRMEO NG LT LEEETHHIT LR
LTz 72\ 8,

3)#t, hEE (shoe, insole)
HEIL—FC
—EEEEIEE O R R RIEEITTRE 2T 52 & TABIE T 223, flix ofd
FIZ X 22T 9, Lo UHERVE T RS DI &~ it o TR L, ST o
v — 7 RIEEDKR & AATHE DM LR NH Y, EHFERFOMEL DN EnbZITA
IS RAFTdH 2 10,

4) & B B EB (prosthetic foot)
HEIL—FC
B AR DL T IR OBATIF O FRE & R OHEET BT 2 1, LinL,
R 2 5 DF 9 5 RERGIBrE 1238V T, R ORREEA PSR £ TTHIUTREOEIT
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K OBATOZEF R 12, FTo, SMEMUIRE IR 2 =) L F—H e, =xLr¥—
HEZBD UBSTHE SSGET 205, I FRMECIEF B W TIIRIBO LN TE LT,
fhEm & LC, IREIMCR ORI UM I2IE= VX —F A0S & 72 50, Ppo<
D LAEL &9 rmintlETE (213 SACH AN & 72D 19,

FRBIDFENZ X HEREEEIZ OV TR L2/ R T, AMEME FIREIEE 120
T 4.0~4.8 km/hr O A '— R TILZEEFDE (1871, 1D10, 1D25, 1C40, Otto Bock feet,
Flex Walk II) 1T X5 Z&1Fe\W 9, —J5, THREIEFH 2T % Flex-foot iX, SACH &£V
HWATRED A N T A4 RENERT 2EmnH 0, STHEEN BN D & —a X NI
p9 % L S, %7z Carbon copy II, Seattle, Quantum L ¥ & SZHIFEHAD &7 E A &
MAEBICREL, RUDOKRKIEEMRTOH 1 B —27 b AEICELS 2D, BLOEFZH
RDMEDH D W, L LRn o, IFE 72 KEREIE#E D55 1230 T Flex-foot D
X, TFNAF—a 2 FOENPLEHDLMILE LTFTZ LN L ST D,

— I THREIWTE I8 1 D SACH & 13, Seattle Light Foot L 0 &tV H LR L,
WSR3 1T DM B E O EAE AT » TROFERIERNBAELT D 10 & Sh,
FACKO R TH S SAFEIL & %1 F 2 v 7 @ Th % Flex Walk & bbii L C 2 B
DRIRENZB T DR E—7 F—A v b EHEENICHIRZBO L 17 ZLinb, ZOWHED
HBATRRITER N,

—{ T ER I O TR R T torsion adapter %75 L7254, rigid adapter 235K & b
LT, HMEEEREORE P CTOEERE— A > FOZIT LY AL—XTH D0, EiR
WATHREDE— A > h Tl adapter DiEWIZ L D ZIT RV 18, F 72, M TEREIEE 20
T, |BERHOWEMEEZRKELTDHIEN, T2 T =28 K LUBITRICERTH
7% 19

THEREIWr 12351 5 Seattle Light Foot TOREEH-FRIT, H-Brds X OFEBRED TR O
IHENMER A L0 E <, BB ITEY, & U O OIERFRME: & R B OERNC
AREREIREZ 726720, £7-, THRUWFZ31F 5 Flex-foot, Carbon copy II, Seattle,
Quantum O L 9 72 = Rx X —FFEEEIE, SACH &5 L 0 & BB - B RF O s FRIED | 20,

5) Z B IR#EF (prosthetic knee joint)
HEIL—FC
AV 2 — 2 — NS X D BHEFIIRER O BIET L iR LT, AEICIEFATIOEWE)
ZNAIHE T, MBEHBEEOEBEL AT CARNICHENLTE Y, FEER TOSRLOR
HBITAE— R 8D 422,29,

X
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F4E HEHPERENAOHEEIL—FEIETUALRL

EBEE
HRJL—KFB IETUALANLS

BHIOS AL LT TG O B8 U I AL, 1 FEHOAFRE AEIRFERIZB N T
RESHEHELTBY, UMEZORB I ALV IZANTHo72 V, £R ﬂ}ﬁﬂ% THHE
pneumatic post-amputation mobility aid % i - 72455, YIKREAL 23 ARG/ O T IREIE B
ThHoTHANBEIIFTRETH o720y, BEZKT TWHEHETIE, ANBIITEZ 53, &
BHIEFRIE L L OdeE & 2 < BRI O "I REME DS m o 72 2,

[EHEHNZ T B Ak, s, BaitisisE e &K 1 RROBRELZ 3 H
M 7B, BT CTOBRITHEOLZIT oL LT 2 HBITT A PR
physiological cost index, & IENALRFOFE EMA~DE CHEREGEZ R L, HHEFIZR
HPREITAN Th o723, EToama W TBg ST o 208 CII T RREIWT T o 2 21T
O INIACRFE, timed up and go test, 10 m B THRIH DA B R EEZ RO Lz 9,

HEFFHNC BT 2B THAE 7 v 77 L, 248 EREZEH L7 KREIE CTh->ThH
BATHEDW L& 2T v T ROEFAHIEDBHEITHN TH -7 9,

Z DA OFe R EERE & L CEA AR EEE (PNF) Z W FiETE, Kk
Gl OBATHE B W TIERD HIE (REBE), BT o AME, Bhairikk, 7V
v, BTHRE, BEBRARE) OB LT, @UlORAT v TRRA NI A4 REDMED, 7
4?Vx%ﬁMLkoit,$ﬁLf% <Y, BITERNOBEEICIZL VAN TH- 72

o TOM, I EFEUIMHAI TR A A A=Y LN bEENT5 b —=2 7 Tik, — &b
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2. Wi EEICEI AEBRERE
HRIJL—KB IETUVALANIL2
1 A T ER W 12 %9 5 semirigid dressing I3 soft dressing K Y HFEEEEE £ TO
RIS L, Ao AEZTHY U, Bb 4 LATEEZ: removable rigid dressing (RRD)
FeMEal s (EB) K0 b 2 B[R F6 g CHm O RFERUD 20 K8 B < 2 2 MmN 8 o 72,
LorL, 4 BRBIIEEN o7 2, FERYIKTE 1259 % rigid dressing 1%, non-rigid
dressing (ZH~, BEYYEZE Z THIAITKRS, RO Yy MERETO BT 85
iz Uiz, I ORIRICEE Lo Bl s L, Biil, ERi~07 7 — FORER,
rigid dressing ~DZIF AT RIF ThH o723, Zofh, Y arxY “—7‘“‘%@5?70?%1
X2 WrimfE B L, MY XV AR £ COBIRMRRE £ To MM WZHE<, B/
AT E R < e D 2~ L7 9, F72 Ieeross® vV 22— T A F—% 90% D Yk
B Lo TR 2 U=y 7 % 13 H, UnE U % 55 HTHRT LTV,
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RS L—KB IETURLARL2
TR 12635 TENS [XWiiiam 2 e U, 5% 4 2> A BERLC O LI O % A R
EMZOLNDD, TOMFIT1FELBETIIRO beho72 0, —J7, MR T REIm SR
F OIEGIBA T I o M i B Sk 2 BAUHITE T, kHIREE & b U-CIRsg i o oo ik
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HREIL—KC IETFUALALS
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