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VLR B2 (acute achilles tendon rupture, AATR)
W TS AR, A2 kA TFESGa b, Tk, 2k
PRI AT 2R 1 R RS IETE BTG N, U R AE 50 2 S L) i
NHEHRET EHT, X T B W R IR ST 5 N RSFIR YT
MFARIGIT . IEAERBETE KB, TCie 2 i T AR e AR
R PRSFIRYT AT R IIAY T ARG 8t )5 1 4R 2 450
EE R B W] 22 57, SRR IR 2LS T ARG YT 10 BUALE 2%
B2 T AORSFIR YT, W AR S IR ROR A S T F ARG
P ORI N B S R R S 7 Z I, PR IR YT AT
AIBS TR AL AR D RE 45 Ry 1T ] BE 23 U AR B 555 ]
R RCRE ™, SR IR S PR IRY T IS 2 T ARIBYTY L IRYT
J5 BB AR A T 5 — EARAS K B A SO Aok 5 2 EiR
JiEk T 2T R DG 1) B S0 R S BBy TR o R SRR A T 2500, LA
fE A I IR T A SRR A — S JE e 15 22

1 RFRTSRBRERE

A1 ] 5 S 2k BRI SO S IR YT R E I AL e
M7k, BT IR B SRR VR T, DI Sy R e 45 R it
TR RO . SR, KI5 P RE 2> S U MR LIA 22
4 BROCTTARAE , B 2 3L AR R AT R ki Ag & AR
PR . BT AR R , AATR 1915 R AT g = B
FITRYT AW 52 1) < 2R AR E I Bk, S BAE A i i —
PR, RTRETRT Y, 5 DL AR AP T i, B IR
b T S B (R YA A e 57, B J A 3  AS Dr b f
TR0 A2 20 S T 2 ST A (DB AT DA A/ R A 7 S
3R] IRBR S B R B P TER G IE B, Aujla
RS Z5EMR FH ST 4 IR A 97 7 %€ (Leicester achilles man-
agement protocol, LAMP) 3 442 f5i] AATR 35 47 i) — 3
HTHETERTR &3, I LAMP J 5 TR SR YT I 8 28
VACOped #t B 2| 114 56 4= (7 FIA-F HH B OG5 136 3l MR B 7
WL A% (2% ) HAR AT IS MERIETh e R 47, Costa ML
SN 540 {51 8 25 HEA T Y 22 O BEATLXT BRI R B 58 & B0
AATR &5 94 1 3 FLal (B 20 58 4= 1 TR IE A RO OG
TG Bl ) B R L KT 249 43 (achilles tendon total rupture
score, ATRS)FIAH 4 ICH] 25 55 , (il FREAF S A RN A= 37 ot

10 -5 4EJ% 1] 45 (European quality of life-5 dimension ques-
tionnaire, EQ-5D)" LA AHLIZE R, RIALRFIRTT R AL H
[ P 1 L B R A TR I BT TS 193 R R A
JRUES AT W 3 h . Maempel JF 209655 th % B, AATR
B ST B T et E 6 N H IR E T
ik 20 1 58 2 S I B 45 SR (patient-reported outcome mea-
sures, PROMs ) G4 % W JIL 1A 15 8% 2 BE P-4 (musculoskele-
tal function assessment, SMFA) K35 %%, ATRS F1 & BR[A]
LA 0 PE4r (foot and ankle questionnaire, FAQ)HILF A
CEICIPR

AATR 755 R 3¢ L1 7 B 2] 58 4 0 S BG4 B OG5 1
SRR R, TR F 8 JR B 2 64~ H i PROMs W B &L F
LB EE , PR A ATRS K It B 5E 7 A4 T4
AR 852 . Barfod KW 50 130 491 5 B4 T — T AL
X REIG PRI FSL LI, AATR )5 FE 12 5 55 3 T
FEIR AT S AT 4 (4 BR OG5 16 Bl 5 R T A 18 2 1 2y 8 JHAH
6,2 40 AR S5 7E ATRS 1745 PR BE B B LA BB (7
WrZRd 38 [l 1Az Bl 9 R A et ) T A B g 22
S0 BIRE SRR S B e RS 8 A s i e
6~ H " ATRS ¥4 & EQ-5D P4 T A1 B 4, (H & X &b
PEFAAT R I 1A I RANH 2 5 SR f-AE 4 . Kastoft R
G GRIE SR BETI RS T R I, AATR B A4 S IR
SPIRYTIN 55 S — R T 4 A0 67 A AR 6 TR S T
Ih U R BRSS9 05— 1 AR DL 2 1—4.5 4R 11
ATRS PF4r 2407 5 41 5, (HUR 2 4 22 () 25 S U k5 T 1
7 HE 2 A R B TE A 5 AR ] I 1 0 B (E X 22
TERETT G 09 1L 1—4 S AR FRR

T D8 R S AN (A 2388 0 Pk DR 28 sl EC A 2 1)
e A HA B TR E SRR TAE Rz 3l S m iR
W . I, AATRIRSHAIT I, 35 1A 7 3 (B %)
B2 JE 5 WA A BRI 0 DG IS Bl R e A T HLAE R
HA B A AU ATRS K 42 5 5 T ml BB AL T4 58 10 41 85 [
FE AT A AT B = RN
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Aujia 2019 ATHEVERFR 442 LAMP 4L : OIIREMAAT# I 2 G RN 22 T d 8 Bl ke & AR 2408 2 5.9% ;s FHWT 2R A . 2%
@0—4 JE A JE 30°[ %, 4—6 J& , BAJE 15°—30°Z [i)iE 3 ATRS ¥4 (fi)5 234N ) : 75.5,
o), 6—S8 &, i 0°—30° 2 [a] 3% 5, 8 R R R bk 3 HL o

Costa 2020 FfiHLX]HEAFZE 540 X} BEZH - R R R [ L 8 JR L 6 R TP IR e 4t ATRSTES(MiJ5 94 H  N) X B4 74.4,
T, 30900 [ R ) B SR R A 2 T S KA o THigH 72.8;5
T S ELE e 8 L [ JE B 20 e T A PR (N XA 6%, T 19141 5%

Maempel 2020 FEHLIEDFZE 140

Barford 2020 FfEALXREWFZE 130
Kastoft 2019 FfHLXREAFSE 60

SRV BE By, R CE AR A B, 8 AR
RS ECE ShvA VA

Xof HAZH - o Al [ R Sh AV 10 )8, 4 J8 s ik 22k
B4, 8 J G PR 3% 2K A, IR SE e f L 10 4
JE bR A E G Ehih e

THLH AT ML R 3om, BRS04
JE 5 R R BERRAIG 1.5em., 6 S5 VRIEE 2 K A5, 8 S
JE BB AATHE, G FSh B

Y5 0—2 JE A B B 3000 , 2 J8 5 A B R 4 ol 52
HUR IR 2 MG 3om, BIZIEH e 2 i,

X FRZH - 3—8 R T ARG 30

T : 3—8 JEHE Sl TR ST G o (B 30°—0°) .

AL A5 )5 0—6 A,

T 1 R R e e,

2 I S FLEE R EREAT 34 1.5em #8212 RS T iR
AIPEERSE TG B, B 2 A b — AR

DR K LA (N 4 IR 1%, T B4 2%,

ATRS . SMFA } FAQ -3 : T Fii BH A
TR (I 6 ) VAEJR R (N)
TR (N) « X BE2H 18.3%, T 40 7.7%;
BREFIK LA (N) - X I 2 4.2% , T Ti4H
2.9%;

1172 3 o BE2H 13 8, T2 12 4

B TAE(N) 35920 10 B A2 47

ATRSTE4>(13)5 4.6 F2 121 1) :N
FHRAE ({45 PR 2% I BRIEAE R ) N
IR T AR Kz 3 He il e st Ta] N

ATRSPE4> (13)5 0.5.1 }2 4.54F) :N;
PEPREE L A5 0.5 4T T2 B AR T I8
M, FE 2SR

1::(DLAMP: Leicester achilles management protocol, EHHAHRIEAYT /74 ; @N: Joi 2 5 ;DATRS: achilles tendon total rupture score, i
fld e 4 W4y ; @SMFA: musculoskeletal function assessment, JLA B HEITA ; ©FAQ: foot and ankle questionnaire, & BR[AIFEAZ 0 ITFS) .

2.1 JFFARRST SRS

A S5 R RE S CRLA 40 0 3 AR BR OG5 0 21 ) W] B
X RRE IR O E S, DRI, R IR 5 B S 8l 7E
AHEIMA G I L AE RIS T , AT 38 i BRI Th BE 1k 52 44
P, EmIR TAER R A% . Kim U 2% R H] Krackow f&
TR 56 (5] AATR (B HEAT T [BBIMERR 7T L B, AR AR S
2 JEIT IR S E IS RO S S R 4 R IR T s I S 2R C
TGS L, 2 4 2 I BROCTT TG SR o AR SR Y it 7 TCH]
25 5 (R 7 SIS BROC S B 4 H R A A s [R] B fi
B 1240 1 R B B2 174) (American orthope-
dic foot and ankle society, AOFAS)FlATRS 18] & 4.
KR - 45 %) 35 4] AATR 84 BEAT B LA BB 58 % B,
Krackow A J5 27 3 J& T 43 51 Jed 0% Sl 43 6 2 A9 Jn st B &2
ZH7E 6 1 H M 124 H i) ATRS $E43 . Leppilahti J 6 55 ¥4
R IRAE Gliiad B 2 e O HR SR Y, i - L BR B i >5em,
30 YK /min, T 58 4 B AR TAE G A, T 2 2H AR
ARG T 2R R R YL AR 2 S I T M L ZERRAEH
ALK I, 40 ] AATR 835 K FIESE 1) Bunnell 5% Kessler
BERIRYT I SF L R0 o RS BROC TR Bh A AE 2
H R 124 G i ATRS B 5 T %0 IR, AR IR R AE 9 %

A R (IR TR 24 T A% T B3R i 5 45 ), I R R A X i A
(R-ATRA)2 ] LB AT W 2257 (322) .

SR Eliasson P 255 & 0, AATR i35 Kessler 254
ARG 8 JEIP AN [ 671 A 114 B A 50 A S R 1 T eI 2 -
WA W 22 5, AT DPRE IR 98 X 4 43 S e 7 E ) B 2 L B 1
15 Sh A K BB TG sh AL, T X =Rl R A Jr 48 (3 2) 7E BRI At
£ JUAN I & R JE A2 ATRS J TR iz 8)) B[] 480 35 b
J7 T I 4 W i 22 5 . Okoroha KR Z5AF 53 % BH, 18 4]
AATR 3 % F Bunnell 5 R 52 B Krackow BEAME R J5 , A
Ja AR BRI I I A 24 15.9mm, R 5 2 J8 G T 1R%
Wi E S ARG AR A L 12 5 AR A BRSE Y
B K ATRS J7 B BAT W 2257 (3R 2) .

Aufwerber SZEPIFFTE 1240 H R kT A 280k
B, 150 ] AATR 845 R 2k B Kessler 88451 T AR5, 1
ARG EE 1 R TITUGTE AT T 32 30 Bl N A 758 T B AT
B BRS T 1 Bl 1% B A 2 J8]J5 Ui DUy S HL I £ B
EERETIE S, 6 4 A i K 12 A2 4 22 [A] Y ATRS K 4 i
e LRG0 S AR ) H A B B 22 5 5 2218 36 0 g e 1A
# (RAND 36-item health survey, RAND-36) H %% {4 { Fj
HE TR R AP T TR AR 6 7 Bt s BH S s 1 %o B
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Kim 2017 [EitE 56 Krackow A1 B4 A lBAE FARBAE 22 484 SV ROM M4SN
7% % S H WBAT+H] FER T 16 3] 5 6 J8 Ja vl i &7 TR T AR - et 4] H 0 A8
FWB+2 X163l 4
SR - S BRI AR 5 2 8L 2 FE RSN AOFAS Fil ATRS : Je U411 T4 41
2 H WBAT+RI BRI 16 85 4 J8 5 nl it 2
FWB+a X163,
2R 2021 BEHLRTER 40 Bunnellzf, FAEL1—4J8, RIRBAT 34 2em B FROBREE  JFRE N
5T Kesslerih #7172 , 43 0, 4 R 5 BB bR — M AR X S N
F . FWB;3—6 JA AT ghiE s, 7 I G 32 ATRS.: L 6h S 4 B i A0 T B
SRS B0
X REL : 1—6 JEAEF [ , NWB,L 5 7 JE 54 kiR
Jib e, Fs o, 26 8 R A/
HHESE 2019 FEHLXIE 35 Krackow  FEEREE QI .2 K—2 J#, S HLE i 25°—30°  ATRS J% Leppilahti BRI S 52 PE5 K AL
5z % [ , 3—6 J8 , WA B8 00, 3 A E+E3 IRE IR A T IR
B 55 7 RIS 0 = 2hiE B JERAE N,
FEG RS 2 K—6 JH, R A B 1 itd 25°—
300 [ A2 , 7 FA—11 RYRBR A F , s & 3
S SR BTG Sh A & 0°,
Eliasson 2018 FEHLXIHE 75 Kessler#:  ARJGBENLA M 34, 05 2 L E 6 &, S R IR 626 AN IR K , 26 &5 ToAs
W5 A 34 2em B YRR O [ 4 R 4 R RS k.
JAREBR—AHE T JNBRIVLPA 775 N
W G E T B - 5 1—6 SRS R 58 7 R INERILAI AN N
R, 8 R R SE A T ATRS:N;
BB T TG S 56 1—6 AN T L, 26 7 SRR IR EETAERE] N,
S, 8 R SE e 5 3 AR UM AN R
MR IG5l
ARG SN A6 | PR L 5 3 e 4
T, 5 3 P U T SR B 1S B0
Okoroha 2020 BEHLXTAE 18 Bunnell 8%, (4R 4 . 1—2 J& , St i 20014 E ,NWB, PRIEF-I K« 15.9mm, 4125 5. N;
5T MR 3—4 JH PR R AT 2 AL 1 S LR ROM:N;
Krackow  NWB,5—6J&, BB 1 M2 T ,NWB; ATRS:N,
S IS 2 1—2 J] , Je M 200 2, NWB,
3—4JE AR AT 2 I L E
WBAT, 5—6 J& . 85k 1 MET-, WBAT.
Aufwerber 2020 FEHLXTIE 150 gE T 1—2 5, R A PG RSER Y RAND-36 3@ FIE 1 3. T
5 Kesslerv:  H.,WBAT, it} 15—30°,3—6J& ,FWB, it 5—  TLHILT 4 IBLH ;
300, RJG S —RIF IR bR S A TR 67 8 (9 B ATRS:N;
SR> 5 PEBATE N
THEZH  1—2 J R A B T FR AN ,3—6  DVT:N,
L VR BR3BTS4 SR s
FBR FWB, BBk S A T A T AR 25
WYR 2021 [EIEH 254 Krackow AL ANEE VAS 145 : A 215 5
Wt AR Bl 12, hoar s L E AOFAS : B4 i T HAth & (2—12 ) 5
kessleri:  CZH:1—2J&, B[R , 3—4 J&, Hh a7 2 [ 5 ATRS: B2 = T HAhZH (2—16 J7) 5
DAL 1—3 & BRI [ 2, 4—6 J& R il . SRS TG SRR AT B ] L B S AR
o R A I [) B~V My 3 i s W S )
[ : AFNBZHHT AR C D 2 ;
FERIE N,
FEM 2022 FEFLXTIE 50 FERCFA G4 MR TR R R WA T IR (BROGTT 00 AOFAS—AH M ATRS: RJF 12481,

A7) [ 5E 6 ]
X BEZH « BRI R 9] 2 52 MR 7 B e 5 (BROG T B
Jitt 30—40°1037) [ 5E 6 JF] .

B2 5 0 R s RS 18T NG
I RAE : BRMRY 4 24245 S AR R i, 1K
IRZEAR T HREH

(DN, JC i 2% 5 ; @QNWB, nonweight bearing, A1 ; @FWB, full weightbearing, 584> 1 8 ; @WBAT, weightbearing at tolerated, 1] i 5%
Y1 8 ; ©ROM ,range of motion, {if zJ% ; @RAND-36,RAND 36-item health survey *%7# 36 Ji i i # ; DDVT,deep venous thrombosis I
ik s ; @ AOFAS—AH, American onhopaedic foot and ankle society ankle—hindfoot scale 3% [T S ER B 2B I5 12 143 s @ATRS, achil-

les tendon total rupture score HRFESE R WIZHEr .
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12 JT B8R i TR B (HR 22 R AN s 2 R J5 9T R TR
ik il 4 (deep venous thrombosis, DVT) (1 XUt 5 A B
WER, SR, — K EE R E<IRE R 50% 2
DVT i faf B R B IF & DVT R 4.3, Ff UG
RARJFH | KRBT 2 AR, R 7 fr i,

AATR TG 0 BRI HE A AN B A7 ff B A G, B
309 [ 7 W) 18 8 AS [) 6F AATR AR B 1 0005t A A TR 5%
M, PRI 254 195K FH Krackow 8 e 45545 50 B Kes-
sler 285 ARIG YT AATR M 8 & SEAT MBI 98 & 91, &1 5E 2
JEIZL B AOFAS BR-Jim /2 P16 Je ATRS 7EA 5 2—12 Jil )
2—16 JH B i AN [T L[5 4 8] ST 6 Ji2H (3% 2) 5 T
TERR BN TG Sl LA R B R A2 e [ 1 0 )
Ko 1178 2 A1 BH B0 T BT 4 8] % i 6 JR 20 5 R 9 e
45 DVT IR W SR RS T B 25 5% . £ &
PR AR B, VN [ 81 R A 5 052 1) 5 R %) 00, R ) R e
A AT B A T I BB (BROGTY 0oL ) [T il B2 AR S5 12
J1 P91 AOFAS-AH J¢ ATRS W] i A - X6f B ZH (IR OG5 B e
30°—40°Nz [ ) , (ERIX TP 22 78 18 H AN PRI 85 AR5
3N R 20 % A R R 2 4 1 L A9 B S AP T X R, 64>
F B BRI g (BRI RE J7 ) FIREOL T3 R . [F Ik, AATR
AJGHEAE DB [ 2 A A2 A o
22 WEITFARIGT SRR B

AR BB, ST AR L, AATR ANHE E T
A (minimally invasive repair) H I /0, &R 4F, 195 11 I K AE
BRSO A S AT AR 3 2 A R 2 N 5 (A 4 S B
A HATE S A2 ) IR R AR ™, 2tk
Wr BT A S5 AR 2 JH 5 42 B E RS BROC TG 3 5 R WA
BIEEM G, 3 ENUR i AR BRIy R TAE g
ITIANE A ATRS P43 5 T A W .22 =0 78 S R AR
J5i 565 3 RITIRAT BRAGERIC T JE G 3, 2R )5 AES 3 J8 IF 1R 48
SR ARG 14F AOFAS BR-J5 fE W4 i 3600 T4 M4
1M AP Y E R iz s R (21 J8) BB /N T J21 (23 Ji)PY.
23 B TFARGRIRE Bk

RS G n EM R RS rZW6e% s
AATR 4 B A5 1 SR B AL AT A I R AR, , ol £ 3 g
HEFARG R ER TAEMIZE) . Majewski MAFP R, 4
FEFARIGITIE 1 AATR BB AR5 57 2 R ZEHURR AR A il 1
R R HGE) 3om B 7E B 200, FR7E AT i A2 18 50 R 58 2 R
HIED), 45, B IR EGE A R A 3em i I F lom,
FEF LA AR 4 T B3 8 8, TR YT IS MR 4 FaR TAE A
B RIE T AE AL, B E R .

3 RERESRREMES
AT, B S S R B A ) ) B AR

2%, X FEUE N, I BA R S A RS e S
o R it — 2 P AT LA A T LA 9 5 I ) A o
ISR L A OCBH YRS s R, BRI S8 BT AR 5 6
SR B 3 NG 2 3 AU E, B 1R RS S 5 AL
12 BT R AG , BROG Y AL 5 BRI 1A i 6 J HLJG
TGS , DU AR D s SRS T 6 il HL TS 3
WIZHAR L, e LRG3 S AL, A IR IR 44U A )
FoA R B R A R 5 5 T S ZHAH LE , BRI 7 T R
WS Bl , R BRBR DG I 2l B S BRI T ek 2 5 o, gk
N EPIE LRI RGN B B0 AR
B VR T AR S IR A T, 2 SRR DI RES T R T T R
JHEAS B AE A A R A XS T 58 4 (0 BRI 257 A T 22 i) ik
S P B R AR P, AT 57 1 U 15
WA AR R A, R, 150 1 BRI AE AR S IR T
T8 S8 B0 S SR AT AT Y T EL AT AR IR IR BCRY . 1Ak,
SR A1 2 11 K SR 1 5 AR T R DB f R B 2
JAJE A AT B, i RS 56 2 (1 K BRUAE LR 2 3R
TSR, 4 J8 5 A o R 20 G U I L A 22, R e B 1Y
B RE A 1A BRI Y A5

AN TR B2 1) S5 0L T X 85 LR 79 3 2 1 e A AN [ 52
M), K P A B A O R B D) 518 52 1 465 AR [m] AR ML 672 £
B, 25 SRR, 5 28T R 10 LA K 41 B A1 6 L (R 1)
IR, A U AW R ) DA ) AR E A 12 4 e (H 2
ASCHHR ) B AT ERAR S i LR ) o et AN, (ELJE 235 R
1 I B3R ST SN T4 B 7 i 2 DA AR s A JULREE 7 T
A S5 R A5 AT AR A 2 P i AR IE I PRATFSR A
KUK I, BRI R 5 55— I aa 16 sh 2056 — A, b 5
H - 1475 Sl A5 550 St 251 o, R 67 A o 2 AN g A i
N T S o g A A ) R R O B B AR DG
Zellers JA ZEPHIGEIA R IL, 256 AT I H TR ikl 2 B
AT LA RRARR ] R0 P P 7, A R PR T i 7 £ 14 ot 0, B
TR BRI , /INEE =Sk LRI IA) g St prg e RS
IIRGENES 2 A e 1 R i Y S (2 NG R T AT (A E D
WA, A AL A g Py e i P S 380

Valkering KP 2% — PHF9¢ & I, 540 56 42 17 8 119 28
T L PR A G AR P T A S R R W ik o T T
S 25 T LU0 0 R0 PR R R e T R D 1N R i O
(procollagen 1 N-Terminal propeptide, PINP)/KV-54+ %R
K EA W AR . Abdul Alim M 25945 2Bl & BE,
AATR HEH PR Kessler 84575 , B PR A 455 [A] B 56 <0
FE S AT A 0 7 8 0 S B4 PINP AT i 5 T%
SR . T T BRI IR T TR A iAnic 1
2 D ) 2 SR A i At e A 1A, B A BRI ZH 2 b 1 L)
Ko B T 28527 e T B W 2349 %) e R & S i A
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YERIW, ZRiA B UER] , (R 5 BB T Al 2k B o e 1 AL fe
JEA AN, 33X — 4500 AE SRR 4 S8 5 TR . TR, R
Wr AR 5 B HEAT D RE 1 1 SIS B 1 8 TE AATR RS (1)
G S G5 , AL T B8 5 T AR (RIS 2R ) 7K
SR TR K PINP 45 B NG 6, EHEM D RetE i dfid o 1
A 2 /KR AT REE Y 1 TR s G 4 i , DA T (0908 1
A zE KBRS SINEBE .. #—2rshir
GER L, FEBNIE ST e kbR e S I T R 1 2 (col-
lapsin response mediator protein, CRMP-2) % [ &1k 34 il
JE VLT AE 1 B, T D2 R 57

4 NG5

AATR F8 515 i 59 97 F 3645 A BRI 9 0 3% 2l J2 22
AR TEIRIEIREIRE SOt R AE TS TH 2T %
S AFEESRE TR TR RTRIT, B EHHTF
R HEIFARSBHE GBS, B SAR G 3 8 28 %
FLHEA T R AT RO TTTE B, AS BTG iy 871 i T LAAS e
PE i RIS AR W] T B2 3 PRl P B R A K 1 A7
B, EUR A BT S H T DU RS K s i b, BRI 3
7] B2 B BN A% 5 5K S5 IF R SE AN DVT | B i Ty
SRl A T A 1 TR A 1 KU 0 AT S S I R A
[Fi] i 33k 3 T i 5 a0 75 A 7K T 1 T 1 S PINP 45 G A
EFE R A AR FE 01 L0 T R IR & i 5% . BRIL 377
AATR B3 RIAIEA T SEIEA BROCHT 16 s I I BE R TR T
A AT 5 A B T RIS SR SRR i BT
SR RS TAEFI TS 3h, P25 B 1 B

SE 3k
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