BERA NV VISR N R =
GS5STJ 4 ZBAWNES VIO TIEEEE
ZIEERER7 SA4 X FOEER

Evaluating changes in lower leg muscle hardness after running assessed
by ultrasound strain elastography

Be AR L, 2 1k fox

X —

+ 77— K ! running injury, muscle hardness, ultrasound strain elastography
Ty =y rREE, MM, BERAN LA CIIANTT T4

(BE) VoV BERT v F—IlS L BET AT —N—2— A ETH 5. B FER~OHERY
M ER SRR O—>TH 1), HHIEGRLHMEK - HHEOZLZE) EEbNTnEY, 7=
WZRE D R ORI R ZALIC O W TIEH S 2Tk v, AWFZEIE, F 0 = o ZFiENi %5 X 07 24 kR
BOTHMEEICOWT, BERA N AYIIAN T 74 20T, MEFTLZEZ2HMEL
7o, RIFEON GG SRR ABE 134 TH L. REET 54 A v bEMELRE, 305M0T =~
7 (pre), Ef% (post), 24 Wefi#%: (24-h) @ 3O FEMMEZ I A b 7T 7 1 £+ X BEWK
RS E CHE L7z, 3K OMMIEZILZH~5 & &b, MEELE BET 514 A~ b OBER
BRI L7, 2R, RIS OMMEX, post &KL T 24-h THEICHM L. 72, BEESHN
HHER, RAE O O pre 725 24-h £ TOHRIME, ZNEIVFRE Fa v 77 X ME, HIREGH
LIEOMBPH -7z, SO Lhn, T FREOFHICT T, REFEKEHE~NOT 7a—F 28

WHETH B REEAVRIR S N7z

B
i

= TIFMHEFRON LB L EN TV S
DM EEEH D 1> TH Y, MEHEOHERE
HEICHELIRP DL —HT, Fy=7128%
HEOBEBHEMICL > THI XTI EINDEF—/3—
21— 2E (LT, Sry=vr7mEE) % s
ENTWLY. I r= v 7FREER, KRR, me-
dial tibial stress syndrome 7 & L A4 7 &,

R TRICE AT L 2 L HEI T
Y. A =N—Z—=RILX BT =V TEEL T

SRR B N RS AR 250 e
2 BRKFERE R
Corresponding author : FFHH & (nakata.yoshio.gn@u.tsukub

a.acjp)
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BARERR XK — VEFREE

YEUTEBEGIRL, X7+ =< ADKT %
FlERITI NS, TV IEEOTHILE
HThHb.

F =y 7EEORETENICIE, BNER
navicular drop D E R EDREET T4 A~ b A
ZIF 5N TWAY. [P R navicular drop @ & 1E
X, 7RSO TIC X D EERIATE
3, TENORMAEMT 2. Lo T, 7>
= REE IR I AE U A R - TR
RN OB AR OB RPN D—DTH 5 &
ZZ2oNb. R - TR ORI f O
M Xy, BRI, MREmEEREEB L
BRAERES, AEE SIS A K ) Ik T 5.
RRAE DRI IL, AR ZEOZA X BN
RO XL B RS RENEAL L EOHO
BEMAEEDOZALZ D S 2 979, Z DRtk %

Vol. 32 No. 2, 2024.



BEBEANLACISRANIS 74 2BAWES L FROTREBETILERRT S 4> FOBEIE

bid A — N — 2 — A [EE & ORE DR ST
LI lMD, Ty IBOBETMEEORE %
MMiiTAZ LI, Ty IEEOTVRIICEMT
horlEZDNS.

G AR O HFE % 5T 9 2 )70 — D\ 2
O D 5. MHTIEL T v = v FERERE L
OB & MR L 72WgE T, AT % RS
Yity, EREEICHET 2R H ), RS
Al 2 R 3356, BREBRER O 55 B $ 4 Wl
Pe2sd % 2 EAVREESNTEB Y, Ml oG- 1%
HBETFHOBRI,POAHTHLEEZLNTE
7o, AR, AR LSRR A H 7o R IR A
LA YT A5 7 4 (ultrasound strain
elastography : LL'F, USE) 2AHWwWHNA X 912
o7z, USE L, 7a—7%EMRIIYT, Bk
JEBZENMZ 5 2 & THEL BMUNERZERITEHR
L, TOEAZWEALL-DDOTHS. HWH
FEAPETITLL, ZODPWVIEIZEADPAL
RTVEWHEEZFH LT, EHELZBICAL
LR D EAR A% 5H LR O S 2 5Hifi L T
WAz, MEES L oS & ERICEHET 5
TLNTESY. &6, USE OFtllED 1 2 TH
% strain ratio 2SFAFE S, FEHE L L W =
T5HLZETHMEDOLEHAHE L % - 72, Strain
ratio (3o0F REFAL & LT OB 2 HEIRL, =D
DIMEDOEA AR INT AETH L. T2, Al
JERAENE (BBA T T—) *HWwbH I ETRE
L7255 & D ILERIC X A HEDWEE & 72 5
7z.

CNEFTUSEZHWCAThebhizg =7
WS B AT2EIC B W TiE, 7= T Y ViR
KERE FRROMMED LA LTEBY, 1 HEICZ
D=7 %Mz 5 ENHLNERSTVRAEY,
L2 LA R EDEE» HBiE EfL Twb T~
F—=TdhY, —MREITELR D HHREEEE D
LEZLND. EHIZTVITIV U THILI LD
5, HEMIZERT ST =7 L35 ERIHhHh
HAMMPERLE L. T2, BBz LHE, LR
TIARXY FDOENZEIY T V=V ZHO TR
DAMPELZDLZEDNE, BRETIA X NEH
BEEE & OBIRIZOWTH LT 2 LENH L. £
ZCARWEZEE, — AR EEZ N RIZT =T
FERaRT I &L O 24 KR O FERBREEL IZ DWW T,
USE Z TR, #MErdsZ ez HE L7
7= TERICE BHMEZALZMET S &

HARRRKX R —YEFSEE :

T, FAGREENC X B MR OIS 5872
LBMAEBLIENTE, Ty ITREDOT
WG 7R o s L s S,

&

1. RARE

ARIFFEDORRHE L, EENREERO & 2w AT
M 134 (GEHn248+18 7%, 1AHE 674+41kg) &
L, EROETEHGHREO Vb DL Lz B
A, MEISTROTFWNIEND 55, #F6 »
HUPWICTRICHEDD 28 & Lz, BRI
L, ETOMNEHEIRITEO HIRL K, ERS
MOV I Y 9 2 fabtk & x5 ofiz>
WTXHBIOOETHHAZIT 2, HEEHET
EBE TR o7z ok, RWRITHBERAAE R
WEMmBERSOKRE G T T e -7z GRER S
55 1K 020-59 7).

2. EBR7O0M3)

T v =y IR ERRC, BT IA AN E
TREFHAEEE D52 (LT, pre #ll5E) % Fht L 72
Sy v THEIEZ ML Y FI OV (T635A Tread-
mill, SportsArt) LTItk o7z. 7= 78
DI AT 2 5F 12 6km/h 1 H A ¥ —
L, 154812 2km/h $ 23 E% EIF, 12km/
hiCHET AT TR —I VT Ty e LT
Z D% 12km/h \ZFE L 22K 52005 30 401, 5
YoV TR T e o 7z, BHER TR
mEEOME (LLF, postill®) #4rkw, I
=V T RERRT A 5 24 BRI TR o )
£ (LU, 24h ) 247k o7z 2 7=
YTV a— ADOMRIZE BB ERINT S0,
GV ITRICERT AT = Y a— XA
& HETH —o b oL L7z (Speed Lite 2,
PUMA). %&b, HEHR~NORELZYRT 572
O, WERMH254HF TOR, #LvES)E %
25 EIHRL, YHICHEMEEZIT R - 7.

3. BIEEE

1) THREREERE

TEMEEOREIZETITT A N T 7 1 Bk
i & 5 Dk 1 15 52 W %% 1 (HI VISION PREIRUS,
HAZ8ERT) &2 v, JBATHEE” 2 2F12E L
7z. 14-6MHz V) =7 #l 71w —7 (EUP-L65) 12,
TS CTH L EHN T T — (FEHT T —
65, HY.7aH X T4 AN %, EHDOT ¥ v F 2
Y MEAWTEL LM L7, Strain ratio #HE %
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Str. Ratio
Strain Ratio

BGAT
HdTHI-R

Strain Ratio
BiA 1.04

BG:1 JR:70

[; D (
HdTHI-R

1 TEEHF D ultrasound strain elastography € X —3
WNREGE A SEHTI7—%2BELUTEDEEEZRERL, &% (A) 3T
35EHTT— (B) DEHE (B/A) 2BHL -

Hv, &WH$ 258 77 —0OERLEHN
L7z, BBHNTI-3—EDMSTHY, ke
MEOEHA VE—F Uy Ao T A b= —1i
fRx FHWTESN TS, D7D, 5N T T —
DR S % JLAEFRAL & LCTMET A2 LT, MEAH
—EDD DI T HEARLPHEOLNS.

AE IR WA ISR S NS ML DE R
JIIREZY—LGEHKL, FHTTU—-T%)
AI AN R LUIE L7, 3o mgoh
Mo, WL B T T — O S ORI
HTH LMD, BLO) X3 7))V HE—i
KA 7 VHDOERT T 7 EOWETIH-0.7 H
L0775 —VDOMTHEZ EIZHEDNT, Wz
BIRLz, Tu—TIEENT I T 5 v F A
VENRIELLKEET L0, MTOMOES %
AR ) — R ekrE L, WET 2BOEH
TR T —F 777 bOFEFRERWEH
WCHE L7, WEoBIZE, ARk o BT
DAL L 2\ X ) I 2B ICHE L 2w Z
&, USE WIE %247 ) BEOBUNRIEMAD R b a—2
BRESELIEIEEL.

WETHHIETRBDOH S, BEHKBE—FT
OWHED I S TH DA R L LTHW .
T, BEIE AL N MIEE (medial gastrocnemius -
PLF, MG), WBEWSE #5444 55 (lateral gastrocne-
mius : AT, LG), ERHALE (flexor hallucis lon-

288 BARERR AR — VEFREE

gus muscle : L'F, FHL), &5 X (soleus : LA
T, SOL), Hmif&E# (tibial anterior : YL'F, TA)
L7 &WHole LefrE, RGeS
HERALZHDOES %2 100% & LY, MG, LG,
TAZEMIG & D) 30% OfE Tl L7-. FHL
1& 50% DfLiE, SOL ik 70% DA CllsE L7z, %4
B oOWEILFE CHMAZMET 2720, BEKB
E— NIZTEHOWHM 2R L7z0b, Tu—7
EYNTHNEICHER Y T —F v 724725
7. TEMAMOM (MG, LG, SOL, FHL)IZKEA
fr, FHEERT O/ (TA) WEMPEITHERML, 3
DR E D S FEEE RN L, Sz,

ZHiE 256C £ T TR o 7. & TOWEILL
WOARER L7z, MEHIERy N ECTEREEY
&0, WEHICH UESEEZ RO, RIEEREC
OUF, BIZHBALRWE D ICEE L7, R
DL 90 B, BEBIETIZ 0L L7z,

kR W E € = ¥ — £ o USE Wi} %

HW T, i IZPE & L7z strain ratio BEAE TEA
WamH L7z RO, SEWRE L 1T
REZRBRY K& CRRE L7, B &R SEir (A),
BN T T — % IR (B) & L CHL LR
WL, & (A) SHT2E58H7 77— (B) OFE
ALt (B/A) 28I L, AW strain ratio & L
72 (B1)%. 73, strainratio DEAS EHT5H 2
AR D FRE R
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1 BHBOIHRICHE T IHEE

MG LG FHL SOL TA
pre 0.99+0.58 1.04+047 0.67=0.25 1.94+0.68 1.36 =0.46
post 0.81+0.26 0.74%027 0.56 =0.25 1.67+0.60 1.05+0.40
24-h 1.16 +0.66 0.86+043 0.72£0.38 1.67+0.70 162+0.72*

I = BERE R A
*p<0.05 (vs post)

MG, medial gastrocnemius ; LG, lateral gastrocnemius ; FHL, flexor hallucis
longus muscle ; SOL, soleus ; TA, tibial anterior.

2) BEE7 244> b

TV TBED)AY Ty ¥ —L LTHT
LNTWAET I AV MIOWT, IEMECTHBENE
DHBLREDEIRE TV I NFERTEIENTES
3D 7 v FAFx YW TH D ZRIC R E AR
(JMS-2100CU, #kxsx#k Dream GP #) & Hw ¢,
JFKE &, navicular drop 1, HEFAED 3IHE D
WEZAT R o7z REOKEE Y 7 ¥ F=—7 (it
AR, B R, BT ) O 3 ISy — A —
AL, B, AL 2 St THIE R AT R o 72
FRZFNOWEHEHTOT ¥ Fx—7~D< —
B =it 1 NOWE AT % - 72

MRE R, EEAEEIERSRIC L) HETH
WEh, Zofliz o272, Navicular drop
DA FEA AL O Fit IR w55 0 W 5E N A & i FAL. D
PRGBS OWEMHEZ T 5 2 & TR L7,

4. fRETALIE

HEHIZBUT B TR IZOWT, Z5&MENO
3 DM UTHRNAHBIFREL (intraclass cor-
relation coefficients : LT, ICC) & Flv THE N
B2 MG L72. ICC ICB LT, Jeirmrze i
o %, 0.00-0.20 T slight, 0.21-040 T fair, 0.41-
0.60 T moderate, 0.61-0.80 T substantial, 0.81
VI FC almost perfect & HIW L 7-.

T OMREEE & AL, BT 74 X~
b i Zx%F L Shapiro-Wilk #5E % W IE R o
WEt 2 47% o7z, 5FH (pre, post, 24-h) DLt
BE, IEBMEDSAR S N7 a3 SUEN & — ot i
ST R I, IERMEDRAR SN o 72 EE
Friedman #E & 72, F#&E & L T Bonfer-
roni & 72, KO TR AR EZ AR & 2 5B
TIA4 Ay bEOBEIL, EBMEAARSNYAE
13 Pearson ORCRAHBMRE Z Hvy, IEBTEDA S
N7 o 72354 1% Spearman O NEAL A B4R B %
W7z,

ETOMEHLHILEHENT >~ 7 b SPSS ver.26

HARRRKX R —YEFSEE :

(IBM Corporation ;: Armonk, NY) ZfiH L, H
HKHEIX 5% K& L7z,

B R

1. USE BIE D#ENEREM

AWFZE TIE &3 LT 3 [ @ strain ratio ]
E&{T% > 72. MG, LG, FHL, SOL, TA I8}
5 ICC Ix & £ 1 0.844, 0.864, 0.790, 0.871, 0.900
Tho7.

2. & strain ratio

1KMW D pre, post, 24-h IZFB 1) 5 strain
ratio DWERE R CPIgE + R A) 2R L7z,
Shapiro-Wilk #E O #5 %, LG, FHL, TA IZIXIE
LA AR S, MG, SOL \ZIE IEBL 53 25380
bhehorz. 207, LG, FHL, TA O%M
8] O FEHR A2 B 58 — JC L 70 B AT & W,
MG, SOL @5 o HiZ 1% Friedman & %
Hwiz. TAIZBWT, post &IEEL T 24-h TH
BICKRERMEZR L.

3. BE7 742> b EHBBEELZ(LEDEE

K205HFK 412, pre-post M, post-24-h [, pre-
24-h HIZ BT 2 K OMMER LR L, BEHT 7
A RX b EDOMHBEREZ /R L7z, Pre-24-h Tl
MG @ 5 1§ B 28 /b % & navicular drop D i (r=
0.614, p=0.026) (X 2), FHL Ol EE L= &
WREHOM (r=0.606, p=0.028) (K 3) & DA
B REOHBED RO b,

z B

AT, 305DT v = FikEuith, 24
eI % O T R EE 2 0 L, £ D2 L% HIK
L7z, ZORE, TADOAKRTS v= v FijEkL
24 WEfH # & O BN AR BE OB R R B2 0 &
nr.

FATIIZEIC BT, 1 5'91% 5000m & Fif4 O
i A L & ) BB e A /0 (2o THRES &2 47
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%2 Pre-post ADBHHBEELLEERERLT 714X M EDEE

Navicular drop (mm) FERAEE (mm) HEAEA ()

w t 0469 0.390 0.067
B 0.106 0.188 0.828

o ! ~0101 0.103 0,073
b 0742 0738 0.813

r ~009 0245 —0548
Pre-post  FHL | 0755 0419 0,053
r ~0032 ~0090 —0323

SOL 0916 0769 0281
N 0,642 ~0202 0788
b 0.112 0508 0,051

MG, medial gastrocnemius ; LG, lateral gastrocnemius ; FHL, flexor hallucis longus muscle ;
SOL, soleus ; TA, tibial anterior.

®3 Post-24-h HDEHHBEELELELEERRET 71X > M EDRE

Navicular drop (mm) FEREE (mm) A ()
MG r 0.104 0.503 0.198
p 0.734 0.079 0516
LG r —0.256 0.483 0.304
p 0.398 0.094 0.312
r —0.002 0478 0.452
Postzdh — FHL 0.995 0.098 0.121
r 0.369 0.124 0512
SOL p 0.214 0.688 0.073
TA r -0.154 0.220 -0.040
p 0.616 0.470 0.896

MG, medial gastrocnemius ; LG, lateral gastrocnemius ; FHL, flexor hallucis longus muscle ;
SOL, soleus; TA, tibial anterior.

F4 Pre-24-hEDBHHEEZTLREZERLTZ14 42 M EDREE

Navicular drop (mm) FHREE (mm) MR (°)
*

we T 0,614 0.159 0509
D 0,026 0,605 0075

o T ~0.255 0210 0.161
D 0401 0491 0599

r ~0.118 0.606* 0035
Pre24h— FHL 0.702 0028 0.909
r 0.460 0.123 0.464

SoL 0.114 0,688 0.110
A T 0121 0.050 0.470
D 0.963 0870 0.105

*p<0.05
MG, medial gastrocnemius ; LG, lateral gastrocnemius ; FHL, flexor hallucis longus muscle ;
SOL, soleus ; TA, tibial anterior.

m\, WG OfEEO—2 & L THiMEDZL 2 JEA ERT 5 —2H & LT CO:% & DI ik
WES 2 BRD D B Lk, R IC & o THRE WHEEINC X 2 RO MZZE T TnE. 20
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350
300
72 250

r=0.614
p=0.026

Navicular Drop & (mm)

6 8 10

2 MG (medial gastrocnemius) @ pre-24post ICH (T 2 HEELT(LERE

Navicular Drop D& & DBEEE

300

=0.606
250 | | p=0.028

200

(R) HMkitasiS

10 12

FELTOMRES (Mm)

16 18 20

3 FHL (flexor hallucis longus) @ pre-24post (2 (T 2 BHEEZE(LER & fHR

i & ORE

TLARWEZ, RMROFERMICHZD, THROM
PHEDSHE D B LATONG T ¥ = ¥ Z IR EE S
FRTBEFHRLZD, Sy ZEBIIBWT
HREED LA NS, A& TORTHEE
TRV L OO T AR S 7z, il
AR D R L oo 2 BY 5 e S B & o oK BE DU
(maximum voluntary contraction : L T,

MVC) @ 20%, 40%, 60% D5REETIT7% - 7288,

40%MVC, 60%MVC 2BV TIZ%MVC A3HN3
B\ DT L B IS 5 0 38 Bl i 5 o0 A EE 205 1
H-LTW7223, 209%MVC TILIEBIE £ 72 S i il
PRI THILEHELTVDE. ZOZEND

KR EE D) 217 9 & B EEASEA§ % W ek
Ziohbd. F7, EBATWRICBWT, 12km/h

HARRRKX R —YEFSEE :

T305T v = 7 &AT% - 7B IERE A, N AR5
BERE R M BE O FHREEE DS, HE T Wb DD
AL TV, RIFFEOFER S FEROB A &
N2 ehs, 305D T = 7 TIRHFEED
WAT B W REPEARIE S L7z, BATIEgRIC B W T,
7 V=V ZRICMEREDZAL L, it 2t
TLZEDPHLNE RS TWDEY, RFEIZEIT
55 Y=y RO, MR EE < I
MEOEICL DI DOTHAWRENEZZ DN
L. UL, ARICBWTET =7
L O 2 B B BE R i o0 ML P o BEAG & 4T
HoTWwiwnwied, S L) FHICHE L Tw ]
VERHLEEZ LN,

AWFFETIX, TA O AT post 2* 5 24-h D
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R’ E

EORER LAVPROONI:. Fy=y7HOTF
D FiEE) 2= g L 7298 Tld, jog, training,
race D 3DODEL LAY — FIZBIT 5 HEE T
REIE T 72 & o R B EEIR B RO BIEE X, A
E— PPN 21O THREICEALTWZ0
WXL, RIEEHCIRT Y=y ZDAE = FIZH
b oFT—EDOMIEB MR L Tz 2 LR, il
FRIMO TR LKL TAS v 77 2 —XT
DFFEEABIRT 5 2 LB IR TV, P
oz s, KifETHT = FHEIIBY
B HIEE I, Mof & D bR 2 5 G825
MolbDeEZONS. T2, BOEBHRICLEH
2352 ETH, OIS 22 &5
ENTV3Y. ZoORKE L CGEBEFI & M
N5, BNy O ED ORI 2 28
Z MR OGN & 2RO BRI 7 EDEBREE
HWELTEZLNTWS., KfFRICBITSET V=
V7 HERGEE TR Wb oo, FIREHAND
FAHIMORH L ) @ oz EZONALT LN
5, FIIE KD & L ofhIGH 12N 5 % E )
PFMAHEZ Y, 5 v = ZHEB D S 24 BE%
T TRREEE DS A L7 RetEDsE 2 b 5.
L L7%dss, —@Po&B 6T H % s
BB X 2 T2, 24 W[ £ 0 i 1 EE O B iz
B RLIHEEI WS S, 5% 51958
VNS E N

TGV TIKBRET IA XY LR L
OR% H A &, navicular drop ®FHHME & MG
O pre-24-h HEZEALE & O, JHRE & & FHL
D pre-24-h fHEEZEALR L OMIZ, TNENHE
ZIEOMBEBEEARDO SN, ZoZehs, B
BT A4 AL NET v = v T HBROBMEOELX
Mg 22 LAVRIES NG, BATAFZEICB VT,
WHIRE? —F OB SN T ¥ = v 2B B
DI EB OB & R REMON NGBS 5 Z
ENHE EN TV DY RIFFEDORE R LATHIZED
M ZW % 2 5 &, navicular drop @ F1HHIME = A
REFOFHIMED K & R REHEITB VTR, il
R OB ISR 22 R OB AL, MG R
FHL &\wo 72 R BEIREAREICB VT, K RE
A AR E L A 2 EDPHEEINLDS, A
JETIET Y=V 7T 4 —LD5HR T OME
IZE AT & AT R o> TR W), X574 56T
W TH 5. Navicular drop O FHAME R SR
EREDRETIAAY ML, Ty TREED

292 BARERR AR — VEFREE

VA 7727 = LTHEITFLNTVWSLZ LR
5, BRIT F4 A Y MOEWIZ X LHMEELRP

ZTRBICOVWT IR T LEND 5.
AFFRDORF L LT, HREMDV%RIRT ¥
SV TREORBINIHMEY L Twihnwa &, A
HRIEFT = —FWEL TR N & &N
ZFON5. SHRIZINSOIEIZOWTH FEM
RS 20BN H D L ERD.

¥

AREFFEICT, 300D T v = FifEEIT v,
Z ORI E 24 W O EE D W TR kA
FLAYZFSANT T 74 2O THRE L7
B OAIREEHOMMEELZ, Sy v 7 H%»S 24
REMBEOBTHECWMLZ. £/ v=v7
R & 24 g 14 O WERE A NI BH, 5 BEREE 5 O
WO, £ 2N navicular drop, FHIRE &
DEEIEDOHEY D72, DO ENL, Sv=
Y ZRREOFHICG T, EEEKEBENOT
TU—FBUETH L RetE2vRg S /.

i

KT ZHED HIZH72), TLICITH D S TG T
WCCWEZ W& T L, FUERFRFR OB DML
WIRICE CHFLIT L BUFE 4. F72, RUIZEORI G %
CHIEZT TS o 7RISR CORBH L LIF £ 9.

FIZEMER

AFSCCBEL, BRI RS FGEHARIEE L.

ZEEH

flE A8 % : Conceptualization, Data curation, Formal
analysis, Investigation, Methodology, Validation, Visu-
alization, Writing-original draft

FiH B © Project administration, Supervision, Vali-
dation, Writing-review &editing

17K 4= : Conceptualization, Methodology, Project ad-
ministration, Resources, Supervision, Validation, Writing-

review &editing
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(Abstract] Running injuries often occur due to muscle overuse among runners. Repetitive mechanical loading of
the foot and lower leg contributes to an increased load, which results in muscle damage and changes in muscle tis-
sue and hardness. However, the extent of changes in muscle hardness during running remains unclear. Therefore,
this study aimed to assess and compare the muscle hardness of the lower leg muscle using strain elastography be-
fore and after a running task. Thirteen healthy men were included as study participants. After assessing their foot
alignment, we measured the lower leg muscle hardness using an ultrasound imaging system with strain elastogra-
phy at three time points: pre, post, and 24h after (24-h) the 30-minutes running task. We then examined the
changes in muscle hardness and the relationship between the changes in muscle hardness and foot alignment. As
a result, the muscle hardness of the tibialis anterior muscle significantly increased between post and 24-h assess-
ments. Moreover, the increase in muscle hardness of the medial head of the gastrocnemius and flexor digitorum
longus muscles between the pre and 24-h assessments were positively correlated with navicular drop and height,
respectively. Therefore, these findings suggest the need to approach the ankle plantar flexors when addressing

running injuries.
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