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Research progress on factors related to clinical outcome of high tibial osteotomy // LIU Ai—feng, LIU Hui, YU Wei—jie. Depart-
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China

Abstract: High tibial osteotomy, a classic knee—preserving surgery for medial compartment osteoarthritis of the knee, plays an impor-
tant role in young patients with knee osteoarthritis who need high—function activities. Although high tibial osteotomy can effectively im-
prove clinical symptoms, restore knee function and prolong service life, the clinical results and the related factors still remain unpredict-
able. It is of great significance to study and clarify these influencing factors for individualized treatment of medial knee compartment osteo-
arthritis and to improve the postoperative clinical efficacy. This article will review the factors related to the clinical outcome of high tibial os-
teotomy, in order to help the decision making in clinical setting.

Key words: high tibial osteotomy, knee osteoarthritis, clinical results, influence factor
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Filardo %5 '/ A A5 HTO ARG IGREE A K, H
rh L PR )R S e B R S I PR 4 SR U Y £ T A
%, Keenan % 7 WA SR AL EVERE HTO RJ5
RN Ry 4 B R ST N R 2R . SR T Goshi-
ma 2 S ZEPEAL T 80 HTO G R4S R £ 5 &
M, BEFWS HTO AR5 MG RS RG22 45 R
ZIRIFEABAFENE, Kumagai 25 il AR b
HIFAF I HTO A J5 R A B ik RE R . H
H2# 3 B X AR AR 5 5 HTO A S5 5s 1Y
B KFAROC I TCEN, AR T 2 T T el
AT MR TR E
1.2 REIRE

NE =T (body mass index, BMI) J& HTO RJ5
MG RES R EEWWF R AR ERE, 4
BMI>30 kg/m® iF HTO F AR KU 4 55 10 15, A
JE I RAER R AR RS, IR 582G IRES R
A, AR B HTO ARJ530E FAE B R K
= TEEEEE ", Niemeyer 55 " & IUAE IE A A5G L
WET, RERHAPRERNTFREA, {H BMI>30 kg/m’
Hl ARG R RG22, A Herbst 26 1 5334
Hr T HEREXT HTO ARJT 6 4B RS B, & P
TR ILLE AT R A S O A I PR35 SRR A 3% o i
FHEIF R R, RN IR kR, BH
BE IR IRES R E R R E B T 22, HATHIBFR
7, AR BMI & HTO AR5 il PRES SR 4 1 1] Tl A -2
—, BTEESE HTO BT, 1% 5] BMI XA G
I RZE R sEm, R B SR TR S . R
IR A B e 5, DA S R T RL
1.3 B

ARHT KOA BFAATER ARG IFRE 2% HTO AR
Je B I PR 25 S = A — S . Cotter 55 ™ BF5Y T
HTO RJ5 54 RFMEAEMEHGRE R, 4Rk
PUARTT G IR . 12 PEBHZEME I 1) KOA B3
KRG BAEANRFAMMRETE R, Liv 58 " BT 59
1] HTO R J5 & FARIAEGM R F &R, ARiTid
SERFER R AFETER . AR . BML. EERlE . E
BEisFIE] | 7 I A B AN TR ], 28 PP 2y 25007 Bk
TN FORE BRI 5 ARG T AR ARG R IEARSE, 2]
5 2550 B R WA A S 5 R S AR AR 2
TEAHSG, AR . R PR M i 2 HTO AR5 &R
YL FERE I E . Yoon %5 " I AR FTA FHWE R
B RBAME K R I8 IMAE A KOA FRE 22 HTO 6975 )
R R, WAMIIRAEH, Rui4e4EER D 2
M HTO RJFIRIREE RIH R Z —, H B AR
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2.1 AHI K-L 504

KOA 1Fy—FuB AT, (LR Bt Ay
T AR, SRR BB ETERIS I oA T 58
CRJEE|—E R, Li %7 il — 3 ml oY
SIHT T 4 HTO VAT KOA B FUIAE S 2RO &
AR (total knee arthroplasty, TKA) FJfGEG R, 45
REM K-L KT 1 9JE5 HTO AR I RE A
KRR R Z —, & HTO B& F 345 TKA
RO N7 fE B P 2R . Takahara 55 W WA AR HT K-L K
T IZ%J2 HTO 0T 7R IFT KOA ARSE7E e i) o2 Fl]
MU A2, Ekeland 55 " & IAE HTO AR5 2 4ERfD;
W, RHT K-L SR80 T 90 I8 i im R 45 R ¥
G ERT K-L B9 WHAN B E . A Lee
SR, M TRAA BN ET (Ahlback
2 9%) FAFAERTTAIBR (Ahlback 0/1 4%) ¥ KOA &
L, MFELE HTO JRY7 Ja i m RES R RIMAHY, o
WE 2 PRI R I ™ A% B R HTO 3 1
E, T S I A%, B HTO AHOCTE A AE Y
Mo
22 ARHTBATPFIY

i 5 AT B A A AR A IR SE T Y T BBk
&, BEUEXT HTO AJS Al RES R ™ — & R L 52
M), Lakra 55 " A AR GEAIUTES> (visual ana-
logue scale, VAS) J& TKA AR J5 2 4F N T g ek 35 AH ¢
S fER R o Li 55 7 [RFECH RS VAS W55
AJE BRI IRARAG, FFUHAHT VAS>S J3H)
B IE HTO ARJFHAL S TKA 1 KU AR . Sasaki
4 PUIE—T0 HTO ARG AR 15 ARBEVIRT I h &
B, ARAIKH A B TES (Japanese orthopaedic
association, JOA) & HTO A J Il AR 45 5 1 1 e K1 25 .
Ishimatsu 55 > & BT &5 10 PG 22 AW A2 ve o Wk
K22 KT RIEE (Western Ontario and McMaster
Universities Osteoarthritis Index, WOMAC) i % 5
HTO RJF 822 I RS RAH G .
2.3 ARFIHCH IR

&4G8 1 B 1AM 8] % 1B A e P A 72
HTO MAERIEZ —, SR LE4E A F 3 pE 58 A
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= ARIFE MR . Hohloch %5 ™ TEAL T AR AT STy
SMII) 2 TR AR AY IE HH0CE . SRR A 2 R
WIECE RN HTO ARJF I RE R0, 458K ]
Xof AN ) = 0 T AR - R, KR
PIRFEE B WFRAR, RS R R Af, X T2 &%)
Bea i, AREPRTRREEORETIC ] e
Moon 2 ' BIFFE & S0 T AR IR 515 AMI 7] 28 [ Bk
‘B 1 2 ) 2 (International Cartilage Repair Society,
ICRS) HCHARMI YN 2 PR 3 R BH T H, #
A5 HTO R J5 1 F AR 458 o 4k Niemeyer
S E A R R B, X HTO AR5 Il RES AL
F . ARBREOCTT A R) 2 ™ A AR IR 20
FRAREN [R5 S ] 5 R PR Y
e AL R T LAEERZ SR Jin 45 27 DDA R AR i
ST PIMIA] R 5 ICRS 4840>4 G A M fa) 2 4K
BHL05 ICRS F4>2 9k HTO TR iy H 2 U
S

3 AREE

3.1 #EIK

FAR HTO FARME XM, HHAJGIGIRSS
BRI T i e e ARSI o XU 45 2 Xk e
BRI E T i HTO (3K IS HTO) FI& WS4
TR A I T HTO (FEIG HTO) 697 N
) % KOA MG IRITRLHAT T X LA sY, 250 &
PP 2 RGO Y, S REA ik
i, EECTTINEE . He 25 ™ fE —I0 HTO A YT
KOA ()R Ge M5 & 80, 5 5MIlEA & #2498 HTO
AL, TR HTO 75K 7E 16 R AR 1
P& A S T EA — 2 34, [RIBE Nerhus 25
R IR FR A 5 3R 5 I RS A =z ) e I i 22
S, HEAMIU A IR HTO A5 IR B FEE A~
KT FRF AR &R . XIRaE B W g T
IR 25 AE S T EETRYT KOA IYrak, 45
TR I B S5 #eE X E S LI, s IR
ig QUL SN
3.2 WEE T

B ST A SRR AR BT R 1245 R
A, ZEBENTERT HTO FARYEH T 4 FhAS [ (1 [ 2 7
o Kyung % P 7EXCE T FFOBIE HTO G977 T
PR 28 B ST R B XS H T Aescula #94 AT TomoFix
BRI RS P e IR IRES SR, PR s R Bn
PR A T T 3R e DG DA SR A B ek

£, HWFEIFEH 25, SRIMAEET Aescula #H
[ 32, TomoFix R i HA 4 A iU -7 45 R AT
IFARIE A% . Raja 55 ) A A FRIT/HrHoR PHA
T Puddu BIHFN TomoFix BIMAE HTO H iy A9 J1 2
FEPE, S50 TomoFix AR Puddu HH HA 4T
PIPTRARYE . PR e M, X n] BRI R4S
RZERVERRIE . B8 A ™ B9 T HTO A Tay-
Lor A [F] 7 ZR AN [f 2 SNARIA Y7 1 N BT (1) KOA
B, R LI Taylor JMEEGLRITHF AR A
rb R I RR S OGR4 2 U T PN [ AR
JrA B, MBI IRES R

4 REEZE

41 ARIFTE %

T T X IR DG g g 87 A ) 3 A A AR K
B & KOA HF A CHER 2 . Jung 58 ™ 2 159
% KOA 51T HTO TR 2 45, M #eE T —Ik
KATBRIAL, U IESNBHA FEAE 0°~6°11 FRE IR G
WIHREHAEBE KT E &S THERNENEE.
Tawy 25 " BF5E T F BT HTO A J5 I R 45 R 1
T, RIESRBEARFIFRIBBSN 3°~6°1) “BE
RUFFIE”, ARG RS RBORFT I ok, Ak “#
RUFIE” AIfgLE 3°~6°TH R {6, MANE 5T 5 KB,
MEREA R, WBL R 6200, O el
JRCB ¥ AR A ) TR, RS TR W
o, 2 M & A A TR AR T

AR, A2EERE TR TAERRE R A
HTO T 14k %7 1E J7 % . Hohloch %5 ™ $5 1, XF T
KT K=L 43 9% 0~2 %1 P[] 5 194 IS P 5 4
Bi, TR RITE 50%~55%; %FT K-L 4 3 91y
Wil KOA, SN >55%, SR B =R,
T 2 >60% 19 35 I IE IS S 0 I OC T I TR )
Aeghmr. HRTE T FRARY T I 2 i T AR 25 5,
XA 2 BT ARIFR2E R AR, XL a8 ER
IR ASIFIET LA ok
4.2 RS R I i A £ 0 DG L f £

& & 37 i N /8 (medial proximal tibial angle,
MPTA) 4 A B 51 A 3w o P9 TR 38 10 2
£ HTO FAR i il EZAEH . Kubota 5§ ' 38 i A
S8R, MPTA J2& HTO F AR E 5 1IF A B A &
SRR, FT MPTA BRE B0 57 IE /T LR A5 5 4
B RRCR . Akamatsu 55 ' X432 T HTO FAR M)
BT T MBS, IARIE ARG 9 MPTA &>
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95° 0 M, 45 L IARSG MPTA>95° 11 B AR
J OGS DI RE VT 4345 J5 T 2 2% T MPTA<95° 1 f8 4 o
SRIMT Goshima 25 Y SAK HTO AJ5 iy T 5615 F &
TR A, — R ST IE (MPTA=
95°) F AL HTO AJ5 I RLE 5

KT LABIAA (joint line obilquity, JLO) 2 M i 7K
W28 525 & M ERE LR BT B £, R T
HTO A i JF i ) 14 515 Ze il & 9 SC B L . Goto
S5 WIS T HTO ARG TR 45 Fh g 1 S 4060
ARG REE A0, 45 B R IAE AR5 IF S5
H, RIS JLO 585 HTO ARSI PRl FoE b 2
MSLAHIE . Song & 7 MTASH X4 HTO RJ5 JLO=6°
BF, SXPARJG AR =G R R Y JLO=4°
BF, HTO ARSI IREE RN 482, SR Rosso 45
W) & PAE HTO AR JSBEDT 10 4E0F, AJF JLO B84 hn
FEAS XTI PR EE H ™ 52
43 ARJFYIREH

TR R R HTO A J5 I R 45 5 1 8B 5
MR E, EARERBOC RGN . (EEBCYi6E
WA, el AR 5 PR J 4 s AR . X &0
S5 0% HTO ARJS M ERE DI RESBIHR AT T RGLL5iA,
AR HTO AR5 BT e U Sk WL . TG 19 1 3
JEE SR A — 2 R A B B4 HTO A5 Il R &5
A BRI . Kean 25 AR HTO A J5 8 # 7
BB R E S, X AT RES S EUULIA )
BN, SmIm RS A AT & BN SR AE AR T
12 J) % B 0 Sk LA I 268 L6 A7 4 X 1 1 B, A
HTO A5 {8 A ELAT L AT A ST 5 % 8B £ 2
Tl B BTG T REE o3 Al R4S 5

£ LRk, KOA BETEAT HTO ARG A, H
Il RES S S KOA (i it A HoA Refete . Bl
O A Y 2 5T 3% HTO ARJ5 0 KOA B F#E17K
WAL, JEXE HTO A J5 v] RS2 PR 45 510 N 2 3F
VT, (AXF—Leigm R, RERFIEE R 25E
FEAHIRE, 38R HA e, BAMRE B EE R
KOA JAY7 Iz, HETHI SRR AR, 4K
HABEXTT HTO AR J5 G RES R A2 m sk a7,
BEBR T G HTO ARJ5 MG IRESHAL, i N k2L finas
X KOA S FNERCE PRAE B E AL REY (RIS 4%
PR HTO A48 Iz E I B A 45 Pl DR 28 56F I PR 45 SR ) 52
M), X T KOA B35 BIRIT ARG R 2 2 o0 H %
o MUEBEE AR E Z IR I — IR, ¥ 2
i HTO X —22 L) “ORIE” 107 ki it 24 )
FHENE LA, WEARTE 200 KOA B
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