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2. {ERGEE

2.1 fERTT 8

AHF%+ (anterior cruciate ligament: ACL) 185284 F 7 4 Vi 4 ki, HARRES
ity L HAR KR — v Rl a o /1o b & [Minds 2844 F 74 VEk~==27
2020 ver. 3.0 IZHE > TIT o 72, Minds Tl 2007 41 [Minds 2EH 4 F 7 4 AERK D
FH & 2007] #TH4T L 721%. GRADE (The Grading of Recommendations Assessment,
Development and Evaluation) system, The Cochrane Collaboration, AHRQ (Agency for
Healthcare Research and Quality’s), Oxford EBM center 7z & D [ERIEHED LIRS 4 K 7 4
VER R R E 2. REICEWTEE LW EEZ b N A1EK L% Minds 2404 F 7
AV ~=2T7 1 2014] L LCE e, ZOEMKTH S [Minds 2HEHA F 74 1E
ROFFIE 2014) 2 8BAL7z, & bic [~===27 1 2020 ver. 3.0] Tix., ZHEHA KT 4
VBRI NELBENA F 74 v 2l &S REOS RIS, [HEICE T 2 EE
B ICOWTC, A LIREFEOBRIRNEZ IR T 2720, v AT T4 v /L Ea
—ICXYVZEeT Vv ABEEFE L, I FEONT VY REMEL C, R F 2 LN HEREE
RRTENE] LWIFTILOBENA FIA VOEREZR LT, 5 4 IRCIIAERICH -
THIRK E Ttk - 7208 (question) I LSO 2 a— 7 Icli s L ClfET L, ERKOH
Bl B\ CERAT & 2@ RS 2 BERRRGE ICB T 2 BER 0 h CHEEDERI S FEE L, HERE
FHICETHEET Y P A LOWEPITEE NS X D A8 (clinical question: CQ) T %
9IHHL, Ry 7OBERE &5 X5 RERW - EEWREICB T 2 580 (B R=5ER
background question: BQ) 28 JHH DA 37 fll D question ZHL Y _EiF 7=,

FIEDEL DT DA ¥ T4 AERICIZ T2 A4 F 7 4 viiE R B2 (HAREEIE
RPN A N ITAVRER) | [BEFA F 74 AER I NV—7 [Hi+F8HE (ACL) 18
G A ¥ 74 VRERRE]L [VAT~<YT 4y /L Ea—F—L4] O3 20 L7%z
HA D O e BRI E L D BRFEFIEEMK (conflict of interest: COI) 24y COI 7z &%
HEBR L. e A8l LI OfR  Z8ET 2 X 9023 72, CQ T ki CQ HE > — b+ ZEAK
T 579, W #EF (P: patients, problem, population; I: intervention; C: comparisons,
controls, comparators; O: outcomes] DI Z 1T -7z, 1 2D CQ 1T L TIHH % MEET I
IEL. AACE D b b ans IR G ¢ [HERFR (B o7y
A%ZERBLCT Y P ALERELZIX),

2.2 EH EoiER

KRR IEAS R Z CQ. 7 v+ A1 LTS U CHEMIICFEfi L, = &7 v A DR % IRE L 72,
IVETFVRRMEKROBEICKEL, 7 v & 2 bR E: (randomized-controlled trial: RCT) @
K BNANAMEBFET 2TV P ALICET 2 26T v AR X IIWIAGFHG A 225,
BIEMELOEELAEWT Y P ALICHET 2T v 205 X (ZWIHIEHT C 2> S FIE L.
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SIREAA P74 VIRERBSSBOHCHEIC X Y FIERHEK ORI (2020~2022 )
R L 72, HUHES XMW TFhORE BN TH, ARD CQ 123 3 HERE S IcE#E
B b G IN/NFEI D> o7,

- FZSAH S~ DX

BROMRY #R/NRICT 2 HT, TRCOMRIEIZHA Y E Cr AL, ZEA
SEOEEY L, 2koave v REEMEL 2,

2.4 &S
KHA P74V OERICE L 2 8&1d, R THABEARERCX VI Nnb DT
HY. Zofhoffik. BFEH»SOLIRITVIRZITF TR,

2.5 FHASR K
1 DYERGHAS - T k%2 SR

2.6 fEACTRE

2016 4F 5 H~2023 4F 12 HIcF¥3FK X 117z [anterior cruciate ligament ] 1ZBH 3 % 5%
Cochrane ¥ X " MEDLINE %\ C 8,122 ki L. 4 F 74 VIRELRBIC K % 2 (0]
DL IABRSEFEIC T, FBAMTIDO TS CQ LU BQ IKF%Y4 T % 2,669 SCHRZIERL 72

(£1)., 2hboCHEkoHF 26 10 il (RFmEHc T 9 ficifiid) o CQ ITi%ld % 562 X
ik 7z H AR Y 25E B B L OHAR KR — VBRI AERGEEO R 2 0 L Tni
I 118 BT L, N TRV Ry, JREEM. FF—HM PR HiRSA T R%R Y
DSCGEHiEE xR AT 272 (K 3)o 1E S Nz CGHEiFR Y — 2 b Lic, v AT <74
YL Ea—F—LiF1OoD CQICDE2H4TTY MALZ LKL, TvF v 2k
i — . XEARER 7 v —F v — P B X UOEMN S AT T 4 v 7L a—v— b 2fE
L7z (K4, 5), 2N DERNCH DT, 4 F 74 VEEERE D A voi— 3240 CQ
BLUOBQOEHLBLUWED 7L —L47 — 27 %{EK L. TEF v 2D X D2l (£ 2)
T o7z0 BN A F 74 VRERB LA THE CQ DHERHEE 2T\, HERESC L HESE DR
T (K3 BREL, HEFD SHILA LOFEOEN ZFo CakoE A (HERE) &
L7235, 8EILA LORIEME O N2 G IFHEMRE L2 9 2 C, BiEZ{To 7,
BESERRIC B 72 o Tld. ACL B{GOWBEHE KR4 7 L~ v O EJEARLHEE ©PEAAREE 155 I X
S>TTON TV EERZHE 2, £, BEAA P IA VL LTEFEEZED L —RDITXIC
DFtATWZL ZEITHRLEL 72,
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1) Ra-—7

A a—7 (scope) (X, BT A F T4 VOIERICHT-D ., 1) BEFA N T4 vdih N —
TENRICET 2HEIA, 2) RAT=T 4 v 2L Ea—ICBT25EE, 3) HERERD S
AT 7o AR, 4) ABICBT 2 B CRMAMEICT 2 720 IR N2 X(EHTH %,

a. BRIy 7 ORARFHE

SIREAA R T A TS P ey 2 3EH 7T (ACL) s Y. o ACL D 1)
Jecg - BRI, 2) Rl - BHil. 3) TP - BRI 4) FilaER S X OINREGE, 5) A
3 2 G OWEE, 6) FIREMEROAHHE - EE, 7) Fifizo ) e ) FT—va v - X
R—=VEFICOWTHL2ICT 2 2 L ZHEHEE Lz, 2o OFEICH L, MK 55
3ME CTICABZESA F 74 v THY EiF72 CQ X UWBQ, 2022 iz AAOS (American
Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons) X Y #t# X 417z evidence-based clinical practice
guideline #ZE& I L, 2T A F 74 VHIEZ B OHEMMAEICH D& question DIEE %
To 7,

b, ZEHA L T4 v A= ZNEICET 3 HIH
PN A T4 v ik, Bt TFwE2EEST LD 5 AR =Y 2{T> T BIE
& X ORI+ 285 L 726Efl 2 hoN—1L w3,

c. YATRTA v /LY a—ICHTB3HIHE
%ﬁﬁ4F347%%§5@$ﬁ%ﬂﬁ%%km‘Wbﬁimmmm@¢#6ﬁﬁiﬁ
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RTAVIVLE a—F —LWiHli 2 T o7, Y AT=T 4 v 7 LE a—F— L, iiCEH
TEETF — LMER L 7Z3HIifEE s — P &b L ic, % CQ KHEINTWET YV F LT L
ICHEHERE E N AR T T AT T 4 v 2L a—%{To 7,

d. HESZPE 2> b NBAIC AN 22 AR, BATTEE T

VATRT AV L a—IC Ko TER I NG — PR A F 74 VIRERE
DERL L 72ffai L S F I, BN A F 74 VIRERBORERIC Ciltam - TEEZIT 0, #E1E
E%@ﬁé%%ﬁbkoCh&@%%%lhﬂﬁkTL(ﬂ7}y73XVF%%%bt
Eo, LR ITY SETH B, b, STV v 2 a Xy PEUTOERIEKEEZ TELT
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262 £ 1. mERX
263 1) Cochrane

Cochrane

#1 (anterior near/2 cruciate near/2 ligament* near/4 (injur* or ruptur*)):ti
#2 [mh "Anterior Cruciate Ligament Injuries"]

#3 [mh "Knee Injuries"]

#4 (anterior near/1 cruciate near/1 ligament* or acl):ti

#5 #3 and #4

MeSH descriptor: [Anterior Cruciate Ligament] explode all trees and with

#6
qualifier(s): [surgery - SU, transplantation - TR]
#7 [mh "Anterior Cruciate Ligament Reconstruction"]
48 (anterior near/2 cruciate near/2 ligament* near/4 (surg* or operat* or

transplant* or graft* or autograft* or allograft* or reconstruct*)):ti
#9 #1 or #2 or #5 or #6 or #7 or #8
#9 with Cochrane Library publication date Between May 2016 and Dec 2023,

#10 |in Cochrane Reviews, Cochrane Protocols, Clinical Answers, Editorials,
Special Collections

#11 #9 with Publication Year from 2016 to 2023, in Trials

#12 #10 or #11

264
265 2) MEDLINE

MEDLINE

L1 S ANTERIOR(2A)CRUCIATE(2A)LIGAMENT?(4A)(INJUR? OR RUPTUR?)/TI
L2 S *ANTERIOR CRUCIATE LIGAMENT INJURIES+AUTO/CT
S *KNEE INJURIES+AUTO/CT AND (ANTERIOR(1W)CRUCIATE(1W)LIGAMENT? OR
- ACL)/TI
L4 S *ANTERIOR CRUCIATE LIGAMENT+AUTO/CT(L)(SU OR TR)/CT
L5 S *ANTERIOR CRUCIATE LIGAMENT RECONSTRUCTION+AUTO/CT

S ANTERIOR(2A)CRUCIATE(2A)LIGAMENT?(4A)(SURG? OR  OPERAT?  OR

L6 TRANSPLANT? OR GRAFT? OR AUTOGRAFT? OR ALLOGRAFT? OR
RECONSTRUCT?)/TI

L7 S (L1 OR L2 OR L3 OR L4 OR L5 OR L6)

L8 S L7/HUMAN OR (L7 NOT ANIMALS+NT/CT)

L9 S L8 AND (EN OR JA)/LA

L10 S L9 AND 2016-2023/PY AND 20160501-20231231/UP NOT EPUB?/FS
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B1E EF - BRESE

BOl ACLEGOHLEFIHMNOMEHKLER, BLUOZDEEIEDL > THLH

fRIDE L

BTl 20 fRBTH. LT3 10 fREEIC ACL o v — 27235 v, &PETi3 40 fRIc
b —DDY—2nH 5, ACLIEHEOFMIERIE, A 10 HAH= Y 70 <, 10 R
B0z, A 10 FANB= Y 227, 20 RETFESEMECIR. AD 10 FAH - 241
tERET 2 e HEINT WY S,

figani S

ACL BB oRABICEAL Tld, %< 2 ACL 2 b L IcHE IR TlE I h T D,
EfE7s ACL S DFA A2 R T E TWnaw, 2006~2011 SEiIcT 4 L5 v FolfRx h
723 X C OB MRI LA — b+ 225 ACL B{EORAEREFE L 725X Ve RE I £V X
MANLZAT Y PO TR CTOERDERGIICT 7 2 ATE 3V AT L O L 725
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LB T BZEBRTOL LD ZF—VEFRIL 6~50%TH - 7-—7. FHEERETIR 57~
100%TH -7 9,

ACL % o [FHIEKZ FEREKZ) 1conTid, 6 MO ATF<T 4 v 7L Ea—
DS X A7z 186710, 2019 D AT 2T 4 v 7 L a— (1,392 B, TFEER 13.0 %)
Tld, BHEEHAIE8.7% TH o7 Y, 2023 FEDT AT =T 4 v 7 L Ea—Tld, Bk
%13 7.8% CTh o 7=, Zacharias & 1%, FHAERERZLE 8.3% CHRAEL, HEiTR ., FHHH
T COMAMIZ T 249 » ATH 572 19, ok L [k, A D ACL i & i L <%
HE T 2L oD F 2 R 13 2 28 WETANIC B B, Plerce b I3, Btz B\ CHIL % /E8L 2 i
@ BN AE T O A R L, IR E T Z 2 6.2% L 3.1% (p=0.11) T,
R IC A EE X R0 o 72 LG L7z 9, BhnREAEATO ACL 85103 2 Bl 1,358
Bl (L DT Elm 11~15 %) 2t Lz RT~7 4 v 7L bva—DTlk, L~
B AR LRI i 0s 81% ., BT X IRZMES 11%., KERPUSHMMES 8% TH 72, % <
DT, Bt B CE L2 RS 2 i@k 2 v T/, ACL PR o IR T
ICOWTDRAXTF YT ATIE, BB 12%., KEEUSEAMEA 8%, 5 % &)
6% T, flif L 7=l DM C DM EHENE EAE 1T R - 7,

FRINEERETi O R a2 TIcowTid, 3 ROV AT~v74 v 7L a—niiid ik
L2 2023 FED T RAT T 4 v 7L a—7TiE, BEMEZERL 2070 5 5, IKDC X
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IC X BEHMi 2 T, 88%72% grade A2 B TH Y, &7z 20 iff5£ TD Lysholm score D)
1294.6 THo72?, TNHDHEED O BintkHIHATD ACL BEGHI 03 5 FHEMT D 5K
T ERICBIFCH 5 L L 72, Longo b3, gtz BV CHAL 2RI 2 HEk L
B imARiR e T O FEEE % ki L, Lysholm score D3 2 N2 96.8 fi & 95.7 miTH
Y. IKDC score % IKDC grading 7 & TOFHli b &, &5 o DT b alife ([R5 12 R
ThHhofebihEH L7

Pl bEdo, BimtRPASEATO ACL REHIICN 3 2 Tk, R0 ACL I X b %5
A D AR — 3G EIEC & 2 AlRetEssm < L AR BEETIREEEGOEITZ X Vi< Z
EDBTE DS EFEZ N, TN X 3 HimtiRG IS TRD T 74 2 v F ZELHE
AZOMBIL, BHE L L IRV ERZAEIHEICR Y 5 5 2 PR ERICBREINZ, ZD
7= B UAREASHAT O ACL BGHNICN L CFili2 75 2 L 2 MAL LT o XXl &
JRRFEE DERIEIXH 2 b DD, 2K —Viflwe AR BEHRE G OET 2P CBlE D
O, HinftPASHAT O ACL FHEMNII ST & TRt I a, BE SRR, EEEMH L b,
Fifiof ez Y 5 2 A0, FICRREREEOGRMEZR TR L 7z L TERT 5~ %
TH 5] T Ly PIEHZETIELLT O X 5 ICEER R 30 07z,

1o ez HEdT 3 7% 77.8%
ThbhnwZ t a2yt 24 22.2%

COHRFERRE D LI, BEINE TOWTERRZMER L 72182, R coBRICO T
IoICEELAEVRIThbI, B E ch LV R 220w baArlahaflc
L EIARPASH E Cffo T2 6 ACLHE 21T 2 b M HENTH 2 L DER S H o7,
2 HOHETIHEATO X S ICHREFHRE 2., 2L LTS & CEmiREAsHRT O
ACL BT 21T 5 STHPETIEH o 7225, HRZIRTRT 2ICIEEL D 5 72,

1o 2L %3RS 2 6 % 66.7%
fThiwnwz L 25 RS 2% 24 22.2%
HERE R L (HERZRRTE R \0) 1% 11.1%

SCHR
1) Verhagen S, et al. Clinical outcomes of different autografts used for all-epiphyseal,
partial epiphyseal or transphyseal anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction in
skeletally immature patients - a systematic review. BMC Musculoskelet Disord 2023;
24(1): 630.

41



992

993

994

995

996

997

998

999
1000
1001
1002
1003
1004
1005
1006
1007
1008
1009
1010
1011
1012
1013
1014
1015
1016
1017
1018
1019
1020
1021
1022
1023
1024
1025
1026
1027

2) Wong SE, et al. Complications after pediatric ACL reconstruction: a meta-analysis. ]
Pediatr Orthop 2019; 39(8): e566-e571.

3) Patil V, et al. Growth disturbances following paediatric anterior cruciate ligament
reconstruction: a systematic review. Cureus 2023; 15(6): e40455.

4) Longo UG, et al. Anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction in skeletally immature
patients: a systematic review. Bone Joint ] 2017; 99-B(8): 1053-1060.

5) Fury MS, et al. Assessment of skeletal maturity and postoperative growth disturbance
after anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction in skeletally immature patients: a
systematic review. Am J Sports Med 2022; 50(5): 1430-1441.

6) Pierce TP, et al. Pediatric anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction: a systematic
review of transphyseal versus physeal-sparing techniques. Am ] Sports Med 2017;
45(2): 488-494.

7) Smith ID, et al. What is the best treatment for a child with an acute tear of the anterior
cruciate ligament? J Paediatr Child Health 2018; 54(9): 1037-1041.

8) Kay J, et al. Earlier anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction is associated with a
decreased risk of medial meniscal and articular cartilage damage in children and
adolescents: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol
Arthrosc 2018; 26(12): 3738-3753.

9) James EW, et al. Early operative versus delayed operative versus nonoperative
treatment of pediatric and adolescent anterior cruciate ligament injuries: a systematic
review and meta-analysis. Am J Sports Med 2021; 49(14): 4008-4017.

10) Lawrence JT, et al. Degeneration of the knee joint in skeletally immature patients
with a diagnosis of an anterior cruciate ligament tear: is there harm in delay of
treatment? Am ] Sports Med 2011; 39(12): 2582-2587.

11) Dumont GD, et al. Meniscal and chondral injuries associated with pediatric anterior
cruciate ligament tears: relationship of treatment time and patient-specific factors.
Am J Sports Med 2012; 40(9): 2128-2133

12) Guenther ZD, et al. Meniscal injury after adolescent anterior cruciate ligament injury:
how long are patients at risk? Clin Orthop Relat Res 2014; 472(3): 990-997.

13) Anderson AF, et al. Correlation of meniscal and articular cartilage injuries in children
and adolescents with timing of anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. Am ] Sports
Med 2015; 43(2): 275-281.

14) Newman JT, et al. Factors predictive of concomitant injuries among children and
adolescents undergoing anterior cruciate ligament surgery. Am ] Sports Med 2015;
43(2): 282-288.

15) Reid D, et al. A 10-year retrospective review of functional outcomes of adolescent

42



1028
1029
1030
1031
1032
1033
1034

1035

1036
1037
1038

1039

1040
1041

anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. ] Pediatr Orthop 2017; 37(2): 133-137.

16) Zacharias AJ, et al. Secondary injuries after pediatric anterior cruciate ligament

reconstruction: a systematic review with quantitative analysis. Am ] Sports Med 2021;

49(4): 1086-1093.

1. POl A HER o ab 10-19

Early ACLR Delayed ACLR Risk Difference Risk Difference
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% Cl
Lawrence etal. 2011 B 41 13 29 87% -0.30[0.51,-0,09] 2011
Dumantetal. 2012 91 241 G4 129 348% -016[0.26,-0.08] 2012 —
Guenther etal. 2014 15 7A 149 ar 4% -0.31[050,-013] 20014 —————————
Anderson etal. 2015 18 G2 18 36 9.9% -0.21[F041,-0001] 2015 —
Mewman et al. 2015 33 1849 33 83 27V%  -0.22[-0.34,-0100 2014 e —
Reid etal. 2017 6 26 14 36 TA%  -019[0.41,004] 2017 e —
Total (95% CI) 634 350 100.0% -0.21[-0.28, -0.15] -‘-
Total events 169 167
Heterogeneity: Tau?= 0.00; Chi¥= 2.97, df=5 (P = 0.70); F= 0% t 1 1 t
Testfor averall effect: Z=6.70 (P = 0.00001) o5 FavoL?é?Earl'yACLR UFavours Denléz'y%d ACLR 0.5
2. AU A BARG o & i 1019
Early ACLR Delayed ACLR Risk Difference Risk Difference
Study or Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Random, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% Cl
Lawrence etal. 2011 16 41 16 29 11.0% -0.16 [F0.40, 0.07] 2011
Dumantetal. 2012 138 I T4 129 25.3% -0.01 012, 009] 2012 — &
Guenther etal. 2014 25 7A 10 ar 15T% 006 [012,024] 2014 I
Mewman et al. 2015 T8 1849 46 23 1.8%  -014[0.26,-001] 20148 e —
Anderson etal. 2015 24 G2 24 36 140% -0.28[048-008) 2018 ——————————
Reid etal. 2017 6 26 10 36 121%  -008[0.27,017] 2017 ——
Total (95% CI) 634 350 100.0%  -0.09 [-0.18, 0.01] -‘-
Total events 285 180
Heterogeneity: Tau*=0.01; Chi*=9.24, df=5 (P =010}, F= 46%

Testfor averall effect Z=1.83 (P =0.07)
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iR D AR =2 L LB, LEMERRE L, REERRIRFTH L 2 L2 b,
HEiin g ACLRE IS 2 Rtk 2175 2 & 259 CHEE (R%E) 32,

PLEERE R IVET YV ADME
1o ZmHERET 2 44 (44.4%) B
To2 25 MRS 54 (55.6%)
fi RS

il IO 2 ACL FIEETIC 0w ZTPIERBEEIE (OA) ~oifT, 2F—v L
~ov - iEENE, EBIREERERE. 3 X ORLEMEICBET 2T 2 1T - 72,

OA ~DHEITIZ DWW T, WA T T v RIFH[ O TR, 50 mEL EOREFIC D W
THELZ120vRT7~7 4 v 7L Ea—=TE, fifATNICiEZL—F 3L Lo OA i
1.9% DA TH - 7223, itk 3~5 FTIIA 15%ICED bz V, E7zrhEinE o ACL1E
(03 2 FREERE & ORAFIE %2 PLBR L 7= il & FLERHEE < U3, PR T ic il =2 o o —
FAV D OAFTRZRTHIN S o722, 7272 L ZOMEIRIET v X2 LilBETH by,
FEROMTAT OBA L EEBERICEL . MiBRO XK=V iEEERE . $EEEIT R
WATHTO Wl 2 v o=+ A v b D OAFTR AR THI L HERNICH > 72720 FER O
RiCZEE2ET 5,

AR =Y LRI O W T, ACLFERICKET 2 Z 2R oNTWS, 50
LA B 40 AT o BE 2 LB L 72 1 D DR X LLEAfFZE Tl fifite D Tegner activity
score ICBWTHBEEICAE 137 < Y, £7250 L & 20~30 OB A g L 72t A
M) X EFsE < . FRRICHERICAEEE 3 hd o7z Y —J7. 50U e 40 %A T o
BEZ L 72 1 D D% ikt RIZE Tl fith D Tegner activity score % 40 LA T DFE
Tﬁﬁfﬁﬁoﬁ#\mm#%®X37®£m$uOWTiﬁﬁ% CHEZE R RdoT

o [FRRIC 50 LA L& 30 A T O EF Z I L 72 1 DDk A8 & HEWHgE <l iz o
Tegner activity score 1% 30 A F ORERHEIC T 2> o 72235, iR O DR 27 OZ{LEIC
DWTIE 50 kLA EORECTIIZALICHEEZD b o 72 —77. 30 kLA T OFECIdAlTal & e~
DRI 7 IFARIUET LTz 9, 50 &MU hxhEimEite L-cnb oz d &
CEAHAFTAVTITo AR TF I v ATIE, HEE XY d#EFEHE DO ACL FEH
B, ffit& D Tegner activity score IZHRICE 2 >7- (1), 7272 L, HEEDOZERID
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Tegner activity score 23\ & L IZFBICAN S LEDR D 5, F7-FElkn#E D ACL 51
3 R & ORIFRE R HRC U 72 AT 2 FLERITSE U3, FHEREDMITER @ Tegner activity
score lIHFEICE o722, AR—=VEIFITOWTIE, 50 Ll L& 40 LT @ & % g
L7z 1 D onim & hfse <k, 50 L L OB TiX 56 % 03 ZGHID AR — Y L ~VIC R
27D L, 40 A FORETIZ78% TH 572 ¥, F72 50 mkbA L& 30 A T OEE%
W L7z 1 D0 A & KT <ix. 50 /A EOBETIX 54% A ZAGHT D R K —r L <
WACIR 5 72Dkt Ly 40 AT ORETIE 66%TdH - 72 9,

FHREERERTIT D 2 =2 7 23 ACL B RICUGE T 5 2 & b —RIICHI S LT 5,
Lysholm score i\ C i, 50 mkLA L& 20~30 KO A LLEL L 72 1 D D% A 1A & L
JeCld, MBEICAEEE I kb o7 Y, 50 LA B L 40 mLA T 0 B3 % el L 7= #iA & b
e cd ., FEinE L A FEORICHEEE I RD o7, ZOMETIE, FdEmnC e
FFMLEIG SN S C LIz bF, ERPSBRERINIEH LR L Y HEETH
5 LfiEm O T35 Y, 40 M B & 39 s AT OfE R B L 7242 5 [l & FLEHFZE <, i
HRICHERZER A7 (p=0.09) bDD, FHEEHO R I THEWHIICH 5727, 50
A B S RER L LU E D LICRNA FIA VT ok XX TF Y VA TH,
Rl £ 0 b EEH O ACL R T4 D Lysholm score (3@ WHEIANIC H - 72 A E A 1T
o7z (X 2), IKDC subjective score iIZ DT id, 50wl E & 20~30 i OFEE ik L
7% A 1n) & HEECHFTE 0, 50 LA I & 40 mREAT o BB & el U 72 fifia) & FLETSE ¥ ¢
k. FERE EEFEOMICHEEE X R o7z, —F. 50 AL & 40 RN O B &
B L 7214 A 1A & LLIHFFE Cid, ik @ IKDC subjective score (3 40 A i DFEDSH BT H
220729, 50 LA L Z P ERER S L2SCikE b LICRATA FI7A4 v CfTo/ AXTH Y
AT, HEEE LD D EFEE O ACL ERS RO X 2 7 IZE WA H - 72 05H
BERA»o7 (X3), TPEiEaE O ACL HEE x5 2 Bt & fRIAFRE% LUk L 7271
M) & LLEFZE < it FEERED T2 @ IKDC & KOOS quality of life 135 = ICE 2> 72 2,

it DIRLELEIC D W TE, hElnE e D HEERED . 13 & A L OHITHTAT & e~ T
THLILEINETITRINTE . 50 i EE 40 RO BHEZ KL 72 1 2D
] % e <l i o BRI ZEMEIC O W CHlEERICEEE 13m0 o 72 ¥, 50 A L
& 40 AT 0 B % i U 7= ik L FIDTFE <. iR O RAT/T L ENE & pivot shift test
T b ICHBFICERERE IR ok Y, —T7. PEREHOMBRKRLEEIIRIFCH 2 LT
LHEDH D, 50 KA L& 40 AT O BE Z B L 72 1 D DA % i <ld, 50 i
DL ED#EA KT-1000 i< X 2 ORI REEIEREICRIFCH o729, 72 40 LA L& 39
AT ORE% H L 722 2 1A & HUBITIE © 13, 40 DL RO EDS KT-2000 i X 2 RO HIT &
EWREBICRFTH 727, HEindE o ACL 181513 2 FHERE & SREHE A ik L 726
e Cld. FEEHEDY Lachman test, pivotshifttest & b 12, i OBLREREIIAEREICRIFTH
272, TOMFETIE BBALEEDBRKEZ WEE I FINEE L RE T 2081 H 2 L ifmo T
TWw3 2,
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Btk TBIRVIREERERTMIC BTt HEEICH T 2 ACL % &M% D 2 iz zhic
EWEIRBHIRECE 2 2 | MiRDRLEEICOVTEEFERLVIRIFTHL &,
T b icEinE O ACL BEGICH 3 2 (REFFHE L L T, AR =Y L _AREEIME,
B BERERTA . IR EMEARIFTH 2 2 L RS Tz,

FERE ACLEBICH L CFMiEIT I 22 MAL LAEZARACQITENT, REATOD
BECIE. PElE ACLIEEGICN L CFMiz2 T 2 L 255 #SET 220854 (55.6%).
79 2 MRS 20344 (44.4%) Ehotz, CORBRILHEROHA - WS %
HEL, (75 25 R (1R%) 321 WiEL 72,
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1. #HEFR L P EmEHEOMZ D Tegner activity score

Aged 50 years or older Younger patients Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, 95% Cl Year IV, Random, 95% CI
Cinque 5 44 33 58 44 52 13.2% -080[272,1.12] 2017
lorio 54 1 36 58 17 36 27.0% -0.40[-1.04,024] 2018 — 1
Panisset 52 15 228 76 15 130 300% -240(-2.72-2.08 2019 ——
Weng 44 14 67 6.9 1.2 459 298% -250(-2.85,-2.15] 2022 ——
Total (95% CI) 364 677 100.0% -1.68[-2.60,-0.76] R
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 0.70; Chi*= 36.25, df= 3 (P < 0.00001); F= 92% -2 -1 + é
Test for overall effect: Z= 3.58 (P = 0.0003) Favours younger patients Favours older patients
) —+ A -1k, A VATSVAY,
2. FHEEEH LA EREOME D Lysholm score
Aged 50 years or older Younger patients Mean Difference Mean Difference
Study or Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, 95%Cl _Year v, 95% CI
Cinque 84.4 142 33 858 142 52 125% -1.40[-7.59,4.79 2017
lorio 943 5.1 36 96 46 36 28.0% -1.70[-3.94,054] 2018 —_—
Kim 93 5.6 40 94 35 50 29.1% -1.00[-2.99,099] 2018 ——
Weng 86.1 6.8 67 918 51 459 304% -5.70[7.39,-4.01] 2022 —
Total (95% CI) 176 597 100.0% -2.67 [-5.42,0.07] e
Heterogeneity: Tau®= 5.70; Chi*= 1511, df= 3 (P = 0.002), F= 80% _:1 0 t é 16

Test for overall effect: Z=1.91 (P = 0.06)

-5
Favours younger patients

3. HEHEM L P EE O£ D IKDC subjective score

Patients aged 50 years or older Younger patients
Study or Subgroup Mean Total Mean  SD Total
Cinque 73 6.6 33 N3 6.6 52
lorio 91.4 48 36 937 8 36
Kim 756 5.1 40 811 59 50
Weng 88.9 6.7 67 912 8.7 459
Total (95% CI) 176 597

Heterogeneity. Tau®= 6.04; Chi*= 14.92, df= 3 (P = 0.002); F= 80%
Test for overall effect Z=1.58 (P = 0.11)

Mean Difference

Favours older patients

Mean Difference

Weight IV, Random, 95% CI _Year IV, Random, 95% CI
234%  1.70(-1.18,4.58 2017 l—
227%  -2.30(5.35,0.75) 2018 —_—
260% -5.507.77,-3.23] 2019 ——
27.9% -2.30-4.09,-0.51) 2022 —
100.0%  -2.20 [-4.91,0.52) o~
10 5 5 10
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B IREO AL T, 1 20X 427 F ) v RICHEWT, ZiB#% 3 » AU LT
ACL Tk 3 » HUWN T L <<, BfifE RGO AIFERE T AR I NT
W3 Y, FZEHIBEEIT6MARE, XY FIco ACL ldt e 2 A comidEx it
L7 1 20X 27F ) v RxCid, EEHEREOGIHEICE CHBRICHEEZE L2
o7z INY HH 12D AXTF Vv RTH, FIHIFHER O ICEREGEA IR WE
FICIEH 2 DDOHEAERRr oY, —77, BIEMRICE TR, 5% 3 » HUNTD
ACL FfE L z 0ol oltigcid, B EREOAIRICHEE IR Ve T 50%
232 B Yo7, ZEHR 5~6 2 HLAN TORERE L Z WLARE T O FERE L D Tl
H5HLFTDHHDLE ZGH 9~12 » ALANTOFERE & 2 AR Cco @R & ol T
FERHZLTDELD 00H 5,

it D AR =V IEE) L ~ )LD\ Tld, Tegner activity score Tallli L 72fifF X3 ER D 5,
ZGE% I BEE 71T 6 HTD ACL fi & Z LA COMELZ R L 72200 A X TF VY v R

TlE, & b IR FIIC ACLIHEZ T L2 AR a TIRRIFCTH o7z L ST 3 417,
—Jiv 1 DDA 2T F ) ATIHZEE 6 HUNL ZnUETOREOHERICIE Tegner
activity score TO R A TICHEAZIFR L ¥, 1 2D RCT T %5k 3 HELUN & 6 HLIET
DHEOHMICHEEZ I Aoz I T3 19,

firtt o B ST I EE 1 D Wit IKDC 2 2 7 TRl L 72t e 03 5D 5, 25tk 3~
6 HTORIAACL L, 2D 20z 6 » AU TOMEZHK L2002 4T
F U RTi, bR o ACL fHEA IKDC 2 2 7 IZHEICRIFCH o 7z 420,
—/7 12D AT F ) P ATRHEG R 6EUN L Z U cOHEORBIC TR 27
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B Ham BTB
Experimental Control Weight Weight
Study Events Total Events Total Odds Ratio OR 95%-Cl (fixed) (random)
Bjornsson,2016 7 86 4 61 —— 126 [0.35, 452] 335% 29.3%
Sajovic,2018 2 32 3 32 064 [0.10; 4.14] 21.9% 15.9%
Smith,2020 2 29 0 32 591 [0.27;128.38] 3.4% 6.3%
Mohtadi, 2019 16 105 4 103 T 445 [143; 1381] 267% 34.8%
Guglielmetti, 2021 2 A 2 A 1.00 [0.13; 7.59] 146% 13.7%
Stanczak, 2018 0 48 0 48 0.0% 0.0%
Fixed effect model 331 307 <= 210 [1.08; 4.07] 100.0% -
Random effects model = 1.88 [0.85; 4.17] - 100.0%
Heterogeneity: P= 17%, #= 0.1408, p = 0.31 b T ) !
0.01 0.1 1 10 100
W, Vaxon =iy
2. KT-1000 &f@7E  RIEMHME vs. B4 % R
KT _ 1 OOO Ham BTB
Experimental Control Weight Weight
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sD Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl (fixed) (random)
Bjornsson,2016 86 1.80 3.0000 61 1.00 2.8000 -ﬁ:—*— 0.80 [-0.15;1.75] 12.3% 12.3%
Sajovic,2018 24 217 18600 24 1.33 1.9300 T+ 084 [[023;191] 96% 9.6%
Smith,2020 29 0.30 0.7000 32 0.00 0.8000 T 0.30 [-0.08;068] 78.0% 78.0%
|
Fixed effect model 139 117 <1I> 0.41 [0.08; 0.75] 100.0% -
Random effects model < 0.41 [0.08; 0.75] - 100.0%
Heterogeneity: = 0%, P= 0,p=045
-15-1-050 05 1 15
X 3. IKDC subjective score JEJH il vs. B & Rt
Experimental Control Weight Weight
Study Total Mean SD Total Mean sD Mean Difference MD 95%-Cl (fixed) (random)
Bjornsson, 2016 86 74.00 18.8000 61 67.30 20.8000 6.70 [0.14;1326] 108% 121%
Mohtadi,2019 105 85.20 13.0000 103 83.90 12.9000 130 [222; 482] 374% 353%
Guglielmetti, 2021 31 91.00 90700 31 88.75 9.2700 225 [-232; 6.82] 222% 23.1%
Smith,2020 29 9480 64000 32 89.40 9.2000 — - 540 [1.45; 9.35] 29.7% 29.4%
Fixed effect model 251 227 - 3.31 [1.16; 5.46] 100.0% -
Random effects model - 3.38 [1.00; 5.76] - 100.0%
Heterogeneity: /2 = 16%, t° = 0.9520, p = 0.31
10 -5 0 5 10
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5T IR R R o A O 7 P U 7= 412 7 R o kil g o RCT I BT, flitgiE®EiiE. IKDC o
PREENVREMG . B REIVFHI CIZZE0 72w b oo, KRBT e, M e, BESTEEZE
LD HEFTIC B W C RIS o T 7z 2, ACL FEfii: 10 L Eo RARE % A7z RCT
MO ATvT 4y 7 ea—IicXbl, [AMERETESNEE ) BhEAETFEMEC, B
FIREPEZALDSEEC D CF Do 72 %, HSKME, HUNHRIRS [RITERE, R BRI I (A R 2 Hg
L7z L172 o A 275 0 v 2Tl flitk IKDC A 27, Lysholm 2 227, Tegner activity
score, BIFREFER DO T XTOIHE T, HRE USRI L D #EL Tk P, —
Fi. BSME L BUARIE RS R & CIIAEREE R R ok Y, Al [FIFENE ] FRET X
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b @, MBRBEREED % > Tz 9, ACL HHEMio A2 7>V v RIck 5L, [Fff
MR e, AOFERER, BFEMEROmMTHRBICH RS > Tk 9,

B AF CIE AR X 2 ACL AT 13 a2 F i - 855 1 K059-3(2025 4F 3 HIRF i)
& LCTERI N, AR E R 0300 L 72 ik v 7 1w GEYNICEL, MLs X
RIS NI R DA E I X Sz A L 256 1RV BETE 5, Lo L., Bl
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1748 1. Pivot shift test 1R (BIZEHTSL)

DB SB
Author Year Number Pivot Number Pivot Risk Ratio 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Severyns M 2022 45 1 60 9 L ] 0148 0.019 1127 28
Toker B 2022 38 1 51 3 L | 0.447 0.048 4135 23
Anandan V 2020 30 5 30 15 . 0333 0.139 0.801 128
Mao Z 2021 52 8 51 29 . 0271 0137 0534 192
QinL 2022 41 5 47 8 | ] 0716 0.254 2019 97
Chen K 2020 381 22 539 51 . 0610 0.377 0.989 305
LinL 2022 54 10 54 24 . 0417 0221 0785 213
WenZ 2021 44 0 119 1" - 0116 0.007 1927 15
Summary ‘ 0.421 0.299 0.595 100
12=16.9% tau2=0.0410 Q=7.0 p=04334 7=491 p=<0.0001
TTTTTrIrrrrrorl
0.011 0.044 0177 0.707
Risk Ratio
1749
1750
1751 2. Pivot shift test FPE= (/> ABFSE)
DB SB
Author Year Number Pivot Number Pivot Risk Ratio 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Jarvela S 2017 24 1 46 0 L 5640 0238 133428 35
Aga C 2018 52 18 61 25 . 0.845 0523 1.365 365
Balasingam S 2022 36 0 25 1 L 0234 0010 5527 35
Mayr HO 2018 28 3 25 2 n 1339 0243 7.375 102
Irrgang JJ 2021 27 2 24 1 1 | 1778 0.172 18.394 6.0
Devgan A 2016 30 0 30 2 L 0.200 0010 3998 39
El-Sherief FAH 2018 30 1 30 9 L | 0111 0015 0824 78
Yela-Verdi C 2023 22 6 25 19 . 0.359 0.175 0735 286
Summary ‘ 0.597 0.323 1.104 100
12=32.9% tau2=0.2089 Q=11.0 p=0.1405 7=-164 p=0.1000
rrrrrrri1
0016 0125 1.00
Risk Ratio

1752
1753

1754
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3. WI/THIE) (ZfE) R (BRI

DB sB
Author Year Number ssD Number  SSD Risk Ratio 95% Cl lower 95% Clupper Weight(%)
Anandan V 2020 30 7 30 13 . 0538 0250 1.159 630
Mao Z 2021 52 5 51 10 . 0.490 0.180 1335 370
Summary 0.520 0.283 0.956 100
12=0.0% tau2=0.0000 Q=00 p=0.8845 z=210 p=0.0354

| s B s
0.180.250.350.500.71 134
Risk Ratio

1756
1757

1758

4. mTHIEY GifefE) oEfE (BIST)

DB sB

Author Year  Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD) Mean Difference 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
SeverynsM2022 45 08(0.3) 60 16(1) | | -0.800 -1.068 -0.532 253
ChiaZY 2018 147 16(0.3) 76 13(07) . 0.300 0.135 0.465 259
Chen K 2020 381 14(126) 539 147 (1.15) . -0.070 0229 0.089 259

Lin L 2022 54 25(1.5) 54 39(14) ] -1.400 1.047 -0.853 228
Summary 0.463 -1.188 0.262 100

12=97.6% tau2=0.5211 Q=706 p<0.0001 7=125 p=0.2107

-19515 1 05 0 05
Mean ifterence

1759
1760
1761
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1762

1763
1764
1765

1766
1767

1768

5. ATGHIE) GiEfefiE) oEfE (AT

DB

Author Year

Jarvela $ 201/ 24 01(2)
Aga C 2018 52 1.8(21)
Balasingam $2022 36 1(28)
Mayr HO 2018 28 2.5(2.9)
Adravarti P 2017 25 1.4(06)
Irgang JJ 2021 27 0.5(1.3)
Devgan A 2016 30 117 (0.8)
ELSherief FAH2018 30 1(0.74)
Summary

1P=103% tau?=00133 Q=67

Number Mean (SD)

sB

Number Mean (SD)

46 065 (1.99)

61 23(26)
25 13(2.9)
25 18(1.9)
25 13(00)

24 06 (1.6)

30 147(06)

30 15(1.92)

p=0 4550

6. Lysholm score (%M 5%)

DB

Author Year ~ Number Mean (SD)
Chia ZY 2018 55 923(1.1)
AnandanV2020 30  935(4.26)
Mao Z 2021 52 845(149)
QinL 2022 41 932(3.5)
Chen K 2020 381 932(483)
LinL 2022 54 917(7)
Summary

12=86.8% tau2=3.2012

sB

Number Mean (SD)

23 92(22)

30 89(258)

51 854(16.7)

47 91.9(4)

530 9226(5.12)

54 863(11.4)

Q=230 p=3e-04

’

176 -1-050 051 15
Mean Difference

Mean Difference 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)

0./50

-0.500

-0.300

0.700

0.100

-0.100

-0.300

-0.500

-0.195

157

1029

-1.367

-1.759

0.607

0.292

-0.906

0.658

1.236

-0.438

p=0 1174

0.229

0.367

1.159

2.007

0.492

0.706

0.058

0236

0.049

Mean Difference 95% Cl lower 95% CI upper Weight(%)

T m
7 -5 -3 101234567
Mean Difference

73

0.300

4500

-0.900

1.300

0940

5400

1.941

7=224

-0645

2718

-7.016

-0.267

0290

1832

0.243

p=0.0251

1245

6282

5216

2867

1.590

8968

3.638

100
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7. Lysholm score (/" AT5E)

DB sB
Author Year Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD) Mean Difference 95% Cl lower 95% CI upper Weight(%)
Jarvela S 2017 24 %4(7) 46 935(75) ] 0.500 -3.041 4.041 218
Balasingam$2022 39 876(131) 31 85(14.1) ] 2600 -3.845 2.045 99
Beyaz S 2017 15 8143(645) 16 81.94(7.15) | 0510 -5.298 42718 152
Adravanti P 2017 25 964(173) 25  942(153) ] 2200 -6.853 11.253 56
Komzak M 2018 20 975(72) 20 893(133) ] 8.200 1572 14.828 95
Devgan A 2016 30 9313(331) 30 94.13(267) . -1.000 2522 0522 379
Summary 0.810 1.482 3102 100
12=40.5% tau2=3.0030 Q=84  p=0.1360 7069 p=0.4887

-6.85-4 -2 0123456789 11
Mean Difference

1770
1771

1772 8. FWIE (BT

DB sB
Author Year  Number Rerupture Number Rerupture Risk Ratio 95% Cllower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Toker B 2022 38 12 51 9 . 1.789 0841 3.800 374
ChiaZY 2018 147 4 76 7 ] 0295 0.089 0978 272
Severyns M2022 47 2 63 3 | 0.894 0155 5137 18.0
Mao Z 2021 52 0 51 0 ] 0981 0.020 48533 5.1
QinL 2022 42 0 48 1 ] 0.380 0016 9.083 73
Chen K 2020 381 0 539 0 = 1414 0028 71.001 50
Summary 0.828 0.328 2.093 100
12=38.1% tau2=0.4485 Q=67  p=0.2467 7=040  p=06907
rrrrrrri1
0.031 0250 2.00
Risk Ratio

1773
1774
1775

74



1776

(I AWH)

DB sB
Author Year Number Rerupture Number Rerupture Risk Ratio 95% Cllower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Jarvela S 2017 25 1 56 10 | 0224 0.030 1.657 206
Aga C 2018 54 3 62 8 [ ] 0431 0.120 1.542 506
Mayr HO 2018 25 0 28 0 ] 1115 0.023 54233 55
Irrgang JJ 2021 27 2 24 1 ] 1.778 0172 18.394 15.1
Yela-Verdd C 2023 22 1 25 0 u 3391 0.145 79.227 83
Summary 0.583 0.235 1.444 100
12=00% 1au2=0.0000 Q=33 p=0.5127 7=117  p=0.2434
rrrrrrri
0.031 0250 2.00
Risk Ratio
YR (BIEATTE)
1779 7SS %
DB sB

Author Year Number Infection Number Infection Risk Ratio 95% Cl lower 95% CI upper Weight(%)

TokerB2022 38 2 51 0 | 6.667 0320 134.966 112

QinL 2022 41 0 47 0 | ] 1143 0023 56.351 6.7

Chen K 2020 301 i) 539 5 . 2264 0.746 6.866 0822

Summary 244 0.893 6.673 100

12=0.0% tau2=0.0000 Q=06 p=0.7438 7=174  p=0.0821
T
025 1.02.040
Risk Ratio

1780

1781
1782
1783

75



1784 [ 11. BEHeE (I AFZE)

DB SB
Author Year Number Infection Number Infection Risk Ratio 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Jarvela S 2017 24 0 46 0 n 1.880 0.038 91.939 1.0
Aga C 2018 54 2 62 2 . 1.148 0.167 7877 449
Balasingam S 2022 39 0 31 0 L] 0.800 0.016 39.220 1.0
Mayr HO 2018 34 0 30 0 | 0.886 0.018 43.325 1.0
Irrgang JJ 2021 29 0 28 0 ] 0.967 0.020 47121 1.0
Yela-Verda C 2023 22 0 25 0 | 1.130 0.023 54721 M
Summary . 1.109 0.305 4.031 100
12=0.0% tau2=0.0000 Q=01 p=09998 Z=0.16 p=0.8751
rcrrrrri
0.031 0.250 2.00
Risk Ratio

1785
1786
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1788
1789
1790
1791

1792
1793
1794
1795
1796
1797
1798
1799
1800
1801
1802
1803
1804
1805
1806
1807
1808
1809
1810
1811
1812
1813
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1815
1816
1817

CQ6 BB IMEEEICEEZ RITTH

fELEEL
T F B EEN 2 52 1 2 et L <L B ALAZE oY) 2 i 2 55 < HiERE (F2%) &

i

Y s IETF YV RADMEE
1o 2L RT3 34 (33.3%) B
1o ez HETLE 64 (66.7%)
fi RS

FEE SRR E ~ DB FLIEELIZ. FINTEOWRIC X o TX Y EEIZ A& R ICT VB IE
DIA[RE L 72 0, B7x 2 Tl 75 T I X 0 IRBHEi o E M % &0 TR R IC—E
DR MDBHME I NT VD 0, Lo L, &R —2kic X 2 5fLER 2 EH A e e
AVERIFICER R R S B 203, 2 FLA L OB CIRFRIEE L 0ERIZIZITHAT 51
23R T 2 13710 X HIc Sk RIfsE. RCT. X 27 U v R Xiid, gl
FWNE COFILERDERRT v + 1 4, HEAER, BENZE OARERICHEEEL D72
b3 LwIHIHERI YT v RIFZ LK, BRERD RENTH 2 3561119,

— IR CIT 5 RIS AERIALE O I IC 3R B L 72 b @ L HTNHIER (AM) A& ERICid
B L7z ODHBTIE, FHIRE, AT ALEIEICE T AM (PEERICERE L 7275 25 RAF
TH LMD G I N T 5 4019,

PR BT IE ~ DA FLERE O] 13 A4 B ISEB) o FRE L FIE R - e B i H A
ThirZ BB TFoLND W, —Jj, in-situ graft force MR L FHR Y X7 2@ 52 L
DI I N T B %9, T 7, R —ZVFEIMNE O HENESFERICEL, Y0E TIEA
IHECHBEICR 225D AR RB I LT 5 071,

WEOREDSL  HfERR - MBI CT v b 7L RAY, —HLMmerEX
WS ICERA 2 S 2, BIMES & ORI, HFMEFE. OA FAER % (4R HICFHE L
LM IIRERNTH Y, ke LTHEEoI T v RICL & E 5, BIRTIE ACL
Ao FFUAE (X, Y 72 malposition ZkElT 5 2 & PEREETH O A5 HIE FLAL
BB AR H 2 b oD, INREET 7 b A LCHIEE, BRI OA FIERICH:
NHREBIE IR I N Ty, Ko THAMEOFEAMKIL T < SR (8% "»nZY T
HhrEFEZLND,

HALLIE X ACL o 7 v b A1 2 E 2 R TERRTFO—2 L SN b, Y
FIFECTE [ X PRERAY . HHRIICRZE M E2sHAG: T 2 23, RO ENSLD RCT ¥ X WE
PIERENIIE C IR BRI B W THEE DO S 2 Wik BRENTH 5, BEFTRCM
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1818
1819
1820
1821
1822
1823
1824
1825
1826
1827
1828
1829
1830
1831
1832
1833
1834
1835
1836
1837
1838
1839
1840
1841
1842
1843
1844
1845
1846
1847
1848
1849
1850
1851
1852
1853

FREERIC X % 22 H fFFE L, k¥ 7% malposition [l BEE: 2 5003 2 B RA% 20 o 72,
I Dk A TREZEML, 9FEF 65 (66.7%) H1TH T & %55 HEiLE
(RE) §27. 3% (33.3%) »47H 22 MHRT 2" 0AREH T, ABERO&
HIHE W HERE D ST A - TR ZIRIE L 72,

Gl

SCHR

1) ZhangX, et al. High anteromedial insertion reduced anteroposterior and rotational
knee laxity on mid-term follow-up after anatomic anterior cruciate ligament
reconstruction. Peer ] 2023; 11: e15898.

2) Tashiro Y, et al. Anterolateral rotatory instability in vivo correlates tunnel position after
anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction using bone-patellar tendon-bone graft. World
J Orthop 2017; 8(12): 913-921.

3) Gabr A, et al. Anteromedial portal versus transtibial drilling techniques for femoral
tunnel placement in arthroscopic anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction:
radiographic evaluation and functional outcomes at 2 years follow-up. ] Knee Surg
2023; 36(13): 1309-1315.

4) Tecame A, et al. Failure rate analysis and clinical outcomes of two different femoral
tunnel positions using anteromedial portal technique in anterior cruciate ligament
reconstruction. Knee 2022; 35: 45-53

5) MaoY, et al. Transtibial versus anteromedial portal technique for femoral tunnel
drilling in primary single-bundle anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction: a meta-
analysis of level 1 and 2 evidence of clinical, revision, and radiological outcomes. Am ]
Sports Med 2023; 51(1): 250-262.

6) Basdelioglu K, et al. Outcomes of isokinetic tests and functional assessment of anterior
cruciate ligament reconstruction: Transtibial versus single anatomic femoral tunnel
technique. Acta Orthop Traumatol Turc 2019; 53(2): 86-91.

7) Seo SS, et al. Effect of femoral tunnel position on stability and clinical outcomes after
single-bundle anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction using the outside-in technique.
Arthroscopy 2019; 35(6): 1648-1655.

8) Choi NH, et al. Comparison of postoperative tunnel widening after hamstring anterior
cruciate ligament reconstructions between anatomic and nonanatomic femoral tunnels.
Ardnoscopy2020;36(4):1105-111L

9) Sukur E, et al. Comparing transtibial and anteromedial drilling techniques for single-
bundle anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. Open Orthop ] 2016; 10: 481-489.

10) Basdelioglu, et al. Effect of tibial tunnel placement using the lateral meniscus as a

landmark on clinical outcomes of anatomic single-bundle anterior cruciate ligament
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1854 reconstruction. Am J Sports Med 2021; 49(6): 1451-1459.

1855 11) Kazemi SM, et al. Comparison of clinical outcomes between different femoral tunnel

1856 positions after anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction Surgery. Arch Bone Jt Surg
1857 2017; 5(6): 419-425.

1858  12) Ciloglu O, et al. Comparison of clinical and radiological parameters with two different
1859 surgical methods for anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. ] Knee Surg 2020;

1860 33(9): 938-946.

1861  13) Jin S, et al. Comparative study of the modified transtibial technique and the transportal
1862 technique in anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. Ann Palliat Med 2022; 11(7):
1863 2360-2367.

1864  14) Vignos MF, et al. Anterior cruciate ligament graft tunnel placement and graft angle are
1865 primary determinants of internal knee mechanics after reconstructive surgery. Am |
1866 Sports Med 2020; 48(14): 3503-3514.
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1867

1868
1869
1870
1871

1872
1873
1874
1875
1876
1877
1878
1879
1880
1881
1882
1883
1884
1885
1886
1887
1888
1889
1890
1891
1892
1893
1894
1895
1896
1897
1898

CQ7 EIRACLILRFETNED

HELEEE 2
B ACL 2173 5 T & CHRRBUESL LEMEICIIIAS 2GR 7-0, B
HERE X T 7n

PLEERE R IVET YV ADMI

ABEICEL R oT C

figeas S

PR ACL Ay F1f7 & 85 ACL JRRAF TN O MR 2 LR L 72 2 2 7 F ) & AT,
G R A ENE O AE, Lachman test [543, pivot shift test B4, Lysholm score,
Tegner activity score D222t IKDC subjective score 7 & DEFIRBAE IC 136 B2
ZROIRD o Tz,

I E CoWmE TR, #E& ACL I FATIC T ER 2 I B L 72 BT RIERAE R £ 72 131
SMAERHE SR D B 2 RB Il 3~ 2 0=l 120 B Z A7 U 722 23 O Mgl 21 rh ol ic
Wi i3 240039, #& ACL % A] KIWICIRAT L D D22 m 7 B A 2 17 5
fifizl >0, T HICdER ACL #EE L7z Ec—_REEETH i 79 &, MEGiIcL - T
WICIER LNk 4 TH 5, F 73 2500 D BRMIEMME. B RKBRPUSHG
. BTB 7g & ic X o THIED B 5, filoMiEIc X 2RO IEL > 28w o
HREED H Y, —EDORMGES S C LIZREECTH o 72, #EIEACL ZiRfF3 254 1C1E
T i 4 DIEFI MG L 72 9 2 TR ZEIRN T2 2 L% T L,

m¥B. SRR ATEIEIC O W CIEEHIEIHE & L THRET L Tz, #5R ACL i
YA 7 v T AIFREDFE L IRMIEFIRICBAS T 2 ReMErH 2 2 L bZHAIA F I 4 v
RERBRTOT A ANy ¥ a v CHEFLE,

¥ 7z, B ACLIRAFREICHE W CIIRBEI ER S A RICRIFCH o722 RCT b b
o7, SR CEMERT YT v R 2R TE 2h o7z, HXACL Zinfr3 5 2 & Tl
AR LB R ICBE T 2 Y F A At e HEm A o Blm X v, SRR RS 2
CEERETIER Do/, LALAEDBH, IO IIMEROIFEFE TR IR S
T LBWNEETH B L hEimS Tz,

K CQ I T BHLERERHRTIZ. BIEANAFIAVERERBIXDIHTH

(77.8%) 275 T L a&55<HERE (FRF) 375, 24 (22.2%) 2HESER L & L7, 3R
RLoBEAE LT, EEHEBEZERFT 5 2 & CHIERBMNEZRITZET VAR REL
TWAHREENELRD E L WIERED 72,

B ACL i fFF M oMtz il ic o, 85% ACL JERGFilT & i L 24 AWF9E 14
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1899
1900
1901
1902
1903
1904
1905
1906
1907
1908
1909
1910
1911
1912
1913
1914
1915
1916
1917
1918
1919
1920
1921
1922
1923
1924
1925
1926
1927
1928
1929
1930
1931
1932
1933
1934

HCH X OBLEFIZ 8 0 (2017~2023 ) @ RCT, s — | Hi%E. KEBIN RIS 5 &
BALTHFY 2 2pbREHICOWTHIT 2. &b, i L OHEH kMRS
SATRABELH Y, HEROLEF VAL LOHIIEI LD,

a. KT f#

KT BB L T/ AWFSE 3 53¢ V78 % 3l L 7z, #8851 163 il (#%% ACL iR 17F-4i7 82
fil, B ACL IERFTH 81 61) DX 27 F VY 2 Tix, KT HD 785K ACL HfF Tl
filic —0.31mm (95%CI —0.99~0.37, p=0.37) TH Y, HEZIHDLr o7 (K
1,

ok — MFZE 2 G 00, Bk 287 Bl (EFE ACL 7 T-47 143 1, ¥ ACL JEEAFT
fiti 144 451) o X 27 F Vv 2<Tld, KT D2 L8 ACL & fEF4iflic —0.18mm (95%
CI —0.46~0.11, p=0.22) TH Y., HEEIHD LI o7,

B 3 30 35, Bk 241 1 GEFE ACL &7 T 82 fil, &5 ACL JERF T4l 159
) oAxTFY AT, KT {HIZEE ACL RFFMHIC —0.60mm (95%CI —1.74~
0.55, p=0.31) THOWAEEEEF R, HRITLICELO2ERH -7z [EEMH (12 85%.
p=0.0066)] (12 2),

b. Lachman test [5G4

Lachman test [543 % 5 L 7 /> ARFSE 2 5 27, #0%k 124 4 GESR ACL iR AFF1if
61 f], &% ACL FERGETFAr 63 ) @ A %7 F V> A2 Tid, Lachman test [FPE3 13E 5%
ACL iR fFFAflic 0.41 (95%CI0.15~1.12, p=0.081) TH Y. &k ACL RfFEFilis X
OIERGF D 2 BFICAEEZ B ko7 (K3),

BIZRHTE 2 GRC > V. M8k 187 f5l (GEYE ACL ifF-F1ir 71 i, 185% ACL JERAFli 116
) ® X2 7 F VA TiE, Lachman test [FE3 1385 ACL 37 FAiiHNc 0.66 (95%CI
0.30~1.46, p=0.30) TH Y. 2HEICHEEIRDLr o7z (K4),

c. Lysholm score

Lysholm score % g¥iffi L 7z /b ABFSE 3 &isC 2710, #5155 fil GEFR ACL iRA7F1ifi 78
. &% ACL JERAEFAM 77 ) O A 2T F VY v A TlE, score D7 IFEE ACL Tt
filic 1.72 (95%CI —0.70~4.14, p=0.16) TH YV HEEITI R -7 (¥ 5), Lysholm
score % aPili L 7= BT 3 5w Y. #4262 f5] (E¥E ACL A7 FAlr 103 {5, #E¥% ACL
FREAFFM 159 61) DA X T F Y > 2T, score DFEILEEZ ACL I AAFiflic 1.35

(95%CI —0.66~3.36, p=0.19) TH Y HEEIIEH»r o7 (16),

d. IKDC subjective score
IKDC subjective score IZD\W\C, AAMFZE 353 2710 %5l L 72, #4124 5] G&E

31



1935
1936
1937
1938
1939
1940
1941
1942
1943
1944
1945
1946
1947
1948
1949
1950
1951
1952
1953
1954
1955
1956
1957
1958
1959
1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970

¥ ACL A7 Fil7 61 fil, &% ACL JERAF-FAM 63 ) DA X T F Y v AT, score D7
3B ACL iRAFFArfilic 1.76 (95%CI —1.47~5.00, p=0.29) TH OV HEEIIRD >
7= (K 7). BIZEWISE 35w >0, #Ek 262 fl GER ACL iA7ETF4fi 103 fil. #5% ACL IR
FFM 159 4]) oA &2 T7F VS 2TlE, score DFE T ER ACL IBEFMAIIC 1.17 (95%
Cl —3.15~5.50, p=0.59) TH Y HEZIThr»>7= (X 8),

e. Pivot shift test

Pivot shift test PE3RIC DWW CTANAWISE 4 Fm3C 72 1219 BUEHTSE 3 5w 3419 & g L
720 RCT I3\ Ttk 2 LR 0185 ACL Inffif & IERAFHE D pivot shift test fHPER
BHEEEZRD R H-72(p=0.187)", 7 v X LI nTrWAARFTICE W THliED
pivot shift test (FERICHEE RO L h o7 20,

f. Tegner activity score

filTHT 2> & @ Tegner activity score DZEALIT DWW T/ ARNTE 35X 17 19 F X OEIZTE 2
A 310 AT L 720 A ABRZEIC I\ T AiTHT OB ACL Smfriie & IR e 2 fEH L
B (p=0.457) & X Wilited 2 BERIHLER (p=0.496) o P P1fiHT(p=0.550), fiifz
(p=0.286)V, flHiffit% L B (p>0.99) & W H#HE 1 Ab Y, FEETED L o7, F
7o BIZEMIZRICEWTD 2B CIRRAREEZRD kb o7 319,

g. FHETEER QKN

FBIRE DI OV T AWTFE S X BRI D 5 a2 5l L 72 1519, L2 L 7228
5. RCTMIEREENTHEOTHRILDI AT TH Y, T oICHTADOERD PHETH
VW, HBIZIIIE IC I T B ACL IRAETFAT 0 T A 08 K ACL JRIRAEFAlT & Ui
LCHEEIIRD o7 (p>0.99) & W HHE 1P 2, itk 1 FEFZEKFIC failure rate X
R ACL Z A7 L 2P CHEIR W (p=0.028) L WO W|E D b H Y, —EDRMEZES
N7 o7,

h, TR 7 BRI B

IEHE 7= BHERALE RSB L <3 RCT 2 G 3 X EFPDIEAFSE 2 X N AF9E 5 L O
BT 1 Gl MRET L 7 110202020 0 A ARFSE - BISIISE L T BT Y AL RV DFE W
WHots X O RNV 75 . IHICHEFEOMED H Y, HiERT T v 2245
T 2R TH 2, RCTHFFRICEH VT 6 EORET 2 M ick T 3
proprioception A EIC RIF (p=0.01) TH o7z 10,

SCHR

1) El-Desouky, et al. Clinical outcomes in stump-preserving versus stump-sacrificing
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1977
1978
1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

8)

9)

10)

11)

12)

anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction; a randomized controlled study. BMC
Musculoskelet Disord 2022; 23: 703.

Wang Z, et al. Clinical application of modified Crain classification in the design of
anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction with remnant preservation. BMC
Musculoskelet Disord 2022; 23: 1066

Kim BH, et al. Preservation of remnant with poor synovial coverage has no beneficial
effect over remnant sacrifice in anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. Knee Surg
Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 2018; 26: 2345-2352

Kim SJ, et al. Anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction using bone-patellar tendon-bone
autograft with remnant preservation: comparison of outcomes according to the amount
of remnant tissue. ] Knee Surg 2019; 32: 847-859.

Takahashi T, et al. The effect of remnant tissue preservation in anatomic double-bundle
ACL reconstruction on knee stability and graft maturation. ] Knee Surg 2019; 32: 565-
576.

Nakayama H, et al. Double-bundle anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction with and
without remnant preservation- comparison of early postoperative outcomes and
complications. Knee 2017; 24: 1039-1046

Kim JH, et al. Remnant-tensioning single-bundle anterior cruciate ligament
reconstruction provides comparable stability to and better graft vascularity than double-
bundle anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction in acute or subacute injury: a
prospective randomized controlled study using dynamic contrast-enhanced magnetic
resonance imaging. Arthroscopy 2021; 37(1): 209-221.

Asai K, et al. Does remnant tissue preservation in anterior cruciate ligament
reconstruction influence the creation of the rectangular femoral tunnel? ] Orthop Surg
2021; 29(3): 1-10.

Choi S, et al. Clinical and arthroscopic outcome of single bundle anterior cruciate
ligament reconstruction: comparison of remnant preservation versus conventional
technique. Knee 2017; 24: 1025-1032.

Bansal A, et al. Prospective study of assessment of proprioception recovery post
anatomical anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction with remnant retention. Int | Pharm
Clin Res 2023; 15(4): 1619-1629.

Suh DW, et al. Remnant preservation with tensioning can improve the clinical outcome
after anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. ] Orthop Surg 2022; 30(11): 1-7.
Franciozi CE, et al. Remnant preserving ACL reconstruction with a functional remnant is
related to improved laxity but not to improved clinical outcomes in comparison to a

nonfunctional remnant. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 2022; 30: 1543-1551.
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2040
2041

2042
2043

2044

2045
2046

2047
2048

2049
2050
2051
2052
2053

1. KT & [/ AWF5E]
(RCT)

A |
auther Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD)
Kim JH, 2021 26 19(1) 28 26(13)
El-Desouky MA, 2022 56 12(1.1) 53 12(1.1)
Summary

12=708% tau2=0.1734 Q=34 p=00644
(24— 1)
EIFN B

Author Year Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD)
Choi Sungwook; 2017 93 26(2) 69 27(1.9)
Nakayama Hiroshi; 2017 50 0.7 (0.9) 75 0.9(0.9)
Summary

12=0.0% tau2=0.0000 Q=0.1 p=0.7749

X 2. KT fia [Bi%wts]
A @

Author Year Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD)
Kim Bo Hyun; 2018 42 23(17) 33 21(16)
Takahashi Tsuneari; 2019 " -0.56 (1.38) 43 13(22)
Kim Sung-Jae; 2019 29 19(14) 83 22(1.1)
Summary

12=85.1% tau2=0.8574 Q=100 p=0.0068

Mean Difference 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)

-

-1.32 4 -0.5 0
Mean Difference

-0.700

0.000

-0.311

7=-089

1316 0084
0413 0413
-0.993 0.371

p=0.3710

445

555

100

Mean Difference 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)

L
n
0.5 0 0.5

Mean Difference

<>

| LI I N I R
291 215105005
Mean Difference

85

-0.100

-0.200

-0.178

=123

0.200

-1.860

-0.300

-0.595

7=102

-0.705 0505

-0.622 0122

-0.462 0.106
p=0.2200

-0.550 0950

-2.908 0812

-0.862 0262

1.739 0.549
p=03078

221

779

100

Mean Difference 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)

339

298

363

100



2054

2055
2056

2057

2058
2059
2060

2061
2062
2063
2064
2065
2066

X 3

Lachman test [/~ AWF9E])

A oL

Author Year Number Events Number Events

KimJH, 2021 28 4 28 10 ] 0327
Wang 7, 2022 35 3 35 5 L 0562
Summary ’ 0.413

12=00% tau2=0.0000 Q=03 p=05969 7=174
r— 1111 1
0088 0.177 0.3540.707 1650
Odds Ratio

Lachman test [BiEHf9¢])

A #E
Author Year Number Events Number Events
Kim Bo Hyun; 2018 42 6 33 9 n 0.444
Kim Sung-Jae; 2019 29 5 83 15 | 0.944
Summary ‘ 0.657

12=0.0% tau2=0.0000 Q=08 p=0.3572 Z=-103
0.250.35 07 19
0Odds Ratio

Lysholm score [/ AffF5E]

A #HE
Author Year Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD)
Kim JH, 2021 26 90.1(19.1) 28 89.1(8.4) . 1.000
Wang 7, 2022 35 9260(252) 35  91.91(259) n 0.780
Bansal A, 2023 17 94 (3.5) 14 90 (8) - 4.000
Summary . 1.719

12=40.0% tau2=2.0412 Q=28 p=0.2430 7=1.39
FTTTTITIIrrrrrrri
697 4 -2 012345678

Mean Difference

86

Odds Ratio 95% Cllower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)

0.088 1221 57.0
0124 2561 430
0.153 1116 100

p=00812

Odds Ratio 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)

0140 1411 482
0310 2877 51.8
0.205 1.464 100

p=03041

Mean Difference 95% Cllower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)

6974 8974 82

-0.417 1977 63.2

0.444 7.556 286

-0.702 4140 100
p=0.1640



2067 6. Lysholm score [#1%fiff7%]

FLN #E
Author Year Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD) Mean Difference 95% Cllower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Kim Bo Hyun; 2018 42 90.1(7) 33 89.3(10.7) L] 0.800 -3.420 5.020 227
Takahashi Tsuneari; 2019 32 922 (11.2) 43 92.8(10) L] -0.600 -5.498 4298 16.9
Kim Sung-Jae; 2019 29 91.9(6.5) 83 89.8 (4.9) n 2.100 -0.490 4630 60.4
Summary . 1.349 -0.664 3.361 100
12=0.0% tau2=0.0000 Q=10 p=0.6077 =13 p=0.1891
LI s e |
54321012345
2068 Mean Difference
2069
2070 7. IKDC subjective score [/ AHF5E])
A #HE
Author Year Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD) Mean Difference 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Kim JH, 2021 26 879 (7.7) 28 836 (9.7) 4300 -0.355 8955 298
WangZ, 2022 35  9306(252) 35 9237 (255) ] 0.690 0498 1878 702
Summary '71 5.000 100
12=53.9% tau2=3.5121 Q=22 p=0.1408 Z=1.07 p=0.2850
L R
05 0 05 1 15 2
207 1 Mean Difference
2072 8. IKDC subjective score [#%H5¢]
A #E
Author Year Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD) Mean Difference 95% Cllower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Kim Bo Hyun; 2018 42 70.1(9.1) 33 72.3(10.1) n -2.200 -6.610 2210 355
Takahashi Tsuneari; 2019 32 87 (17) 43 86.3(14.5) L] 0.700 -6.613 8.013 216
Kim Sung-Jae; 2019 29 89.2(8.1) 83 85(5.9) ] 4200 0.990 7410 429
Summary ’ 1.174 -3.152 5.499 100
12=607% tau2=86621 Q=54 p=00674 Z=0.53 p=0.5949
MTTTIrrrrrrroron

661 -4 -2 012345678
Mean Difference

2073
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CQ8 ACL BZIZ/MABIER/HRTNT - AR OEILE IZHERZ SN D D

HESEEL R
#)lal ACL FFE T 1ot U i, AMAIBEEiSMlmmtls - B2 Tb v & 255  #EE
(RE) T3, HWZEEO ACL HEFICOWTIRARICES hd o7,

(e LS IEFVRADIRX
w11 ACL FEfh
fioc ey lHEss 14011.1%) B
bk & x5 HERET 2 4 4(44.4%)
fibhw b akimfHRET 2 4 4(44.4%)

FRTEdIRE > ACL i

EEICEL R T C

figast

B ACL PR ICIRAE S 2 [MIE A% E TR A o fE It L € ACL fHHinicEm
32 ATMA S ER A&, LEAP (lateral extra-articular procedure) D B30 FHH S T &
77o LEAP D NY) —3 3 v & LT, LET (lateral extra-articular tenodesis). ALLR
(anterolateral ligament reconstruction) 7 &23H 5205, TNLDOHEMEERETL2v AT
<74 v 7L ta—%RCT Tk, ACL BFER I L LEAP JBHIHET pivot shift
test, KT-1000 7 & DRBARILETE, B S X KR 2 7 0GR R BE 30 AT
CEEMRHEICEWTHED LN TS (K 1~4), FicE) 228 (FH4E, pivoting 2
K=y, W) T2 oRBHETH 2L Y, £z, MR - BHFEHNCE W T
b [FBRIC, LET BAIC X Y BRBEIMILE W O M 3 X OCHBIAEEOMRIA R I, ZXaetkd
Rz T s T EpfEffE N Tn3 Y,

X 5T, Fayard b (3 ALLR ZffH L ACL fHiTic v 2 IR il o I E A 72 < L 72
FiriEZ OB IC B BT AR =V HFRECHIK R 2 7 b IEREICHRE R <. FHb
ZIG HRHEPAINTD o 72 L HE LT3 9, ALLR ICIIREA iR AREL Tw 328,
¥ o ALLR % HBS U S OHE-C TR, MR 27 CRE REFRD ONT, LE L 728
ERfFone T rMENIHRA I NS 9, 72, FricHER T3 2 ACL FFFEETICE W
T LEAP B hic CTRIERNLEME O & AR O TG 6N 2 Z L I3 0 R LIRS
ENTVD 9,

—7F. WEOHEICEWTEIKR R 27 (IKDC % Lysholm 7z &) 13 1F % BERE 2 1365
FNREREEZTIHL2D DD, £227dD MCID * MCD %% 2 % LR ER L LT
NEbDTH Y, BEHEDHFERCHEELICFENENGIRS 2 L. N4 T AP D
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MELTETE R, EEEIRE CHE SN TRV, ST o5& 2 FH T il 2
L BT S AIHE~DORED HETH 5 29, LEAPBINIC X 2 2Ry Zxfdm & L
T RIF R RIRIR AR C & 2 23, (ISEIL ~ v, h~EiEo TE~F Y 27 0 B#H
CEWTLEIGZ EEICHBT TR & TH 5,

K CQ Tl LEAP O] Iul ACL FHEft & Frlr ok b 2 % EI2 U % 7 1§
W, TETVAOE LB R L LD, WEEFMEICEHE CHE) L7z, #lE ACL
AT ICBE L T3 ZE CIIBL T @ & 5 e RS R 230 7z,

19 2 L &89 CHERE (REK) +53 2% 22.2%
fThhnwz 25 R (R%) 53 4 % 44.4%
FTbimne & 2R+ 2 3% 33.3%

COWERERE D LI, HEREE® LEAP IO 2 HAEE 2R 0 R Y @R % 1T o 7.
FRic#/tClx RCT e ad— MFFRIC X ) —EDRREER ERATREI N2 D00, KEER
B o3 h Tl HAEN OERER 7 ACL FiE, iiZoBFAE, iikoixsox,
BT FE (FMRMTER. 777 7 FEn, SMIERRECEIHE) 2772 E) ZBE
258, BT TF v REZDEE AL L T {79 ] HAOHEREEZ/R$Z LICIFEET
HHREELEDEBERAPMEROEEL LR EIN, [FI) R ZFEFITIIELETH 225, “©TOY)
[EFI" I —BICHERE TR 2] E I RN L R Tz, T HIT, BE - TROMERSH
KO ERHISCDFEITAME &uomf%@ﬂéh\EE'@@@W?Xﬁ—Vﬁ&%Tﬁ
[l 2 E P e T2 BT 2035 5 b oo, —k7aylEl ACL Pt
BERENRE LEGEIBMFN 2 YA HTXEcldhvw o3 EE s nk, —
i\ FHETIEEIE DS E OIERI % pivoting 2 — %17 5 fER. 25 HEARHNEE 26T 5
FEG, & 2\ X PTG R A R EAR ZERER] & o 7o V) A 7 BRIC B Wi, ot
DA ANFE S X VEHENIZE D #5 5 <ld LEAP BN X 2 BRI KKK S X CRIFER 2 E
B OFEEBRKE VAR RBE I N T3S, ChoolFHEd i 2 HOKEL{T-
770

15 2 &9 CHERE (%) 372 1# 11.1%
ThnC iy HERE (R 772 44 44.4%
Thhn &2 ey 2 44 44.4%

T &S 2] B+ 2880% %A, Ko 175 ] omEAR
20% KM TH o722 b, (ThRwT & 25 MRS 2| ICHRE L 72, #)H ACL FHE
i L€ LEAP 2 —fHcHEiE 3 2 C & i3e 3, HAREMNICE T 2 BEHER ACL FHiEff 2
HARL LoD, ko k) AEWHE ) 27 LHEAREEOEF ) R 7 BFwEEL bR
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LIEBNC BT, BFEOMMEBCHE, ME OB LMD ) Y — A% HE 2729 2 T,
fildslic LEAP B ZRET T & Th s LML 7=,

P 2441 S0 e B e IR [l e AN Ze e iEB i ib4 %5 ALL/LET O BfFICBE L T i3 A% &
UCBIEMFRO T NICE LT, BEALEEOMGE X HHREKTICHFEL S 5 C
ERTRBINTEY, —EDIETVARERELOOH 0D, T4 v oRE
FoOREHo%, BB OHER E» O T v RAOFERMEIT A BIREN TH 5 &5l X
Nz PIEHETIIUTO X5 iR 3G oz,

119 L ZomHERET 2 14 11.1%
179 C &gy CHERE (1R%) ¥ 6 % 66.7%
fibhwo b2 CHERE (BE) 32 14 11.1%
SR L 14 11.1%

Z DHRDOEERB AR TOWMTIE, HHAfIciHEEMoRmE (HLAMAZMe LT
BT 72, AR=VEREELLZVARLY) 2NEe—7 T, BINFERIC X 2o ML
PCHIHEY A7, aRA MERESEHTE RN, (B RAZHCIELERL T
2V TH B, TXTOEMEEF I LT [175 ] HrosEz R4 Ici3mile 555
FRLTWS ] L oBHICE\Z, ThbDiEmzENRL I 2T 2RHEHOEELIT- 7,

79 :&%Eﬂaﬁ’é*ﬁ“% 1% 11.1%
15 2 & &5 CHfESE (1RE) 45 6 % 66.7%
e L 2% 22.2%

1M EEE S E GO 175 225 iR (R 2] dwi ez zoZx
TSR LCHIUk T A C b iciFEREAER S 2 2HBERETE 175 2L 25<
ﬁ%(ﬁ%)?éjﬁm%%ﬁ@%é%@@ [HELER L) 2 BERT 2 ZEDHML., &
IO TN OFEINIC D AEFHEL M- T EIE L O h o/, MR, FBRENCN 3
é%%&ﬁﬁ%$ﬁ4F74/&Lfﬁmé&m_kkb\ﬂb@EWL£H5JX7-
AT 4y b BEOMIEE 2 E 2 MEPHWTRETH L e BEHI N,

ACL P2 I PRI CRIER L EME DIEAE Y A 7 O E W EF I35 LEAP JBHNL,
5D RCT 5 X BRI T 2 5 & HARCHEAREEOBRICETS L S 56
BRI TH B L EZ N LT, HAREWNTOREEMR-CME EH AL, BmFRictt

AOHE ) X 7 CEBREROBA D O IIREFIC —FICGEH T XE b LTk e
XN/, LEroT, KAHAFT4 v LT, FRICESE - iG-S pivoting A K —
VERH . LB, S R EEAEN. BRG] S om Y X ZREFNIC B
T. LEAPEBMOME & Y 27 BHEOMERPHEZ TIcFHiH L 72 5 2, B - it

90



2160
2161
2162
2163
2164
2165
2166
2167
2168
2169
2170
2171
2172
2173
2174
2175
2176
2177
2178
2179
2180
2181
2182
2183
2184
2185
2186
2187
2188
2189
2190
2191

HHROAERMK 2 TR EIC 2 Hl s ~ETh s LRt LT 5,

SCHIR

1) Pioger C, et al. Clinical outcomes after combined ACL and anterolateral ligament
reconstruction versus isolated ACL reconstruction with bone-patellar tendon-bone
grafts: a matched-pair analysis of 2018 patients from the SANTI Study Group. Am J
Sports Med 2022; 50(13): 3493-3501.

2) Laboudie P, et al. Combined ACL and ALL reconstruction reduces the rate of
reoperation for graft failure or secondary meniscal lesions in young athletes. Knee Surg
Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 2022; 30: 3488-3498.

3) Hamido F, et al. Anterolateral ligament reconstruction improves the clinical and
functional outcomes of anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction in athletes. Knee Surg
Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 2021; 29(4): 1173-1180.

4) Perelli S, et al. Combined anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction and modified
Lemaire lateral extra-articular tenodesis better restores knee stability and reduces
failure rates than isolated anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction in skeletally
immature patients. Am ] Sports Med 2022; 50(14): 3778-3785.

5) Fayard JM, et al. Return to sports after ACL augmentation with anterolateral
reconstruction (ALR) harvesting gracilis only compared with ACL reconstruction with
ALR harvesting both hamstring tendons. Am J Sports Med 2023; 51(11): 2918-2927.

6) Ripoll T, et al. Comparison between continuous and separate grafts for ALL
reconstruction when combined with ACL reconstruction: a retrospective cohort study
from the SANTI Study Group. Am J Sports Med 2023; 51(12): 3163-3170.

7) Yoon KH, et al. Anterolateral ligament reconstruction improves anteroposterior
stability as well as rotational stability in revision anterior cruciate ligament
reconstruction with high-grade pivot shift. ] Knee Surg 2021; 34: 1310-1317.

8) Alm L, et al. Lateral extra-articular tenodesis in patients with revision anterior cruciate
ligament (ACL) reconstruction and high-grade anterior knee instability. Knee 2020; 27:
1451-1457.

9) Sonnery-Cottet B, et al. Long-term graft rupture rates after combined ACL and
anterolateral ligament reconstruction versus isolated ACL reconstruction: a matched-

pair analysis from the SANTI Study Group. Am ] Sports Med 2021; 49(11): 2889-2897.

91



2192

ACL+LEAP ACL
Author Year Number  Pivot Shiftf5{4 Number Pivot Shifth5{% Risk Ratio 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Rezansoff 2023 268 57 285 88 a 0.689 0.516 0919 211
El-Azab 2023 47 6 48 12 - 0511 0.209 1.248 98
Erden 2021 30 0 33 3 . 0.157 0.008 2914 14
Chen 2021 60 2 54 10 L] 0.180 0.041 0.785 48
Mogos 2023 32 2 25 9 . 0.174 0.041 0.733 50
Hamido 2023 50 2 52 9 - 0.231 0.052 1.018 438
Sorensen 0223 47 21 53 33 | 0.718 0.490 1.050 19.2
Mogos 2023 32 1 26 7 . 0.116 0.015 0.884 28
Partezani 2019 30 8 60 31 - 0516 0.272 0.981 138
Ahn 2021 60 13 60 12 L 1.083 0.539 2178 128
Goncharov2019 18 0 30 1 . 0.071 0.004 1.136 16
Ventura 2021 12 1 12 4 . 0.250 0.033 1.923 28
Summary <> 0.497 0.346 0.714 100
12=48.3% tau2=0.1396 Q=180 p=0.0813 7=-378 p=2e-04
FTTTTrIrrorrrrl
0.011 0.044 0.177 0.707
Favours RiskRatio  Favours
2 1 93 ACL+LEAP ACL
Y - Fa : : B - 57 A
2194 1. AL 31T % pivot shift test FEPEZR o L
ACL+LEAP ACL
Author Year Number  Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD) Mean Difference 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
El-Azab 2023 47 91.9(8.9) 48 87.9(7.19) - 4.000 0.742 7.258 144
Erden 2021 30 89.2(4.1) 33 88.7(5.3) u 0.500 -1.829 2829 218
Mogos 2023 32 915 (11) 25 87(9) = 4.500 -0.694 9694 70
Mogos 2023 32 57.28(12.06) 26 57 (13.64) - 0.280 -6.424 6.984 45
Partezani 2019 30 86.9(9.3) 60 84.3(9.8) - 2600 -1.550 6.750 10.1
Ahn 2021 47 93.3(5.2) 48 91.7 (6.4) n 1.600 -0.743 3.943 216
Goncharov2019 18 96.3 (3.617) 30 90.3(10.01) = 6.000 2047 9.953 10.9
Ventura 2021 12 84.8 (6) 12 85.1(4.6) L] -0.300 -4.578 3.978 96
Summary & 2.249 0.757 3.740 100
12=281% tau2=1.2467 Q=94  p=02250 =295 p=0.0031
| 52073 I 5
6 -4 -2 0123456789
Favours Mean Difference Favours
ACL+LEAP ACL
v - Fa 7
2197 2. AR ICE T 5 IKDC score D Lhifig
ACL+LEAP ACL
Author Year Number Mean (SD) Number Mean (SD) Mean Difference 95% Cllower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Erden 2021 30 89.2(4.5) 33 87.8(44) - 1.400 -0.802 3.602 499
Mogos 2023 32 80.56 (15.49) 26 7762 (17.94) - 2940 -5.798 11.678 32
Partezani 2019 30 883(7.3) 60 86.3(7.8) L] 2.000 -1.274 5274 225
Goncharov2019 18 97.4 (2.382) 30 92.1(10.54) - 5.300 1.371 9.229 157
Ventura 2021 12 88.7 (6.1) 12 87.8(7) - 0.900 -4.353 6.153 88
Summary ‘ 2.151 0.596 3.706 100
12=0.0%  tau2=0.0000 Q=32  p=0.5294 Z=2.71 p=0.0067
-58-4 -2 0123456789
Mean Difference
Favours Favours
2199 ACL+LEAP ACL
v - Fa 7
2200 3. MAMSEICE T % Lysholm score D Lk
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ACL+LEAP ACL

Author Year  Number  HET2%HD Number HEiRHD Risk Ratio 95% Cl lower 95% Cl upper Weight(%)
Toker 2022 31 1 37 4 . 0.298 0.035 2533 42
Rowan 2019 48 0 125 6 - 0.198 0.011 3.445 24
Ahn 2021 53 6 33 0 - 8.185 0476 140.701 24
Helito 2023 30 1 60 3 - 0.667 0.072 6.141 39
Laboudie 2022 102 6 101 12 - 0.495 0.193 1.268 156
Pioger 2022 1009 35 1009 100 || 0.350 0.241 0.509 352
Perelli 2022 32 2 34 5 - 0425 0.089 2037 72
Fayard 2023 49 3 49 0 . 7.000 0.371 132041 23
Ripoll 2023 237 8 178 5 L] 1.202 0.400 3611 126
Yoon 2021 18 2 21 3 L 0.778 0.146 4152 64
Alm 2022 59 3 14 3 - 0.237 0.053 1.053 78
Summary L 2 0.519 0.329 0.820 100
12=221% tau2=0.1180 Q=138 p=0.1814 72=-2.81 p=0.0050
0.031 0.250 2.00
Favours Risk Ratio  Favours
22 02 ACL+LEAP ACL

2203 4. BIFEWIRICE T 5 ACL AR iR
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BQ15 ACL BEEMIIEREEKEZzm LS E 5D

fREHDF &0

ACL FHHEMIZERIFI O R LEEZ IR T 2 2 L 23T 228, HIEITFAic b~ TBREL
JHIRISEA IC X 2 IROBEER A IEDE 134 % 2 & 3%\, HHEHEM GO MEICKEZEZR >N
2500, YIEFMIZEDOUEICIEEL BT L4\,

fifa ¢

ACL THTFEENT LRI OBERER B 2RI L X8 2 2 L 28T & 225, YIRIFffictk~ 23
ENRDBIRERITH 3 2 & HB% v, BAERKIC I, BHEENZIROLEE%[MET 2 2 L3 T
& 2 5%, WIEIFARIC e~ CEBE S AR 1< X 2 R OBRER TR O -0 5 2 &%, il
ZAE KE D KBUES gk I FNTSE © 1%, AT 2390 Bl F40 1 He~ € B 32 R EAlG o
DX EECHRCECEEEZ R L VY, 72, HHENZROREORE IR LN DD,
PIBIFARIE & DUEEICIFE S R\ N TH 2, Tk, FREMT 2G50 o FAfi %
7-%t. SOIHRMET T2 AREHERH 5 2 L 2B L T 5,

X AT, P IR TR I B R AL RER IC X AR 03% 5 2 L 3% <, Tl
HELEN Y, T, FEER % Z T 2 BEICE, PIEITFR & 13827 2 RHEL > C
EVEETH D, FE HHEMNIEOALEEZBIE T 2 b DD, PIEITFAH I~ C B
WREDS S 5 T L%, T, RIAN RGBS <1k, R0 EFMic g
SETHIBIEETIC X 2 IR OBRERATE O E AME N Z 2RI N TS Y,

F 72, HEEMOME IR, FMoHMCEEOREICL>THhRELEALS, Hl2F, H
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Programs) Tix, ACLEFHitL—=v 27134 ) 27 2KF—=>ickF5¥)H ACL {8
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