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Clinical applications and research progress of orthopedic
surgical robot
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Abstract Robotic surgery is characterized with intelligence, minimally invasive and precision, which could guarantee
proper decision-making and precise operation by providing accurate preoperative planning, surgical navigation and minimally

invasive procedure. Recently, surgical robot is more and more widely used in the field of orthopedics. Orthopedic surgical robots
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have developed rapidly in the past 30 years, and many mature products have been put into clinical practice, including robots for
joint, spine, trauma, kinematics et al. Relatively, surgical robots in joint replacement surgery and pedicle screw implantation are more
developed and gradually progressed to automation, company represents the advanced level, which could be applied in many fields, and
its effectiveness and safety have been confirmed by a large number of studies. At present, the main limitations of surgical robots are the
high cost, long learing curve, uncertain clinical effect and lacking of long-term clinical studies. Therefore, to expand application fields
and improve the cost-effectiveness should be the development direction of surgical robots. Meanwhile, to design a system suitable for
orthopedic surgeons combining with remote control, 3D printing should be the priority in the development of orthopedic surgical robot.

Key words

Orthopedic disease; Orthopedic surgery; Robot-assisted surgery; Minimal invasive surgery; Learning curve

WE N TR RECRl il A J, FOW A SCEIBATIE RS ) |« BRTAR (e k=

BB BERNSAT, AL BT S b 1 %
R MAE, TR A B FEERAEE R
M K AT i P Ay TR T N L HR A 4
XL, HAFE SH ARG w2 AVERRAE |
e kG HEE Y R R O B, T A B2 T 4 e
N B BT 7Z o A 20 20 80 4EALAMRLF
ARHLEEAAE, #ZE 2020 48, KIFTFHLERAT
KRG A 2 BRVE BN &5 150 T &5 F
AR, W RS SEE, ERE . BRI
HMEE, ARV MR JRAWIRJE  HR
R ARG AR Hrb 5 — AR R 5 1]
BARIE TR BB, (AUEAEIR 30 4F (] & JR K,
HETC A 230880 e s R i . 72,
Excelsius GPS, Renaissance % T RHL#F N R G
CL2k13 T CE. FDA (W LTl it e, FEAE NG R
RN, TERRSE— S X, AR AL
wmACEE ZHTamE T ERFARY, B
B, U R AL B e R E B R AR LS
A CKIV TEENERLG AT b
fiio 2019 4 6 J1, HAZHFIH 56 £FARTEHL
ar NI FE TR vl [F] B AR 4 W 5 R ILE B
FARMLEEN, R A X G i 6 4 183 [l st
PP FAR, SEBT 56 mREREYT ., #KE 2020 4
12 A, RIVEFEHFARILE A TiRobot” 19F A
S 2t 10 000 41, IR T Sy T
AR CELFEAL G 25 0 BRET N [T AR L B0OF- T 3L

OETIE E AR ST BEE S BEEAETAE) |
BAETAR (2R NEE T MRS MERA .
O e [ FLAME 8] Bl AR B ME 55 HUBRET P9 [ 72 AR
S5 ) BT RIS DT I E S BT
Lisfranc 5475 ) o HAT, HERFARYLEALEN
RPN AR

AR, ERFFARBLAR AR 2L
TERTT . AL QI SR, FL& e i ) A %)
Bk, ARJeil BRI ROEA Fr BT . AR LRk
455 SCRRET X B BT AR PG AR RN . 5T
gt esie, FHt—2 ot B Rlss AP AR
YRS

1 BERFAIE AR

AL AN BEGE S BEAR AT LRI, . TR
TS RIRS AR O RE, AR R A RUE
B, KB M E 2 T ARGEMER &, FinK
B B 2 SR T AR SR R B . — O U,
FARVARN FES ]y 3 Fh: OFEEEARET
AT TR N, QBB AAE— L))
Ve T SR T8 E R 2E A shlgs A, 40 MAKO
LA N QARG AE, B 0E A Fi AL 2k
PATFARM EZ (AF) HLEEA. B, K&
e RHF AL A B AR sl sk: A 3h B,
TP R R AR R R R )y . B E
BHHL S AL Think Surgical 23 ( B Curexo

377



@& 221k - Review ¢

B

Technology A ], 2014 4Fek44 ) %) TSolution One
40 (11992 45— DM TEFFFRIHLEA
Robodoc R Gt et £ 1M 3k ) , i TPLAN® = 4 #i
R TAES AN TCAT® TAER (AFHLBE ) 410K,
FEMNT 2B BT A, R B R
S8 ABAA T . R AR RR AR E Y CT BERHE
TPLAN® b7 AR AT HLR], b 3 2 5 A8 1
Bk S A A BE 2R . FEMRGF Y0 . BRI ARG )
TCAT® I (LA T LA AE S 22 KA 8 110 6] PR i
HEOR AR 58 B, BRI 58 Rt o
AN, RIAEG A ASHEGERSE, 7T LI
R AR, I ELE FRAE X A R AR
e IS, IR AR L & B R 8h, TCAT®
EEsiiEas S HEIETFR, SREEAE
I EEHER TR, BRBEATR = K,
1o 5 A I PR TIE B TSolution One F 48 1947
B, ARARSE CA R AHDCSCERIRE R F, i
TSolution One RGEHATTARBEILF R AT Im AT
B, RIG AR BoR A & mEs,
YER X B G FARAM I T 19.4% KW
KO AT i, LA TSolution One 248 A0
PLEs A FARC SRR T —E M, Aok
AR E R JEIF B K — R R E R . AR BAH
D5 AL G AR R (8 At o A vl ] P Ay 17
s ECHE AT 3 i 28 T IR G T I 2 1Y) A
D5 LEAE A BT P2 B 2P L e A4
Hl# . s, ZOEE L THLE AR R
[ “Hi Tk fe” BB, A< @ BT AL AR %
U R B BRI AN AT Bk B R B TR, IR
FARIEHEACFIAEAL

2 BRFERNBEAEXSBERFA
ch i Rt R

TEREBT AT, i T I0E MR
B, AR HCE TGRS A, AT

378

B KPS B —A~ FEA s DL ST )i
T 20 Ak, RAE ST BT RBUS T BRIV AL
AR, (BA e R R bA Sl . G AR
R A8 IF e, R EURE T RS I R R
fiX, W ERLEE A HIRVRER 13X — B
HAf, B ERLa N FELEH TYIR 2B
% 5 B it R (Total knee arthroplasty, TKA) |
WIURBE T LB 4R ( Unicompartmental knee
arthroplasty, UKA ) FIHIUCA T AT B AR
( Total knee arthroplasty, THA ) .

2.1 AROCTTEBA

TEWEO T B AR T, K0 . SIS
TR E 515 T i S 1) A % B A P AR AT 8
MR RIETFAR I FLE B R R R R . B
B R R LA AT L 1 AR iR
BERY, R HETHSRRAR /N X2 R A EE R
HET, SEEN TR BRI, KX
WEE RIS AR FARAE T BOI& S
KWL, HREIEREY I ERI Y, B
B RIS ALE N 0 AH DI 2 RN 3
AR FHE T 19 42 H 3 T ARHLEE A LL TSolution
One. CASPAR MfU#, 2k A ML ALL MAKO
( Mako stryker, Fort Lauderdale, FL) W3,
AT, izl N FAM L FEETFAR WIS E
SUTE TS SRS

R ZEIRERHEIT (Kassel Orthopedic Clinic )
M HCEHLEE NGB TKA S5 F RSO 2R,
XiF 69 FIATHLEE A B TKA A BB B 535 4
B (48 2t 21 1A, FIAERY N 66 %)
SHHER T RN 52 B (40 FlZot:, 12 4
BE, B 68 &) HETRETT ), SRk
R Z Bt pLas NGl BY TKA R B E ARG
W OARJE 2 ) ALK R e, TS
BEE AR T, A M e B B 0 IR ST e iR
TEBNEARIRE] 90° DL b o ARJF 34 F16 ST,



RS BAFARIBEAN R R L&

[ R R AL N AR S s I 2 X G NER S S
FPE4 ( Knee society score, KSS) tLJCHH i 24 5
Song E K % 15 1 X} 2004 4= 8 H—2006 4F 3 J
U TKA FAM 30 515 (—MH RoboDoc
L ANTAR, TSR TR, Bl i
FrPARM T =) AT RIIBEY & B, 90% (27 {41 )
FIHLER AT A I G153k 2141 B2 i Jg Tl it
A, MG TFAR N 77% (23 41) 5 Hles A4H
AR B A e SR i 2 iR 25 e P T
HI7E 1 LA, e AR L 1 8 {1l i il
SERBRNA WS, 3 B M o AR AL R i
¥, 15 BB 00 e AR A AR R o X S b R
R, WA AT RATREAE T RO 2 B i S 3 it
RAF A SOV 5 T B — e e, Aede TR
FARJGHIE R, Kim S M % " 3P45 T RoboDoc
5165 T ARTEBARTE K I i X, &
RoboDoc 5 1% 4t T A M HABAA ICE B2 J1 4R 2
5 TSR A HER B AR TR I ] S A 2 ]
PREE . Park S E 58 ™R HIMLER AFULSE
FARMY 72 B EE 53 AT TIE 4 SRS, K
AR AL N TFARIET 32 5 FARS, 64
B BT AL RR R . BB TSR R A
ik o PRI AR A 25 Y HE 1 b A7 2B
M 255, Hlas N TR AL FARIEBURICE
AT AR UE , (ELZ I RS8R TE B S 22 5 RIS,
o1 T L AT AR R GEAE AN BE 1Pk AT
TAER, IO, S g
B, WM . PRI SR,
IERESDSL IR RN = AT AR Y 3 NG 2R S 5211 N
X — RTEAN G KU B T B4 F R P AL 2R
B WLV AR, Hlas A TKA TR
55 FARUMEAHBX S, HIXERARS
R

SCRUL, A BIEIRLAE A TKA FAR
TEFARRYCR Dy A 5 A 52T, (Hili T

L FH I PR A s IR 5 0, i i sl 2 K B[] 1
BEUTIE S B N T AREBAL G T AR BA Y WAL
PO LR AN TR B B TE T TR A
FER K S B, B R R BT . PG
B0 A Bkl LR VAL M & B R0
TSolution One F&ZAL 3 3 A K ML A A% Bl TKA
FAREREW G, MEERAARRKR, B3k
(AT B AL A2 5 8 32 T A
2.2 ORI EAR AR

UKA S AR 42 OG5 B AR 5 0 —Fhobr
RIGHAN TR, AT BEHARAL, XTS5 Pl
MRS A TR B, FH AR i
e ST ENINE G E TN 2 iWr) 5 SRER & (1D
RN HER S AR B LR R 58 X
G N Y-S RS E R N NE e P
e, BN, IRE PGS, B ERE
BISIE# AT . EAMYPLEE AN UKA FAREE N
MAEZ, BB TR AL Acrobot |
Navio PFS, MAKO F#%t., Cobb #1719 XUH K
B BRI RCT X8 FH Acrobot 22 48( Acrobot
Co. Lid., London, United Kingdom ) HFf7#HL#E A
UKA FARMBE GG T ARB B H LT,
RIHLEE N UKA FARBRFARBFE K, FXT
LRI B AL Y, Lonner J H 25 "% ] Navio
PFS fi B JF & UKA, 255 & 38 A M A &
FaHE, JOleRs . e, ARG IR E
R, Bz 4h, MAKO HL# ALEBARR GG
B T R O AR T R IESE, 7E T
BT Rl TFARE 52 37 191 MAKO Hls A
UKA F-ARFN 27 B4 T2 BRI 1 B AR Y
[l B3P B9F 5 R, Lonner J H 25 " %% BT -5 1A
() I RAEDL A N e s, HA D
AT EEYE, FEIGRBOCR J5 1, MAKO BLs ATE
HRRE T AR AT B 2 G , Jones B3
WF5E % PR ] MAKO MLAS AF T BRI 56 7 8

379



@& 221k - Review ¢

B

RIBERIE 3NHA NSRS B AR
BAR TS FARMEE . £ 909 &
B Z O KRB, Coon T 48 ™ XH17
PLas N5 B RO PR SR T AN EH
HEAT T4 29.6 A A BBETT, REATHLEE AT
AR £ BT B T P 0 3R 46 1 RO % P I I
TAEG TR . Plate J F 25 ™ 38 33 % 7] —
2 B AE T ) 52 I HL#S A B UKA AR 955 6
PEFTASHT, S5 BoRHLER A Gl BD UKA FARAEHR
HORS 0 1 AL S0Py, AR B A B AR TG
B85, WAE A AL TS Ik e A Bk
-9V

RUAEHLAF N4 B UKA FARYEFEE TR 4k .
A T30 A A P R S IR A S0P AL
ZAFBEN, B S5HLEE AR B TKA 2500, FAR
AP L 2 P e 45 ] R Ay Lo R ) g 2 2
P, Hwde= e REW A )y e e F AR 3
FER AR AR E

2.3 AORTIEAR

HLAE A% B THA v 3B 9151 1991 4 4Bk
— B RHLEE A RoboDoc #E4E, 1992 4E52 1L T
551 0O BRI R B A R
AR 1 A OGS THT A% 8 F- AR B T BH 8
FETHY AR BAFAEA I RAE , AT A
SOER R A R R SN, RIS THA Hl#s A
AN T R ACHE, AR E L T B IR N 3
ANV 2 A4S, B R R RO AR DAY
DFREANESE, A B FT R o #Ok
% . £ 2008 4 RoboDoc Hi3E[E FDA AEFfIEZ
MR, H AT FSEE AT Robodoce #L
i N FER ST B TR C 4t 24 000 5 7,
Nakamura N % "8 3 33 XF 130 f4i] H %% 3 146 &
THA FA (Fr 75 filFT RoboDoc HlLEF AFA,
71 BIF G FAR ) 4T 5 40L& B,
PLER A THA FAR A A B R . A

380

FHCA A i 2 S B /0N R 0 i L g 30 4 B /B
PEr, FRE S T A BCE &K THA TR,
HW2H B EEARSS 5 D RETE 43 J7 1H 22 7 L5t
ES-3'8

H AT 4737 A THA LA 3224 i,
LI MAKO PLBE A2 B 0B RFRSE (Mako Robotic
Arm Interactive Orthopaedic System, Stryker Lid,
Kalamazoo, Michigan, USA) Nt FW¥ [ &
HLES AFILL Robodoc ( Curexo Technology Corporation,,
Fremont, California, ¥\ % 44 4 Think Surgical
/N EIFI TSolution One ) R FEhHLER A HI
BAEFARLIFE I fR 1V B A X B FE AR 1 i
HEATHE M, 38 A P R RS T R o S R
DR T r= NN R 20N S RV ]
1F A BB AL R A B A T S A
DUE %S, 58 0] B 350 B AR R s
FLAEREAME . PR A R, (A R
HAETE SR SRR AN R i T A TR A,
BELAS T IZHOARTE WO B AR TP R 1
Ab, R GAEWA Y FLECHE AR S Ry
hAR S, Hom AR A i Tl 5, AT A 5
RS2 B HarE N e A BEBES | izl
N, HimRBCRA %52,

TEAMEOC T B AR, RAF ARG B &
A 3 1 S [ AR P A IBUARRE W TRIAE
B ATIER AR F i, RHIL g AAE THA ARHa]
LS BB A 5 B S S A R U2, A
B b YRl mT LARS B S48 5G9 1R W i A
FEEH, A i TR S D RE K AL FNAR AR T
M LERE. SR, AR 2019 4235 E T FARAE
i ( National Joint Registry for England, Wales,
Northern Ireland, and the Isle of Man, NJR) ({3}
I, 1558 THA T ARABRAEIE 2 AE 10 45 Bl 15 5]
WL T 90%, 25 4Nt 80%, AR
ZHEMEM R T AT, Wik, BT E



RS BAFARIBEAN R R L&

B -H AR AR KL g A4 B THA TR A G
il AR X FIAE . ACR M AR 58
SRS U AE S THA AR EAF I T AR BES
Domb B G % " 5@ 1 %5 1 980 il A A A FA )y =X
(L5 5 % F T THA R, S N THA
AL LA THA R EHLF THA REE) XA
B, LA A E A FE MR AR e R = T AR
SFRMFAEIFAR (P<0.005) , HERG
IR 28 57 . JF A A A 245 5 T Y 22 ¢ e ge i
7 3, Bukowski B R % " By & ¥, THA &
& 2 AEATHLAS A TR BB H AR RN LT AR
BETESEEAIIMN K2 (The University of California
at Los Angels, UCLA ) #i2¢77PF43 FI2 B Harris
WEOCT VR AR S, (AR (R A 12 U]
2% (Short-Form 12 Health Survey, SF-12) , Pi%
WS FIZZ 5 Sy T RE K22 DG RAGEL ( Western
Ontario and McMaster Universities Osteoarthritis
Index, WOMAC ) PF43 5 28 5 o ge 27 8 Lo
Kayani B & Pt 7EgiA sp4E Y, 51540 THA R
FHLG, HLEs A THA AR5 SRS 45 R UGE IR
A R BT Re g R n ks . R 22 R4 E
WA EENZES . FICEZE RN T+
Uit THA RS ZAT, 075 LXK D RE M |
BARAEIE 2 . IR R BUAS S 25 80— P H5R

3 BRFARNSAEEEFAFH
Nz A

HHEME DR RNBE RS, TEMH L
S ZHEEMME, M, HA2mE, hTH
HIARZEST R RFE R RAE R, &K
ZPEARMEL R BIIR, XPREHEL Bk, H
PR AT AR E R EARFZL ., HRT AL
B BT 32 5 T AR AORTAERE , ol A D 41
fgcpR, TR Al /bR g, AR R AR TR
pJ ek, TR R BOR Bz UGH

TEHE Fil G AR JEIRIT I . B,
W T 5 | A AN R I A7 i, Wi T
TRAFIRTT 9 W) HEME R AT PR R o A AL SN EL
B Ak m e PR 2R RS BOR A5 I A ]
4 (Anterior lumbar interbody fusion, ALIF) | J5
PRAEHENA]F S ( Posterior lumbar interbody fusion,
PLIF ) | 28 ME ] LR AE ] il 5 ( Transforaminal
lumbar interbody fusion, TLIF) , LA & #% #b fill
( Extreme lateral interbody fusion, XLIF) . FE 4%
AMIll ( Direct lateral interbody fusion, DLIF ) Fl%h
0] ( Axia LIF ) JEHEMERIFRGHOAR . BR T ALIF 4b,
DL b i A T Rl B AR 1 — A S [m] g B2 0
MES MRBRET [ . SR, BT B AT TR
gy, BMEAE X ALEIS 2T, EEAE
AN BRAR L 7 gl AHEAS A BT AR BSCR 22 505 | ik
FERAIERTA KA, XSRS NFAR BT
HAEFARMEAR T = B CE AL A2
P £ 51 Mazor 23 w] ) SpineAssist, 7E 2004 4 i
1 SE[E FDA HEER THAE TR, ©hsE
PLES AT ML T AR 4L, OB # L Es A
MR 6 AR TR E, G
FEAEFAIRWEANME, BT RBENR
M EEAESE ., LM TR AR . B A W SeqE
G FAE R CT RORVE UG 3D B AR,
1 B R BH L R AR,
R AR, FAIHREHILEAS 14
MBI EM Hover-T HESR L2 TE—ii2, [ 7E 8
HREAE B, SRR OB A BT IS LRSI AL
J LA 5 AR A B 2 S LI, PPAb RS
W, Z )5 AR RIS Nz sh, JHisfs
SpineAssist FF, PATARRTL], BEATEHLE A
S0 F 52 RARET YA A o Sukovich W 45 P4 g gk
T 2005 4 8 H—2006 4£ 1 A fdi Ff| SpineAssist JF
714 TR, BT B BRBHES AR
A, Rz N BT Bl & A i A T B 2%

381



@& 221k - Review ¢

B

RO AZ B . EAETANHERY )L, Barzilay Y %
I B, 96% 1T REJICE 76 TRl
1 Imm JEFEIA, BEAR TR AR E R, (2B
B> TEY R R IR RRE R,
4R T R WA BE TRl A R v i
B —LEIRME, LLANRGEE SR K (a] f
A FEIBE A, REARE, L2k
FEML ( AR PIPREIR AL ) A n) i, R A R
R ikzs ) 2

Mazor 23 A FifiJe XA T SpineAssist A THEK
Jit Renaissance, JfF 2011 4F 3k 15 35 & FDA it
WEOF b, T 2014 E5IAFRE, HT/ERRS
SpineAssist JEA — 5, FEIEEHRME LT
B, HORS e R v B 3R AT T UER P,
1E 2016 4F Mazor 23w AT —HLas A XTM it
F[E FDA b, HAH Z AFEFH T Mazor
X™ Align ARRGHLKI App AT X LA A EAE DT
ST 3B R Y 3D $RAR AL (Mazor X-Eye ) o i it
Mazor 23 7] SUAfE H T Mazor X™ Stealth Edition,
FEAE 2018 4-3K45 FDA i, Hoe X™ iFARF
B LR XN T Medtronic F-A SR >,
BribZ At HETS — A AT TR AL A
J& ROSA” Spine £5t, HAEWIH Medtech fil 2,
J&i 2 F 2016 4F B Zimmer Biomet X 14, % &R
GRS S TAE G, — R AL
M NFAUE, I — DR AR IR BRI,
ROSA"™ ONE Spine J& ROSA" Spine % 4t (1) T} 2%
R, 7E 2019 4E3545 FDA it Erir, [N H T
FF A ROSA® ONE Brain 5 ROSA™ Knee %
G R —FARFE L, FILREHFE20 T
A, H¥EMHE. HRERUL, ROSA™ R4 A
KWL Mazor 25870, (HHLA BFFTUERA HORG HE
LG TFARE R (97.3%>92% ) P, Whh, %
] Globus Medical 24 H] ) Excelsius GPS™ t1j& H
RN, B AEALER N, B R — 1 e H

382

I b SRR RS S A KPR LR R4t
IEET TE R AR MU i, N R A B R
R B FESRM ] S, HAR A TR )
BBHILPE . QuattroTM 514515 45 W LA 12
Ve R = A R sl SO A RS HEbE .
SR B Bk = A RSP B BB S, HE AW
BABIAF S AR UE R T2 A8 AR 4 FIORS
I H. Huntsman K T %5 ¥ fil Godzik J %5 ™ 458 T
HKE#% (FIH Gertzbein-Robbins 7% ) ik%] 1
96.6%~99% .

B T k56 [ FDA #E e T T AW 7
MHLERARGE (4 KA S, KFaFARRG
A T A iy A [ il R i laE ™, (R
FARBAE =, MAKSSEE FDA #tifE, 78 H
W, BTN AR R, (AR LA
KR, H ATt KR B B A 2wl B
AW R ILEBHLER A TiRobot” J& 1 A H [
il 3 i B RHL A A, AR T TR U Y TR
KA, AE 2015 ARS8 R TRV BIRLEE A B T
HHETFAR (5 ML TIBETF e A ) B,
2016 AFARAT Hp £ i 24 i B B R T
HARAAET 0T DASE I BRI £ 3 10 42 B3 Sl RINF
B, W EAAEAR T TIPS g8 TR S
P & A Bt K 5% . HAN X %8 IRCT #F 5%
S5 FH, LE 48 P TiRobot” HEAT i I A 5 B T
ARy 234 B8 (119 FIFT 5 TR, 115 F17
PLER ATFA, L1 116 M= ARIZET ) ., i
Gerztbein-Robbin PP A PEHT EHETHERS I 1 FR1TE
(A G SBETRZEMCE KT B BETZFME
K it < 2mm; C 2. BRET SR A B T < 4mm;
D . BRETSEAEE KR < 6mm; EZ: BRETEE
e B2 It >6mme A~B G R R W] 4257 1) B AT 7
B, C~E GO BTN EAEMIRET) |, RIHLE
N H7 95.3% ik F| Gerztbein-Robbin A 2%, #
2T, EGEFARARE 86.1%, Mg NFEEETUE



RS BAFARIBEAN R R L&

Bty BT L EET (P<0.01) o 7Efk45
FARAFH 2 MIBETHIAN BEAY, 58T
TIRFAREE, MAENLEE AN X BT R 0,
TED I T, ALas AN RS T
B (HLAEAN4H 186.0 +2553ml, 45T R4
217.0 £ 174.3ml; P<0.05) o XEPARXILTFRILA
MNIEBHF AR AL G T AR EA W R A

Fatima N 25 B X532 2020 408 F&FHLE
N (L3 Mazor®, KIL®, Rosa®” HLEF A ) #EAT
HIHE S ARARET & ARG (777 S5, 3684
AHES HURET ) SHATIEG T ARBE G (748 H41,
3 695 MHES ALIRET ) #E4T Meta 7387, MAEA
M ARBRET I HERA FE . JFRAE R A2 I/
RATVRAUAREE . R R B S e AT
AREFEBEATXS L, & BLEE ALK #] Gerztbein-
Robbin A 24155 BIEL 8.3 2 TAE ST R4 (OR:
1.68, 95% CI: 1.20~2.35; P=0.003) , H 3 &
i ¢ HE 56 N 3 s /N R TT R ARBAE G T AR 4 533
W > T 69% (OR: 031, 95% CI: 0.20~0.48;
P<0.00001) 1 92% (OR: 0.08, 95% CI: 0.03~0.20;
P<0.00001 ), A 75CE A 780 2 RS ] i B it o/
{EFARB R K . 1% Meta 20T IESE T
PLAS N B AME S R ET AL 5 T R B A W R Y
o, FEMA R TARE IER , SR,
EiRbLgs AR Z 2 AL N, BRHEAR
SR ML N BT T30 58 BUHE 5 AR IR ET /Y &
NEEVE, FAER R A 0 B 22 1 AT REPE
16 2018 4%, RIIA ZE 8 ke 24 /) & B Y
B EMILAEF A Orthbot SEEL 1 FEMEME 5 ARIRET B 4T
TR AT E S E P X 27 )£
PLas NTFAR B 6 & 29 B S FAR KRB, Fi
FAMWZ 2 ( Deviation distance, DD ) FlfZ=ff
( Deviation angle, DA ) AL FARAEHE, %
N & BIHLES A ZHF-2 DD & (0.95 +0.377 ) mm,
LG TARES (435£2.01) mm, ERAGEHE

B (P<0.001) o Hlgs NHFCREHE XSt h |
TERBLFANFARGLF DA 735172 (6.80° +7.79°) F
(1.27°£2.32°) , ZRA G E X (P<0.001) ,
1S T ARLH H( 22.22° + 16.85° )FI( 4.57° + 3.86°),
ZERAGIFEE X (P<0.001) , HALZ AL+
JCAR 2 S A I RIE R R A B R R IIZALE
R AE QR IE 22 A PR T3 T B2 HEAF T = 44
B, MHFF A RET RS RATHL, B
TP O A SRS S . X AR B Rk
AT ARG AR 7 #2302 50 B ik
BREA, MORBEET TR REPLAR A

FEICAAFAESMEL T8, A — el LS A
PEATFARIIGE . YUAN W 2 B i b 7 4 R
PUML g AT T2 2 HEMS ™ BB AR ( Percutaneous
kyphoplasty, PKP) G575 0TS A P A 4 e 40 B
1 (Osteoporotic vertebral compression fracture,
OVCF) Ry 44 Bl (0 4 4, HA& 11 41])
MBS TARA (11 41) By7s, RIMHLa A4
Oy W EUAR T 92.9% ., 94.4% . 94.7% F1 100% 1)
FRIBIR, MEETFARARE 63.2%, E7HA
il EE L (P<0.05) o ZMRESRIE RN, Bl
i NALRE B VA 23 Bl T AR SIS I FEAIR,
LT A [ Bl 2= AR 0 A A R B . 1%
PR MR . WORLE, fEARK T RES R
FRA T ARG, (A HATH B BT AR A
THBR L — 25 HET

BASRUL,  HEPEAESNEILES A TGS A
Tl 3 B SR AE AN AR AR AR B AR A
TR BB, AAEAR A AR BRET J5 1H b
Mz, HZEPEMBERER, f£HME T
RS G UM R B A T . B AR R IR i
Je VR 78 ) B3 R A2 2% TR TR 5 T 5 4
23 6] PO, B LA A ORI R,
B 25T LA A5 FILAS N 3R G 1 A XL 3R 45
B, T EFFEAR AT R R BE &, FRAHL

383



@& 221k - Review ¢

B

T B U, S LA N AR R,
TF SR A} B A B AU AR, 46 Je o > il
25 T, XN R UE AR A AE T AL A I
MZEXREE, BARZECCHIRE LG IR
B R VA W R A e A AR AE T2 IR T
N, AIRER—Fh 24 sk dE, HP AR
W BEAT SR 2 — DA T X B[R], 5 2
Pl A T B A B i e 5 | AR B 1%

4 BERFANFIAENGEFARAFH
Rz A

TERI 7 Gk, B A A AL A
MWz, R8T EESE ST IRET N
BEA . B sEPras 0T N EAR . BN E
P [ A S5 A RN 8 2 5 DA PR IE S8 22 4
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