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— Abstract —

A Comparative Clinical Analysis of Arthroscopic Meniscectomy
and Arthroscopic Meniscus Repair

Kwang-Jin Rhee, M.D., Chan-Hee Park, M.D., Young-Kil Woo, M.D.

Department of Orthopaedic Surgery, College of Medicine,
Chungnam University Hospital, Daejeon, Korea

There have been controversies on the rationale, surgicl indication, technique and results of

meniscus repair.. Authors comparatively studied 100 cases of meniscus injury in 88 patients

(arthroscopic total menisectomy : 16 cases, arthroscopic partial menisectomy : 68 cases, arthroscopic

meniscus suturing : 16 cases) from February 1985 to March 1992.
The results were as follows :
1. Male (61.4%) was much more affected than female.

2. The third decade group was most commonly affected and the most common causes was sports

injury (43.2%)
3. The lateral meniscus was more injured (71%), than the medial (29%)
4. In arthroscopic finding, longitudinal tear (37%) was the most common.

5. According to the Tapper and Hoover's criteria, satisfactory result was 56.3% in arthroscopic

meniscus repair group.
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1. oE W HY Bx

HA oMM H1 6547Hxe] EXE BYon,
o]% 20th7} 38% (43%)2o2 71 wsten
(Table 1), @A} 548 (61.4%) 2.2 AART} <%
7t 2siet,

Table 1. Age Distribution

Table 2. Symptoms & Signs (100 cases)

symptom & sign No of cases (%)
Pain 72 72 (72.0%)
tenderness 63 (63.0%)
McMurray test 42 (42.0%)
Click 13 (13.0%)
Locking 6 ( 6.0%)
Giving way 12 (12.0%)
Instabillity 17 17.0%)

Table 3. Type of Meniscus Lesions

Age No.of Patients(%)
1-10 1 1
11-20 10 (11.4)
21-30 38 (43.2)
3140 17 (19.3)
41-50 8 (9.1)
51-60 10 (11.4)
61-70 4 5
total 88 (100.0)
2, &A1

EFPALe 2F2EY0] 387 (43.2%) 22 7H
Wskm, F &4de) 179 (19.3%), Z¥AIUH 15
9, Slip downel 7%, 943e] gle B¥7t 113
°o|%ict.

Type No. of cases (%)
Longitudinal(Bucket handle) 37 (37.)%)
Transverse 16 (16.0%)
Horizontal 11 (11.0%)
complex 16 (16.0%)
Peripheral 20 (20.0%)
Total 100 (100.0%)
3, Hege

$Zo] 548, FHZo] 468AeH, HFe] 714,
Wo| 20812 oj&&2de] EY Wkt

4, 2N U olsy A
E50] 728 (72%), ¥%¥el 638 (63%), Mc-
Murray AAF el 4281 (42%) ReHTable2).

5. HEW &Aool 2R

Z# mdol 373 (37%) 2 JVF #wsken, ¥4
Bujdol 208, E¢ 9l (Comlex type) & I
(Transverse type)el Z163, +% %4
(Horizontal type)©°] 11281%ch (Table 3).

6. TEuY

WAL o) & vy AW HAled A,
£35A Fe BAE HUY 9A oA AF
Bl 715 BAE YR ARk AL Y3z g
gt B3ree A4, AEFo2 9|2 1/39 HAR
&40 2 inner segment? &4o] gle &FA0l
723 e FAFTE e sgen, Feye
Outside-In ¥¥ Clancy®t Graf "7} 1%t In-
side-Out ##<&& AHE-3I3TL

g4 3

J4A Hr7R= Tapper & Hoover ¥9] #371&
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£ MRS €F SOV A7l fle B8 5
(Excellent), #t3 &FF H2qe FA4
(aching, weakness, effusion)< Jehile 35+E
%5 (Good), YA Aol i) Aol & Z¥she
A$E B% (Fair), 4V A7t A% A4E
EF (Poor) 22 ¥R o #A71E of3ha
¢, FE9] UEY wg due, #RAs AdA
<9 2% 94 (56.3%), ¥& HAe A+ 479
(69.1%), B%=9 A% 1338 (8l.3%) & UHER
t}. (Table 4).

Table 4. Results According to Tapper & Hoover's Criteria

No of cases (100)
Result ™ PM MR
Excellent 2 20 9
Good 7 27 4
Fair 4 16 3
Poor 3 5 0
Total 16 68 16

* TM : Total menisectomy PM : Partial Menisectomy

MR : Meniscal repair
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44 4o &4714L Parry 50 9J3d &
&) 69%Ea s en, B =fe A4 FA
43.2%% JeRAct, a3l glolx EF=el 44
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7} 31%E 7V Bkew, XN&F 2438 (64.9%)
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DEEUNH AAE Bt ol G VAARR BY<e
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AAEo] AR 163 FARPH B, &4
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e ¥ U B FHs #EEA Busly g
2 %
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1 ¥ A9 &4 ABEEE 200l 7}
2 Bk (43.2%), Fo vle 1.6 :10lUth

2. €49e2e 2¥xERo] Y BT
42.3%).

3. &3 29E Nxe 3o YEHD BgiTh
(71%).

. e¥EA AAM $99 2 Bucket-handledt
dol 71 Bk (37%).

5. Tapper®t Hoovere] #371& <319, ¥4
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