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Appropriate Tibial Tunnel Angle and Knee Flexion Angle for
Aiming Femoral Insertion in Endoscopic Anterior Cruciate

Ligament Reconstruction

Sumanont S', Hanpanich P?, Chantaupalee T°, Kosuwon W', Sae-Jung S',
'Department of Orthopaedics, 2Department of Radiology,
Department of Anatomy , Faculty of Medicine, Khonkaen University.
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Background: Endoscopic ACL reconstruction is the high
technically demand orthopaedic procedure. Careful
surgrical techniques are necessary to avoid intraoperative
complications. The endoscopic femoral aimer must be
inserted via the tibial tunnel. If we do not piace the knee in
the appropriate position, the aimer will point to the
incorrect position.

Obijective: Toidentify the appropriate tibial tunnel angle
(TTA) and knee flexion angle (KFA) and the relatlonshlp
between these two angles.

Design: Descriptive study

Setting: Gioss laboratory

Subjects: Embalmed cadavers.

Materials & Methods: 104 cadaveric knees of 54
cadavers were explored. A2.0 mm. K-wire was drilled
to the ACL tibial footprint with different TTA 40°,55°,70°
while changing the KFA to 60°,75°,90° respectively.
Lateral radiographic imaging was done for every pair of
TTA and KFA to evaluate whether K-wires pointed to the
femoral wire loops.

A K-wire was drilled to the ACL tibia! footprint with
TTA40°, and the knee was flexed untit the K- wire pointed
to the femoral wire loop. Lateral radiographic imaging
was done and the KFA was measured. These procedures
were repeated again by changing TTAto 55 °and 70 °.
Results: The most appropriate TTA and KFA was TTA
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Az 53.39° maAY A NdTuiTuuudunsaundy ; yu
49111 = 155.6 -1.4 yugINIA, R? = 0.80
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55 °/ KFA 75 ° which made the K-wires pointed correctly
78.64%. The means of KFA when TTA 40°, 55°and 70 °
were 98.85°, 78.30 °and 56.39 ° respectively. The
relationship was presented in the following equation:
KFA= 155.6-1.4 TTA, R2 = 0.80.

Conclusion: The KFAat 55° TTAis not equal to KFA
at TTA40°or 70°. We, therefore, propose the reverse
linear relationship between KFA and TTA which may guide
the arthroscopist to place the knee in less flexion when
using more TTA while aiming femoral tunnal and vice
versa.

ASUNTUNTII¥IT 2547; 193). 146-152

Srinagarind Med J 2004; 19(3), 146-152

UNMN

mqvmu’lmuuwmmanm’lmwu”lmu'aﬁ'l,uunnvhw
rasldnisledevisentsnsing \i WALRR, LN@INALea,
) 'luﬂ'af-mumﬁnmm%u‘lumﬂfmwumn?mm
(active patient) unm'lmﬁm?mmmmwmu‘lmum (ACL
Reconstructlon) Lw'a“nmﬂmnumﬂ'luuum msmmmu'm
uasdeidennaude’ mm?mmmmwvau‘lmwmunuﬂu
dsinlatldndasdasdadoningn  Wasannuuacngasl
TUIALAN AADRINTAATEITD uﬂfmmmmﬁuw@mw
uaznauldi@uiin1sisa uanwmmumﬂuwmwa’lﬂu
agldidulgninedniusas s hamstrings %78 i
avtin (patellar tendon)®* ummsm:‘lmuammwm Y
@:mmmumuﬂqwmd’]mnmmmnum?mmmwnmumﬂu
mummﬂmi‘ﬂumuﬂ@‘ﬂmﬂ (graft harves; and preparation),
AnusiNgRLN(notchplasty), 11zgInaAinszgnuds (ibial
tunnel placement), 1a1:glNANNTEgNFULN (femoral
tunnel placement), Elml.l.a::m?\il.ﬁuﬂqndﬂﬂ(graft passage,
UaY mﬂmwﬂflﬂmuﬁqnwmﬁm
(rehabilitation program)®™ ma'mmuuuwmtﬂuﬂqnmw
nszgnsiuanuiiiull azvinliseinligavieilusega
wurgnanefiazana fraaumimdanuluesyin Wine
posterior blowout ynllignansatimdurlgnangls ©
mﬂa\mmm-&:mmu‘lmnmw..svﬂnmum'\qvmm'ﬂm
GRS (endoscoplc femoral aimer) mua'[mmw
nergnudia’ Luwﬂum wian 1 yuenitn (knee
flexion angle) Lﬂaﬂuuﬂmmm'lumuuuqLm'-mLmv-um
Lau'lm':uuwwnnqnmumulaﬂuu,ma".ﬂmu (Ut 1)
muummnmummnﬂivmmwam mqmquimﬂw

tension, fixation)

FunTunsivans 2547; 193)

e Srinagarind Med J 2004; 19(3)

1A {99111 80° T UMILET NN zau

1B et 100" mumisintiiulyl

ﬂJ-n 1 LAAIRIL m.;«Nfammnx'nmmu’lmummﬂaauuﬂm
LuauJaauum@m‘[muuaimﬂwm‘mnLmuflu 55

147



> " - 4 .
yugluefinszgauds nasyusorimnzonlumudgmmzvoadulvinh o Appropriate Tibial Tunnel Angle and Knee Flexion Angle

qunu-muavuumm FMENTaNLA T AN NNUE
M3 2 yuil ‘nm“uﬂi“Tﬂ‘nu"lun'mwuuun'ﬁ‘mmm
m’lﬁ‘lmmwuwmmuﬂqr}mawnqunmw'\wmm:au
anntazunIntaunaviiatusndnanisinAnai1du
laduwiauuulddeandasde

/M3

ymsAnluanaeatonun 54 an el fiR
nsuumeinIaAnans el exclusion criteria Aa 48141
wLaﬂuua"-xmmwummnmmmmu’lmum vnadla
49191 (arthrotomy) FANEUMEUASE UMY uazui
Lm"ummu‘lmwu’mni"qmme (tibial footprint) uaz
nsvmnmum (femoral insertion) mnuu‘l,‘nmmﬂﬂms"auw
Lmvmu“lmfmmwmvﬂnmum 'Lwnmnuqnmummnwm
wiansAnwdiu 2 nauds

paun 1: L%ﬁqvmuuﬂimﬁﬁmzqnLL'I”N (tibial
tunnel angle) LLa.,mJ\lﬂL‘Il’\ {knee fiexion angle} ﬂwmmvﬂu
Al femoral aimer m‘lﬂmmm’vmnumnmum‘lmuum
mnwam 11 ACL tibial guide awTFudmduarly
(posteromedial) -nmwmmtﬂu‘hlwmwnﬁwmmm Tl
guide Yyu 40° MU tibial plateau TuUILLNE Y91
(sagittal plane) uaz¥inyHlszany 30° LWUA coronal plane
4 k-wire TUNA 2.0 TARNAT LAVZENU guide AINFUNT
uarly (anteromedial aspect) mmniwﬂmﬁq Winzqriiu
findiatiszunns 510 RARWUAT mnuumuumﬂuumam
60" dnenn@eassnudng mnuuwmm'luumﬂ
Wiy 75 90" Ui chanwia@sudng (gﬂw 2)

‘ ¥ingfanun Tnud5u ACL tivial guide Wi¥inag 55°
was 70° U tibial plateau Tuuuautiegreaan W k- wire
|z guide Winzgfiade 510 fadwns Ay
i Wiymeainglu 60°, 757, 907 udadnenmi@dudng
ARG

vnmcneFdRld N ARssiin kwire 'n'lﬂmqnu
mLmuq-nmemmu"lmumma’lu Toegan k-wire 3
uﬁummﬂamwm'\vmmmu'lmumﬂnuqnmum UATAY
HANAINTIUUGIRINTZANGUA (posterior cortex) T
Yaundr 2 Dedwas @R wezdinieminseumds
apensegnsiuelitia 2 eAmAs ummmmam,qnaan'lu
4ND4 guide umuwam@mﬂwn?vqnuﬁmnuumﬂL-mq
'Lmvn'LuLﬂﬂﬂ-nummmﬂ‘lﬂmqnumm Wuledntdad
n?:qnmum'\qmmuﬂuquwmmmmm:’ld femoral
aimer lunnatindinaraguleiwin

148

<
2 2 uamenmdeiedsimdnansynseniy 90",
Huﬂimﬂwnrmnumﬂu 55

]

AaUR 2: 1" ACL tibial guide AT AR
walis (posteromediall 1esfinzuladwinfinszgnuds
Taell¥ guide Yinagat 40 11U tibial plateau WazvinyNszins
30" ffuuws coronal plane 14 k-wire 1uA 2.0 AAALNRS
RN guide Andnuniiuaslu (anteromedial aspect)
mmnrmmm‘lwmmummﬂ 5-10 NaANAT anntiu
sfueamiiaaaunseia k-wire i fganfindaaniy
wuledminssgneiun Aty kwire Witiuaan
LATNZRNTEANAULN mamwsmmummavqmuum
Wwann e ne @ (T‘IJ'M)

naU k-wire ‘ﬂ’aﬂu’lLLﬂ"JVI’\‘ﬂ’IﬂﬂI@ﬂLﬂﬂﬂﬂNN‘HﬂQ quide
e ummfﬁumwn?vqnuﬁmﬂu 55 WA 70 AMNATAL
WhrtNEnWRIAAuTe TayneaLtn mnmwmmmw‘lm
mmumawmmmlmmmw@uwuﬁnuuuﬂiumw
nregnude Taenisiiaseiasnisoanesdadu (inear
regression analysis)

Nan139Y

anAnAea 59 An lEAmENATiRdeNuaznen
yaadulefmieen mAe 54 an i1 104 dhe e
37 AN WP 17 AN mm’aaﬂ 6459 1 (1293694 1) wa
m?ﬁnmn‘jumu Aa

paudl 1: umTumwnivqmmm umanh“?;
e Ag uuﬂiumwqumm 55 WAzHHRL
75" Byl kewire 'n”l,x_lmmLmvmu‘lmumwn?“qnmu
11 7864% TRIRINIAD LL'E}TNQﬂ‘VIﬂT.,Q]ﬂLLm §5° uaY
gumm 90" k-wire 'n”lﬂwammvmmmu‘lmumwqun

AN 72.12% (mi'wn 1

f3uAUNSIIYMS 2547; 193) e Srinagarind Med J 2004; 19(3)



WINANA  qunnnt nazamy e

Sumanont §, ¢t al.

3A Aumdsrey Kwire alUiamnizianseusulyimi

u

‘ii.I'VI 4 LL@ﬂQﬂ’]?’)ﬂﬁJ&J\‘lﬂL‘lﬂiﬂ 105° mnmwmmm
muumuu utNdﬂVlﬂi“’ﬂﬂLL‘lNLﬂu 40°

38 FUMiNYDY K-wire Tude i umasseaminzdinae sy
luduih vir ldiAa posterior blowout 14

FUN 3 uanssiumis kwire angluadinszansuandluRsumidiinizsewdule s

M k-wire ﬂﬂ“n

AauR 2: mmammum@m
ammflvmmmu‘lm'mu"mni"mnnm. Wanmuayu
'Tmﬂwnivmnumlumwmwnu (mmw 2)

Ware mawaL"u"lLL@"NN@I&NﬂWﬂT"ﬁﬂLL‘N NMAN
ANANAUS wuunaneeadu (linear regression)
m_lw 5) uazldFnaunissaselui

KFA = 155.6 - 1.4 TTA, R* = 0.80

Toer KFA uni s, TTA un yugluadnszgn
utle

anaunll Waunuan TTA v 40°, 557 uay 70°

P oo % P ¥ o o
azlfryueainfauinldainaunts Sanlng@eety
AINanTRld (An3edi 2)

I030i
'lumsmmmmwmu‘lm ‘Mu’ltmu ruﬂﬂﬂddﬂ\i‘ﬂﬂ JJ
;um'auwmﬂmﬂmwmq 2 dumau Aa n'm'i'l.,quﬂw
ﬂ‘.s‘.,QﬂmJ\i {tibial tunnel placement)uﬂvnﬂi‘L@’lVQTumw
nizqnﬁum (femoral tunne! placement) WSz RNRFABAYY
mfaﬁmmmumﬂuﬁuﬂqnﬁw (isometry of graft) N9

#iuATuNSYIs 2547; 193) o Srinagarind Med J 2004; 19(3) 149



yuglusiinizgauds uasyusomfionnzaulunmdigamzvoudulduih o Appropriate Tibial Tunnel Angle and Knee Flexion Angle

-l ca ) o . - « v v a Y - .
Al 1 usmalefidusunsmanuiugireann®s Kwire liinnzacaduledwiriinszgndiu Wamvusyu
J ° o - [} o ° .
qluadnnszgnuds 40°, 55°, 70" uaruesilin 607, 75,90

RILLIE G o
37U k-wire l@lURINNY

1800 7864 7212 70.00 17.48 3.88

-l v
nnszgnauIn(%)

< -t ' -t | el [ . ) s v a4 . el
AR 2 affrudauAefareapraidaldussAnpeatfiamuanlfanasniaianinuayug ledinsegn
udatlu 407, 55 waz 70" wiaeiluasAn (SD)

B - TR W e 1 o
F o appladiinszgnuds . ypeeiIalAGSD) ysernfidnnaald
40 98.87(8.26) 98.81
55 77.81(8.58) 7751
70 56.24(9.31) 56.21

TIBIAL TUNNEL ANGLE AND KNEE FLEXION ANGLE

80
L y = -1.4154x + 155.61 i

3

R’ = 0.7989

KNEE FLEXION ANGLE
]

N
o O

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80
TIBIAL TUNNEL ANGLE

<l o~ T ‘ ' i
7N 5 nevuamipu@niuzndtaeaiinuarsug Inefinssgnudia

150 AuRSUNSI¥INS 2547; 193) o Srinagarind Med J 2004; 19(3)



@INANA QUi navamz e

Sumanont S, et al.

nvusgluednnszgnudalaeld ACL tibial guide finng
Anfinantayneesglaadliuansnaiu faiuunyu
glasdtien arlimnnsnesgluedion uazlunans

Mududivunggledinn adlfrnnneegiued

NN AINMTANMNEBY Morgan uazAnuy lHuuzingn
3uglaFTYNAY tibial plateau Tutnutiefreaanaasas
Wi 68° + 3™ Odensten wazAuziauayng ARty
60" Jackson warAnuzlsiuumidayuasandlu 50-60°
eTiazliAutnreegluad 4555 Dadmas uaznads
ALNN m'aqmu'lmumwnnmnmummmuﬂ‘immw
nszanud Tneld endoscopic femoral aimer 'N@Tmﬂm
aa3adrazag luldunsuiuaniy (concentric axes) i
a:ﬁmé’uﬂqnmm:’lﬁuLLNni:v?'l(stress) Vimnm”w
Un@™®"® Me Guire uazanzlduuniyugluedansazidlu
55-60" WATNANBIT(Knee flexion angle) 5560° TUETLS
amnnzresdulaininfinszgnéuan® Phillipslduuzii
yusaign 90°"? Lwi'l,uﬂ 2002 Phillips UaY Haynes 18
uuumumawwmxm«nmimmmuﬂu 707" dmiung
mmnmmmwmw umﬂmmumvmLuﬂmuumuu
@Tumwni”mmmmu 55" Ao 786" uncduliwuana
Auiugeeuine 2 yuil 3 WunLdunsanndi faaanas KA
= 1566 1.4 TTA, R” = 0.80 wunela 80% vasfayaetlu
aunsh 'Num'mummtf]umuwummmuadou’lmy
gR9n1sANINATIS I Lmvmmuumuuaimﬂu'aﬂn'nu
azfesteitnWunnning Rasduss \NAN1IMEQIaUNAQ
maqna‘v@nmum (posterior cortical b!owout) mmmam
fuNIANHI989 Mc Guire wazanuzfinangdndneaitn
el virenugluetionndt 50° anaszifinnimeg
mﬂwﬁwmns:qnﬁuﬁl A" thrinuussgliedinnd
55 yuewnartianndy 78.6° umumvm'lmmqmmv
'ummu‘lmuu'mnnqnmu‘mummﬁﬂnm
Tuszninanisringin AsfifeaRansandnazims
uunuqﬂwnnqmm untdasinlans ANEN9TeY
muﬂqnmﬂa“mw”lmm SlKiSurlgnanedien uuq‘ium
f-:vmﬂq‘numn%u Lwa'lumwmwmquﬂmnﬁu (WD
uamamﬂtymﬂmwmLﬂuﬂqnmﬂ‘[uaﬂﬂnmmnqhm
(graft-tunnel mismatch)'® Miller uazAnulFuuztinuuan
19neivun Aty Ae ng N+7 Tae N Aeannuen
ﬂmmuﬂqnmﬂavmdwwLﬂumu” nanfe ldAau
mwmmuﬂqnmﬂavmdfmmﬂumu 60 NAdAT AT
qz'lwua?mm.ns:qmmLﬂu 57" unzRaiidiaarsTarnis
H1in azdaaguau (arm) Y89 guide U uiy tibial

MUATUNS(I¥ANS 2547; 193) e Srinagarind Med J 2004; 19(3)

:" } 73 f“ [ -~ v
olateau XA uu%'lmuuﬂTumvﬂumNnumqummrmTmu
W linastauniafiganis

agil
lunsehdnaiiduleiuirlagldndecdesds 11
amnsnaanzunsnden fanaexistuldluszwinanig
mﬁmTﬂtJmﬂﬁmmz{%ﬁmmwuq‘[mﬁﬁn'z‘:@nuﬁmi@
fimunygadly 55° ArvensusdRanreeniy
“iwthfinszansuen Ussanu 78° uazAduduus
f:udwgunuarfﬁ"nT:@nuﬁwwfhﬁu e Wuuuy

e

Auatundu ddesnvuayuglueAninngn 55°

v

1 L % ' ° <5 v <y g ©
szrianaiintenndt 78° viadyugluedileundn 55
szmawanunnng 78°

19AT1391909

1. Johnson RJ, Beynnon BD, Nichols CE, Renstrom PA.
Current concepts review. The treatment of injuries of the
anterior cruciate ligament. J Bone and Joint Surg 1992;
74-A:140-1.

2. Noyes FR, Mooar PA, Matthews DS, Butler DL. The symp-

tomatic anterior cruciate deficient knee. Part 1: the long-term

functional disability in athletically active individuals. J Bone

and Joint Surg 1983; 65-A :154-62.

O'Neill DB, Bay N. Arthroscopically assisted reconstruction

of the anterior cruciate ligament. J Bone and Joint Surg 1995;

78 -A: 803-13.

4. O'Neill DB. Arthroscopically assisted reconstruction of the
anterior cruciate ligament. A follow-up report. J Bone and
Joint Surg 2001; 83-A :1329-32.

5. Morgan CD, Kalman VR, Grawl DM. Definitive landmarks
for reproducible tibial tunnel placement in anterior cruciate
Jligament reconstruction. Arthroscopy 1995; 11: 275-88.

€. Romano VM, Graf BK, Keene JS, Lange RH. Anterior
cruciate ligament reconstruction. The effect of tibial tunnel
placement on range of motion. Am J Sports Med 1993;
21: 415-8.

7. Yaru NC, Daniel DM, Penner D. The effect of tibial
attachment site on graft impingement in an antericr cruciate
ligament reconstruction. Am J Sports Med 1992; 20:
217-20.

8. Howell SM, Clark JA. Tibial tunnel placement in anterior
cruciate ligament reconstructions and graft impingement.
Clin Orthop 1992; 283 : 187-95.

9. Jackson DW, Gasser Sl. Tibial tunnel placement in ACL
reconstruction. Arthroscopy 1994; 10(2):124-31.

10. McGuire DA, Hendricks SD, Wolchok JC. Pitfalls and tips
for the management of injuries of the anterior cruciate
ligament. Techniques in Orthopaedics. 1999; 14 :74-88.

oY

151



yugluaniinszgauda uazysaiinzaxlunsdayamzveadulvinh o Appropriate Tibial Tunnel Angle and Knee Flexion Angle

1.

12.

13.

152

Hefzy MS, Grood ES, Noyes FR. Factors affecting the
region of most isometric femoral attachments. Part Il: The
anterior cruciate ligament. Am J Sports Med 1989; 17:
208-16.

McGuire DA, Hendricks SD, Grinstead GL. Use of an
endoscopic aimer for femoral tunnel placement in anterior
cruciate ligament reconstruction. Arthroscopy 1996; 12 :
26-31.

Phillips BB. Arthroscopy of lower extremity. in: Canale ST,ed.
Campbell's Operative Orthopaedics. 9th edition. St.Louis:
Mosby, 1998: 1470-561.

14.

15.

16.

17.

Odensten M, Gillquist J. Functional anatomy of the anterior
cruciate ligament and a rationale for reconstruction. J Bone
and Joint Surg 1985; 67A: 257-62.

Grat BK, Henry J, Rothenberg M, Vanderby R. Anterior
cruciate ligament reconstruction with pateliar tendon. Am J
Sports Med 1994; 22 : 131-35.

Phillips BB, Haynes DE. Complications of anterior cruciate
ligament reconstruction. In: Beaty JH,ed. Instructional course
lectures. lllinois: American academy of orthopaedics
surgeons, 2002: 329-34.

Miller MD, Hinkin DT. The N +7 rule for tibial tunnel
placement in endoscopic anterior cruciate ligament

D

reconstruction. Arthroscopy 1996; 12 :124-6.

AuATIMS1IY¥As 2547; 19(3) o Srinagarind Med J 2004; 19(3)



