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Suggestion of Mathematical Model for Influence Prediction of Relationship between

Osteotomy Site Hinge Angle and Posterior Slope Angle in High Tibial Osteotomy (HTO)
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Fig. 1 Difference between Closing Wedge High(proximal) Tibial
Osteotomy (CWHTO) and Opening Wedge High(proximal)
Tibial Osteotomy (OWHTO)
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Fig. 2 Geometrical position of Posterior Slope Angle (PSA) and others
geometries factors
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Fig. 3 Definition of hinge axis angle at 45°, 90° according to

the relationship between antoromedial tibial cortex line
and hinge axis

Fig. 4 Calculation of wedge angle after computer assisted high
tibial osteotomy
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