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Linvatec, Florida, USA) % 224,
(Arthrex, Florida, USA) WAMR 324 5dlx, HAZ £4
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AZ YA R 22E & Aldedn, & & 2EFHQ
AEE AlPstAct.
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1. Lysholm &%=

29 FAs 5d 34 Hed F-oAA-3E

(P=0.006) =

SLAZ(P0.0001) =F FAg Aolzh A%lx, 72+ 239
vl M= 24 ‘I‘A]oﬂ}\-]—‘ FAALE £ Aol7t gl
WHp=0.08), 59 FAG &ALl SAHR FAAT ¢

g 232 EATHp<0.0001) (Table 1).

2. 88 25 Hel
2 FA1 5d FAA A eellA A AL . 2d

(p=0.07), 5 (p=0.64) F4 =
F9g Aol gllom,
TAH R Folg Aol

Foll A & Fzhe EAHCcR

2 FE2 243 53 FA] Aol

S THTable 2).

3. LiEl 7 =7t =8| Z0|
24 (p=0.86). 5d(p=0.20) A| E-‘T‘ﬂ*‘] o 7t BA

Hoz #9g Aole ot

e 238 Bgen, 2d3d 5d —r*] "}019] BAHoRE §

gk Aol (P=0.03)& B $7] FA4 A5 58S 2

tH(Table 3).
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4. Lachman & A}

2d FAN F-E-ETS SA(0)0] 184(47.4%),
Ar(+1)7} 1841(47.4%), $5% (+2) 7b 241(5.3%)A1, 5
FANM FA0)e] 1941(50%). Bm=(+1)7F 1891(47.4%),
F5R(+2)7} 141(2.6%)% e, 2; FAAM AT F
2(0)0] 12491(44.4%), 7%= +1)7} 144 (51.9%). +5&
(+2)7F 11(3.7%)% 2, 5d FAMA &4 (0)e] 134

Table 1. Comparison between bone-patellar tendon-bone(BPTB) group and hamstring group about Lysholm score, at 2 years and 5

years follow up respectively

BPTB hamstring p-value
2 year 90.3+2.50 91.04+3.04 0.08*
5yea}r 91.0+£2.37 94.16+2.51 <0.0001*
p-value 0.006" <0.0001"

*by Wilcoxon rank sum test between BPTB and hamstring groups

by Wilcoxon signed rank test between 2 year and 5 year in BPTB and hamstring groups

Table 2. Comparison between bone-patellar tendon-bone(BPTB) group and hamstring group about knee range of motion, at 2 years

and 5 years follow up respectively

BPTB hamstring p-value
2 year 131.5+£3.54 129.8+3.94 0.07*
S year 131.9+247 131.2+3.89 0.40*
p-value 0.53" <0.000t"

*by Wilcoxon rank sum test between BPTB and hamstring groups

'by Wilcoxon signed rank test between 2 year and 5 year in BPTB and hamstring groups



b B-SHU-BR SHAS 08T BRFY MY UK Atf & 57| FA Ft a7

(48.1%). Z=G1D7F 134(48.1%), F5=(+2)7} 14 B, 2d(p=1.00), 5d(p=0.77) FA] 5N & £t &
(3.7%)2c. 2d(p=0.31). 5d(p=0.41) FA ZFoIA < ARez fold apole glen, Z Ez 2d% 5d
Tt FAHLE Fo Aol= YATHTable 4). Al Atole] EAH R fold Aol §i%UTH(Table 6).

3(0)°] 314(81.6%), & Tollx Z
B o

= = & Z, B9 (giving way), A4 AT &
D)7} 741(18.4%)% 1, 53 FAlA 24 (0)°] 324 9] & v

AE . eud 5] 293 5 FAl
(84.2%). B=(1)7} 691(15.8%)% 29, 29 FAloA &4 A E-EA-ET0l A7 T90(18.4%) 9 44(10.5%) AU
T2 574(0)0] 2241(81.5%), A=(+1)7t 34(11.1%), & 1, 41T 2d FAAMTE 44)(14.8%) ATt H=3

=(+2)7F 24(T.4%)A2, 5 FAlelA 4 (0)e] 224 o} &5 F £WFH F50] 5 FAM Z-e/MA-=2
(81.5%), 7A=(+1)7F 441(14.8%), FF=(+2)7}F 11(3.7%) o 74|(18.4%), €&ziTe] 29(7.4%) AUTt.
St 24¢(p=0.50), 5d(p=0.52) FA EFA & w39

BAA R {oJ@ Aol gUTHTable 5). o FH
6. KT 2000 & A= i} AL AR QY ARE s 8] olgHe AL o4
£ 2-2Md-23% 9o U F-2AA-FL A4E 2]
KT 2000 82 A27] dAke Ao Ay S489e  ®e 27] 3380z 8 27] Ao 7ssitte 5o 44

Table 3. Comparison between bone-patellar tendon-bone(BPTB) group and hamstring group about mean side to side difference of
mid-thigh circumference measurement, at 2 years and 5 years follow up respectively

BPTB hamstring p-value
2 year 1.80+1.06cm 1.884+0.88cm 0.86*
5 year 1.66+1.24cm 1.32+£0.94cm 0.20*
p-value 0.66" 0.03"

*by Wilcoxon rank sum test between BPTB and hamstring groups
'by Wilcoxon signed rank test between 2 year and 5 year in BPTB and hamstring groups

Table 4. Comparison between bone-patellar tendon-bone(BPTB) group and hamstring group about Lachmann test, at 2 years and 5
years follow up respectively

BPTB hamstring p-value
2 year 0 +1 +2 +3 0 +1 +2 +3 0.31*
18 18 2 0 12 14 | 0
5 year 0 +1 +2 +3 0 +1 +2 +3 0.41*
19 18 1 0 13 13 1 0

*by Chi-square test between BPTB and hamstring groups

Table 4. Comparison between bone-patellar tendon-bone (BPTB) group and hamstring group about pivot shift test, at 2 years and 5
years follow up respectively

BPTB hamstring p-value

2 year 0 +1 +2 +3 0 +1 +2 +3 0.50*
31 7 0 0 22 3 2 0

5 year 0 +1 +2 +3 0 +1 +2 +3 0.52*
32 6 0 0 22 4 1 0

*py Chi-square test between BPTB and hamstring groups
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Table 6. Mean side to side difference of KT 2000 measurement in bone-patellar tendon-bone(BPTB) group and hamstring group at 2

years and 5 years follow up respectively

BPTB hamstring p-value
2 year 1.66+0.71 mm 1.72£0.79 mm 1.00%*
5 year 1.55+0.87 mm 1.52+£0.79 mm 0.77*
p-value 043" 0.23!

*by Wilcoxon rank sum test between BPTB and hamstring groups

tby Wilcoxon signed rank test between 2 year and 5 year in BPTB and hamstring groups
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