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A Study of the Correlation between Total Knee
Replacement and Implant Size

Student : Ivan Ku Advisor : Dr. Chung-Yu Pan

Department of Industrial Engineering and Enterprise Information

Tunghai University

ABSTRACT

Total Knee Replacement is an effective method for the treatment of severe osteoarthritis
disease. The Taiwan National Health Insurance statistics show there are around 20,000

patients accepted the operation each year.

The preoperative planning of TKR is to measure the size of patients’ knee by x-ray or
computer tomography, etc. But, both of them are not able to accurately predict the size of
patients' knees. This study implements gender, height, weight, age and the size of knee joint
supplies to predict the size of a patient’s knee. Thereafter, it can reduce the size of supplies
and the cost of medical expenses.

The results show that there is a linear relationship among gender, height, weight, age and

patitnts’ size. The linear regression model is capable of appling to predict the size of TKR.

Keywords: Total Knee Replacement (TKR), Templating, Preoperative Planning, Size,
Regression Analysis
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L eGSR LB > RS E 2 A o

2012 # >Kobayashii¢ * 2D Xk 7 223D R "o#7 A = AR € = ;84 £ 477
100 f*‘;TKRE;j A 3R a8 o B % B I3DBE (59%) i rr i ik 2DB £
(56%)% & > e L B T & L F R &(p=0.67) > Flt s i 3DRIE T A A%
o R TS aridp e

2012 > Peck {45 idr frde » = /] 3817 7 jiFts X6 8 w g > dicdy K p 90
SR M E R HE B9 AShI R T OB S e i B i 0 @ B eh
R RERE il 0 A 2R R T ey 3Re o

B RE & e Ay ﬁ‘{ﬁb Mis L2A IR E LY > 7oA B
F ﬁ-%ﬁﬁﬁzmﬂ% 2_— o Timsans#= 7 & | #c = H4r TR F 45 » $+ ene
BRI o X e R G R B S Ry R MR RT WO

"

y
%

ﬁo RS E LY AR L AL A
AP - ML“F\-"AP{» AR B TR & cnlicTF B o K A R SRR R
)\;][7”\ < ,{{trﬁﬁ}’_'&fp)\m’fg )x*nmxf]‘ﬁ.f«?bbﬁ;;ojf%?rx2%§5ﬁ'fr

Maﬂn'Whlmey Utk & 4 17 fy o B354 8F 0P 0 R 2 5 - £45.2%-62.9
O i 6 ¥+ i SBHEAR TR P~ 4o 0% o 21~ S o ke o @ 919
%‘98.4%‘:;7,”}?5/9117}_}_ é-— fﬁ;r{"j’%]ﬁ}]\ o l’f_LH EL_—L EL;»?, n%rﬁg :,";ﬁ:”d]
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PR AR RN FREFVE ) ok by RHAEI0R 0 R
BLBAP o BcF i AR RIA M S~ Feh s o 258 Barih a AZEI0R
R R & By o ?‘{ﬁg % MAP view T R F 2 F fc i B o
(Timsans,2016)
AARMERRHITOFREE TR AL A F I F S
& LR TR A LY T SR e T
e & M4z - o FjFa TR & 420 If}?g&ﬁvzmﬁ¢ BT - ,%Q;
FEFFREL >0y E o - L;LU@.’%—?}_& TORM AR F R
FAlpp 4 enX k5 TEgea ot fﬁd X kBB R R 2 0t 1T
<+ &) o gt b o B Ef‘ﬂfﬁ(]omthne)mr:ﬁ_& Rk e Rk &
I e A=l S fﬁfv’*“%“ra BT IR & e R Sk AT S
T R R A S T Y E R
%S e 2 0 AT RR SRy LR
BHEE RS H B IR T2 s ad F 54 2 RL B Flixs o
M%iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%x%%%%ﬁngaﬁAﬁi%?ﬁii’ﬂ&’
PR AR M SRR 2 LA A P AR 2 A IR S
s - hp g BB R ERFE SR TR Y R
o R OMP AR P LR A TN I RK S g
B R A L R DE A o RS GG Rk R R X R R 2 R
ok SRl eV oA e e
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31F 5 H b

*E T 5w 7 (Retrospective study) 5 * P IR E T B F? EX B
HIS s Se R & 47 0 35 5 2008~2015 &£ &7 > A 1% M & 8 3 £ i 8
HFrL1EFHRR 2 g 2 A 2RMSE BRI TARRY S EH
g o

3.2 TR Byt A4
MY EFY HaeFmEgu 23 BT 2% ~%FrP
T R A S 2 BB o L R R T A A

B E T S R AR R A BT AR R WA 0
BEOREH TR A T ,vao«a'#rgxé'# 1 B s oA 2 BT
oA SR DB AR AR Y T NBEA TR T
Lo RERENPBERERT BoquhER o E 1 Ry DRV £
oo e o P e RiEic ATk A el ok 2R E 280
he 2R~ T S RBL AR EAL s AL o BRI Y 0 BIE R AT
PP iR B i A RETT R E > ATk A
}imjﬁﬁﬂE°&%ﬁﬁ&&ﬁ%ﬁ’ﬁﬁ§iﬂiﬁ&#oé7%
TR R B L A F B o § @ Y aE R M RS AN R
TR R RE A ikl > TR MEREEE L AAHE
&,%gki&\%ﬁﬁﬁ~wﬁﬁﬁio

i

f ¥ e g s

14



&‘?fz,?ﬁ LA fﬁ]“* Ers (Linear regression) & % 4 @ 5 H/] T 3
PLEH - BB REFIRE LM TR AR AT

%"?ﬁﬂﬂ%é%ﬁfﬂaﬁ% SHERE o A0 - Bp BRI RS

RAUMEIR GF Y o Bodp i SRR S RS T2 R Aveniicd] Sodic
—¢%ﬁ@&%i%?oé&ﬁ@@U%ﬁwﬁﬂyv&#?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁ:
FLTXENydiFitHE I Xastdfice 2 & - LR ’ﬁ'}iﬁﬁﬁ?
AT U - B ot - B H s g X ET oy g e ok
Bt o Xt e 7 o Bty )50 ol fE a4 - R AU FEL B K
B L e X By aif 2 @83 ot o a2 L Xfry B a3 r#® (3
A ARAE R e M R A S - BRI AT R Y
Rz g o o A F) 5 MR H A e S Boenfic ) v A kg 2

2R SR L F A HE D L AL RN ERY (TR

P YRR R

’£ﬁﬁ%ﬁ$iﬁH?U%(4fﬁl%1F>E §IFIFRI- B %I h
WEF A ATIE o TG ATROH Ghak G AR ALY - X2 e o ;Y K2 T o 5]
PR AR TR R o A B A T JRE - R 2 b AR
P (prediction) ~ ji### (explanation) » {43 #|(control) °

A SR B 05T AT T L Y=BetB X 4By Xo+. . 4B X,

L FHREp Bp R X kR EREEAE Y HP Y %\TFZ;E‘L‘!?/PJIE'
(predicted value) » by % -+ #* §E(intercept) > b;...... b, % 7 & B p I e %
Hcim o Y 7}’ vl Eﬁ; % #c | (regression coefficients) o i Ep: B e AR 0 ]
¥ o] F 2 E (least square) & 5 3~ 1) gt v fF hifcfr B R @ L T
p P %Iﬁﬂlzé@ﬁmﬁ*ﬁ* e ﬁm ey R 14%1::\ LECE R R
F1® T2 %%k (coefficient of determination) » 3% fh#icen g, L & A i
%ﬁ*ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ’ﬂump@s%ﬁ%@ﬁﬁm%ﬂﬁpﬁwﬁp»w
A% 0 TETARRGTE G Fpt 0 E- Eﬁfa\ﬁy‘rm b R
W a & - iR o AR (S LITR AR & F T i g
< g o

=S
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Yri mi1 8%
4.1 3 st A 45

MEFT 645 BEY o TR G 178 A 1E27.6% 0 * Mk 467 L ik
72.4% o

A e I
All Groups Frequency table: |4 %]
Category
Count Percent
1 178 27.6
2 467 72.4

BE € 40-108 27 > £ A L w 8w 1-60 12T »2-61~80 3-81~100 »
4-101 12 ¢ -

B 135-182 o4 s 2 L AT B W s 1-140 12T 5> 2-141~150 »
3-151~160 » 4-161~170 » 5-171 2 }+ o
C o EHIH6 0 E A B o

KA A2APT UFRI L & AT AREE 2-61~80 £ F 3-151~160 -
4-161~170 & B iow] » @ #7 % L 1B & ¢  SH32H4 A B < 1 o

FEFAZAPT UFRAMI R F AT 1-60 2T & 2-61~80 &
w23 2-141~150 > 3-151~160 = B %] > @ #7i¢ * A 1 B & = <} 5 #2
B3 A B o g HME S 2-61~80 > 3 & 3-151~160 % | 5 — 30

g L xRS I aE oo

16



2 42 9 MR Ayt it
e i % & e
1 1 2 2 1
1 1 2 3 1
1 1 3 3 9
1 1 3 4 9
1 1 4 3 2
1 1 4 4 2
1 1 4 5 2
1 2 3 2 2
1 2 3 3 15
1 2 3 4 23
1 2 3 5 3
1 2 3 6 1
1 2 4 3 12
1 2 4 4 52
1 2 4 5 13
1 2 4 6 1
1 2 5 4 2
1 2 5 5 4
1 2 5 6 2
1 3 2 5 1
1 3 2 6 1
1 3 3 3 2
1 3 3 4 3
1 3 3 5 1
1 3 4 4 4
1 3 4 5 3
1 3 4 6 1
1 3 5 4 1
1 3 5 5 2
1 3 5 6 1
1 4 4 4 2
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43 % e A

A He R & g
2 1 1 3 2
2 1 2 1 9
2 1 2 2 54
2 1 2 3 38
2 1 2 4 1
2 1 3 1 1
2 1 3 2 32
2 1 3 3 33
2 1 3 4 8
2 1 4 2 2
2 2 1 2 6
2 2 2 1 5
2 2 2 2 31
2 2 2 3 39
2 2 2 4 3
2 2 3 2 43
2 2 3 3 87
2 2 3 4 22
2 2 3 5 1
2 2 4 2 1
2 2 4 3 10
2 2 4 4 12
2 2 4 5 1
2 3 3 1 2
2 3 3 2 4
2 3 3 3 13
2 3 3 4 1
2 3 5 2 1
2 3 5 4 1
2 4 3 2 2
2 4 3 3 2
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Ll R

319 £ BT E B 148 iy o 2 1 Femoral AP > Femoral ML >
Tibial AP > Tibial ML % » 5 iz S ¥#csr WA ds > 23 > ME X -3 p Pk
3R AU BEHCT o B AR 171 Ly 0 RIS SR R Rt 2
5 S RO R

Femoral AP % s ;% s i i g #07)

Yap =17.30519 +0.01353 * & & + 0.25558 * £ % + 0.04290 *%8 &

B LAY ARl AT o BEor bk B SN B HCT & T e gE
ATz A A RR W RBK o

Normal Prob. Plot: Raw Residuals
Dependent variable: Femoral AP

Expected Normal Value

Residual

] 4.1 Fermoal AP % 5% 3% &Uf2aw G5 03] F & 48 5 W)

P-4t FH0D Gl & F Sk 0.25558 $ 8 B F(p 5 0.0000) -
¥ Femoral AP ch~ | &2 3 5 e MREE > ML=z (p @5 0.0527) &

L 5(p B3 0.6647) 0 4ok — “im o diikp 171 £ FLRE 1 chE &~ 6
FOME A PR AP IERIE R RE RS E f FRE
TERIL R R At 0 T30 5 0.010<0.05 0 Aon v EFERECA R G R
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# 4.4 Fermoal AP % 78 ;%\ s[4 ETF B T kg

F e T

Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Femoral AP
R=.62713663 R2=.39330035 Adjusted R2=.38066078 F(3,144)=31.117
A b* Std.Err. of b* b Std.Err. of b t(144) p-value
Intercept 17.30519 5.086448 3.402216 0.000866
£ i 0.028642 0.065950 0.01353 0.031158 0.434301 0.664720
L% 0.564513 0.069746 0.25558 0.031577 8.093812 0.000000
we 0.138239 0.070777 0.04290 0.021963 1.953149 0.052741
Femoral ML % 5 3% a2 gFHCY

Yy =21.30519 + 0.01353 *# #& + 0.25558 * £ 5 + 0.04290 *§8 £

Bl AT
2 (EA

£ $tin Y

¥ Femoral ML e+ -] 22 £ 3 5 ;4

®] 4.2 Fermoal ML %

Expected Normal Value

All Groups
Normal Prob. Plot: Raw Residuals
Dependent variable: Femoral ML

el = om0 BEor bk B SN F T & T e gE

% ¥ o

Residual

R RS SSIEE AT

#E S (p B 5 0.6647) 0 4od = A o #wrap 171

r—g BB E R i Eﬁ;’fs_‘q'] %QEJ?E/?'J% ’ ."’5"? -

%F‘]

ﬂrﬂpln\bbalj")
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£ % ehithdic 025558 B B A ¥
TR PE ML 2 (pES 0.0527) 0 #

¥ 1(p & 5 0.0000) -

TEFRETHaEE b

LL ﬁ,)‘gﬁ‘&

K/]EI} “_".5{;1_'_ ’

& 5 0.009<0.05> &p—l-xwiipﬁ‘:i']} R ol S T




% 4.5 Fermoal ML % 78 ;\ s 41 ETF WA Bk F e T

Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Femoral ML
R=.62713663 R2=.39330035 Adjusted R2=.38066078 F(3,144)=31.117
A b* Std.Err.of b* b Std.Err.of b t(144) p-value
Intercept 21.30519 5.086448 4.188620 0.000049
i 0.028642 0.065950 0.01353 0.031158 0.434301 0.664720
3 0.564513 0.069746 0.25558 0.031577 8.093812 0.000000
e 0.138239 0.070777 0.04290 0.021963 1.953149 0.052741

Tibial AP % 57 3% st 45w 7 -3

Y ap = 6.23446 +0.02865 *& & +0.22907 * £ F +0.05013 *4 &

gl AA LT AoRIZ AT 0 BER b SR VA FEHCT) £ T e bF
AT AL R T BB

All Groups
Normal Prob. Plot: Raw Residuals

Dependent variable: Tibial AP

99

95

75

.55
35

Expected Normal Value

.05

.01

) -8 -6 -4 -2 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
Residual

) 4.3 Tibial AP % 57 5% Ui+ (031 ¥ B 4% 5 W)

Fgte FECA Gl B mx“ﬁx 0.22907 . £ B ¥ #+(p & 5 0.0000) »

T Tibial AP 14 | 225 % 4 A8 E =2 (p © 5 0.0046) » & &
X(p iE B 5 0.2483) 4ok = #7o1 o BdréR 171 4 SERE ”%%ﬁﬁ#ﬁé)\ £z
'W'Er' s ol ETF A 17 3 1;‘ B E > B R RS "ﬁ? LR R ?E;‘E'J

4B F A T30E 4 0.008<0.05 0 B 0 ]ﬁféﬁ’ﬁ&r}lﬁﬁ:iﬁo
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% 4.6 ~ Tibial AP %

AR YR N o) iRt S

Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Tibial AP
R=.68667128 R2=.47151744 Adjusted R2=.46050739 F(3,144)=42.826
A b* Std.Err.of b* b Std.Err.of b t(144) p-value
Intercept 6.234463 4.034419 1.545318 0.1244064
i 0.071353 0.061552 0.028649 0.024714 1.159231 0.248281
3 0.595373 0.065095 0.229072 0.025046 9.146190 0.000000
e 0.190075 0.066058 0.050126 0.017421 2.877416 0.004620
Tibial ML % 5 5% st pie g 403

Yy = 18.75628 +0.03581 * & # +0.28195% & 3 +0.06282 *& £
AT deBlE AT o BT E AR ORI RO 6 T e F

Z2d oy

42

All Groups
Normal Prob. Plot: Raw Residuals
Denendent variable: Tibial ML

Expected Normal Value

Residual

B] 4.4 Tibial ML %

¥t R i LR iRk 0
 Tibial ML e~ -] &2 & 3 5 -2 |4 B ;_gg

/_l-

= (p B

v

B &

22

b7 B ey 4 ﬁp;%

28195 £ B F 1 (p @

.99
95

75
.55
.35

.05
.01

0 48 %

‘L Y
B &

0.0000) -

L2 (piEi 0.0043) > F#
0.2453) 4o w 917 o it 171 LR E T DE#L L F




# 4.7 Tibial ML % 7 5% 81w fFHca) 438 ¥ e 2

Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Tibial ML
R=.68442536 R2=.46843808 Adjusted R2=.45736387 F(3,144)=42.300
A b* Std.Err.of b* b Std.Err.of b t(144) p-value
Intercept 18.75628 5.011304 3.742794 0.000262
i 0.072011 0.061731 0.03581 0.030698 1.166528 0.245329
3 0.591672 0.065285 0.28195 0.031110 9.062968 0.000000
e 0.192334 0.066250 0.06282 0.021639 2.903156 0.004276
WE S FEAE R B FEREE G RE S R

£ B ehp At TE 5 0.006<0.05 @T@%ﬂgjgﬁwwﬂ%? £

3 A — L

319 £ L2 B 188 P 148 L dicdy » & 4f Femoral AP > Femoral ML -
Tibial AP > Tibial ML % w 7§ i% % i~ 9|41+ 5] (1=Male, 2=Female) ~ & # >
PR OoMEF e REh R A ] o B4R 171 Lddy 0 R
SR fRerE e § R AR A e A o

g 1+ Femoral AP % 77 ;% 32 3w fF #03)

Y ap = 40.24133 - 0.01215 * i d2 +0.09269% & % + 0.13798 *44 &

fd RAAAT Ao BIT AT 0 Bor L SR S A FERCA) £ T i
X TE IR YT

Sybie fFHCR) il R E 0T 8c 0.13798 B E B F 1A (p B 3 0.0012)
I Femoral AP e~ | 28 & 5 AP HF > L F2(pEs 0.1128) &
#2F (p a3 0.7514)» 4od T #77 o Bk 171 LB E T enlts] -~ &
s 2F cME SO b FRCA W RIERIE > R E R E R R
FE o TRRIZR PR A TEE G 0.011<0.05 0 Bom i B B iAo
it o
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Epl=1
Normal Prob. Plot: Raw Residuals
Dependent variable: Femoral AP

3.0

2.5
.99

2.0
95

1.0 (S

5
0.5

0.0 é =

205 3

Expected Normal Value

-1.5 ]
-2.0
-2.5

-3.0
-6

Residual

® 4.5 9 1 Fermoal AP % 78 ;% &Uttiw G031 # 48 5 W)

=

% 4.8 § 1+ Femoral AP % 78 ;% s |41% Eﬁ?ﬁ—'iﬂ BChE F iR T

Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Femoral AP
1+ %=1, R2= 347803161 F(3,38)=6.75487282
e b* Std.Err. of b* b Std.Err. of b t(38) p-value
Intercept 1 40.24133 9.296892 4.328471 0.000105
= W 1 -0.041824 0.131077 -0.01215 0.038085 -0.319084 | 0.751410
3% 1 0.222717 0.137222 0.09269 0.057111 1.623048 | 0.112847
we 1 0.481038 0.137290 0.13798 0.039381 3.503816 | 0.001192

4 4 Femoral AP % 1 ;¢ fﬁlb‘.s&ﬁ? il

Yap=37.2811-0.01046 *& # +0.13804* £ B + 0.02855 *44 &

gl ARZSAT o AeRA AT 0 B bk G R SN 0] £ T e g
AT ARV BBK -
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= Hl=2
Normal Prob. Plot: Raw Residuals
Dependent variable: Femoral AP

3.0
A

2.0

Expected Normal Value

Residual

B 4.6 * 1+ Fermoal AP % 78 ;% s[4 1w §F -4 LRCS Bl

Ergtie fEHCA Gl £ B nihdk 0.13804 B L BT E{(p B 5 0.0084) -
¥ Femoral AP ch+ /[ &2 8 3 5 Az PR > ML=z (p &5 0.2386) #
#2 =(p B 5 0.7957) 0 4ok T 917 o #evrdp 171 SRR E o]~ &
B LR ME o P RO RIERIE > B R R “f'”"
L FERIA R hE A0t o T35E L 0.008 <0.05 0 AT i b HCR B A e

O \-‘-H

it -
% 4.9 % 1% Femoral AP % 57 3% sUfhsw jF 03] 0 ey % M ie T

Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Femoral AP
M w]=2, R2= 113385064 F(3,102)=4.348102
e b* Std.Err. of b* b Std.Err. of b t(102) p-value
Intercept 2 37.28111 8.411784 4.432010 | 0.000024
# 8 2 -0.025272 0.097349 -0.01046 0.040286 -0.259605 | 0.795692
L3 2 0.268383 0.099830 0.13804 0.051347 2.688413 | 0.008386
i 2 0.120330 0.101507 0.02855 0.024081 1.185431 0.238602
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g & Femoral ML % 7% ;% s bie g 03
Yap =44.24133 +0.13108 *& & +0.13722% £ % +0.13729 *4 £
gl RA LT AoRIT A 0 BER bt SR A EHCT) £ T e bR

ML AR BRE

TERfl=1
Normal Prob. Plot: Raw Residuals
Dependent variable: Femoral ML

3.0
2.5
99
2.0
G
15 ° 95
1.0 °

75
0.5

0.0 .55

-0.5 .35

Expected Normal Value

-1.0 o 15

-1.5 .05

-2.0

.01
-2.5

-3.0
-6

Residual

B 4.7 § 1+ Fermoal ML 7 78 ;% 4 4% ﬁﬁ B F AL 1S B

gh¥t B HCR e M E B 0.13729 R L B F . (p E 5 0.0012) -
T Femoral ML ¢~ /[ &€ 5 Az BB L F 2 (p @i 0.1128) &
i :'Z(p % 0.7514) > 4ok T #5770 #irkh 171 LR @ A1 e n] ~ &
& CREE o bt RO FIERIE > B R E R L “%-“1“?
M E 0 TR AR e A TE5E S 0.010<0.05 IR o R | & Fr e

—En\

-

% 4.10 9 }+ Femoral ML % 78 ;\ s [+ 1% B Bk F e T

Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Femoral ML
1+ w|=1, R2= 347803161 F(3,38)=6.75487282

5] b* Std.Err. of b* b Std.Err. of b t(38) p-value
Intercept 1 44.24133 9.296892 4.758723 0.000028
E 1 -0.041824 0.131077 -0.01215 0.038085 -0.319084 | 0.751410
i3 1 0.222717 0.137222 0.09269 0.057111 1.623048 0.112847
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1 1 0.481038 0.137290 0.13798 0.039381 3.503816 0.001192
4 M Femoral ML % 3 s\ & 43w 5]?%;_4']
Yap =41.2811 -0.01046 *& & + 0.13804* £ 3 + 0.02855 *§§ &

B ALY doBlS AT o BT bt §oR St athae R £ e i
ATz A RE W IR e

TER=2
Normal Prob. Plot: Raw Residuals
Dependent variable: Femoral ML

3.0
23 .99
2.0
15 805
1.0

N
0.5 5

0.0 S

3]

-1.0

Expected Normal Value

.05

.01

Residual

@B 4.8 ~ 4 Fermoal ML % 78 ;% s {41 B -4 WAL I R

Ly EHCA e 0 ©% hiR 8 0.13804 A S B F 12 (p E 5 0.0084) -
" Femoral ML e+ /] &2 8 3 5 iz 4 58 € k2 (p £ 5 0.2386) > &

Z(p B 5 0.7957) 0 4rdk T 9777 o #rrap 171 LR BT o w] &
B LR ME S o P RO RERIE o 2R R “f'”"
0 TERIE R aE A0t > T8 L 0.007 <0.05 0 BT i i HCR) Al Ae
o it o
% 4.11 4 14 Femoral ML % 77 3% Sl iw p #5-3) Th fichp ¥ 14 4e T

Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Femoral ML

4+ w[=2, R2=.113385064 F(3,102)=4.348102

e b* Std.Err. of b* b Std.Err. of b t(102) p-value
Intercept 2 41.28111 8.411784 4.907533 0.000004
3 2 -0.025272 0.097349 -0.01046 0.040286 -0.259605 | 0.795692
2 2 0.268383 0.099830 0.13804 0.051347 2.688413 0.008386
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e 2 0.120330 0.101507 0.02855 0.024081 1.185431 0.238602

g 1+ Tibial AP $ 78 5 s 3w f H03)
Y ap = 19.99484 + 0.02384* & # +0.10296* £ % + 0.16896 *4#4 &
B ARALAAT 0 e RIT 7T 0 B b SR U R £ T g

2R CESE B R

TEl=1
Normal Prob. Plot: Raw Residuals

Dependent variable: Tibial AP

99

95

75

.55
35

Expected Normal Value

.05

.01

-3.0

Residual

Bl 4.9 7 12 Tibial AP % 57 3% s ftiw GFHCZ] ¥ A48 5 W

?“

gt Al Gilic 0 R E iR 0.16896 B L A F 12(p i 5 0.0001) -

T Tibial AP e~ | S8 ¢ 4 LT BB E > L 352 (p &5 0.0819) &

FZ(p 5 0.5386) 4ok T 417 o drap 171 SR & AT el u] ~ E 8

PR oML PR R EIRRE B REVRELFURRE

TRIAR g At 38 L 0.0.15<0.050 BT i G HCA] B A e ke W i
% 4.12 3 |+ Tibial AP % 78 ;\ s |43 ETF WA Bl F e T

<l
*f‘m

Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Tibial AP
M w]=1, R2= 428967691 F(3,38)=9.51538235
e b* Std.Err. of b* b Std.Err. of b t(38) p-value
Intercept 1 19.99484 9.376839 2.132365 | 0.039499
# ¥ 1 0.076115 0.122650 0.02384 0.038412 0.620589 | 0.538575
i3 1 0.229501 0.128400 0.10296 0.057602 1.787400 | 0.081851
e 1 0.546462 0.128463 0.16896 0.039719 4253842 | 0.000132
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- {2 Tibial AP % 5 ;% st f s g7 HC7
Y ap =29.63019 - 0.01204 * & & + 0.09959* £ & + 0.02939 *#4 &
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Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Tibial AP
=2, R2= 159832176 F(3,102)=6.46810531
LA b* Std.Err. of b* b Std.Err. of b t(102) p-value
Intercept 2 29.63019 5.576095 5.313788 | 0.000001
# & 2 -0.042708 0.094765 -0.01204 0.026706 -0.450674 | 0.653181
3 2 0.284341 0.097180 0.09959 0.034037 2.925934 | 0.004234
L 2 0.181923 0.098813 0.02939 0.015963 1.841091 | 0.068515
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5] b* Std.Err. of b* b Std.Err. of b t(38) p-value

Intercept 1 34.87065 12.14231 2.871830 | 0.006640
E 8 1 0.069317 0.122961 0.02804 0.04974 0.563727 | 0.576252
i3 1 0.221283 0.128726 0.12822 0.07459 1.719027 | 0.093747
W 1 0.549907 0.128789 0.21961 0.05143 4269816 | 0.000126
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Aggregate Results Regression Summary for Dependent Variable: Tibial ML
1 w|=2, R2= 159832176 F(3,102)=6.46810531
e b* Std.Err. of b* b Std.Err. of b t(102) p-value
Intercept 2 48.15623 6.691314 7.196827 | 0.000000
£ i 2 -0.042708 0.094765 -0.01444 0.032047 -0.450674 | 0.653181
3 2 0.284341 0.097180 0.11951 0.040845 2.925934 | 0.004234
e 2 0.181923 0.098813 0.03527 0.019155 1.841091 0.068515

31



¢ = é;}%
575 (2014) R E o B8 eEIRAL -

a;@(zooz) ﬁ#:‘l;&l%l’saéﬂ,%&ﬂkﬂurzqméb’&l%l’s?éiiﬂ,n\g?p“m 7 e
Ni§i§§%%\$ﬁ = %L (HHEL © NSC 90-2213-E-038-002 ) » & 1% o

SEFFE 7 (2001) RIA YRR &2 3R Bt cirapat g E L Se iz
EERAIRMELRT (FLm ) 2H 5 445 o

PP (2007): & A4 1R 2 HEM 8 B 4 SR B E A T M BRCH PRS0
PEARMSEEFTE -

BEF P EHMLFF AP b o hitp/ www.uoc.com.tw

e
A.C. Peek (2012). How useful is templating for total knee replacement component
sizing? The Knee 19 (2012) 266-269.

Andrew R. Hsu, MD (2012). Template-directed Instrumentation in Total Knee
Arthroplasty: Cost Savings Analysis. Healio.com/Orthopedics. 20121023-15.

Atsushi Kobayashi (2012). Comparison of analog 2D and digital 3D preoperative
templating for predicting implant size in total knee arthroplasty. Computer Aided
Surgery, March 2012; 17(2): 96-101.

Atul Kumar (2015). Temporal trends in primary and revision total knee and hip
replacement in Taiwan. J Chin Med Assoc, 78(9), 538-544.

Cheng-Kung Cheng (1999). A new approach of designing the tibial baseplate of
total knee prostheses. Clinical Biomechanics 14 (1999) 112-117.

32


http://www.uoc.com.tw/

H.M.J. van der Linden-van der Zwaag (2008). Computer assisted orthopedic
surgery; its influence on prosthesis size in total knee replacement. The Knee 15
(2008) 281-285.

Janis Timsans (2016). Effect of preoperative flexion contracture in the knee joint
on the accuracy of digital templating before knee replacement surgery. Polish
Annels of Medicine 23 (2016) 26-29.

Michael Tanzer (2016). Preoperative Planning in Primary Total Knee Arthroplasty.
J Am Acad Orthop Surg 2016;24:220-230.

Shaw-Ruey Lyu (2012). Arthroscopic cartilage regeneration facilitating procedure
for osteoarthritic knee. BMC Musculoskeletal Disorders 2012, 13:226.

T.K. Kim (2016). What Differences in Morphologic Features of the Knee Exist
Among Patients of Various Races? A Systematic Review. Clin Orthop Relat Res.
2017 Jan;475(1):170-182.

33



	複線性迴歸的數學公式可以表示如下：Y=B0+B1X1+B2X2+…+BpXp，意謂著聯合p個自變項X來預測或解釋依變項Y；其中Y表示被預測值(predicted value)，b0表示截距(intercept)，b1……bp表示每個自變項的加權係數值，特別稱作「迴歸係數」(regression coefficients)。迴歸分析的過程，便是運用最小平方法(least square)來估計出這些迴歸係數和截距，使得聯合這p個自變項對依變項的解釋力達到最大，並以R2符號來表示這項指標，特稱作「決定係數」(coefficient of determination)。該係數的意思即是「在依變項的總變異量中，可以被p個自變項聯合解釋的變異量百分比」；百分比愈高，即表示預測的效果愈好。因此，任何一次迴歸分析裡，研究者莫不期望能尋獲一條迴歸方程式（或稱作迴歸線或預測線），使得決定係數值愈大愈好。

