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H#: R HCTEAZRZ B AKBD (Kashin-Beck Disease, KBD) . IR B XS5 E, I35
B AKBDEHREMEES, AKBDEEBITRE—ENSHKIE. HiE: E2018F115 220184
12 A z (R BE7E 4 KBDYAT 9% X FIKBD & & M 1E # B A TR CTFE, HHKBDEES59%], 118%
(£: 59; A: 59), F¥FE#(61.36 £7.98)%F, FIHBMI (23.42 £ 2.55); IEFHRAS6H], 108B(L:
53; £: 55), FHLER(59.46 £ 6.99)%, FHBMI (23.64 + 2.54). BICT=4EEMHR, LA
&, M= LEMHEANHTENERSRMKE. EREKE. iIRKE. XEE. BERE. REWHK.
BEER. BEES. BEWNSE. BEER. WERER. BXTHMEMR. Gissane’sfi. Bohler
. WBARSEKBDEAE S ERERAREBEHESSHESR. &R MAKBDARMKE. fIRKE.
BRER. RERE. BREER. BEER. REEHE. REAH. RERMBM. Gissane’sf. Bohler
ARENFIEERALP <0.05); FRFRKE. IREE. EXRTHENTARRHAZ EEEZREP >
0.05). SRAKBDIFEML, NIFSNFERMHKE. iTRKE. iTREE. BEE. BEWTK. BE
J5E. BRERE. BEWHE. BEER. REREORYEZER/N(P<0.01). SIEXIFEEMEL, 11
¥ B Gissane’sf BE WP < 0.01); FREKE. FXRVHEHKEA. Bohler iIEZ AL EES T
2B (P>0.05), 45i: MAKBDEHFREES, BEMRK, . PRTEMENE, FRTHEX,
BRI B35/, Gissane’sfAR/D, Bohlerfglik, HEMRLEBEBHENTE.
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Abstract

Objective: To measure the calcaneal parameters of adult patients with KBD (Kashin-Beck disease)
by using CT image data, and to preliminarily define the calcaneal anatomical morphology of adult
patients with KBD, so as to provide some reference for the diagnosis and treatment of patients
with KBD. Methods: From November 2018 to December, 2018, KBD patients and normal adults in
KBD endemic areas in Shaanxi Province were selected for ankle CT plain scan, including 59 patients
with KBD, 118 ankles (left: 59; right: 59), with an average age of (61.36 + 7.98) years and an aver-
age BMI of (23.42 * 2.55); 56 normal adults, 108 ankles (left: 53; right: 55), with an average age of
(59.46 £ 6.99) years and an average BMI of (23.64 * 2.54). By means of CT three-dimensional re-
construction, the calcaneal axis length, kyphosis length, protrusion length, protrusion height, cal-
caneal width, calcaneal sulcus length, calcaneal posterior height, calcaneal highest, calcaneal sul-
cus height, calcaneal volume, calcaneal surface area, posterior articular surface area, Gissane’s
angle and Bohler angle were measured, to compare the anatomical parameters of calcaneus be-
tween KBD patients with different grades and normal adults. Results: The length of the calcaneal
axis, protrusion length, calcaneal width, calcaneal width, calcaneal posterior height, calcaneal height,
calcaneal groove height, calcaneal volume, calcaneal surface area, Gissane’s angle and Béhler an-
gle in adult KBD group were significantly lower than those in normal adult group (P < 0.05). There
was no significant difference in the length of posterior articular process, the height of anterior
process and the area of posterior articular surface between the two groups (P > 0.05). Compared
with adult KBD |, the length of calcaneus axis, protrusion length, protrusion height, calcaneal width,
calcaneal groove length, calcaneal posterior height, calcaneal height, calcaneal groove height, cal-
caneal volume and calcaneal surface area of II and IIl degrees were significantly reduced (P <
0.01). Compared with patients with degree I and II, the angle of Gissane’s in patients with degree
III was significantly reduced (P < 0.01). There was no significant difference among the length of
posterior coronoid process, the area of posterior articular surface and the angle of Bohler III (P >
0.05). Conclusion: In adult patients with KBD, the calcaneus shortens, the height decreases, the fu-
sion of anterior and middle articular surfaces increases, the posterior articular surface expands,
the calcaneus volume decreases obviously, the Gissane's angle decreases, and the Bohler angle in-
creases, and the calcaneus changes more significantly in men than in women.
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WEL] [2] AISLEFHE. BT, B MO EZ MR 0. KW, DU R ™ &
AR FiRIE, KBD EE H BT EH &7 65.8%, KT FFa L1413 (79.6%) [3]. HHEIX T KBD BT
WBEER R, BZERIERTT RAMBEE REAS M. XT KBD E WAL, 2L X 4
SHIEANE, W T B R SR ZE 4], AW LERT AR R 3ERY -, 3L 2018 4E 11
H % 2018 4F 12 H 2 (8B4 KBD 479 X ) KBD 3% 59 5 F1 1E 3% M A 56 1, &K CT =4k &
N E KBD MR ML, 2T JEHSETHIEA, Bt X & Ll T ESERNIR
7, A EHE L HS KBD BHERE A, AT KBD FREEELMHEINN, $E5 KBD
PR AR F TR R E B .

2. EREH&E
2.1. HHEIR

INIRAE: Z% “h[E WS/TKBD 2 WibriE(WS/T207-010)” , 44 > 18 % ERITXEEED 6
ANH BT 2 R R R K. AR B e CT EMRIEW . HEbpbniE: BAEM
KATE . AORIE TR AR B . AR A A MY 5] D ) T R R AR I 1) R

22. B

CT HHiK A Siemens 320 HFiZJE CT #l. K240 HlE 120 KV, HJLEE 200 mA, ZJE 0.5 mm,
JZI1E 0.5 mm. BEATHREET A UM EM,  DUBRSCT R B oG, RS A B HE R iz i 20 om b % 2
JR (R A, R R B IR R AL BT RE YN E B S 5 A RS “AERET .
XFFTAA BRI CT seAG 888 14T 2 20 & .

FARBUERIGTT CT 28 T RLLL DICOM #8 R fE & H . {8 Mimics 21.0 #fFi AT CT =4ifs Al &
i BT R “STL” #3R, S\ Geomagic Studio 2014 # i ATHERDEIFALFE, PAEBREZ R
B, WM E, KIESERUERFN “STL” #%a Bt 5 B S5 N 3-matic Medical 9.0,
E=gE A, RAE AL 2 IEANERWASNERER, WERENIESSH. R LU E
FARE, [RIRTTEF P A I .

RIS IR B RS bR IR PR J5 T R (A R~ Ja5 8T SRAMIUTH 5 BR B AT ARSI
(B ) ERELICAT R AU(C ) ERECCTT AR A(D ) B RE T (B ) PR g s
(F ). G N CD /5, H AR E 4l EG B AH 12 (& 1) ] “Mask” T HARCEE N i,
HBEAT G THI AR == (P 2)

MEFEbr: 1) BREKE: G £A(C. DHA)EIE MR, 2) JEXRTTREKE: AL B ZNMES.
3) MIRMKE: BF CZIHMEEE. 4) AimE: C5 D ZRIMEEE. 5) MRE %Lk 10): BREHH RS
MIFERE . 6) BREVAMK: S Pl TIREAEE, EAF S PRI S. 7) WEEmE: N Pk TR
JITHIT, F 58] NPHFER. 8) ME fm: NP TIREKER, A S# N-FHRMES. 9) R
ViR PR VAR R K A A, N PR TERE R EE, B AE N FHIIMEZ. 10) Gissane’s
fi: Bk AB 5HZE BC 1. 11) Bohler fi: B4k AC 5 HZk AF ZAMIHME. 12) FREAF. 13) IR
HRE. 14) 70 . FRH A HE .

23. GtFERE

f§ Fi IBM SPSS Statistics 23.0 it 2% % 4(SPSS Inc, 23.0 iiiAs, Chicago, IL, ZEE)X ksS4
HAEHAT G 0 0. IRAEGEBUR M IES i B R A + RdEZE(X £ S)FuR, MR
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FIBSEREA t A . THECETRER A RS, 24 LLECR AT Z 0BT (ANCOVA),  KrBKitE a {EHUN
fll 0.05, AP <0.058%5FARENLR L.

A: ERTIREE A B: AT RAMIE S5 ERE AT /A AR H; C: BB B D BRESCH Rk E: B
BHERE T S, F: BB ESRES: G: CDOHA; H: IEMEGCEEHB AH ZE; M: 5 EG M AH FATIH
SPHE; N: BETPHEM; S: EETFHEHN

Figure 1. Three-element measurement method of point, line and plane
1. REE=TRNESZE

Figure 2. Measurement of articular surface markers
2. KT EARCE
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3. &R
3.1 —RE#HER

AHFFEIEGN NI FEXF SR 115 ], A KBD 2H 59 #1(55 25, 2z 34), 3% 118 MBS (72 59; £i: 59),
Horh KBD | BEERF# 24 450, 1B 20 49, 100 15 43, SPI404E 0% (61.36 + 7.98) %, P25 =(1.59 + 0.09) m,
P34/ (59.38 + 6.8) kg, T} BMI (23.42 + 2.55); 1E# i A\ 4H 56 155 30, % 26), H: 108 /MR (4
53; Ai: 55), “FHYFEHY(59.46 +6.99)%, V)5 5(1.68 £ 0.08) m, V¥4 #(66.16 + 5.93) kg, “F-14 BMI
(23.64 + 2.54), —MTIRIXTLLARIN, BN KBD &3 & & AR E SN T IEH AP < 0.01). Fié
BMI P ZH[A] G i % 22 57 (P > 0.05) (% 1). KBD & R4+ [E WS/T KBD 2 ikritE(WS/T 207-2010) 14T 73
FEo o1 B 24 450, 110 EE 20 45, 11 15 4

Table 1. Comparison of general information between KBD group and normal adult group (X +S)
# 1. KBD H5EEE R AE—MERILLER(X £59)

KBD #H(n = 59) 1EH 4H(n = 56) K3 48 vHE P A
FERN(R) 61.36 + 7.98 59.46 + 6.99 t=1.292 0.199
G (m) 1.59 + 0.09 1.68 + 0.08 t=—4.74 0.000™
A (Kg) 59.38 + 6.8 66.16 + 5.93 t=-5.407 0.000"
R EFEH(BMI) 23.42 255 23.64 + 2.54 t=-0.435 0.664
5 25 30 ¥ =1.444 0.23
5
7 34 26
Vi 59 53 ¥ =0.019 0.895
)53
e 59 55

¥¥: "P<0.05 "P<0.01.

3.2. RA KBD AS5EEMALE CT Z4#ERNESH LR

FEX N KBD A5 IR M A S E R RS AL, B8 KRR AT, tho a4,
UEoyE e R, MEE TR AT, oS R A SR, RIER AR, Rk, A KBD 41
118 BRr 96 BRAT. HHORMIRL S, 22 BRORERG: IEH AR 108 B 72 BRAT. ThOCTIHE G, 36 Bk
e WAZ A BZES 2573 (P < 0.05) (£ 2).

Table 2. Comparison of anterior and middle articular surface fusion between adult KBD group and normal adult group

2. A KBD B5IEEMRABR hXTHMEEEE

KBD 41(n = 118) 1E# 4 (n = 108) Pkt P
—— & 96 72 6.378 0.012"
R Rk -
5 22 36

vE: "P<0.05, " P<0.01.

J N\ KBD 415 1EH SN CT =4k 5 i 2 50 & LA & -

@® BN KBD ZHBREMK T, Ao, BE %, M. WEhe. WEwm. WEeise. my
R BRI, Gissane’s fi. Bohler 2 /N IEH AL (P < 0.05); JE R TWRKE. AR EE.
Jei SR T ) T AR A 2H 2 1) 6 ¥ 2% 22 S/ (P > 0.05) (% 3).
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Table 3. Comparison of measured parameters between adult KBD group and normal adult group
3. A KBD A5 EEM ABNESHELE

ZH KBD 4 (n = 118) IE# 4 (n = 108) t P{H
BRAHA BE (mm) 62.30 = 7.17 76.40 + 4.06 -13.351 0.000"
Ja R R E (mm) 30.14 + 3.07 29.46 + 2.94 1.349 0.179
AT BE (mm) 16.41+2.72 19.30 + 2.58 -6.499 0.000™
T2 51 B (mm) 26.02 +2.95 25.31+2.50 1.509 0.133
PR (mm) 32.26+2.74 33.73+£3.33 -3.019 0.003™
PR VA (mm) 48.16 + 6.25 59.64 + 4.11 -12.201 0.000™
BRE 5 5 (mm) 40.37 +3.86 44.22 +4.30 -5.804 0.000™
BRE 5% =5 (mm) 42.17 +3.27 45.15 + 3.40 —5.42 0.000™
PR V36 i (mm) 23.79 £ 2.47 25.11+2.22 -3.323 0.001™
PR AR (mm?) 48845 + 11802 66325 + 13257 -8.576 0.000™
PR R WA (mm?) 8784 + 1293 10187 + 1241 —6.618 0.000™
J& TR (mm?) 611.77 + 116.69 583.15 + 96.22 1.558 0.121
Gissane’s f(*) 130.05 + 8.86 133.83 £5.14 -2.883 0.004™
Bohler £(°) 28.57 + 9.06 32.03+4.70 -2.613 0.01"

¥¥: "P<0.05 "P<0.01.

@ RN KBD A7 IBRAHCRE . BIRKRE . BREWEK. WEfEs. REmm. WREgi. Rk

1. Gissane’s 1 &/ NTIEHW RAZL(P < 0.01); AMIFRE v, EREVAEE . Bohler /N T IEH A

H, HERITEZEFP>0.05). AMEBRMKE ., sroKE., RE%E. WEWHK. BEEm. RE ke,

PRAT AR, BRERIEAN. EREE . Bohler M /N T IER AP < 0.05); AMIERTTRKE. Al

R JaRATHMTFR . Gissane’s P MG W35 % 7:(P > 0.05). U4, FATWELH| A KBD &

U J5 56 T E AR IS K T IE# B, 450 Gissane's f1 /N T1E# A2, 7200 Bohler /T 1E# A
4, BNV ESHMH AT R E G FRE S, AR EHA T B 4).

Table 4. Side comparisons between the adult KBD group and the normal adult group

5% 4. B KBD A5 IF & s A 2B M5 EL 55

) 531 KBD 4.(n = 59) 1EH 4H(n = 56) t1d P A

i 62.53 + 7.40 75.5 +4.10 -8.749 0.000™

BRI (mm) .
H 62.05 + 6.99 77.48 + 3.82 -10.18 0.000
) I 30.16 + 3.00 20.17 +2.73 1.498 0.138

Ja F&FT 984K (mm)

H 30.12 £3.15 29.82 £3.19 0.387 0.699

i 16.43 + 2.87 19.60 + 2.92 -4.827 0.000™

i K (mm) "
+H 16.39 + 2.60 18.93 +2.08 —4.247 0.000
N I 26.01 +2.99 25.36 + 3.03 0.994 0.323

il 2% 5 5% (mm)

H 26.02 + 2.95 26.17 +1.92 1.138 0.259
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Continued
I 32.29+2.82 33.21+3.26 -1.357 0.178
HR-E 5% (mm) -
Hi 32.23 + 2.67 34.35 + 3.40 -3.03 0.003
i 48.47 +6.29 58.69 + 4.35 -7.839 0.000™
PR TR FR A (mm) .
+H 47.87 +6.25 60.79 + 3.54 -9.497 0.000
N Vi 40.46 +3.52 43.87 + 4.49 ~3.859 0.000™
FRE J5 e (mm) N
H 40.28 +4.19 44.66 +4.11 -4.327 0.000
N b 4236351 45.43 +3.57 -3.818 0.000™
FRF H = (mm) N
H 41.99 + 3.03 4482 +3.24 -3.764 0.000
o I 23.57 + 2.66 24.62 £2.26 -1.817 0.073
HRE VAR T (mm) -
Hi 24.00 + 2.27 25.70 + 2.06 -3.161 0.002
I 49219 + 11667 64907 + 13123 -5.651 0.000™
PRE-A R (mm?) .
H 48477 + 12022 68038 + 13493 —6.466 0.000
, i 8804 + 1319 10120 + 1210 —4.495 0.000™
R R A (mm?) -
H 8765 + 1278 10269 + 1299 -4.825 0.000
X , I 610.13 + 106.12 571.06 + 85.20 1.719 0.089
J& AR (mm?)
+H 613.39 + 127.14 597.76 + 108.14 0.528 0.599
pis 128.78 + 8.79 133.56 + 5.21 -2.694 0.009™
Gissane’s fi(°)
H 131.3+8.82 134.15+5.16 ~1.476 0.144
I 29.51 + 8.96 31.98 +4.52 -1.399 0.166
Baohler f1(%) .
H 27.65+9.15 32.08 + 5.05 -2.227 0.029

vE: "P<0.05, " P<0.01.

® BN KBD ZH B VEERFIC S . RTRKEE . IR v AWK, WREEm. W mm. R
B BB A RIER. Gissane’s 1R E /N T IEH M ALL(P <0.05); JGRTTRKE., AiREELE
EZ5F(P>0.05), JERITHMHBRTIERRAHA, HEG %25 (P > 0.05); Bohler f1(29.31 +8.83)°
INFIEH AAL(32.76 + 5)°, LG #ZERP > 0.05). LMEIRHKE . WEWHEK. Bohler f B &/
TIEH AP < 0.05); J5 &7 SRACLE L 98 i B RV B J5 D1 THD T AR 35K T IR i N 41(P < 0.05);
RATRKE. IR EmE. WERE. REAREmAs MEEEZREP > 0.05); HE AR, BRERmm.
Gissane’s fi/NFIE® A4, (HIEG 4% 5 (P > 0.05) (% 5).

Table 5. Sex Comparison between adult KBD group and normal adult group
#F# 5. M KBD tA5IEER ALAMAILLER

el KBD #i(n = 59) 1EH 4 (n = 56) t{i P&
5 62.15 + 6.94 79.23 +2.03 -13.121 0.000™
PR (mm) N
5's 62.41 + 7.40 71.81 + 2.64 -4.828 0.000
i H 31.31+3.00 31.01 250 0.458 0.648
S T 9K FE (mm) .
i 29.21 +2.81 26.70 + 2.16 0.287 0.002
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Continued
B 16.32 +2.30 19.91 +2.01 -7.109 0.000™
BT 9K (mm)
s 16.48 + 3.03 17.64 +1.43 ~1.436 0.155
N 5 26.17 + 3.14 26.36 + 1.66 -0.312 0.756
11T 5% 5 (mm) ”
e 25.90 + 2.81 23.30 £ 2.05 3.362 0.001
5 32.74+3.12 35.12 + 2.43 -3.589 0.001™
ERHE 55 (mm) .
& 31.88 +2.36 30.32 + 1.60 2.422 0.018
o 9 47.75 +5.67 61.95 + 3.24 ~12.549 0.000”
BRE VI E A (mm) "
7 48.50 £ 6.70 56.25 + 2.45 —4.395 0.000
N 9 40.85 + 4.05 46.27 £ 3.30 -6.221 0.000”
ERH J5 /1 (mm)
e 39.99 + 3.67 39.60 +1.82 0.391 0.697
N H 42.99 + 3.46 46.04 +2.54 -4.201 0.000™
BRE 5 = (mm)
s 41.52 +2.97 41.27 £ 1.26 0.326 0.745
o 9 24.08 +2.43 26.46 +1.94 ~4.586 0.000™
BREVE 3 & (mm)
7 23.56 + 2.49 23.27 £1.79 0.427 0.67
5 51305 + 12164 74440 + 7071 -9.5 0.000™
PR AR (mm®)
e 46885 + 11215 49386 + 5958 -0.834 0.407
5 8953 + 1384 11032 + 672 -7.69 0.000™
PR R TR (mm?)
s 8649 + 11215 8739 + 884 -0.27 0.788
‘ , B 643.99 + 117.97 618.17 + 72.09 1.084 0.282
JE A A (mm?) "
7 586.10 + 109.93 479.31 + 48.40 3.666 0.000
5 129.68 + 7.55 133.87 +5.58 —2.641 0.01"
Gissane’s (")
e 130.82 + 8.87 133.38 + 4.73 -1.079 0.284
5 29.31 +8.83 32.76 £+ 5.00 -1.96 0.054
Bohler () .
s 27.20 £+ 7.82 32.29+4.10 2.437 0.017

vE: "P<0.05 "P<0.01.

3.3. A KBD 4E4yEiatik

AN KBD 432, FEANE 3 BT bL e R B0, SN KBDI FEAHEE, 1 FES 11 FEERAC L
AR, AR & E . IR, REmEK. WEEeE. W WEmile. m_Emi. R
TR ZD/NP < 0.01); 51K 1 EEEMEL, 111 FEEE Gissane’s ffi i 2 8/MP < 0.01); JEREK
&L JERATHTEAL . Bohler £ 111 2 A E Fuih 2% (P > 0.05), {HATLAMEEE], b5 ™ H A%
JE 3R, Bohler M 236 K (L 6).

Table 6. Comparison of component degrees of adult KBD
6. A KBD A5 EE]LLER

ZH | FZ(n = 24) Il £(n = 20) Il J&(n = 15) F1E P1E
ER A BE (mm) 69.26 + 4.07 60.65 + 2.23% 53.53 + 3.52% 158.799 0.000%
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Continued

Ji T R (mm) 30.62 +2.94 30.20 + 3.05 29.30 £ 3.22 1.659 0.195
BT K2 (mm) 17.76 + 2.40 15.99 + 2.61% 14.84 + 2.38% 13.398 0.000%
9 = 2 (mm) 27.31+2.75 25.78 + 2.68* 24.29 + 2.73% 11.175 0.000%
PR 98 (mm) 33.49 + 2.55 31.62 +2.33% 31.19 + 2.88% 9.019 0.000%
BRE VA B (mm) 54.03 + 3.98 46.83 + 2.48" 40.69 + 2.84% 141.452 0.000%
ERA JE = (mm) 42.05+3.43 40.21 + 3.52% 37.92 + 3.68% 12.226 0.000%
PR B % & (mm) 43.86 +2.84 42.07 +2.79* 39.63 + 2.87% 19.925 0.000%
BRE VA R (mm) 25.13 £2.23 23.72 + 1.78% 21.75 + 2.25" 23.21 0.000%
FREAA A (mm?) 57028 + 12130 47001 + 5382% 38408 + 7909 37.568 0.000%
PR R WA (mm?) 9814 + 958 8490 + 712% 7559 + 1098% 56.507 0.000%

J& 5% TH A (mm?) 613.90 + 115.44 626.90 + 121.32 587.54 + 112.16 0.969 0.383
Gissane’s (") 131.88 + 7.79 131.23+8.38 125.51 + 9.77* 5.566 0.005%

Bohler A (%) 27.43+7.98 28.94 + 10.48 29.88 + 9.06 0.812 0.448

: "5 KBD | JEAEL P <0.05, *5 KBD | AL P <0.01,
4. 71ig

KBD (Kashin-Beck Disease, KBD)& —Fh X3t . X FxPE. 2K K THIEHIEE[5]. Kashin-Beck
XA TN T L& PIALE A Nicolai Ivanowich Kashin (1825~1872)F1 Eugene V Beck (1885~1916) 5%} ix fi
FER AL 5 190 (1 DT HR[6] [7] [8] [9]e FLAFAETE 2 I I R A M R B IR A R 52, W%
BN AR TEA B ST A E B8 A E 2 A1[2] [10]K 2 Bl PRARBUAE LB I 31 2 25 & SR AR 15 B &2
ZRR A MRR I G . RO T . TSRS AL s, T E RN RRE . Rk
[11] [12]. #R#EHE BA R RAMR 2018 £ LA M 4dE, Hui4E 379 A~ E 345 177,018 AfE & KBD,
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