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Abstract
Total knee arthroplasty is usually the final choice of patients with severe knee arthritis. With the
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aging of our population, the number of total knee arthroplasty operations will continue to increase
in the future. Although total knee arthroplasty is a mature operation, clinicians have always been
pursuing more accurate prosthesis position and higher patient satisfaction, and improving the
accuracy and stability of the operation from all aspects. The robot-assisted surgery system is a
new artificial intelligence technology. At present, many types of robot-assisted systems have been
applied in clinical surgery. Research shows that they can effectively help clinicians improve the
accuracy of the prosthesis position and the lower limb alignment after surgery, but there are few
studies on long-term prognostic indicators. At present, robot-assisted knee arthroplasty is still in
the development stage, and there is still huge room for improvement in the robot system and re-
lated surgical procedures.
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1. 518

AR B R (TKA, total knee arthroplasty) & 4hekHci WHIF AR 2 —, BEEFRE A D ZE10 N E,
TKA FAREMREAR R B RN RFEHE K. Rk, TKA RIGIHRESE B e w7 2 s mxd
RN REF AR KRB EREE. 2L HENEE, TKA FREBEEAE. FAH
ARHAAR J5 BRI T S IE 7 RS, HET 20 7R, J7F 1T 20%0 B35 £ TKA R
Ji o AR TF AR BUR AN R [L] [2] [3]-

NP RN A B E ARG R, BRHEAEANR T KRR . AR, A
TARERAR CIEF RIS 52 kM, THENL S ATH AR (CAN, Computer-assisted navigation). A HEALELE T
B (PSI, Patient-specific instrumentation) LA & AL #5 N4l Bh TR 5 40 198 F A7 DAFS B AR 2 A st i
PELLRARJG N 146 HRT, HLEs A4 Bh 4 o017 B # R (RA-TKA, Robot-assisted total knee arthroplasty)
CRONBT TR R, 5 HASR I RARIE R A3 [4] [5] [6]. AR T 2481 BRI OCT E T AR LA
NZRG, g 7 I Fsk g, AT Bhim R A 1 IR ST BT RILEE ARG, X HIT ML
NPT ERFAR AR RE L.

2. HAIERNBAHBBXPERRGREBXTHR
2.1. ROBODOC®/TSolution-One® &%t

ROBODOC® (Curexo Technology, Fremont, CA, USA)L#s N4l 2 Gt 2 fi 5 T 5415 B #R (1 £ 5
WA RS, tHEEE FDA #ERE — N TERFARBNE AN RS 2014 45, THINK Surgical 2 &]1&
W4T Curexo Technology A+, FfE ROBODOC®HL#: A R MEEA EHEH T8 — RO HGEHLE A R 48
TSolution-One®system, % R4 T 2019 4EkIh3k7 FDA #it#E. TSolution-One®HLas N RS th & —Fh¥ T
CT BUEHHAT R TR E M2 N R St.

FERCEHERPE T, 7E— 0 25 BERFH BT [7]F, ROBODOC® & Si A 30T A it J7 1 i RS 1
B, B AR B A TR T AR A P W2 N -0.4° & 177, Rbih R AR LS R
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100%. /£ 4 EMIBETH, Park Al Lee [8]14k 75 7 ROBODOC® & Bt 4 BZH A Ji el R M - B A4 £ (97.7°
vs 95.6°, P < 0.01). FIRAE B RAR A (0.2° vs 4.2°, P < 0.01). FoRA7JIZ B 1544 £ (85.5° vs 89.7°, P < 0.01)
SE5 TKA FARYMLCAFAESG T2 5. 68— TP 13 4E (W BE VT 72 9]+, ROBODOC® £ 4tk Bl TKA
54 TKA FRZIEAGE RS RE A BEEEE. RS EACE. FREA%. BatemiEeE L
1T 7% 5 (P > 0.05).

fEIGPR TS J5 T, Yang %5 A [10]f 10 4EBE VI 7455 T ROBODOC® &4tk TKA 554 TKA F
R2Z ARG HSS 1¥£47(88.7 vs 87.2, P = 0.79), WOMAC #¥43(7.6 vs 11.5, P =0.12), VAS #¥4r(1.1vs 1.2, P
= 0.51) 75 )% (132.6° vs 131.0°, P = 0.92) 4t it 24 2 7+ . Cho S5 N[11143 H T AHALEE &, AhfiT4kis T 155
5l ROBODOC® £ 4Bl TKA 1 196 {48 TKA F AR Z A 10 4EMIBE 45 R, B4 E#H ARG WOMAC
PO AFEEROCTT VR KSS 14U K SF-12 PP B&ih % . [FRE, fE—T0T 13 MY,
Kim % \[9]/% Bl ROBODOC® & 4t Bl TKA ZHAIESE TKA 412 8] # 3% KSS 53 WOMAC 143 %350
J&. UCLA &N BTS2 22 57 o 1M Liow 28 A[12]4F 2 4EIBE V7R 55 T 31 4l ROBODOC® & 4tk
B TKA TR SF-36 1743 T 29 &4 TKA TR,

TR PRI RAE T T, Park #1 Lee [8J#R45 T Al 18c#1 1 32 5l ROBODOC® & 44l TKA FAH 4 6
BT R AORE, BRI MMV IR fE AL E B LE . BT DR L
JHEE 45, T 30 fil4E 4 TKA FARL R A I IE KA.

2.2. Mako®%& %

Mako® (Stryker, Mahwah, N)HL%s NHBN R G2 —FhIE T CT G LW ARG, TN T
HLEE B ABE E R (UKA) . EB0eT B AR (THA) DAL 2R 51 B R (TKA) . Mako®i8 565 B #t R
4iF 2015 4E3k73 FDA ikt . ZRGUEIE AR AT CT EMEME B RCTT 3D A28, A AEAT A i Bk i
TRAR/NFINIE . Mako®HLas N4 B RGN B T 4Bk VL Bl LS NI B ST B PR RS,
KEWFFARIE 7 HMERE . RS B B SRR I R .

R R T, O 2T R Y] Mako® RGFERMRIBAA B . fhaE &, M. e
N B 348 T T B AT R M AT R 2 ME[13] [14] [15] [16]. Marchand 25 A 17100 R ARIE, FEAEAER
T W AT E AR, WRDIRALI & A E, Mako REFEHFIE 9°~15° RS N B SN B
R TE . Sultan 45 A[18]ELE: T 43 5l Mako® & Ge4ii Bl TKA FARF1 39 #ilfE 4 TKA F ARG 4~6 F
(1) J5 A% L (PCOR) A ISI F5 5, 51688 TKA FARA M LL, HLas NG BT AL PCOR ¥4 2 74716 (0.49
vs 0.53, P = 0.024), S5iZWF 5L NFARARSG 1 EMIESIE AP . EHLE AT R4LH, 18I ¥4
B T Y B ) R B IR (4 vs 12), AR UL, HLAS N R B i 2R g s G i A eT R
BUNe MAN, EHEF[L91R M, [ Mako® RGBT AR, ARRTHRI A R SRV A e A 5 SE R
PERIRZER N

TEWGR TS J7 16, 75— 6 4 H (a1, Marchand 25 A[20]EL48 T 20 151 Mako® & Gl TKA il
20 BifES TKA FARIEZIF I THREVE O FEE T R E TS 1, HLEs N FRA MNP % %
k(B +3vs5+3, P<0.05)fHEHEER S04 +8vs7+8, P<0.05). 7£—TX} 150 %1 Mako® % St 4
TKA F1 102 MES: TKA FARMATHEEDT L [21]H, ARJ5 3N HEEVIR, s NFARLASE KSS vF5 1 10
ARG S A9 AN T A AR R B @ 20 40, AR DIRRTE BN VP40« SR VP 4y« il S AR P4 45
2.3. Navio® &%

Navio® (Smith & Nephew, London, UK) & —F FHE ESPLE A RS, % R4S T RETHE. T
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WA S AL T —5, 1ZRST 2012 3575 FDA fit#EH T UKA RIS B HoR(PFA), T 2017
SEFAFHAER T TKA FR . Navio RETLHEATTEMG, KFEA P REME 3D BUR B ROTH M E,
IF B Al H T AR

TERE R YE T T, Casper 25 A\ [22133547 7 — 15 18 i FAART 9T, R4 T Navio® Z4i% ) TKA T
ARAE TREIRAT B A ANE A FE IR SRR 25 8-0.1° £ 0.9°, [RET- & NAMIAE IR 2 N-0.2°£0.9°, [RE 5
FAREIRZEN-0.2° £ 1.3 SR, i B s ih B R 2 50K, 18 31-2.0° £ 2.2°, Thiengwittayaporn % A
[23]3E4T T —10 75 5 Navio® R 448 TKA 5 77 Btk 48 TKA FARIIBEHLAIRIRLE, Navio®R4iFAA
HF 94. 7% J 2 SEIL T 5 MU 3° LA P R B A LA AT 5%

FEIR R TS J7 1, Held 25 A\ [2413K3E T — 54 5% 111 4] Navio® £ Zi i B TKA TR 5 110 Bil4E 48 TKA
FARI BT, WAEBREHIT T ARE 3 MH. 12 NAM 24 NS HAKIBET, EREIEEAE. H3hE.
fEBERT A KSS P45« WOMAC P-4 Fll SF-12 P43 J5 THI o i %5 %5 5 Savov 55 A [25]0 [F] — 7 F- A Pe A= ik
T (R 70 51 Navio® R Gt Bl TKA FARHMEAT 7 Geitor b, il 2SR f(CUSUM, Cumulative Summation)
455 Navio® Rt 2 > i 28 11 4.

2.4. ROSA® &%

ROSA® £ 4t (Zimmer Biomet, Warsaw, IN) T 2019 4 1 A 3575 FDA itk i% R4 7] DLk A EE 8
RGN, A RIGHR T, ROSAPRG R UL T B IEMIAL x 2808 F v o4 4E Bk 3D B, AT AR Pkl
TG, RATE T RERIZ, ROSA® R G8 Al HRAE A g A= M 22 M A ik 3D B8 kAT T A BRI .

EAEERE T, Parratte 25 A[26]7E— 1 30 I ARSI MW 70, 4 ROSA® RS R 5
A EEREAT TR TE, RIUEF ROSA® R G T Se bl /i 5 RIS A I 2 I 10 2 12
B T B A it £ (—0.95° + 0.88%) 41, HiAx b Tl 1 B I S bRl M B S H R R R G i e
Sy EECE EREJTI,  BRCE i PN (0.35 + 0.84 mm)AIfEHF- 5 P9l (0.66 + 0.64 mm) 2 My E AL,
SEE A B RS EE B ST R E LS 5 . 1Ak, Seidenstein 25 A\ [27]7E 14 f] ROSA® %
S B TKA (7 ) P ARFRA) AN 20 Bil4E 48 TKA FAR 10 AP AEFRA) I 58 EL i T ROSA® RSk (i
WatE RS E M, ROSA® R GBI AR 544 F RYINT L, P HKA /5 0.8° £0.6° vs 2.0° £ 1.6°, HKA
FE 3° LA N 100% vs 75%, £ 2° LA 93% vs 60%, ROSA®Z Stk Bl T A 4L 5 o th s A2 Mo sl 1
T TR, REEME P < 0.05). HLEENGHBIFARAS, RS EAE (1.3 £ 1.0,
HAR KT bR A ST RIS A /N T 0.6°, bRl /T 0.4°, SERralE B S5 Raa
JE R 23/ T 0.7 mm, FRifEZEE/NT 0.7 mm, W] ROSA® RS IHER M 5 Fa e MR . (HAE,
Shin % N[28](F 7E 21, SR ROSA RGULT- 7] LLERA AL TKA (bR VIkR, (BAEJR T D)k B
T3 T AN K HEAf

PR TR J71H , Mancino £ A [29]/IF 78404 7 50 11 E B 545 3 ROSA® A Gi il TKA 5 47 fiilf%
4t TKA FA, TEEGR ROSA® RSB TKA 1E 12 AN H BEVT I KOOS 143 (13 9/ & 43 (85 vs 79.1, P
= 0.0283) VP4 T1% 48 TKA FA, Bh4h, ROSA® R Gk TKA FARUAR G B4 RS H 30 H K (119.4°
vs 107.1°, P < 0.0001), i KOOS [ ABIE 4L, KSS. FIS-12. - KAE AL T i F14% 0 i 6 20 g i 3 25 5+

2.5. HURWA (B FERIB[BARG

HURWA X5 FARNLEE A R G A ORI I R T RHCA R AR B F0ER$liE, T 2022 4 1 A3k
] [E 5% 24 & B 7 =) (NMPA, National Medical Products Administration)fit v E 7, 21 3k E NMPA
WIEREF=RC T FARIBEARSR, ZRAFAEEARA CT BT o e BORFTRR] . B A G
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WFAHRIE R, Li % AN [30]4R3E T — 58 2 H O REAL HRIG ARRES, B4E 73 ) HURWA EHTF RIS A
B TKA 00 77 B4 48 TKA TR 4, 45 5 2 7x HURWA B NG B) TKA 4LA J5F- 2 HKA f 4 1 § 1.801°
+1.608° 1ML 4t TKA 9 NEH 3.017° +2.735°, Z{HAA ST 7R X Pl NHB) TKA LS TKA 4H
ARJG R RAE Tt 55 3 LA I EL 14 5 A 81.2%F1 63.5%; PiZHA 5 WOMAC 14> HSS ¥4
SF-36 15 F1 KSS PF4r T . 2 5% o

26. ME"ENFRUB[ARS

5 (Skywalker) B BLHF AL A B LRI B ALE AN R ) Bt A IR A R, A2 5 3K3k FDA WA
UER FE P A B oG T BT AL N, HORTT R R 48 75 AR J 8 R AT CT 9l @ o1 =4
B, MR T ARTT R HARH T RER D, Xia 58 N[BLRE 7 —F 31 HIRJHATHEMEDT T, W& T
I EECHL AR N R G S B TR S TR R (K 2R AR S5 R R S T, i s e R
BT AMIER B R BR R AN E B R S I IR & AMUECE 2= (5 279 0.87 £ 0.63 mm,
1.02 £ 0.67 mm. 0.74 £ 0.46 mm. 0.98 + 0.81 mm. 0.92 + 0.66 mm. 1.04 + 0.84 mm, A EH ARG N
NEIRTHEXSFF 3 BAN, Il BE B AR G IR & A

3. WikS5RE

FEASCHZE ML N B G T B AR G, B RN ER, B8 RGEERE T
NEWE . B RZETTHRI 7RG AERYE S RENE . Z2HAREIEY] 1 HLE NIRRT BRI
FARER . HTE 5EGRRTEMARTEZEVEZER, 10 H T2 Hlas N R GTE = K R Vit 7ok
P B RIMEAR A G R AR . ML N R SRR AR — 2 RIRYE, KRZHWLE NABI RS
ARBTTH R I T B IR ISR B VRS, 1A A 2% TR VR3S T IR 51T Y A AR AL 200 7 B S e 2 b T L
SWARGRRN A, W —ERE LRI T ARER . SENSNREFIEBEE AN CT KGR
ARBOHEL, WiAEGRCT B FARL T IR A, 7E1%J7TH Navio® R A ROSA®RGUAF/E— & MR,
F AAE T AT R 1% DL TAREEA b€ CEATEEAT TR . HAT, HLEs NGB OG- B b T %
JEBTBL Hlas ARG A AR T ARRARIAAAEE BRSO AR T 42 18] .
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