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Abstract

Shoulder degenerative diseases are characterized by an increasing incidence of rotator cuff tears
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with age. Reverse shoulder arthroplasty (RSA) represents a major therapeutic option for patients
with deficient rotator cuff function. Glenoid anatomical variation, especially differences in glenoid
surface area, is a key factor affecting prosthesis selection and surgical outcomes. This review sum-
marizes the methodologies for measuring glenoid anatomical parameters, including conventional
radiography, three-dimensional MRI/CT imaging, and validation against cadaveric specimens. It an-
alyzes inter-individual and ethnic variations in glenoid surface area and morphology, elaborates the
biomechanical basis for prosthesis size selection, and highlights individualized prosthesis selection
strategies based on glenoid surface area for patients with small, large, and complex deformed gle-
noids. Key points regarding postoperative functional recovery and complication prevention are
summarized, together with a clinical practice framework and directions for future research, aiming
to provide theoretical and practical references for the individualized clinical application of RSA.
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1. 5|

JA RATIBAT M A2 T 350 5 Ty R R i R4 g 1) DL JER R, 7 B s [ AR 0 o A AR
B N D 2R R INGE, JB IR B I o R 20 BT, WEEIT KRG H 2K B[], T
MR E Ay f H W JE ST R 2 —, HORAE SR B RG22 9 0, 78 60 & DA B A rh s F ] ik
30% LA [2] [3]. JA Al 1 AN 5 Bk T A 2 52 IR, 38 1T Be it JE A w844 G159 (cuff tear arthropathy,
CTA), #t—BhInE TR A&[4].

L1 BXRTERITHEERRITRESAITER

JB RATIBAT PEBIR AT 3 =R AE Bos R AR A DG . — 0T 490 5 TR IS B (508 7 b 35
B, BRTERELENP A BN R, HiSWigmilsw k7 e 528 5 mrE[1]. 8 fhdn i im e
AR PRI FE WS S Ry T, BRSO RO . E AR G ER ) Beclin-1 ik R BL A LB
5 3% #1025 A (mammalian target of rapamycin, mTOR){& 538 53 [2] . X o442 s G 5U- Ml 4141
BEATPEIRAR, e 50 JH KT AR E PEA D RE B Al 40 (10 T SRS B G LR 5790 7 ARG IT . KT8
FAREBAIRTT B M MR S5 & 18 M 0 A 07, Reis 035 el BE A AT RE[3]. SR,
oF 77 PR J AR SR O R B AR IR ST R R, R B BRSO L BT IR R JEOCTT B
ARALFE R 5 A 42 5 567 B # R (anatomic total shoulder arthroplasty, aTSA) A 2 2B 5675 B #e R (reverse
shoulder arthroplasty, RSA), J&&FE0&EH T8 #iZhse A e B34 [5].

12. RABXTNEZRARERHESIRK

2B 2T E AR M A YA 2 A Paul Grammont - 1985 4EHEH, HL T ELG I FAEY %
JE B A SEOHT[6] 0 A% SEMAR IR R % B ORI T 52 38 10 R Al D RESR 4 Rp o< 9 Ag g PEAE Sh v B, i e
JERAT B SO JE RN AR AU R R R O NN RS, I = AL E . AR
ML RE A AR BT T REdR SRR SE (0 5CT DhREAN R 4 (O iE s [6]. SalUR %1 BEHARKIA L T2
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AP B RO BRI A g SRR, IS U 6 A 2R 4 U B v A A A
IR E[6]. BEE AN BT H SO M T ARBR B, SR 557 B A IE BAIE A R AT JE #i
RYESATRY BB AE R M B Lo J 3T JHORN R TAR IR VIR G B UL LSRR 1 JH R
KFR[S][7]e —IRGIN Eor, [aUR 7 B AT I Sk SRR S HOR 5 i A 4 s e B
HARAML, FEFI G2 AN ) B8 25035 7 T S A R 45 R [5]. SR 51T B ORI IR R 45 R 2 B 2 P AT R
SO AR JERAE R W RREC —, RAEFLN 4%~15%, SN FARBEARMBES 7 £ %D
K[8] Mg FER T7 IR TR, JERL YA A5 B SRNE, RT LAZe A0 B B2 (R O 038 D RE45 SR [9] - 2RTT

SR KT E AR Pk, BRI B . A ARG AR IR RRE[10] [11]. BIME S 2R o675 B
REA I RIR, 5 FAEAFFRLY 85%~90%, LERMRK OIFETLEERAZ) . AR ATE7]

13. KW LBHIER IR EFAIPEEE

SR (A AL S A S T B AR G R R . R BB KN T A BAEAE R
FWAMEZE A E R, XA R R AIE R . T AR Im R 45 R [12] [13]. =4EH5HAL
W =414 (computed tomography, CT) 73 AT &7, 9715 a1 ) L AnT 2 2080 45 Hi 151 471 (version) « 514 # (inclination)
% 5 (offset) MR AN S, X LS HUAE IE 5 AR HRAS FIMELET 1228 55 [12] . NHRRE 2 M 22 57
MR T H . —TRGIFMARH, IR AR RT3 06 d RN T AT i e i, X
Al B FEUBAA A VT ECAT F AR ME[13] . 2677 di R i /AT R S BURMAE S A2 Bl e A4 IS, 1
JSF R AT R 511 dd FE I e . BRAH S RS B2 IR . DRLIG, ORS00 2 00 9 i 2400 T4
AR R B RS, KT E AR 5 — N EEPR, W TRETE R R BT E M
BT ARA[14] o B R0 A FE AN S 1Y 5 ma i A [8] 5 PR e PERIOC Y dh B I ST A o B KT i B R 5
Latarjet T ARMAEY) ) # LB AR, 0 T RIS di g il, MAER GRS, EBERT 5 1ok
ANFIAE B [14] o BE AR A% (magnetic resonance imaging, MR &+ A ek, W=y 2 — 617 i JE ik,
Pe iR 7O w1 T S AN A M [15]

14 ARBIRSERER

TN F AR S R ST B AR B 70 B TR AR R 2 10 I R S B H T I PR AR L e ) 8
SR o T AR PR A U B 4 SR B RO I FR R L 1 2 AR, PTRe e TR RCR A R B . K
i AR5 (B RST (R W T R P 5 M (R A o] 5 BRI AR P R NI AR A7 2R [16] o AR L33 1) BBl 75
SR AR B 1 7R RS AT BB T AR ) S R BT O o T AR AR I R T
PAS G PRIGAE 9 FE A0 T AN (R0 B AR AR 1Y o T AR VA wh (v i ek R g B, PR DG TR
5B RS T HC 6T I PR 45 R 5E M0, PPAl R 032 6 SR 7E et T AR R Ak 2D 5 R 77 THI RS FE A B
IR i HEAR S 151 £ (glenoid baseplate retroversion) (i 52 e sUR KT BB AR I EZ R F &, BNk
PG PT LAESCE AR 5 N BETE BN, (H AT e AN ) A OCTI AR B E[16] . (R, BE-F 507 da SRR AiE
MAME F AR T EZEEFZRLZANSH, BT TR, . BREMEEREEMIIRTER. &
9€ T ¥ 25 (subcoracoid distance) {4 5 — AN EE RTS8, 5 ARG N G 30 FEASR[17]. BN
RN E AR P EG RET, SlRERANESIZIR. Wik, EREKTERAN N RERES, FE
A THIPPAR 51 i A0 B S5 M R G &R RIS SR E TR TFARTT R .

2. X RBHSHNETEF
SR AR M R R IR SR 61 B IR SR . U R 2R M R IR T ARG
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PR BARBIDA =G REBARKIEAR, AFIN ST SRR P AT RN PR SEF 5 1 A7 A8 X2 25 22

=N
Jto

21 RGEFEFMUERAR

GG 2 M R R R FEAHE X 267 F F 4T H SO LIKT 2 4 4 (Computed Tomography, CT)lll & 772
X EF v MBI R B S IEAL R AT A AR I Y A, GG G R R B B RIR AR
RS HORVIAG ST F TEAS[18] - SR, X 281 7 I 5t 52 B4R B8 A 3 L KB 3 R AN 518 B 35 55 DR 3R () 5
AR VEAPR[19]. =4 CT MR R4 7 HAF I EvELS ) RoR, Rens S vERR I & 5C1T di 2tk R
WP ESHAFE R EAEA. B N S MURHA AT SR BE[20]. 6T F S A R s
FERAT F e TE Ab AT, IEF TN 23~35mm [20]. i d B FARMEM T & EEE T, EFME
Ja [ 35~48 mm [20]. X HELR M & U7 ik BARTR L 24T, (AR AT R WS s 4TS RHIE. 4
D735 1) 3 B R SR AE T Jov A i VP A5 01 i i 2 P R AR T AR, IR eSO T R ST BRI
VUG Z R BE[21]. HhAh, RN TOVE T VAL OG0 d il B AR BE RS, IRTEJR R AR B
JENEE[22].

2.2. WhFLAR Ak {5 B AT R

G AR 1% (Magnetic Resonance Imaging, MRI)TE 2™ Fo il & 10 B2 H $2 4t 1T 3B R 55 M S5 i &5
GG . =4E MR HORBEWS A2 5 20 HER (0 0617 i = 4R, SP RS A 1 sl 2 B B [21]. 5 CT M
e, MRI B AAE T RERS I PPAL OGSl do S A0 B A 2 B [23] . # 8 MRI I E AR 45
BT =R AN AR A& . iR RN RIS [24]. — BT FETT R T RIS - K17 da sk
(anterior coracoglenoid line)Ml| & 777%, i MRI BEGPEAkilfh F 1% 5CT da i B4 [24] o %7545 8 %1911 7]
At BE PR RFCHNE, SX08 N REREOTM R A SR —BE[24]. =48 MRI &K
9 o R T AR R 7 V530 SR 23 B 0 RS du ol N RI#HAT =4, ANt REHER I AR[21]. BHA
FKH, =4k MRl IEFCTHRIAE =4 CT WELSREA RN —8E, HHNHHXFRE(Intraclass
Correlation Coefficient, ICC)FJiA 0.85~0.92 [21]. MRI i g% #E R 1R 51 515 & P BRI SR E, X
X T PPAG DG fa i e B vk B B X[23]. X AgE CT 7152 (Dual energy CT arthrography) /2 5 —Ff
B EHAR,  Be g AU AR XS B B T 25 BRI BRI A 2, AR RO 1) 5G9 e = 48 5 g R
[19]. ZHEARES G T CT (15573 (8] 4 HrEe A O TIE 52 (B AH SO0 LR S, RR I FH TPl JB DG AR e i
2R B AR [19]

23. PR SRGFMERXMES R

FRBR AR A DA A T ) S BT I AR, VAR I S T VR R IR R A T S
JURTIEFE RS E RN RO B US4, BRI R ST R iR R RAFZE[20] [25]. — 3
PRIEAS I B FURIE 7 % B F RS BiEAN 25.3+3.2mm, RN 36.8+4.1mm, IREA
2.8+ 0.9 mm [20]. KV R HRMFHME N 8.7 £ 1.5 cm?, iR P12 M T (E N 25.4 + 3.8 mm [25]. iX
S ) B S S B A5 A D R AR PR VP A R A T IR . BRI R S P AR AR I B A DS o BT R
=4k CT F=4E MRI ZEIN & 50T d 2 1t R J7 T 5 7 AR & B s B — Bt [21] . =4k CT & X1 i
HIERHRZETCE N 0.3~1.2 mm, ETFARMRZEGEY 05~1.8 mm [21]. =4 MRI )l &R Z 0 5 T
CT, {HTEIG AR P H 523G H P [21] AT 5071 di R A i, =4 RAR 5 505 P A A oM R 8 (r
{E)FTIA 0.78~0.85 [21]. THIARIN & 15 75 IR T 5248 53 B (110 U s AN ARV o St ) G Ak 3
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SRS 5 S B R RERE 2 =y 70 B B AE R I A0 P B S [19]. FUATI FUE R 7 1 R0 da RS /M 2 =
AR GEES .. ARABRXTERTAAEREESR, KR 73T AN ARG AR R A7 5 A 3 6 1) =5 24
[20]. KATHIEASEG B ST R MUAHDCHE /S HT R B, ST d iR A il 2 142 5 J5 DG 1 AR e M B I AH G
[26]. SLAR 5B U7V 56 UE 75 225 RN =3 N AIIU Tl (Y T . AT R B, 00 =F ' I & 2 fd
FAbREAG I B B U3CINE DG s B M I = (1 2L 9 A DG R 8 nT ik 0.85~0.95, T AR &2 (1) 45 A AH ¢ RN
0.80~0.90 [27]. I B4k & 52 1k e A7 B it — 20 1 v W P o i 1k A 8% [19]

3. XTRERSHESRRS

AT (glenoid) TE R JE I E S B Sk T BUR 15 DR BE G5, JLAR R SR AE B 3252 ) T I AR e
PS5 IDiRE . KN d AR ST RAME 2 7 225, R VA X L6 25000 T e 508 26715 B 4 (reverse total shoul-
der arthroplasty, RTSA) f)/MAfk i % 45 5 # 22[28] [29].

3.1 XPERRTHRIFETEREE

KT e ROTAAAE B B R A8 5, IR SRAEANRINEE . MR AR I R . B T =4t
FLHLIKT Z F34 (three-dimensional computed tomography, 3D-CT) & & [ HF 2 7w, 1E & BN 9 d 1) 38 B ey
J& (superoinferior height)yu [ 7 28.5 mm % 42.7 mm Z [a], 7KV & (anteroposterior width) E [# /£ 18.3 mm
% 29.6 mm 2 [A][28] [30]. %15 # F AR (glenoid surface area) () &l 76 1E 5 A S ES0 A6, HHE
234 85cm?, FRMEZELN 1.2.cm?[28]. M ZE AR K da RO R R o BB SCTT E i) T 1 L
A 39.2mm+3.1mm, “FHEIKFIEREAN 26.8mm+2.4mm; oA N EE 4> 514 35.6 mm + 2.8 mm Al 23.9
mm+2.1mm [30]. HERAH IR ST ARTE B S AW ARE, (EFE B QT RERELIRE TN, ST i ]R~Har
RE LA B BT B B D AR b i A 4 2 2038 [29] o IR i ROT IO AR e AU IRAE 8 0HE |, 38 SO AE K B B
(height-to-width ratio) & AH XS S8 H o IR 01T i (A B EE 208 1.3~1.5, SRHI5CHT i LA IEDE Mk B2 [28].
XFPTEAFAERT TR BT i 5 B HEAR TR S, RE R 2475 A FH 50 7% B [0 AR

32. XPERESESBRS

KA TILAS I E B BB ARG T71%. Walch 702K 24852 H TR &) 2 B9 SR A2
YR I, BRI 9% B I DR A JE WUR B 3k S5 AL HEAT VAL [29] [31]. %R G R B
SPNEAL: A BY(RR AT B B RS MR OCT f ) C RO E S M) D RU(HTAL) A E Y
WU 2) [29]0 A B SCTT da (FRFAE A O 7TT da RIS X AR, BEE Sk, alit—20 0 AL BU(RR B Je s
H) A A2 2 (FE S B [29]0 B 2Y G R I B 14 J5 ORI 5 B B, B Sk i) JE AL, 420 B
RE Rk 5 R N AR B2 B (e £ Ja 350 B 15 1 A X M1 TT) A B3 28 (J £ i 08 5 453 (H TG XM ThT) [29]
[31]. CBISCT R K BEMEEMWURT 25°, SEHWRIK:; D BONHTEIA O di; E BRI G d
[29]. BRT Walch 7328, HAWEE%HMAGWH TR IERZ 5. Favard 2038 R 40 F ZIFA5 )8 #oe s
iR BT i MR RS, 43 B0 BU(EARh) . E1 BUCRRIE A iR i) E2 B (RO MEAR ) A1 ES Y
(™ EE AR PR JE IR SUEER) [32] . Sirveaux 4328 R GUINH 11T e 20 D67 B 3 AR S5 1 JH IR F 0328 (scapu-
lar notching) BT VP4 [29]. KATHRIEAR ¥ B G IG IR R ZEVIAHE . B2 BUF1 B3 B Walch 11 di fEAE 4t
R R 5 B b 5 R m AL B FE AR IE ARG [29] . AH I, FERGUR R B, S di s xt
i S &5 J53 P 52 T ARG A8 /0 (L7226 PR SR A3 A7 T i s o B A 3] s AR e 1 [32]

33 ZHBRBRAERSSHTHNA
=R E @ PR R N LSRRG AT SR O 7 At TR o T U SOHLIT = 39 4 (computed
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tomography, CT)%uHfs i) = 2k S AL RE 0% A= Rl ek B2 ) 509 i B A, SEBUE 282 M Bl [30] [33].
= AL AE T RS MAE R FEEE G a2, HER I R OG5 i 51£ (glenoid version) . {87 ffi (gle-
noid inclination) f1 il 42 28 RS H[34]. = 4EITENFORUE— 2B & T =R AIRIR R o 3K £k
FRERBEAN SRR, S RHEE A AT DA AR ATREAT AT R, PP AN R A R S A B IR DL AL BE[33] - it
JORIR, ZHETENRIM 554G CT Hfafe ey do RO E ERA R — Bk, 2 5 & AR 58 11
P25y /T 0.5 mm A1 0.3 mm [33]. AL HEIEIEN KRR T =4E@ BN AR R . K
TSN E S TRBEBHEN CT B R B SR B 454, 98 N ERAF 9 A
I 18] Fe AR [31] o X L RVAAE SN A 52 P R HE B 2 RTIE 95% DA L, 5L X Fahill =45 R % —E[31]
S AEEAAE OGN i SRR DA T B AT MR OME . B SR AR IR 5T A ) B UL 5 5 (best-fit circle) Jr
12, AT DAL OGS K T AR AR [35] o TR i FE AT SR B, i sk OG da ve
JEI) 20%I) , JH %5 ANER A (AU 2 35 N [35] . =4k BUL R R B R ML SN B, NERE
T ARIRBORATHRITE F[14] [21]. BT AR ARG RS T =4e@2EL BV 20 e iR RS e,
SR R BB AR B R AR SR SCRR[34] . XS R SRR BAUA FAMBRAR BOHEA RIS &R IES T
WIEM 15247 09, TN 7 73 AT REAE I ACRE AR o I R FEUESE, kT = 4RI BT AR BE A5 38 =
BATCE FHER L, AR IRBERAL BRI IRRER[34].

34. BMEARSTEMARITIZBHSHHNFEER

MR NS WA FEE ST d A3 S50 D AR AE B35 R P 22 5 [36], 1XAh 22 7 /N e &
SE SCIRIE (1) B AN A 128 8 () M SO R, A B 7 8 W 4 2 AR P OG0T i O 2 89 5 0
MFHEAAE 28, SR A RARY R B8 K BRHE, KRR RGTE R, aEERL, H
AR AR Z AL 8.5~11.8 cm? X [H], H K5 (>800 mm?) (4 bb i 2 & T N 1 I A (4
[ BN, HARSE) S BB N7 BIHRAE[37], ENFEARE R Gi45h BoR HF 1 6 i /542 24.3
mm. 4% 34.2mm, BN EEAEA RN, o E O =4 @ RS H O  dR
FUSMEACH 7.5+ 1.0 cm?, 3T 40% AFESCTT d AL/ T 600 mm?2. JEF Rl R 2 5, a5 A [ Fhide &
REZESELHY /N d S 5E SURA38], ARG 1) 600 mm? btk o X T S s ABE, FT4ERF 600 mm?
/N B I, RZEUE A H N 20 A 15 10 B 4007 Tt T 0o NBE, S /s a3 R A i 2
N 500 mm2, [F]I AR d B T A E N 500~700 mm2, K #EE A > 700 mm2. %2 Ak AR 5 E T AE
RS A 1 45 2 A0 N A 3 N BRE (A S R A 3B St S N B K A B /N B R PR DR, TR
WD BRI 55 PRAICEL S 80U 26 A 2 MRET [ e IR SR ) R, ST AR B R 2 1 R R
TERME. HeA, T2 R AR IIAE OGN B AN R E R b, PN T M R R ST 35
IR NBEE 0.3~0.5 mm [39], X —HEMEH 5 fE B A [ e Jy AR Sy b b T B RR, 5 RS BIME
VRRE T F i ) ) Rt 3 A1 A 3o 0% s

4. BERTERNEYDFEM

Sz 38 71 B e (Reverse Shoulder Arthroplasty, RSA) B4 R 1k £ B W AR )5 A 12 Mk fe 5
GRS, &y o DT B AR RS 5 06 da B R VS BC AR B 7 A AR R DL S B 2EL A A P SR (Rl e T T vh
OALE L IR A G R e 14 [40]

4.1, RHBRST 5T RTENEYHEBN
R AR N T 5 2 F il R B UG AR B B S UA [ e s R A K AR e . N E R R IR (25~29
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mm)3E T 235 F IR/ BB 3, EURT RESE N S T AR - RN S A B [41]. —TRATRE £
UL AR, A RSTULEC /N BAR AR ZE 3 BE VT 2.5 R0, JBUR = IABh 3 3.8%, IIGIRIhRE 4
BEUGE4L]o RN S K P B ST i R T, NS T 3T KU HE 5w e 0 52 7 (1
ffPE[42] o AR 191 £ (retroversion) PR B2 0T A 8 e D g B A I 25 SR o 3 I RS 187 2271 10° ] B
HAR G NI RE S, AT L5 AKFRTEE L3 /K, RN AR E AR e T RE[16]. TR A B 52 r
(VR Bf P B2 AR R ST R, R R AR (=36 mm) 7E = 4E LRI b 1A 5 s R 220/, P340 2.3, T
BUINEMR (<29 mm) iR 22 1A 4.1° [42] 0 T o SRt ) A 3 SR s 5 1 JEC AR [3 72 A2 9 70 % % T B2 il B3
BCH di, (EHE MR R AR IKE ST s, ABHEY - 6 2SR IMEERMN 78.6%
[43] [44]. SRR AT BHAHLL, QR T B e LB ™ B OCT F 5 01(>15°) i BoR H BB AF IR AR )
TR e, ARG 2 ERIIE R 4.2% [44].

4.2. MBFHREDHZEHRMEH

177 1¥. (lateralization) & Job 07 i i v O B S0 = A L0 6 R K B R SG T R 1k o DR (7 fb f
B amm, =M, SRS R IIHE L) 12% [45] I FEMI 75 46(>10 mm) R] REHE b 51T
- AN AR ), S80S IS IR R Bl R [45] 0 BB 0 77 4 52 0 D615 K 79 A0 i T[]
Bto BB 5 AL AEE N 5 mm, SEHT5K I INZ) 15%, [RS8 R A BR 8D 2~3 mm [46]. 38 (1 B
T (4~6 mm) T s KRBT @A 3R, M 68%IRTHE 84%, [FIN FRAR)E B UIidb & L3R [46]. ST etk
HCMIU 7 A 4 mm BT R IR D8 AR FEMN 429% % 5 18%, F 135° Ml H ST M BT HR AR I N B 2 (471
7540 W 5 5 R A0 . S 7 A B 0 &1 e v 20 55 R v Re i T P e Thise, i i 0l 7 A6 il AH
S [45] 0 BRI T7 A SEmE (5K d AL 5D I 0 77 4) rTARAR 0 R R I S Rp G TR e v, (E AT e n oK 4y
wE - AP SR 5 [45].

43 REEHREEFNEMNFEEE

i 30T 1 (neck-shaft angle) ¥ e &5 7k ) FE BN TG R« 135° 31 1 B v B (4t B0 K (¥ 7% 3 ¥ [ (H ] R
BEINOCAT i 2 fiar, T 155° B TE B (I B 4 1) O AR e MRS B TE R SZ R [47] [48]. oMk A4,
135 H M BT WU [ i 50 8¢ 155° Wi H Ik 18%, Tl i 23% [48]. B 41441 f (inclination) 52 1
RATHLAL B FNERA LK Ty oSG 0UR A CT oO mm s A, 2 = A LEK JJE AT Re 30 i R
i KK [46]0 fEUT I AL BT RSA ¥6I7H,  165° fi & Wi BT R &1 A N 76%, 1M 135° %t
N 62% [42]0 B AR IR IR DG AR A 0 2 A e, TR TS H B 1 A 4 b 2 P M VP A
LUFIERE, RELE 5TLLN[49]. M-SR BT A J1¥ 2 R B3 . TOWULERE S I bV 52 R Sk
Hl, BT W R 92%, AR A 78% [50]. MRV EE R iR ZE N 2.1 mm, §3E
TR BT 3.8 mm [50]. & 5E 1 B 5 ] A8 A R W i 5o oo B RS AN [, R AR A R Tl e
B E NS AL 1.2 mm, (85 #2472 0.8 mm [51].

5. BT XPHREROMELREEERR

I A N e 2B 97 B 4 (Reverse Shoulder Arthroplasty, RSA) /ML BAAE # %0258, H
BB AR v . SR SE B K A AR R [8] [52]. KT HRRSTIAMEE R R E, WP
9 FROT I N TP 07 NBE[13] 0 /DR disE SO da il 542/ T 25 mm B B N2/ T 35 mm, Tk
T F TR AT 5 40T 30 mm Bi_E R ARHEE 40 mm [13] [53]. 9% i AR I E o FE TR BT L SELAL K2
$4#i(Computed Tomography, CT) =4k f g, @it & FH AR5 06T F 3R 1 T H -8 IR AR [53] [54].
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51 IR HRBENREEFESTR

NS i FR T I ) 3 BBk il (R T B AN S FRAT [ e TR HE . ENEE AN R G siid BoR, P96
Wil P NI 243 mmy BN 34.2mm,  BE /DN T H B AL BN RS (18] R TR RN T
25 mm [/ L, HEFEOE FH /AN SR Bit, HEAREH N 25~28 mm, AT FLIR R BE K (8] [52]. A
YR85 FEAR (BIO-RSA) B A I K JEAR 7] AU i % 4~6 mm,  $EINSRAT 768 53 P R RFC B, TR ok
=K J1[43] [54]0 K EEEA LK, STERT R AT AR EE IR B KRR A
FERIE RSA W B R RIFIE AR, KT 4.5 8, 3% E 863143 87% [55]. i L&
F BRI AR B RS R AR T A SR T S — MR T B, HURAE TR AL, {2 @A [56].
THEHLEH B F R (Computer-Assisted Surgery, CAOS) Al & -5 57 1 %% b (Patient-Specific Instrumentation, PSI)
AT E /N S F AR N RS B, /D i SR T AR AT 2 XU [57]. /N6 B R 5 JE . T
TR RIS TE IR . AR5 6 JE Py RLkE G 3 20 A T 907, DAY FEAR - B LN JJ[9]. ST i fE
FOVREERT NG F B, I B S A T O A e DR, B TR ST AR E M R SR [16] [52].

5.2. REAVHBHFNREEER R

RO o S 1 2 LB R B A R VLRI T I B . 71T da il J5 A28 I 30 mm i, ArifEfER 14
AlfE L B H T AR, SEULZ SR R[53] [54]. XHF BRI 40 mm kK EE, WEE
BT RE B A 1 JE B OCTT A R RDE A, BN B A AR 8] [52]. R G A O d AL AE R
Bt 15 P s R U RSO S AR 5, RIS B T AR RS R AR 3 [58] o KOG i A B35 1 5T i BE R
Wi . Walch 7338 R GURK 51T dh BE 1R 70 9 A L (b S BE431) . B BRY(JE FBEE 4) Al C B (R B 1t 5 10) [53]. B2
RS i (J FR BB PE S5 ) AE RO di P R AR 2R A, e BEMVEALAL B U7 22 [53] [59]. DR i Y BB R
T AN JE B, R O A A AR VI (0°~10°) [54]. & JEsmb) M I N 8°. 1075k
157, AIARYEGRAAR BEIERE[54]. HLAS NHE BB ARAE KOG BRI T B BRI 35 . R rh i il i
(1) BB e MR SR T 3 S AR B R P, D A R ZE[57]. —BUP AR TR R, ERNLEE N ER S, B
G A D 22 AL G577 1R 4 8.2 IR A 3.1° [57]. S Bl 0 K 563 i i AR )1 2 5 Wi o N (.
&, W BT RS U W T Ry, T BN U T Re s A R T RE[52] [59]. KOG i S BB AL
25 e B AR UTHC o AT B el R OGTT L R G R VAR AR I LU R A L B, 1R AR RIS
[60]. AJG RS S H m O JE B AR Y ZR, BN ROGTT do 8 5 5 5 ILUE M 12 B BEAS 9] [17]. MR
TS SR AIRA N IETNREM DG, RO i B 12 Bl E ROk, WA IR RN T B R [17].

5.3. EZXHREHALIERN

8T J R W T AR P E g B R B VR ANGIAT S R T, LA B R LR A £ P i BOR [54] [61]
R F iy SR AR R R G T B A EAFR RS, B0 S R e B AR ANR A Y [54]. 0 T O
i BE 30% KA LA B BN, AR RS S Tk TT SR [43] [55]. [FIAh AR A Mt E B A LE JEUK I RSA H
FIFIES, @A AL 85%~90%, AL XA X m[43] . ™ B O TT dh B R4 BRI TR T ke kb
Mk I EIE ST BUE A (Hemi-Reverse Revision Arthroplasty) 4t & 1 25675 I A AT RSA HUAL 5, &
AT RAT d B BN BE[62] AR JE AR E A, ACEHIC &, wWebFREIG[62]. T
SR H AT JR 0 A R A (R B, iy A R B BRI B, PR R B A E[56]. KT TR
W 75 sl I v E UL TS BR N B AR . O R B ORI REE X IR, R T IR K
AR B35 AR [59] o A R 25° (1™ B DG dh BT T BUB IR WL Dkl 15%~20%, 52 JE 0% R AR
SE PE[59] 0 J8 Y Fa IR BE AR AL B2 M OG5 A e P, BT SR 2098 , ¢ 154 € 14 Lt (Bony Shoulder Stability
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Ratio) B 2 Iif S B DL [63]. RARBHE KR BTARIKBUEHERAA SR . =4k CT HES G AR Hrar
TRINAS [ S 3 T SR 170 A [64] o i PRy MR R T A IERIIE TR 0 87 &, RS BE R
5 FATHE VE B [64] 0 S i 4LAFIERS AL A JH T B ™ BT AORE, E R AR S A R SRR IA
3%-~5%, 5 HIUANE E R E M VIR IC[65] o ST i B 3T & HF Sk A ST it AR 2 A B R AN L. &
[7) J %719 B IR 45 1 9 50 4T L B O IR R AR IR Bt T RO R TT 56 [66] . AR h /i AR 7R A _E
CERNMAREE, RS R AE T V2 M A 2 g AR [56] [66] 0 A5 B N 45 18Kt A= 38 TR Ak (] R BL A 5%
REEVPAL, S E MR A 1 DUV B AR R 1 [43] [55] -

54, REPMERBENBREEFESR

KA/ 8N B FH R MEMFIRFE, ROV REA . AR E N E2AEEM WA, 5RTEEL
B A BB, AAFERAY RS 58 R ILEC R I 3, N ARz S s, HAZ Ok
HFE /N RE L + RSN, B fE B E IR S B & — b E K W TRlE/E <25mm i1
RANG G, HEFEH 25~28 mm /PNEAFIEN, Hd 25 mm W/ SRR R %2 83 R O BIE R [67],
HAEBUEIV) ) Tl I RIRET 44t 9 52 07 T ) AR ) 2 3 B AR 31 2 T FEE S, FRAREAl “ RS
TGRS, AR N R AR R 8 B ORIE T AR AR e 1 HUBYY) )R 25 mm /) R EARCR
AL & SRR 45~5.0 mm, ¥ MER 3.5~4.0 mm), 4aZAHEEBETEEE, KIMVEY R
IR, HAEBHUE ST H R S sif BT b) 03 R (50~200 N, #i% 1 Hz), & - B s b~ 55
M5, RBIYIN /)R 32.6 £ 4.8 MPa, 2 EK T ¥ 32 mm AR 1) 41.2 + 5.3 MPa, H R HILF
FIBSILLR, PrBIY)IRBE AL 892 + 76 N, i 2 RV 4G B 5E 1) /)% 225K [68] . 1zl (micromotion) % il :
AU R e P 1 SR BB NS < 100 um, 25 mm FEMGE S I ACIRET LA 2 (3 MU 84T 2450 =4
TE5rAu, [AIEE 8~10 mm), 77 baAikisr, HA - BRI FF53) 4 68 £ 15 um, JZKT 100 pm
e FH1E, HAEBIANEL 1000 )5, MEhCB R, AR & 1) 25 mm JERigsh alik 125 + 20
um, 5SEEKANKM[69]. thoh, YRR (BIO-RSA) A 25 mm FEHR [ 4MIl W 4~6 mm,
AP BN BRI A 52 + 12 pm, B IE IR ET 72 B BT A AR R L SR T ah i i R 1 [70] . BRAT $k
TRIE: 25 mm FEAR A B R AR UE IRAT (K 12~16 mm, 24T 18~22 mm), 24T B 4% 3.5 mm, *
FREE Bttt AME K EE &R I o, HARE P8 ok BN 456 + 42 N, fEMRE B IR (B %
£ 0.2~0.4 glemd)ik HL SR EE 5 T ik 389 £ 36 N, 15 32 mm FEMARE] 78 1E % H 55 B T A3k H 92 (462 + 45 N)
T 2 [71); HOHERET [ w2 7 ATk 25 mm JEAR 84T $5 o B 3R 7 25 587 + 51 N, B HER] &
PE1m 28.7%, A ARV T /N ERRTI AR S WRET [ i S 2 B )

6. IRRLG RS H L EETBS
6.1. RigThgEthESEEE

SR E 2% B R (Reverse Shoulder Arthroplasty, RSA) & LI gk B 5 1% 5078 Bl ik 38 2 P-4l T AR
hI e BEdE bR BT E G 30 (Forward Flexion)#E RSA AJqil# K5 B E 5, — T RSG4HE Bon T
JEE B E MNARATIY 70° 8T+ 2 AR J5 9 130° [72].  AMiEE 30 (External Rotation) [ B A0S A R, (HiE AR
A NPT B 7] 3015 T [ 73] . JB % JiE M (Glenoid Baseplate) [t 14 42 £ (Inclination) A1 M il 4k, (Lat-
eralization) i 3 Y Bl 45 B BLEL M . 38 N3 B 0 (Retroversion) i) B0 N eSS 3 1, — T0URIF 78 R BLEAR G
RGN 107, PIBETE 30 E AT 4 4 15° [16]. FEAR T % (Inferior Offset) 76 ML YN T HH4F 5ol 22, 50718 )
J % TR, 5 T TR ff 1 SRR o7 LB S e [74] . B 5571 F T AR S AN RS R UG B R B R
DIReMK S o BN JE OG5 da AR (<20 om?) 75 Bk R0/ N RS I AR DUIRE St B B, TR G 1T
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THFA(>30 cm?) o] 28 g bR HE BN R S IRIBEAR [ 73] o TSN BY = 40K v LA NP AL B, 4 48 o XU P
fik 40%0LL E[73].

6.2. REEFENLXERSERER

A JE AR e 2E T B ARG 5 W RRE, RAZRAE 5%~15% 2 [A][8]. (ERE & SCONRT &8I
<90° B A ih 2 <0, 7 R £ 3 TR DO RE I BRI AR V6 i R [8] o AR RIT A7 TE I B ST R & AR 5 (B A 1) f
SERPIUIN DR 25 . AR FTHT RSB E<90° R &3, A5 MEAEA UG I 3 f5[8]. HoAth fa Rl 3 BAE G4 J5 o9
Py BEAERRTTFAR S LR I T 5 6 R REME DG [8] [75]. KB PESCTT % ¥ 1T RSA &,
fELf R A T IA 18%, i3 T o8 T A SR [75] o AP C N R B R AR S (A 1) R 2E o SEAR AT B A
2 B i o R AR ) R L, Ry A 2 AR e R [ 73] B 44 (Humeral Component) ]
P FIREOCRE, I B i A e i LA BRI A1 e v 20 B2 [8] . Tl A i (s 1 S W 0,458 AR 1T 78 40 VPAL VA 31
B RPN EN . ARG RIFEE . W TR EE, NEEERRNFEE TR, O
HAH B3 50 B I AN B R TR A AR 9] -

6.3. BIRE BRI TR SREE

JA & B4 (Scapular Notching) & RSA FFA [ FFAAE, KAZFAE 20%~70% 2 (8], HR T Fifi s i [A] F1
TN [73] 0 SRASE SCABE B AT 5 08 I N ARz 8] AU I 4 o 3 SR Wi [73] 0 B SRS di T AR
A2 R PR R A XU P DG SR R R 3R . 8N )R DR A A (<25 em?) S8 ARt XU A oG, B Ry 4k
BRAME LIRS 2 4% 1) 78 55 A0 R S [ 73] FEAR N e AN 2 2 S 1) E ZEROR R R, B0 2 mm 89~
T P B R PR A2 30% [73]. ML B (Lateralized Design) IR A Y AT 2 3% PR BLB R B3R . itk
GEN AL BETHEAR B, AMIE B TR A 2R S 4% R EE 12% [73]0 JEMR IR s miefs X, i
£ AL (>15°) AR 2 3 0 R pldE o 1 KU [73] o TSR HLAR B T R (Computer-Assisted Surgery, CAS) HIHL #%
NHEAR AT B AR AL RGBT BB A o — TR A 9T S, 5 FH 6 3 s 5 P 33 i (Patient-
Specific Instrumentation, PSI) i] AR € 7 17 22 M LT AR 1) 8°F#MIK % 3° [57]. AT F:/t R %i (U1 Exactech
GPSO©) A S WS MAE NI B, 0 R S 1 T B FUBURHEE [76] 0 A5 524G 2 i I %o 5730 2 SR Kb 24 it
WMEREE. K56 NHM L ERARME X Za & nf PR s gt e, BRI IR R E T R85 &
#EFAR[73].

6.4. RiEBEISEIERE

TRAAFA B2 RSA AR5 T EMEM R EF R 2 —, HHFAz)(Baseplate Loosening) )& 42 2 7E 2%~5%
ZIE[72] FAZN ARG 58 AT da B & BRI e BRI AW ) R E VI O [72] . J8 K75 i i i
(Glenoid Bone Loss) & F A fa 2 i B G K 25 . S 2 B 4 (Central Bone Loss)ii i 15%k i £ A ik
f5i(Peripheral Bone Loss) 3 EUE M f5 % < 80%HT, Fazh XU & Z G hN[72]. B/NEJE &1 da AR FR 1 1
SERR [ E LT, T RE R B A B SRR [77] 0 HEAR A E SRS IYIRE E I . WHRIRET [ 5E (Dual-
Row Screw Fixation) bt 5L HE [ 52 £ i 55 1F A a6 e e 1, K Pa sl 26 I\ 8% FEAIK 22 2% [72] . 8 5E #84T (Locking
Screws) (14 £ 55 FIK B ROAR A JE T di 1) = 4E RS A0 1B 8, B DR 2 B8 1K B P ERE T [72] #1112 RSA (Re-
vision RSA)HIAEAERMR T HIRF AR —BiIAEFS RN, B2 RSA 1) 5 AR N 85%, MHIIK RSA
N 95% [7]. BHEFARIH WASAEE 5L (30%) . ANFa g (25%) FUE AN 51(20%) [7] [77]. FEMRFAZhERZ
IR ARBRER R, 5 A& A7 0™ B G i o 3855 AR (Augmented Baseplates) Fl 45 #4145 #4172 J§
KATdH &, (HFERERIITIL 15% [77]. HENSHEMEFRPICNET, TSR R =M
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MREAN AL E76]. KBV EEE 7R, RSA B 10 FEAETFZRL0 900%, {H D AE S, SBR[ 3287 T %
[72]. 5 MG S ML DN AN 58 208 X R R DT ACRE A R TP R 2L

7. gieS5ilEREY

JE 2 F I ARAE S fe 38 9% B #(Reverse Shoulder Arthroplasty, RSA)/MA b 106 435 () S5 4t i 1) 2 8%,
FOON &5 VPG B A A IR B . FARIRI SR G ThREWKEZ[8] [9] [78]. A UEHER I, J&-F /8 1T du
FAIIAMAR AL 6 SR e 08 R AL B VT RCRE , oD SO R AR 2R, FRlss B KU TS [16] [17].

7.1, ETFIEREMELEFHESR

JH SR da AR RS N & 75 45 A — 4B 1T SHLT 2 3 F5(Computed Tomography, CT)E i HK, @idbr
WAL T A E S RO RT S 42 S B TRAR[5] [7]. fmEmEAUN T 600 mm2 BE XN NEE, TR T
800 mm?2 MW K5y, X — /BB RHE R A B R X [1]. W T/hdEE &8, NRIE
TRk i B S KU, e B AR S AR DG TV B B A2 PR [4] [79]. MR, K 8 R84 AT e 7 0 s A A
Pl A2 A DARA DR 2 85 1B 7 25 S0 a e e PE[2] [3]. da B A SR, WHTEAE LR Esl 7,
Tt — D R AR O BRI B SR A AR AK[80] . S 4 1k 25 4 (Patient-Specific Instrumentation, PSI)
AT =R S E TR SR, B SRR FE[12] [81]. — T 7t o, fEF PSI Rk
A G S R RS BR  2E FIR 234 2,375 1.8 mm, AR TR G bR ERE SAR[18]. SR,
THHIhRESE R TR W, ST = 4E LRI A bRuE SRS PSI 1E B s 45 )RV 7 T 8 & 22 7 [82] - i
SRAR (1) KB SR W T AR R AT SRR EEAMAAL I E o X T b S R BB, R R R R AR R R T A R
YRS BRI 250, SR BARSCHE[15] [83]. M Sk FIM 1A B B AERIE RSA B R RIFHIE RS
RE IR [14] 0 7 B E B AR T R A S AR TED A, DA I E A 13]

72. RRMARERSHE

i [ AN B 77 VA AR HEAL 5 SR IE2 T TR S 2T 1. AR A S (CT HRIR . X &)
O — Bk 2B PP, DU LI PRSE A R TN & P [6] [10]. A TR REA B A sl B 50T K AT
I ERCR 5T E B E[84]. FHIA S A RERIAR AT LA FTARN o« A BRI/ Hr AT BULA ]
F AR TR — B SR RN A, ORI SR SRR AR IR [11] [21] . RSP )3 520 T B DRTE /N
it B3 BH I G A RN S K B R AR AR B P2 R [27]. KT 2 e BTHE 1k A BT 058 T SR E 2k
T AR AR FE S RO B, WA N AR RAAE R MR BERES R0 G
FUPGTEAR[22] [23]. WA TR HEFE S PER RO Mo BT R Q)5 %5 )
R MISE I [24] o B R BAARORL 5 BETH QB R AN [ S AR AR AT UM o T Bl iy 5 da 2L R G
NARFRFAR P RIETE, TERAEHIAR R [19]. EVRETEIRZ 5 2 L@ sl fedt B KN, Fehld i T8
JREE R /N i 5 R [85] . HLES Nl B FARBOR BB AR 32T 2 T d AR MR FARKE L o AR rprsizmd
TS SRR G SIS RBERIAAL R, I3 1152 [20] [25]. BRIEA b i3 1 58 Ry 57 1R s AR
CAE B FE e S T 52 v i AL NV P [26] . A 5 S I ARG T 5 25 IR T AN RS R AR
SETERIFEN o /N o B8 R E AT RE R A AN SR I 18], 10 K i 3 A6 T S ST 46y 3= 30 i B 3 JEE )1 2
[86] [87]. AR FEE UMMM RGN Bor,  JE T B MR B Bt B S 1R T 58 ThRe k= [88]. 42
DALVl 5 AR BR VA NN A AL 35 SR X A 3 et Ao e LB S PSI BUBIAT AR 5 5 sk
SEIE TR SO KD RESS J5 IRV AR IR 2t AT BT [28] [89]» A& i Sl VAt U5 AT T IRAL TR ST
HECHE, J/OIEEIE[90].
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