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Abstract

Knee osteoarthritis (KOA) is one of the most prevalent degenerative joint disorders worldwide and
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represents a major cause of chronic pain and disability among older adults. For patients with end-
stage unicompartmental osteoarthritis, surgical intervention remains the most effective strategy to
relieve pain and restore joint function. With continuous advances in minimally invasive surgery,
prosthetic design, biomaterials, and digital orthopedic technologies, unicompartmental knee ar-
throplasty (UKA) has gained increasing popularity because of its advantages, including preserva-
tion of bone stock and cruciate ligaments, reduced surgical trauma, rapid postoperative recovery,
and superior functional outcomes. Traditional contraindications such as obesity, anterior cruciate
ligament deficiency, and younger age have recently been challenged by accumulating evidence, sug-
gesting that patient selection should be individualized rather than based solely on conventional cri-
teria. Furthermore, innovations including cementless fixation, mobile-bearing prostheses, patient-
specific implants, robotic-assisted surgery, navigation systems, and artificial intelligence have sig-
nificantly improved implant positioning accuracy and postoperative functional recovery. Neverthe-
less, several issues remain unresolved, including limited long-term evidence, controversies regard-
ing patient selection and implant choice, and concerns regarding the cost-effectiveness of emerging
technologies. This review summarizes recent advances in UKA with emphasis on indications, pros-
thetic design, clinical outcomes, complications, robotic-assisted surgery, and future research direc-
tions, aiming to provide evidence-based guidance for clinical practice and future investigations.
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1. 53|

KOA 72 FE i Z4E N8 ML AR AZ 50 Th RERERG f5c o WL AIRAT PESC T 2 — [1]. BEE N D2 kAL n
JEl, KOA BIp A Frak BT, X A3 B R A & By SfHIE R 1™ RS [2] . X T PR ~F IR 77 JE R HAw
A2 Jey PR B8] = AR ] KOA 3, UKA S22 H AT EGE A AN = 0 Thse i) 1 2307 Tk, AE IR PRI
MRS 20 Z N [3]e ASCE SR E A AMITFRERE , X UKA BIA R DRE S MR BB IR
TR R JETT AT 4338, DU I PR SEBAIAR ST TSR (2%

2. UKA LR

UKA IR & B T 2 20 4D 50 4648, 24t McKeever 28 A\ [41 8 ki T F T i6)7 Mle] = %
TR SRR G A, BT A A RMEREE PR [ E 7 A B FAE AN RA 2, B
W PRIT BOFA AR, Biiash. B RS R m, UKA RGE T ZH# . ) 1973 4F L. Marmor 4§
N[5] B H S — AR B R R TR O BB A, B AR H DL BRI B2 ) = 55 A S r VT 0 5, I
PAFEAF T2 A4 Goodfellow J 25 A [6]4K H5 IF # IR S 1718 8l 2445 s 13011 T Oxford 1537 &1
W, SINTIESN R IR B, BRGRR T ARy, S TARIRIS B Re, BUNIIAR UKA KB E
BLRFRME . AR TR BMERE K FARBRAE LIS GRS, MR GG BTN H 1. HE 20 tHha
90 AR, B AR R R 45 (Oxford UKA) B H I LA R B - AR B Z  ll,  ABRABRPRE, AR ] e
A % [ - AR I e HE & (enhanced recovery after surgery, ERAS)F & &, 1 UKA TR )22 4 1t 0
KT RIS [7]. Tk, ARV AR, SR SRR R BRI E R AR — DK T
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TR PRSI MR, St TRV A7 2R [8]. WEFERWI[9], LA 3D 4T ENEIAR AR 94>
PEAL ST SRR B UKA FARGARE b 2%, AMERESE = TARMERR I, 105 w] DAE R o il DL AR
JE RIS ], S5 £ A i i U o T E AN T B2 v

3. BMIESERIE
3.1. FARERIUE

TEMPIL HARm A\ BRI e UKA BRERE, X2RIETFARRI). $&EAR S DRk & 1 S 7 .
H 1989 4 Kozinn %5 A\[10] 1 {4 Hh & MG RAER A 2 AN UKA B im0 HZEA, FEaHE. &K
598 JRI PR T B — [A) == (LA PO Ta) = A D) s T A USR0S DR e B s AR08 > 60 % IR E <82Kg;
EATIEBEH >90°; JEHhZESE <5° MRl <10°BRAMMITE <15°; fR5FVEIT IR FRARiEfE UKA
RIEFINAAHESR TR, %A SPRAUERA B IIRMOA . SR, BEEGIELE ARG AR R, X LR
TR H PR 23 BIR 1) 2% A2 52 2P R - RE R AFWS . BT FE 45 4 (body mass index, BMI) & i 22 X 74 (anterior
cruciate ligament, ACL) hREA AR OA TN A2 UKA 4t BR 5| R R EBARIG IR H . Price 2 A[11]Hk
60 % LL T 60 % LA B FH I Oxford UKA JE IIRIRIT AL,  RKILPALE) 10 SFABRARCEAE 3R AT, 12
FERASRAE Sy Oxford UKA 2R, AEREEZE(BMI > 30 kg/m?). ACL LR A 426 g iy N 530 58
&N . SR N[12] B A R B, B R E 2 UKA 5 TKA J5 BRI 80, 2
IS REFIRPRACR, T UKA AERE AR, R 2RI D> REWRE P, XD A5 N [13] 8 F L
W12 IR AR S UK ACL ZHEEAR & 223, [H 52 7 &5 UKA T3 AE 08 A 2 i b 7 2% DL E GR35 UKA
()L FHE BRI T 77 OB BRR S RF AR E S I

3.2. FREZIE

UKA HARFTE M EEHMEAN, FEATREARE. © BPMETTIRASEE T, @ Wl
AN KT 157, i M EUE f 2B KT 10% @) EEMAEME(A R >90kg): @ FEAEEE T
G © KEESEE . B E[14]. BRI AAA, BMIIEKF ACL Difg A 42 UKA 1)
HFFEE DAL o (EARIT L RA IR R, DL LXK R IFAFAEBEA BB AR RS . Lua 25 A\ [15]
FENEIE R 2 B H A S R B RO BRI S &K, £ BMI>30kg/m?. BMI > 35 kg/m? B4
BMI > 40 kg/m? {5, RERAAIRIE RGN, (AR ZEREA S #E L. F0F ACL Dige A4
BT ARLENEESIE, — B B 5 [16], 628 #il UKA i 67 4 7F ACL $iifi, AJEBE; 2.9~10
FCF 6 ), i RERHARRIER. RIF 6 B4R LS R Z R T g 22 L ThotsE
N[L7]%F 87 BIARRTHAFE ACL DhRERAT ¥ & PBE VT 45 REH, P (0 88 #H I ML I 9T R
RESH T B IR T ARG, I HE AT BOR BRI 1).

Table 1. Comparison of clinical evidence from different studies on the expanded indication of UKA
F 1. FRIMZEETF UKA 7 KiEROER IR R IEHR LR

(=3 WX 5 T FELER IEHE T
Kozinn & £ i N B UKA TR BT BE AR LFILR
Lua % BMI > 30 kg/m? UKA FieRng s EIIRE R Ea, JCREIFIERRIE  Meta 0¥

mitiss R KOA B UKA 5 TKA i UKA 78007, FFRRE A B 5386 [B] i 1 2 AT
X > a2 ACL i i & 5E T4 UKA R R B AE AR R S ACL SEBEE AT [BUBE ST
TFBets  ACL ThRslEng & UKA IReE R, TCU RS I RE I PR it U F 9
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4. BIFREE
4.1, FAGREE RS EE E /RS

HK YR R AN L W RUABAAAE e PR ISE PP B LA AR )G AN TR JFL A R R 3 P 9 Bl A BT DXl K
Ve R B I 1 KU 5 R B OB SCBRIA B B I RCR . R RIFRIAIaRa e TERE, e 1K 2R Hin
5%, BRI 7 R IRA B LA TR AT fedk . A BRAR IR SEVI IR T A M e fk, ARSEIIZAED)
SERNAE BE B, ARV AR G A BN SRR BT [18] . Hooper 55 A [191%} 147 f5i] /=i ik
B BEIAT 5 YT, RIURMA R BB LR R, b F RIMBA A A7 4 ik 98.7%. Stempin 4%
N[20]%F 150 fI2E W1 5E B ih UKA BB BEYS, RIBLKER > 10 B E ThREVE A 2] 1 HURIRCR, At
BUCHMERR B ILER s[RI AT B A A ] AR s mT BRI AR 3 RSB N TRttt 4R H(FIS-12) . HATIY
W Bon, S E KRR AA L, AR R B R A S I A A SR A AR — e R,
BHAFARES AR 855 KR ISIEMEBAR X &iE LR AR A [21] [22], Hik, EHEDE
SE fRAATT RESE B iR UKA T R — Rl 20T BLo

4.2. EFIFEBEREEEERE

ARAEIR AT A I 2 U BT, RIVE S-S MRS V6 W27 & B b IR i T
T )87 77 53 AT oK B SR RN R B AV, FR R I PR N 52 B T AR B AR ANAEAE JBi AL KU PR PR o i o
G AR SR RE AR I b3 G b3 e, H 2 B A R 3 G DX I A7 AT 2 BSR4 ) 8 SRy
T AR R R IAR B SR AR G [ E T SRR SR 2 SRR IR R, (ER KBl Uy 45 R T
T IT ROF AR [23]. ISR, BEE BAAR S A TR BRI, [~ S A I RIT 200R &
$Em[24]. 1986 F Goodfellow &5 A [25] 8 X AL VG B~ SR AR, BT HA MR 2 mUR B 450 DL AL
PUEEVEGE, 1ZAMBR — EZ BN B ATUESE R [26], PAME RIS REE B AR AR 59T 2, 2
Oxford &2 & AR T B 2R 6 4 LU [ e ~F & B AR SE B S5, A9 7 sk — D i ot 3 ke 22 ok
B MR TT T AR TR (L3 2).

Table 2. Comparison of characteristics and clinical application of different types of UKA implants

2. FRIAE UKA RIFE = R im R R A EE 4R

e s R S
e RIS RETRNG EERKRRORIE, IR e o
gy ERTRIIDOORE IR UTRIRSE, SWSEKIT i
Eerams L PRI s en, wommsss ks
et e U B SRRk, G REAR i UKA SRR

M1 2 AP, AR A FLURE A, T M TCIE S R R — ARG ] T 8 . KUl 2
iR BA RIEFIYIaaRaE e, mAME S A KRS BT mAA —Em%: HarasEe T amk
PREIRETRAT I MR PRI T 2 (AHOE N NRE  FARESRAAEZ S I, MG BHFR. FHE. iF
BKT BRFE R RAEPI R BAT ML, PLIRAS Re RIS T 2K
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5. UKA IEFRR
5.1. JEHITT

UKA FARIENGARAEFH BB RRIIRSOR, BFH ARG RIREMA S, BT IR %
RERE. ZFHEANRNRER, ERE—ANHIBEVH, 2R3 0085 U 400 A 5 RS f 3 T
RATRE NG, SRR (VAS)I &4 R SR, R 6 N VAS W4 32 6.13 £ 1.01 [43)
1.80 + 0.89, JEICTTIE SN h JF SR AR TT 93.73° + 4.15° 2 i BIPLAE (Y 113.73° + 4.24°, —H 4 Sk
725t MREEREE N [28]0F 78 R, AR5 —ANH BEBOCTIRSNE L HSS IECHTIPor . IR A (FTA) & VAS.
P 2 RIS RN 2 5 T Witk K2 51T RAREU(WOMAC) B AR BT AT 35 20 o 1% 4518 AL By 25 A [29] HIRIF 7T
HA M.

5.2. KHIFTH

Z LU A A ST A AR B, UKA B RIFIT AL R AT 3% S. Parratte 55 A\ [30]48 HH4F
I ) L) 22 o [ 2 2245 H 4508, RS 10 SRR EAL 2685 > 95%. H. Pandit 55 A[31]%} 1000 4
BB EKIE 156 FHMUITF R, UKA IR 10 FAEGFFN 94%, 15 FAEFEN 91%. HI—TiK
ik 7 ERE VIR TSR II[32], FRELE AR ARG ISR AR RN 99.5%, BE BT IR g R, HSS
P (DU VP 20) R FE 28K P11 52.1 20 $E s BIILAE (Y 85.6 7, OKS VF4r (BLER 23 /R VF40) tH i R R 1 22.8
S EEINE] 42.7 4. [E AN FZRPE T AESZ[33], £ 5 AEMIBE VT A B RS . B S Bl VR e K I
S ORI RO I B AU T B R IS Dk A2, BT DAL 224tk . AR B T 78 70 AR I

DL BTl LA 418, AE RIS R KRG, UKA #EARIFFIERINE, JHX T
MRS ThAe . fREEFHEE . R EE AR EHA — 2 ARIER .

6. REHXIE

AR UKA B LI R, 2 SR A S RIS L B % 2 —, 765 FS3hF & B
N2 5 [34] [35]. B M1 IE K HE S UKA A B35 IHI% . Vasso 25 N[36]45H, 153
T UKA f5k 2 B 0Bt 55 S IOk s 3 20 5 P TR AL, T 115 T & UKA TV T %5 5 R AR 58 206 B 4 %
TR S . [ 52 F G 40 i T KA B R 1), WS BUR MR .. EEH, e LR
SRR SR, AR RIGES RAET ARG 8 4E L. Bk, BB THERE. 7R, e B
SRR T AR UKA B8R 16 0 RE B 7 S 2 s Bk by A7 AE SR B L A4, (75
T FA B f R 2785, BARURE 45 R B R I T IR B i R A28, I EL O 32 S )
IR 24 [37]. UKA A S 0 B8 B HTAR R A W, Kim 25 A [38THRIE R 2E AN 0.4%. SRR
PR B 47 R A SR, B B 1 fG A R AR R, 2 R AR TR 1 . R S R A
VIR IR T M TRV R, 7P UKA AS 3 RE SR H A1 A 14% [39], 1 H3EFRAS B J5 IRl 960
T A e E T I B30T 0 28 RR R BB . i 2 A G FR A, BT 35— 5 T 04 9 [40]
7. MR

BT BT BOR ARG UE B 24 10 R AR HE T AMPEALBUAAE. UKA chgRifl, B0 B &R il ANk
PR S B 5 2 B REICRE PO A, DRSBTS 3 3. WRLIE T D2k I 651230 %. Pumilia
S N[ALTFFFCR B, BT CT GKUR, 4o =g B, RATTHENLINT R g & s B R
(I AR 2 LA i A E i LA B A OGRS PRV B . Paxton 25 A\ [42]WF 5045t AMPEAL A RE A X0k
A R R R (B, IR FE S . A — T 5T B R AP T R R AR
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BEB IR R TT 28, NI I R 0 B 3 R AL T i FH AR T, Dy o A B U DUV AR P AN AT I M R (R A
Bynr 23R T B R, W R AR R R I 5 & DL S e TR SIR G [43] . Mestriner %5 A\ [44]3F—PHIE
S, GEASY4EES 3D JTENHARHE FIAMEIL UKA AR K AT b 0 R R A AR R R

ARk, ARFFRRW, MEEETT IR BEERR, B E- BT AL E RS YIR, A
T T IR, (R E TEARTI AR IR . AR R S R R B R I E L4 [45]. AT,
H RTAR ST 7T AT At ANBEAS IR RPN, 5 = v o B AL R 70 R AR 15 Bk, X B
A= A7 6 B A 2R 11 e KR R = v R 0 I I 2 IE 9 SRR [46] -

AR, VAR A TR OBUAR 5T = 4E AR B SOE M G e, FLAE ™ ARG, WIdR RO R &
T AR AR AR, fE— @R BN T BE YT . HATA R AR G L DA ST A W
WESRATIAECA PR, R 50 A AT 2 BRI R V2 HET B LN 3K [47]. Ak, BEEE TRt A LH
REAM B, 3D 4T BN K B Re G B AR IR WA JE , AR Bk — P 4a Ja Bt 5 257 A . B i)
WERA, SEBLE IR E . ARG UKA [48].

8. MeE A&l UKA

UTAESR, WA MBI R IZBHTN T UKA, BRSSO JE Jr . AT TR, bl
a N UKA BERS 3 AR AT RLR SR AR AT BIHER I, 9D A e (1R 72, B AR TR AR AL AN SR AL 22
BHE, B RIS, IR e AT AR 2 PR 49]. 3 TAIARIIAR S, LA NHHBY R G0k w4
R CTINER, PR RIS [T AR — B, R R B A — e 3 [50].

SR, WL NAHBD UKA AR B B S A A . AR AR S % B B I B SR v 4 ]
B, HAHES R 2 S REI[51]. HATCA Meta /80127, HLEE NGB UKA AT B B A E o 2
AR P IR SORE S B, (EHCXRIIMB AR A A7 2 S SN Th R IR S I AR SRR A DR 34 7 2 75 4
R, MEELEZEE. 290 KU R — P RIE52].

9. IhE5

UKA 1ERIRIT IR A AR R R EZET AT A, BAEM N Repkifidb . R,
TR IE W B LW A0S, (B EARE AR AT T, FIIRAT R AR ] S K e PR T %
R, B & BAEAWTT R AEPEE AR MR A S MBI BRI A, UKA Bl R N 78
3t — IR R, B IR AL TS AR IR T T e ART, H AT UKA FEERE R L TS X0
DHREAN A FE SRR R AT B ST R U ok = e BRI IE R S 0, ML R A S LA Nl B BRI
SRR S R A RS TR fp i — PR, Bk, ARRBOITREZ Hb. KEEAR. KBV, iP5
EMNIEESE, Uk, e NTEGE. BT BoR LS MBI RS, #3) UKA s, A
IR RS Al ARG T T R SRS (3t BEI mT 52 O E R4 o
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