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Analysis of meniscus degeneration in osteoarthritis of knee joint WU Jiarrfeng, WANG Qing-pu, ZHANG
Wet. Institute of Orthopedics and Traumatology, Beyjing University of TCM ( Beying, 100102)

[ Abstractl Objective To observe the meniscus degeneration of osteoarthritis of knee joint and to explore
t he relationship betw een degenerated meniscus and clinical manifestation of osteoarthritis of knee joint Methods
83 menisci in 43 patients were treated with art hrox esis were observed. A ccording to the degree of the degener
ation, the degenerated menisci w ere classified as Rough type, Wear and Tear type and Rupture type. The incr
dence of tenderness at the joint level, locking, positive Mc Murray test and positive Grinding test of Apley in
the three groups were compared statistically. Results 66 menisci( 79. 5% ) were degenerated among 43 knee
joints. Of them, Rough type was seen in 34(51. 5% ), Wear and T ear type in 23(34. 8% ) , Rupture typein 9
(13. 6% ) .Combine with Slackness 14(21. 2%) . There was no significant difference among three types at four
indices ( P> 0. 05). Conclusion Most of meniscus w ere degenerated in osteoarthritis of knee, there are no typr
cal symptoms and signs found in dinical examination. One should pay attention to the condition of the meniscus
during surgery render treatment accordingly.
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