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1. “RECR faibimnF B 5N A M & ki i i
2. “MECRE FPEAEAGF BN A M & kAL IREERA
B4 3. “MECR REALAGE BNABME i A F s
4, “MECBRBAEGE BNAMS f A T AR
5, “MECE SEAEARF BVA M kA EL i b A A EIREg
LA
&k % cHPEFRIHLFG IS
R Biomet A R EREY
1. 45454n & £ (CoCrMo Alloy) ~ 45 & £ (Ti-6Al-4V Alloy)
2. 4%~ £ R 2 % (Ultra-High Molecular Weight Polyethylene)
3. 45454p & £(CoCrMo Alloy) ~ 4% & £ (Ti-6Al-4V Alloy)
HE 4. 45 & £ (Ti-6Al-4V Alloy)
5 4&® 4+ £ A e % (Ultra-High Molecular Weight Polyethylene),
E1 Antioxidant Infused
1. 44mm 1. EA
2. 36 mm, 41 mm 2. EA
S 3. 36 mm, 41 mm i i 3. EA
4, 28 mm, 25 mm 4, EA
5. 36 mm, 41 mm 5. EA
1. 115340,45,48; 115370,75,78
2. XL-115363:8
A5 3. 115310,13,16,20,23,26; T1-115310,13,16,20,23,26
4. 115330, 010000589
5. EP-115393:8
1. #=F z et Tray
2. Z=H =gt Liner
SRt 3. k& & Glenosphere
4. kK 5= 1% @ Baseplate
5. =4z ® i  Liner
i gl B AL
LERHET G| AASER A M EE S BRI PERN SRR S
JE/PTae [* i TR Pe o ok fERRlfriEg o R f X
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FREE
T F (HA) & o Bt 5av e if 2 b enff vale i v
A EORE AP ERTEY o AR R G R il 47 F

Teng Rk B
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FRPH =R L

REmp

- AR FRPHTR KL B HER

3 108 £ 8% 16 p ik >3t A QF?)%‘%#: J‘-IE.E”#M SRR BARFIE A
FHAAM 2 TRHEL o VRN (F X FRE) "Lr%qsc 12 48 {44 F H (Prostheses
LisO*Teft * kFH2ZAPMA ST AR L FRGFLA £ o

CAREPRoTE X 2R E lf’v
(1) Cuff tear arthropathy (CTA)

ANAEZEH ARV PEGRE AFL 2 FHE )l;k;}%';g 1Al g g e A ’ﬁfiJ
RAOFEAFL VRS PHEORE SR SR FREL I PTHE L RAPME
B aE T o AR TN > 2 3%5§%V&CTA%<zﬂﬁ%$ﬁc’ﬁﬁar

f$ o

A v IR Y L - Bl
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C.

()

- A H - %F?oiﬁ 2w ,m:}i}];—, GISHRRAT T > 4~ BEF L CTAi.‘)}% T
B2 r1 b pEoAp - HA® (20 A %) RSA (361 # %) & SPADI(Shoulder Pain
and Disability Index)T 324 #c(344 vs. 584 » p=0.005)% & # F £ T 354 A& (113
vs. 589 p<0.001)2 # FID2t Sept b R F R 2R A b bk G e RSA R (T
$5200) e i i+t HAJ (T 3590) + i B # 12 1 BF » HAZ 9 RSA R T $5 & 5 30°
#3300 @ A f N IS > B WSS ERERL c X 2P G o A il
25 25% & F A LA HAZ RSAR 4 i s 4 R (T 98 #em vl 5 BApk
T2R)T R R LAY R T 47 CTAR X o

Ld R T

— TEE e @ LR FAL(89# 3 97# )2 7 F 4 » 10213 RSAE jiF 102 B HA £ jis
EEFES S N2 ASALS et o R ER T LG F6B T > HAR T 5
OSS(31.1%4 )& ¥ K RSA®(37.54 » p=0.005) ; iz o+ 5 % 265k 1™ s 4 K id
k% (HA2[n=24]2 RSA 2 [n=20]4 %] 5 27.14 £231.64 > p=0.27) - i B & » HA
EWRSAE A B 9 BER A L, L FARE L ANSI2HB ) P RF

PR E A B P B R (T o A ST F B SRR 2 B R Rk 2 T

- Vo R

L ofrp T

- FEEREH 2 Firp FR(95E 1 102# )2 g #HE 1 L RHAZ 5 4 221 & X
RSAsrp; 4 10 & d87 (4 wl3e (7 e dt o 5t » 117 BRHAS jis2 233 RSA S jiv o &
% 87 RHA2 2 RSA e aWOOS® i+ #ch W 5494 2774 » E 453 P ¥ L 8
(p<0.001) » i & 5 52%% 25%p * HWOOS % 3+504 o L 3+658k 11 T 2 5 % H >
s e7WOOS. *%:}p i (RHA 2 [n=19] 2 RSA = [n=32] 4 %] 5 584 &2544 ) o Mﬂ;g
AU o A R AT 7~ CTAR L Jéivmaaﬁ/w\ 2
o R R ITH IR ) 30655k 2 CTAR 4 dipffr 17 & P o

Sy

2R AN 2 u%’@@;’s%&f‘ Bie Ao kv kdn AT E K RSA R s
R g a2 8- HH -~ RREXFFFE > Hrafzdbire
RCT 2 i & ﬁvﬂwwpﬂﬁﬁ’ﬁ&aww““wJ;mwvﬂW@ Jeo 8
0B E B ﬁm*ﬁ*ﬂ?+ SRLEARK A

o MBRE:

ARXBHQA LS TA Rl A R R IATHM G ATHP T PRLFE

'HA & » 4 1538 ¢ 32 DePuy Orthopaedics ~ Exactech 2 Tornier o
’RSA & » $» e 538 & 4= DePuy Orthopaedics ~ DJO Surgical ~ Exactech 2 Tornier o

3/32




108SMDO07007_00000O0DODODOOOOOOOOS00

MEBZAFESARY ©
__J Center For Drug Evaluation

T EITIES 1t e o A R I S R e

(1) A2EHFETH FLEL T2 AR EFE

AIFL U RFEEFRE Y R LR B A M A R (£ A5 5 81.88 ~ ORRJO0Z -
ORRKO0Z) & ¥ #F > A B & % 3 iF(+ 4 R A564163B)2 X £ B & £ 254 ( L i 78
64259B)¢r A e e B2 A XA I AME k2 g Fop il ¥ hRe 3 oons

PoARBES R MR ART R FENAMSERZ B AE FERARF
- F %2154 3 %7 E X925 o p HAFEF BRI D RELAG DAL R M LR
§ 47 W FBHULAL) & o & 1 8:9c48,206 Bh3t 5 H4bd g5 4 f 1 2 3 ™ MATH i
FERFT R - EFXNT205 81 %7 £4,460 § & -

() F FHFHER 2L T2 MR EHR

P33 “"“‘fﬁ?fi BT VI TR AFRELECSN SR ART AR F R
NAMEER ALY T A A EREY 2 ARGy - £H7004 2 % 7
£ 14004 @ AExEFH Y Tiiii‘éi':‘ﬂ FiR Bt oo RIFTH x-‘%’-«&}i%" * %
- #N1AREEL T E N29RE -
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(0% B S Eigims B84 M & %5 8] Fhpie

FLEBA HEE A FES %Y < FEARER &
4 %P LE108 & 10 0 07

=
Elp

ﬁ&%ﬁﬂiWﬁﬁﬁ%%%%ﬁﬂ%% ’&é%ﬁ‘/Eﬁ AR %
o IR G LR g TR AR S F o e A R B ARAL o B L
o7 8% p B w R R R B R 7 2N 0 HATHF R P 7R ks R
foopzz-RE Bp 2 ?3%1:3‘;1“*”??5)%‘7?1#3&’11*%3# AW A FEE
B v (T HAELEKY ) LHFELAFTIIE R HWEEE v FLARTIICY
LR EEF (0T AR EE) TR ZATF R PR HERF R 2ok
BEARTRHRE (NTHEAFL ) ML 2AFERRFRBMEARFL 24
TRk o R oL BRI R AL P RMEAIEFH B FER L
E

iﬁﬁigwﬂj§§%gﬁﬂﬁm%%$4%ﬁ%ﬁag%@%ﬁ@ﬁ
S KL F ERURE RS B AR A TR B2 H A AR
BB EF R AR o ¥ AR 2[Rk s $7 EEH A E R I H
AEAEp FalY SHFRARL Rdpom A BB TRE FE AW S @ e
% o

wa:ijgﬁ#wawus@aﬁ*»@>%%$ﬁ°%%%**@m“”g
FHBE A FES L% T FRPHTR 0 ¢ BERLE A M EE
/”\1:,?,},)%‘; ERETH NIFREET T o

L=t ;;‘%*#\xﬁgﬁf),%ﬁ BHRG U P RETMEE AR BN

(=) A pinfkRin

R 30 g vegd (rotator cuff) d w Buavp fe s > @ JE gk se(supraspinatus) ~ #k
T »v(infraspinatus) ~ A #» = s~(subscapularis) % -|- F]*~(teres minor) » *a4¥ ¥ & B
& fE e B o %@gw@wﬁfu (rotator cuff tears) £_= & £ ¥ L g T > #1344

WA - 22 d F2F i FREEASERER F2FETESR AR o
* %Eﬂ(masswe)m%ﬁﬂwdvﬁﬂ P B - RenE K R kG A
>5 a4 Db 2 ErenEdrA] 0 ¥ 5 Hamada 14 v SRR M-S g TR g e 35 4

ﬁéi&m’%a~o % %ﬁmwﬁﬂ )ﬁ%ﬁ%%**’ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ
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¥ ¢ 3R 2 A v eniEii Aok (pseudoparalysis) o e 4 e0E ARk A6
fgpde[2, 3]0 FHAF R LR o A BB R GR L ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%i
PR R R s e R3]0 F LAY FIRORE R A B E L - ARG
PR AT A AT BTGB A pc3(structural failure of the repair)
7 OB PF > A T L &2 34 (irreparable)[3] -

- SRR A 0 Hamada & s
Grade 1 AHI >6 mm
Grade 2 AHI <5 mm

Grade 3 Grade 2 + “acetabularization” of the acromion
Grade 4 Grade 3 + glenohumeral arthritis
Grade 5 Grade 4 + humeral head collapse (cuff tear arthropathy)

AHI: acromiohumeral interval

CTA(cuff tear arthropathy ) £ ¢ Neer ** & 12 £59 » H g § 2 b 3 «
Bl 4 > i A %3 5 # (inactivity) 2 A * (disuse) ~ B & i % ik &2 %= % 5
(humeral head) # £ 2> ¥ & - # d ¥ & & 4% F1 % # 3% £ *2(glenohumeral) B &
B hE et el T R (subchondral bone) ¥ B an gk e ¥ ¢h s Ea i
g iwm ERozh B BpF o Bl g E A T & ¥ (subacromial impingement)
T PR R4 4 2 A 4R & (acromioclavicular joint) o B 18 o X FFeniz b

ER i‘*al‘mﬁ 4 CTA-CTA chjpfe e 322 Ei 2 AR - EFEda L1t 5 g4
B A S SR LR AR )

{7

W2 e R CTAE Y L M & :stﬂ;ﬂf(hemiarthroplasty, HA) » 28 @ H 4> 5
RERDDTIFH 2 HH N L nFe G 6] e F BN AT AME R
(reverse shoulder arthroplasty, RSA) p| &_#-3% 2/ i & "‘f‘ o E R vadr B ANz h
WTh o R OISR L R R AT e i b (massive irreparable rotator
cuff tear, miRCT) Y &5 %= g5+ # &2 3 %= 4 B & L (glenohumeral arthritis) 2 ;5
Ao RIEE G P S AU Ao A iEA s P RFz B P Ef
e P ooz R4 £9URE 4 AR RAE ~ P2 ERA[7, 8] - RSAAL & if
:;;1 LCTA it hF ¥ 5Py R A H 6 i g l4rZ § MIRCTR 2 24 3

=% B & W~ 172 F F 37 (proximal humeral fractures) ~ @ b JRHERE & 3 ~ 2 (F
5 R B & = A e = £ s (revision) %9, 10] -

S g AT S A LA L B ﬁ_% Pz (structural failure) # & #X % 4 24 4 pz(clinical
failure) » B2 2 Ry bl £ )& # i B % F B R3F 5o 4 R RRA RO T § AL TR
GESGE
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7 I e B & %2 e(aTSA s HA S RSA) & Rl * /357 > bilde— 58
32017 # 3 4 2 7y A 179 B LT 3 A B & S A e TR BT 2 R/ R
&m%iﬁﬁ%ﬁ(ﬂF%M”” CTAZ F 47 ) 5742 * e/ B & % 27555 4§ =

st B Gldeisf CTARE » RSAE#74 A B & & 2 firernt & T 153 77%(95%
Cl:60% 91> 1°=99.7%) > ;pwf?f]? A TE 2 42%(225/536 » 2008 = 2013 & ) % & *
F1 28 41 I - % 5 72 % (Emilia-Romagna) ¢71100%(50/50 » 2008 & 2013 ) - 3%
FEWmA P RAT RSB LEDTRE @AM T Fhed BT
o~ P FARE TR A 4 B R ‘1(? Y2 E q'% =R
FRRRR A g B A S TR R “1' PORE[IL] o gt o R A
;,ﬁg#évﬁ%gm&%r%$%wf%'nivg Blde® e 55 45 s P fE R
£k $[8,12] : Y RSAT B hs Hms 4 % > £ FH Ry 1 s 6
o Gldo R moF sk (scapular notching) ~ & *# ¥ 47 (acromial fracture) £2 %= % £t #>
(humeral loosening) [10] 5 & & Fe PFREHE 4 & o ¢ chE db2r F R(4oRk 7 X R &2
Wﬁﬁﬂiﬂﬂ’uﬁﬁgﬁmﬁk*;°

(=) A i F WA F2 e min

AERFTRZEHEMLE UMEVEREAAGF ENAMS L, 228 5 B &
FoENAREP T GE O s 0 T YA M E SRR EL ERIE IR
E@%Iﬁa%ﬁjﬁ/‘\'iwf‘ ﬁﬁg;!:_a#—\?{ﬂ Iﬁﬁ ENES bl £- BEREE R
X rPp o P FRFHuz b TR A LR A NS
He o NERFEEICH A FRFE SR RIS 40 18] Ak M2 4
B 8% £ I8 B dok = o

= #F NEEH2Z AP D R+ g p [14]

P RIS LRI B iR ERE
DR M E R
641638 PETE 8,876

Total shoulder replacement

LR B E A
64259B . _ 11,500
Shoulder joint hemiarthroplasty

PP e > A7 LR RGeS TREFAHPMEEAE e T[15]
GErBisEE TABE | SR T P A rEREH NI AME AL TRE
AR BE r”’fsi”/%rp}ﬂ@mf‘l%é FoEM Ak A ZERE L

\z ’L‘z—- Ifjiﬁ_ﬂ{o 2] T r;la #\ }i ﬂ } A1 fg Fﬁg Fr,,. ,.lv-‘_,,s}?t » I}é— I,&‘/‘—_—\- f‘f o

v

* aTSA(anatomic total shoulder arthroplasty) : # f total shoulder replacement » & =+ £ * H 542
AL ABEEHMI 2 ERSAEGEERA  AEE Y L aTSA T B -
S MR A 2 RS N 0 PR A - Rausp e
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it 1 & b A & A G A EE | FVETE
PHIECA 1R BA kAL
PHECA LR RME s A1 R F
FBHU11042NZ1 | ”ZIMMER” ANATOMICAL SHOULDER 01.04214.340;370;400 12,087
SYSTEM:GLENOID (CUP INLAY)
CHETA LR B E kA A e ) .
01.04212.400;420;440;460:480;500;520; s F BT
FBHU11041NZ1 | ”ZIMMER” ANATOMICAL SHOULDER 10,555 | .,
01.04213.480;500;520 5 026484 55
SYSTEM: HEAD (HUMERAL CUP)
PHEA IR M i A1z d s
FBHU11040NZ1 | ”ZIMMER” ANATOMICAL SHOULDER 01.04201.072;092;102;122;142 25,564
SYSTEM: STEM
d 10T g e & 0 FBHU11040NZ1;
PR ALEBE A 2B FBHU11041NZ1; FBHU11042NZ1;
»ZIMMER” ANATOMICAL SHOULDER (FBHU11136NBM; FBHU11135NBM:;
FBHU110400Z1 48,206
SYSTEM:TOTAL SHOULDER FBHU11137NBM; T R
P -+
(STEM+HEAD+GLENOID) FBHU11130NBM26100; : ‘02§4‘;’4 iﬂ
FBHU11139NBM 5 1061101 # »%) 029874 5 "
PR ALAME A XA RS d 02T 4 g e & 1 FBHU11040NZ1; "~
»ZIMMER” ANATOMICAL SHOULDER FBHU11041NZ1; (FBHU11136NBM;
FBHU11040171 36,119

SYSTEM:HEMI SHOULDER
(STEM+HEAD)

FBHU11135NBM; FBHU11137NBM,;
FBHU11130NBM p 1061101 # #%x)
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it 55 R4 A A5 AR R A BB | Y EFR
VEREVR FEARAR R B A kAL
VERETRE SEARAR A B A k-4 1K F
FBHU11139NBM | "BIOMET” COMPREHENSIVE TOTAL | 113952:57 12,087
SHOULDER SYSTEM-GLENOID
”;Ki”% %%—7?5;‘&;‘3 & % m_/\lﬂ—-%gﬁ
113022;24:32:34:36:42:44:46:48;53;55:57;
FBHU11130NBM | "BIOMET” COMPREHENSIVE TOTAL 10,555
63:65:67:75;77
SHOULDER SYSTEM-HEAD
VEREVE SEARARA B Ak A-4 192§ 4m | 11;12-113554;56;58;60;62;64; %
FBHU11135NBM | BIOMET” COMPREHENSIVE TOTAL (1136-24:40;44:60;64:75;04:20 p 1080301 25,564 :)2?;874 é{ *
SHOULDER SYSTEM-STEM 4 3%) )

LR SALARARA M S M

d 12T F 4t 5 2 & (FBHU11136NBM,;
"BIOMET” COMPREHENSIVE TOTAL
FBHU111300BM FBHU11135NBM; FBHU11137NBM,; 48,206

SHOULDER SYSTEM-TOTAL
FBHU11130NBM; FBHU11139NBM
SHOU LDER(STEM+HEAD+GLENOID)

AL B AR A M B
d 1T 4 A e 4 :FBHU11136NBM;
"BIOMET” COMPREHENSIVE TOTAL
FBHU111301BM FBHU11135NBM; FBHU11137NBM:; 36,119
SHOULDER SYSTEM-HEMI SHOULDER
FBHU11130NBM

(STEM+HEAD)
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A AT

() 2R FRPHFE L L LR

A3 24302019 &£ 8 7 16 p 2 “shoulder” i Bi4EF » &4 Wt E KR 7dE B T
e £ 5 4%%7 3 e (National Institute for Health and Care Excellence, NICE) ~ 4r £ +
b 4 %ﬁ%:};‘:« ##03® 5 ¥4 (Canadian Agency for Drugs and Technologies in Health,
CADTH) ~ ;2 /1'%5 B IRir35:9 £ A € (Medical Services Advisory Committee,
MSAC) % i J&th’?‘%iii i e R APH T TR

1 ek

CADTH2 B # T - AFES AR EHIM L FR ARG 2 -
2. ¥H

WNICE2R®T » AFES AEHHNL FRPHITCEHL -
3.

FMSACO BT » AFESE AXEHpM 2 %5 T AT RIRD S B AR
T_o jRBM A 2007& (4 4 %' %) (Private Health Insurance Act 2007) e .-1'»%
41%9ﬂﬁ;ﬁ@4*%&m@@@?%iﬁWﬁgﬁﬁﬂ’EﬁﬁW%%w
RS ERETHE R UL E A ﬁﬁrﬁgéfw%%@g;{ﬂ A1 kSR AR e F £
1248 <34 ;7 ¥ (Prostheses List) £_d {48 1< " 7579 % [ ¢ (Prostheses List Advisory
Committee) f F #%& & Jc " 2 % & 4p B & 3% 7 2 2 3% (Department of
Health) » & {8 A e endsf ¢ B 7| G fe M5 B 1 2 % 30 e re sk - 2019#7
? EiT o % cProstheses Lists A% % 63 Upper limb# - jzfiz 4 1 4 B & K i
¢ » & 3% T Comprehensive Reverse Shoulder System | 4% 538 » H % 324 =4 e 2
(Linerz Tray)£ & £ 4 e i* (Glenosphere 2 Baseplate) > ~3F 2 #45-H 2 S F &2
B 8 1 T F (minimum benefit)** % » [16] -

% = ;2% Prostheses List4z§* 2. Comprehensive Reverse Shoulder System &% [16]

- . ) Benefit
Billing Code Product Name Description Size o
GRS
06.02.04.14 - Humeral cup
Comprehensive | Reverse shoulder | (Standard or
shoulder - humeral bearing, | Retentive) x
BHO055 . $774
reverse humeral | highly cross (std, +3) x
cup linked UHMWPE | (31 to 41)mm
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06.02.05.05 - Reverse glenoid component, Base plate, uncemented
Comprehensive . 28mm,
Reverse glenoid
Shoulder - ) 25mm
BHO052 . | baseplate, Ti, $1,991
Reverse Glenoid ;
Porous coating
Baseplate
06.02.05.06 - Glenosphere
Comprehensive (31lmmto
Shoulder - Reverse 41)mm x
BHO051 $2,176
Reverse glenosphere (standard, +3,
Glenosphere +6)
06.02.06.07 - Reverse humeral tray
Comprehensive | Modular Reverse
Shoulder - Humeral tray, to
BH054 reverse humeral | mount onto Std, +5, +10 | $829
tray Comprehensive
stem

¥ ha@aE 13—%5)%5‘ PR73% % (Medicare Benefit Schedule, MBS) 4 F » 27 4 1 A
Bk sAp B2 F R F¥ % 38 p (Category 3 — Therapeutic Procedure) % 538 » 4r

3 o

37 MBS it % 1 A M & B Hrip B 2 F oAl ¥ H 91 P [17]
ltem Description Fee (;£%) | Benefit (;£%)*

48915 | SHOULDER, hemi-arthroplasty of $765.30 75% = $574.00
SHOULDER, total replacement

48918 | arthroplasty of, including any associated | $1,530.55 75% = $1,147.95
rotator cuff repair
SHOULDER, total replacement

48921 . $1,578.25 75% = $1,183.70
arthroplasty, revision of
SHOULDER, total replacement

48924 | arthroplasty, revision of, requiring bone | $1,817.45 75% = $1,363.10
graft to scapula or humerus, or both

48927 | SHOULDER prosthesis, removal of $372.90 75% = $279.70

! Schedule fee % % F ¥ o ¥t 4 (private patients) mF R Y 2 FRRA Hv 75%+d
#' Medicare 4 2% 3 * [18] -
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(2) RF FRAMM S

A 4F 2 * > & Cochrane/PubMed/Embase & + FAL R 2 3 2 3P 40T

7T FIPICOSHUE 40F G & TARF B L AR ERL M BT 2 4
(population) ~ ;&% = i (intervention) ~ & »c ¥t P 5-(comparator) ~ % »<ip] & *a‘ﬁ 1‘;‘%
(outcome) % 7 3 &K -2 = & (study design) - H & i 2 a2 4o

Population A~ % i rotator cuff tear?

Intervention | reverse shoulder arthroplasty

Comparator | A3 "

Outcome A&

Study design | » #E I AEAS TR GRS ~ k SLi Y prw s SR E g

%Pt it 2 PICOS » »+2019# 9% 9p & (74F » HF Lok -0 sk o

—_ 2

2. joF i

3¢ £ *tPubMed ~ Embase# Cochrane Library @ + 741 & 4 % 7649 - 848
B~ 3TH 2 /];Je o SR YR B #“ff EAE 2 é/l?e » AR H R AR
(randomized controlled trial, RCT) - #x#-30&F { vk P 9T 7 K3 F 1 v i
Bk #* % (comparative study) > % 76k < 1}% o d SRSA® 3 in R & dEn A EHE ALY
Ladim AL e MEE T o LR #3465 10 T o 4 R RSAIR R 2k sk
FewREAT E R IT ] BP0 02 DERSASE sy g % o

(1) v Tk AT g

65 1 UL TRAE AT L 0 BB T 0 B ¢ 3 #HARRHA S RSAE 7 1
#o HF3HiG R CTAR 4 ehTRfk % % 5 2% RIHAR RSAS 4 eh1 (88 6 4 &
SR TG LA AR Bis 2 At PR R s % o 2
HAets o

A. HA - RHA ~ RSA™ 3t CTAJ £ thiph 4 &

a. Functional outcome of hemiarthroplasty compared with reverse total shoulder
arthroplasty in the treatment of rotator cuff tear arthropathy [19]

LG - Y H - gﬂ%ﬁ 7 e g Gl RRAT 0 o~ 1997 3 2007 # 4T 5

AN AIZHEP AR T LI RE > ARL 29 H v[iJ—;}ﬁ:‘Ig 12 35 B B ;];3 23 o
¥ RHA(resurfacing hemiarthroplasty) : % /& B & % & % $ ¥ o
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CTAT # % RSA:# HA;‘;-'),%% CEEEE V28 2 e 2004 & rim o A7 ¢ P=F =
XHAZ(HAR) 5 2004 (5 Rl 07 5 & 86] 20708 & HRSAS s 2 Lo *F
04 4 ¥ £ RSAILF (RSA) o BT 3 £ 46 ~ 50y 4 » ¢ 6144 7 g =
o Fk 3 56 A R sk 0 B P 20 B 3 FHA > 361 A 534 (TRSA o
BAEES G HAR 2 RSA,sE_m:}I;q AT 3aE g ) G 647k 2172 (p<0.05) 5 £
S 83 SPADIST 304 # (804 22774 » p=0. 488).@ ids b # & B ([active
elevation] » = 35 % 70°£266° » p=0.662)35& se3t F B ¥ £ B - HA® 2 RSA w4 1)
Lo gidE (P 22128 ) E38 (P H 1 2358) L IR 0 BER
7 & i eSPADIA Hickad s 5 i Bi2& 1 pF > RSAZ hSPADIT 354 #(344 )
¥ g HA® (584 > p=0.005) - @ £ jirfs % 3~6~12F 7 » RSA i &
T E ﬁfii’a&?%‘fﬁiHA%ﬂ 4 i H2# 11 pF > RSA B HA R A u] T 30 5 11308
58%- 2k m i # ¢k & (active external rotation) % & » jiFw RSA & (L 35290) e iw
lﬁ*w“HA‘ﬂ(fL 329°) » m HAZ i %3 ~6 -~ 121 * ia’ﬁ B Eea (& w5340
380+ 35%) » e RSA {eyt 31 P& [ Bhenis & L (& %] 5100~ 18° ~ 15°) ; if jid
EN IR S EmiRERT P HEFLR  HAEZERSAR T35 % £ 3004330 -
M 3t 4 e & (active internal rotation) % 4 0 B k(s 39 E A3 B F TS o

T RPG B mens Hpt F39525% c HAR G 5 & Bg 0 ¢ 4510 F
VEAFEFIFELERI W 20 A FHEIAR FHUENT eSS
w7 M & Z & o £ 22 (glenoid resurfacing with a soft-tissue allograft) ~ 1 12 w4 2
PR EREF M ELE /A EREF IO AE L FER A  RERE
HAAMRE A 54 & g (reflex sympathetic dystrophy) & > jisis 6B 2 p 7 %
f# o RSALF O & Bk » ¢ 2B FIE A FRETA AL B L Lingp 4
A2 2T A F g A (constrained liner)ig (7 £2& ~ 212 F 4 F 7d 2L £
Wk > i‘%} E 124 p R B iz B 3702 el ;‘ e 20m A
P & ehinferior notching s 3¢ 4 metaglenefti®s ~ v & 1o 4 & & fiech+ 28 4 P A
R BT H3B Y EfE o

BEwmItA 0 AREOTHA R RSAIS R ap 4 AR R ERE IR TR LR
d R E RPN AN I e RS R R Al F ERZHA
ZRSAR A chEM L BT iR\ B % EE T ) CTAR 4 o

b. Comparison of Functional Outcomes of Reverse Shoulder Arthroplasty with
Those of Hemiarthroplasty in the Treatment of Cuff-Tear Arthropathy[20]

Y HA 5~ f en IR & 45 DePuy Orthopaedics ~ Exactech 2 Tornier - 4p i &9 > RSA {8 » 47 en 578
¢ 3% DePuy Orthopaedics ~ DJO Surgical ~ Exactech 2 Tornier °
®> SPADI(Shoulder Pain and Disability Index) : & %7 7 oz & 5%‘1;5;{#;133: J Av\ﬁs:,é;_’} LA @ * R R
i { iF e
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= ¥ eAA A5k 8 e 74 (New Zealand Joint Registry)® » #-2000
% 2008 chficdh it 7 A 47 0 £ 102 HA(TF 4 4= = £ i) #4 (72798 = 2 ¥ 4 CTA'
}F’a Ao % — 1B &rehRSAF 73120039 - 3 2008+ 12 pF e #7364 1 RSA
£ o pLFT 3 #1021 RSAS(prlmary RSA) £ 102 i HA(primary HA):E {7 & & ~ &
G~ ASA L ﬂzgﬁoﬁ o HA 2 %2 RSA e & %] T 35if Bi6.8# (;pv[fﬂ 31 11# )% 48~
(0 13288 ) 4 Tioadeh w2 TL6KA BHT264 o %% 3r &L il 56
#2 > HA® T 3250SS(31.14 jpér[%] AR AT) R B E 7 YRSAR (3754
##1:193 48>p=0.005); 1z p* % % 265k 127 i 4 A it AT ¥ (HAZ[n=24] 2 RSA
2 [n=20]4 ] 527014 £231.64 > p=0.27) - i HiE %54 pF > B 4 dcf Lo
e 3 2 0SSE B Ak ¥ » HAR(n=18) 2 RSA 2 (n=14) T 354 #c A u| 4 31.7
4 213894 (p=0.02) -

EHD > HAZERSAE A w5 9 &5 L = kv 3 2 5 412 L =0 £ s34}
IS 123 7 N o HAR h9 2 L =0 £ pid > 212 | Fl R 4 Sl om
(dislocation) ~ 6 P F|FEF g7 5 @ LRSAT L £ st £ jiF; m RSAEabiE L =t £
e s 21 R P AR 4~ 21 %A F =8 e i £#s (glenoid component loosening) -
11 % Wm0 L7 ,L 1 & P G R B A A T B I AR AR B
Bk BV i BN anE /2 g% o et o BT s FIRSAR L £ 8
EHF A~ #C AF B e F b i B B 4 s RSAL IR Pl endcdgis
FREFE > G RWEBF L ERRSAILGH 0 E Lo 4o

c. Poor patient-reported outcome after shoulder replacement in young patients with
cuff-tear arthropathy: a matched-pair analysis from the Danish Shoulder
Arthroplasty Registry[21]

- )]% 1A § ooz 3 (Danish Shoulder Arthroplasty Registry)mig
747 0 o ~2006% 2013 & H (74~ A B o £ f{nLF_'rﬁCTA«‘I’% Lo ¥odE - R
RHAZ 7 4 2121 45 £ RSAL jiseings £ 11 & 021 12 Wie et > o fo 0 » 11713
RHA< jiv% 233 FRSA jiv » 5 4 T #5 4 5 734 (J5 ) 1 502 92 ) » 1 & ok

® New Zealand Joint Registry i » 2000 4 {4 e/ Bf & 255 4L » 2 = ¥ P‘?n'rﬁﬁb &R % 98%1

4o ghgrp Tl engF s 44t 1 OSS(Oxford Shoulder Score)fz VLR TP =% o OSS ix A #c
s 4 TL% *awp 5| @ excellent(>41) ~ good(34 % 41) -~ fair(27 % 33) ~ poor(<27) »

PR A AR A R LETCTA” » B # CTA L3t * Vit : B8 #F7 U %8 5

Mol enff & 0 5 BBk 0 T %= % g (humeral head)3%: ki 5 glenoid destruction o @ e &

Wo- B CTARELZ L5 gjcfﬂfé A Y G F ’3 ¥ & #H Y Hamada 4+

s 4B S5 (LE-)o

8 RSA #* ihjg » # 538 & #£ SMR ~ Delta XTEND -~ Aequalis

o ASA(American Society of Anesthesiologists) @ £ 8}k /w2 58 % 3L =6 A £ pFa g & B

¥ ARR £ R o

0, “r’ﬁ 22 FIRg g L L er T4 484 Danish Shoulder Arthroplasty Reglstry PR FR
WOOS(Western Ontario Osteoarthritis of the Shoulder) i* £ 1z & 2 5 * 47 4 & % (patlent reported
outcome, PRO) - WOOS i & =iz & / %k dp B chd i S 0 gt % proiast 50 EEEREEY S A

7
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ia k% % 1# AWOOS A #k - % % & m RHAZ 2 RSA e :HWOOS ¥ i A B 7 49
A (30281)% 774 (501 92) » if st3* + B F £ B (p<0.001) > & & F 52%% 25%
L HIWOOS A #c i€ 350 o 2 38658 11 T 2 =t % A e WOO0S % % 4p 2 (RHA
2 [n=19]¢RSA L [n=32]4 %] % 584 L2544 ) o pof7 3 chi & 'T4] Gt W B g
AR AT G e s CTAR Z F b T BB LU o 2t 0t Ay g% o 1F
F3u5 ) 365Kk 2 CTAJR £ ehin sy 19 8 PH ik o

B. 3% (THARRSAS #1305 4 el (818 5 % e 5822, 23]

B w R SE LR - o A RE R A LSRR RS b R
B 4 3 THAR RSALS thik % o £7 3 4 » 2007 1 2013 »+ 8 - {814 % RSAS
HAM 5 crops 4 (& 46 BRI e (75 & L) > B e i L 7aTSAG# &
TR TAE S AN T R G RELE TE I UL SUR S TSRk
BEER I RETEPHY Y TIERE HAL 7 102145 £ RSAZL i -

MEE G R R AW T A 4T T1 4 HAZ 1027 4% % RSA G5 4 0 HA
i 2 RSAE & w] T 353 Bi62.91F * (g%l?] :132 9021 * )% 31.7R * (#Eﬂ : 115
1657 ) it HFE T IBE L W 5656k 27235k - 7T o~ m}ﬁa S

BTkt S PV SN RCl 3 SR b S INEUETEER I (L INE ) N CA
B A B A 3B e bldpin > HP HAFL I HMOBEIME L EH

BEm s a2 & ﬁ » *HA 2 22 RSA e~ %] 5 511 (71.8%) £ 80 fi"_(78.4%):},i3
ARy RS BT At SR A YHA R s RSA 2 A VAS(visual analogue scale)
B oR A B E (-3.90 vs. -5.61°p=0.008)122 w4 3 b — IFiF & it % (65.7% vs.
89.8% > p<0.01) % AT F# ik ; 5 0 A ASESA i crec £ 4 P& 5030+ &7
¥ % P (+34vs. +43 5 p=0.083)[23] -

v

AT Bkipthamy > AR e PEFERaOF A #%",fizﬁa‘*ﬁsﬁ N A
a f%?‘f s > ] 240 FRSAZ 413 {7 HA.’r:’v:f,;%7 AEiT A 47 - HAZ 2 RSAe &
w0 64 0 (FE 0 0183129021 7 )% 32.21 * (£ 1 11.5259.2% 7 ) ;
T A FUIT LR n T S0 E 804 W] 5 608k 2768.6/k o AT Y BE A Mg & b e B
wEAY > EHAXRZ RSAEZ T4 B & W & & K sgddest i 4 A E G 3l
232 o Py 25 THAXZ RSAE pwip 1 iFant 5 & 5 70.7%(29/41) 2
65%(26/40 > p=0.64) ; #-1 (T BB F X HEHAIT T AT P EHF LR o KRS
BpADEST R R AREFE LB GlAeE5KR LT dup 4 S RH > HA

1 HA # » $ ¢h 538 5 Biomet Comprehensive Hemiarthroplasty - RSA & » $ ¢h 538 5 Biomet
Comprehensive Reverse Total Shoulder Arthroplasty °

2 27 vz > HA 2(n=71)2 RSA 2(n=102) B4 s 4 fe VAS 7 f A ™ & R s A
A 8 (-4.15vs.-5.64 > p=0.007) ; & 11 E # AT FEHEH A 47 0 70 g} Ve iEkEF AL R (-3.36
vs. -5.61 » p=0.018) » iz & 70 e r2 T op 4 B B F £ R (-4.56 vs. -5.66 > p=0.133) -

** ASES(American Shoulder and Elbow Society) : % B/ # *h f1 5 % ¢ =R £ % A ¥ i 0
3100 & 0 gl B Ao A A e
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% RSA w4 1 fe et & & 5 70.4%(19/27) % 58. 3%(7/12 ' p=0.23) ; @ .65
ot b 4 k% HAR 2 RSAw 41 fret & 571, 4%(10/14)& 67.9%
(19/28 > p=0.81) « HA 2 2 RSA &3t fieis A %] 3 65.9%32 35.0%5 £ § A "ip b <
4 2#(p=0.008); B ¢ Ak {47 A 8 A S H % s U o A HAR 2 RSA w A w4

48.8% % 10.0%(p<0.001)[22] :

WA SR S B e 4 A 2 4 [24]

— B %ﬁf}v‘;ﬁﬂmﬁéﬁf Yeha oo = S P Ei o pamy 50
NN EkL): T . WALV =y #k%# E%EA ~Z2tMal A %iinzai
= @iJhye-‘[ﬁ‘vﬁjﬁ o kA 2181:7,35 ) Bl N d ~’f7fi-P5E$;i—f‘ Q- QP AP I R
F (NONOP > n=71) ~ aTLB(n=26) -~ aPTR(n=61) ~ aLDT(n=25) ~ RSA (n=35) -
B A B RE L A A B R MR AR E IR T 0 G R A TR 15 $ 120 0
A Constant scores™®sa4 i3t F B ¥ i > H ¢ RSAGC L fe R b ;4 Bs B30
» > NONOP e ~aPTR 2 2 RSA %125 i‘u;“Li Bp ¥ ec > A w3 40250~ 26° 66° o
A G i RSALS s d o RIFRA L o p ﬁﬁ;%w 1] £ NONOP & 2
aPTRE 5 B Fecd > A WH 4164 2 174

27 R RN R R Y S

LY SlEy NONOP aTLB aPTR aLDT RSA
AR (FEENEG A LR %9)

E (L im) 70 71 64 65 73

ASA ~ #cs 122 95% 86% 98% 100% 83%

1 ivip M eng 3 11% 15% 5% 20% 0%

B E 12 B0 2 B %

WEE | AT || [ | A | R | R | BES | T | R
Constant score 49 66* | 52 62* |51 72% | 48 66* | 40 84*
ASES 452 | 68.8* | 30.5 |59.9* | 34 77.9% | 61.1 | 74.4* | 34 88.1*
At EER 112 | 137* (130 |138 |130 | 156* | 166 | 143 |77 143*
AR 283 302 |306 |327 [303 |381 |27.6 |[314 |201 |30*
(R A 104) |57 7.3* | 5.1 5.6 5.7 7.4% |6 75 4.4 4.4

*—*it-?/r')%‘ AR /r‘}% ERRETELY S ’Ii el %‘F'_%‘E»%Z(p<005>

FFRTEAGI A EeER 28T 0 s g A P 1 Beveri(muscle belly) £ 5 ofg B
Goutalller grade Il 2+ -
aTLB (arthroscopic tenotomy/tenodesis of the long headof biceps) : 14 b & & £ jivi-- g 9ok 55+
%7/ ¥ %_- aPTR(arthroscopic partial tendon repair) @ 12 i & 43 & jiFig (7 vesg 0 o i3 47 o aLDT
(arthroscopic latissimus dorsi transfer) : 1 B & 4t & frig (7 BB 4 svg £ o
CORMEES SRR 3R R~ p ¥ 4 EER M &S H § F (range of motion, ROM)
TR RA S 011004 0 AlhE NG

15
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PREL AR R B B E KA 0 d O A AR T R
%2%‘3"}?1?553?%%\/?}% PRI T RAFENEER P ORIARGTH giv’“
RN R K

(2) & = [;J% ¥ REEILE AT T

MER L O 27F kAL [,?J%‘?"}éﬁp 7 0~ H#EFTRSA *v:“;‘é-‘)%‘ mIiRCT & CTA
S B 2 AHHHE5K LT s A RR 2 AR B o R R A 70 o

A. RSA #* 237558 mIRCT 2 CTA & #p % 5% [25]

= Ja ¥t 2019 g 2 kSR e pew AR o 475 RSA * v mIRCT & CTA
SRR OB B BT AR EE L RSA T R S L
B~ RSA g2 ovgkdid 4 (tendon transfers) & # ~ RSA # 35k H & 5 -}P‘a( ¢ 4= 37
BH SR R SR RIEM & U 3 ¥ < % M &5 % [ Charcot arthropathy ] )
PR~ 8 iR bl SR 0 % 365 B A (133 B A 35 CTA -84 i
i % 4 MIRCT) » T 393 Bips ¥ & 95&(%@ 5% 20 &) k™ 5 o (kA
B~ 6 AT (286 B A )ik T AT 0 HA RSA jiFw I pFls ehT 5
Constant score ¢ 24 4 + = 3 59 4 (p=0.004) » =32 rCS*d 33%:c¥ I 74%
(p=0.009) - T 35 SSV¥d 23%:c & x 72%(p=0.049) : aCS(p=0.151) ~ rCS
(p=0.982) ~ SSV(p=0.232)0 A g ¥ ®n 4 g ¥ &1- - @ & ROM > & » 83
g o 47 (318 B K ) 0 5% B m RSA fF I peis > A # F B (p 66° i
3 1279 p=0.004)% i #+ ¢t B (f 63° % & 113° p=0.014)35% kg% i » @
0 ﬁsﬂqagsru,\%@ M PR E B F e (p 199 F 3 2405 p=0.855) ; 1 # &
(p=0.869) - *h B (p=0.844) ~ it i (p=0.722) 30 A "g ¥ PR P07 § 3t
%;'—gw:é‘q rmi B LRSI 7TE T2 10E 102 b pE s 285 N
2 IV & inferior scapular notching =+t & & W] % 25% (63/257) ~ 39%(43/110) ~
48%(29/60) - # F RSA £ jiFi% » g2 510 15 & pF > ¥ A Flizfm & g m
£ £ pFant &% 85% ~ 74% ~ 70% ; & A 4 ﬁ%“fﬁﬁfﬁ'*%ﬁ HA i % £ =
A ghreit KL 94% ~ 90% ~ 85% o AT § LA A A 2 :Lb{@ CTA » B it
S O S R C S iRy .&nv;]% I ] TR E o

B. RSA ™ *infl 65 10T g & 2k sk 2 kv i [26]

1% 2019 # 4 % 2 s Sl % e v BT 45 RSA i 65 fi 1 T i 4 ik
EAEH o 6K 0 % 245 A 0 3¢ Bk R eni o 5 CTA(40% -
N=97) 2 % 4417 HA & aTSA % Fc(35% > n=85) ; 6 A= 5 ¢ » 5 4 T30 &k

7 rCS (relative Constant score) : 17 i £ 22 1 %] i& {7 i 4 o

** SSV(Subjective Shoulder Value) : 7 * $+# Iy BRI (T A BT > &K A %5 100% o
¥ 24204104 ~T74BRSALFERE 53 7% ~731 10 ~10 &2 o
2 24 2611 - 104 f ~ 106 B RSA < jFif B3 51 7% ~73 10# 10 &£ 10+ o
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)& 479}%«‘ vEod 5 60 K o TIoiEEEA9 BV pE(FEF 19 3 140 Tl} . ) e
RSA £ jit 5% 15 » 12 ASES ~ SSV ~ Constant score(pam),pjﬂ;ﬁ N
o o FE LB R F S 18%(44/245) PR BB E ST AR T]{BS%
RSA £ v it 5 L % £ jiF2 p » U= ] & A@Br L
L e s BEIRRSA ® AT 65 T e A A TRk Sk 0 R R g M
b S U U AL B TR A KD R E A S TR
B f2 RSA ™ St E s A 2 5 % o

(3) # # i fee

MR E 2 F A RAE R A R 5 Lo T2 ¥ pidp DT RRSATR b
R R R AR - H I EREF R B s e
FRCTZ suld= jpew fa 34 & 0 SRR JRILM & 0077 5 3 & 2 kst v prw fif
g rzu’f:i—s-RSA/rl% I T 0 el o

ARG L o oF i

&k p Bk SR g R T R RSAY Stin T a At F 472 5
o Hd e ﬁ#RSAbﬁéfﬁG’B(h HA)E 7z W e A5 £ F 25 » T4 1
3 %22014# 3 4 2. RCT » g i o

a. RCT[27]

- 75302014 # 3% 4 2 B RCT » * i RSAZ HA* v iny & g2 ® F 47
:[}ia&méi%oép\)\xr+n»p70}%uli “AFRe A miE nEE L w4 2 [};‘5& )
¢ 3=Neer® 374 % & %@ cd-part¥ 37 ~ 3-part ¥ 47 ~ B = 4-part® 31 o 3L pF
PRI A R AT 2 g 35 7 A -'1#”% P ERE A o K621
AT A T X RSARMHAZE s HAR P 1ix &% A IopEislE = s B A g
E- AR LA J‘Z#Uﬁi. ; L9 g pE R 5 28.51% 7 (%@24;49% 1) It F=dcd
> oo RSA..‘@.E'_—%?HA‘.“:E_.&:’T[I% AL nEds s W S TATRETI3R » B3 &2 B4 2
i 3 ugh 45 2 mf}is At F oo w5 16.1%210.0% - % o AP THA R > RSAe 7
;m A - 5Constant score(40.0 vs. 56.1 > p=0.001) ~ %(79 8°vs.120.3° > p=0. 001)
(78 70 vs.112.9° » p=0.001)#54 i3} B F ik enk T P A A 2 R
B B (26°vs 2.7°5 p=0.914) o £ jis#F A M (survival) > & » RSA ‘e £ HA::&%?
OB PFAFEZR R FH L F gt F L 296.8%280.0%; AFlixzmh
Fla gL LR Tk 2 pePant & % 71.0%2743.3% - RSA® P HA R £ 5
64.5%_';2? 56.6%p * thir éﬁ(tuberosmes)ﬁ £~ 25 13.2%230%% 2 LBz o &

2wy s (HRSA £~ $ 538 ¢ 4% Zimmer ~ Comprehensive/Biomet ~ Delta XTEND -~ Delta 111 ~
Encore/DJO Aequalis ~ Depuy
2 g % pe(clinical failure) @ #¥1% 12 1 * 4 4 4& ¢« Constant score -|- > 50 A o
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B d oHARSE A6 2 L Hp (e 2 h TS AREA) 0 TG 6 A T
HA:T =3 + # (proximal migration)m ¢ " RSAi:E {7 & X £ jiF c RSA%® 1% 4 =
o i A FIEIVE Fa F B F A P EORSAR = £ o 2P RCT L 5 40§
HA > RSAT 1 fi ik e J§ # 2 # iv s d 2% > e d HAZL jF{8 M RSAIT 5 £
By e Ei%i.f‘{.;%c o

b, & A4

515 22019 3% 4 ~ & k2 f‘kwa;' PrISRFE T EFIRE ST
Jt T RSA(N=421) £ HA(n= 492),;«),%:65;%« R R R R 2oy
AE AT REE T HHAR » RSALT B F e B 7 A (9§ 5 SMD
[standard mean difference] : 0.74 > 95% CI : 0.4 % 1.1 » p<0.0001) ~ ek A #>(14
3 5 SMD :0.63°95% CI:0.3930.86 > p<0.0001) ~ *+ & & & (1257 % ;
MD|[ mean difference] : 24.3°> 95% CI : 15.6°% 33.0°> p<0.0001) ~ *t & & & (538
3 5 MD : 26.4°> 95% CI : 13.3°% 39.59> p<0.0001) ; *Fi% & R3"A & f® E'Jﬁ
By L R(12584/ % ; MD @ -1.6°> 95% CI : -4.6°% 1.5°> p=0.31) - & & jg = )
I RSAE c HAZ § B ¥ 3§ chE £ ik ' (RR[relative rlsk]—2.8 :
p=0.02)[28] -

% 2K A 2018 E g £~ 5d & «u‘]"}?}il“?@?fﬁ; N2 [T RETRES
527 0 ¥31 RSA &2 HAié-‘)%fj"W*%%#Tm, % T Y i A Ta
#eF A 65K o BEHE TP HA 2  RSA o7 kg F el F Byt B 4 R
ARFE e hEEET N EIRA > RSA B A% o &g G 0 RSA i
FEHEFIFFHA L A BB FL LA SApk o 0 SRR pE
RIERA AR ERS &#‘;[29] °

B. #Fh JBILM & X

AR EBOF DSk S pw AEAT R ST ROAY SN R h JRILH & L2
ko A2 “L‘]”’L?}‘L““@PP Ao dp B e0T3E TRk A7 7 [30,31] 0§ 19E R
» T3 7‘%'7 # S TRk A 7 [32] o B TR AT T T r g A b 0 IR Y 397
AZIE0 AT B JRAEBE & U 4 B P 52430 0 187 Y EHRE
e FHA S Rl R S R w R TG0 5 AR $TRSAY i CTAR
Hie i ok > RSAS R 8 b JBILE & L E 5 Ap et B % > e mdp i F { &
3 BidP FEILAE M PoondE AP o

(2) ERFREZFTH

PAEiHEY 2 mA R R4 F 0 ¢ 45 Constant ~ ASES » DASH/QDASH % 0SS« 5 7 & i
7Rl iy #aR e W e SMD i AR
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EHEF BN AW E kG k215 v%’c ) AL AERE 31
Rotn b~ peo GEIARAR > TR AR A XLIOFGFE A R BRI R
TR g 2843 o7 4

() B ™ B
I'QFg}%"%i&li :r_,p‘__ 2 "jﬁzpi

22019 % 8% 16 p 1 >3t A $?§)%‘fi:}i i e T"\ AN LN - B
—k’i?ﬂ‘?f#?fﬁffﬁ Mz 3@ dp s o FiRMW (4 Frgi2) “TARPZFEH I E
(Prostheses List) #7icif* # k¥t 2 Ap M A S T E L H H s Lp v~ 4w o

PBECEE R T R YEE EAY
(1) CTA

A AJEHNARPT L0 E e AR LT E Y JAOF O i

f@%iyfpiﬁr¢*+FW@m&§£%aéaﬁﬁﬁ7vﬂﬁ% * Ik

FRCT » g 3 A% W2V RPTREF Y » 2 ¢ @R EELF L Fiiok
CTA:;]%- 2Rk R AT

A w il p b EE T E - B

- B H - %ﬂ%é& F2w i b H R Y, DE S CTAZ B A > 5%
BEoT i BR2E 1 P P dp b HAR (20 £ %) » RSA2 (3618 % %) & SPADIZL 32
4 #c (344 vs. 584 5 p=0.005)% i # F #F T 354 B (113° vs. 589 p<0.001)z #
RIDAT LG PR FRE o AR A d S g o Fw RSAE (L 35290) i ik
PHAZE (T 3390) 5 EEES & 1 P EF > HAZBRSAE T35 % 230082330 @ b4
RIS B BN SRR FL o X 2 MG 0 A Beanf Bp F355
25% - e F AR FXHAZ RSAJE A cha gk 2 B (T ioE 8k B 564/ 272/ )7
Y ek m i ey o1y CTAR A o

B. && fp T

- JE R o d i TR (2000F 3 2008 )2 AT 7 i~ 102 B RSA £ jir ez
102 B HA = jiFie mﬂﬁc r+ B & ASAL Hcfiekt o B KT AL S 5630 0 HA
e $20SS(31.14 ) AF % M3t RSA 2 (37.54 » p=0.005) ; fe b & & A 65K 11T
i A k2B F (HAZ[n=24] 2 RSA 2 [n=20]4 %] % 27.14 £231.64 > p=0.27) =
IR > HAZ 2 RSAR & 55 9 2152 L St £k » ¥ & 5 412 L =x & jiF fjiis
120 7 NI o gt A g 60 & U] G0 @ 2 1 Aegs A N jem B A it iR 2 TR
tERR Rl - BV R P o E R R SRS R .
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C. = 3w T

- TR S F L TR (2006 1 2013F )2 BT MR Lim e RHAZ 5 4
B2 X RSAr’ﬁ:}Fz’ﬁ A RSB M RRR (T AR 0 B S 117% RHA &+ jix% 233 1%
RSAZ fiFo & % &1 RHA 2 2 RSAZ HWOOS ¥ (= e w5494 & 774 » if 53t
1 EF L P (p<0.001) > i & § 52%% 25%q5 4 HWOOS m~5o ° fe 365k T
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(=) 18 ARHTA B RERER L

3R £ 302019% 97 25p rZreverse shoulder system % k423 & (1) # K

B 7t B TRE S 4857 7 I+ (National Institute for Health and Care Excellence,

NICE) ~ (2) ;& : F%/%‘Pliz)};;;ai R ¢ (Medical Services Advisory Committee,

MSAC) - %5% A es P & (Medicare Benefits Schedule, MBS ) -~ {& 48 7+ H

(Prostheses List)~(3) 4c £+ [ 4c £ % o i %M,%yfi;st/%@(Canadian Agency for

Drugs and Technologies in Health, CADTH) % 1 & %%ﬁi:}i%ﬂ*—f—' R RS %5
ff%vfiiifﬁféfﬁ’ P UBRL R FOR AR BREH AR LT R RS

ﬁg? _}_/EH‘K S m,«v 5=1 F £ 2o

1. CADTH/pCODR (4t £ %)
322019 £9 725 p i hEia M FRAHTGEL
2. PBAC (i)

32019 #9 * 25 p it Em}fwﬁ?ﬁ}%‘ﬁiﬁ’f—rﬂ? © 2019 & 7 7 BT
2 % ¢ Prostheses List [16] % A $% % 6 3 Upper limb ¢ » qz§t5 & ¥ 34 4 1 & B
& ipMiEs A 5 0 B ¢ ¢ 352 T Comprehensive Reverse Shoulder System | 4 &
38 0 A B 5aE 2 o MUS | R (minimum benefit) & 45deis & < o

% = & Prostheses List Jz§* Comprehensive Reverse Shoulder System -7

B S T
wdrm | &t A Ep T -
(2%
06.02.04.14 - Humeral cup
Comprehensi | Reverse shoulder (Standard or
ve shoulder - | humeral bearing, highly | Retentive) x (std,
BHO055 . $774
reverse cross linked UHMWPE | +3) x (31 to
humeral cup 41)mm
06.02.05.05 - Reverse glenoid component, Base plate, uncemented
Comprehensi | Reverse glenoid 28mm, 25mm
BHO052 ve Shoulder - | baseplate, Ti, Porous $1,991
Reverse coating
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Glenoid

Baseplate
06.02.05.06 - Glenosphere
Comprehensi | Reverse glenosphere (31mm to 41)mm
ve Shoulder - X (standard, +3,
BHO051 $2,176
Reverse +6)

Glenosphere

06.02.06.07 - Reverse humeral tray

Comprehensi | Modular Reverse

ve Shoulder - | Humeral tray, to mount
BHO054 _ Std, +5, +10 $829
reverse onto Comprehensive

humeral tray | stem

¥ 4 gg)é‘ At B4 @ 4 (Medicare Benefit Schedule, MBS) 4 F » 2 X 1 & Af
o % SLAp B 2 ik Fk % 438 P (Category 3 — Therapeutic Procedure) £ 538 » 44

%/\o

#~ MBS foit 4 31 K B E B TR B 2 F R Ak T P [17]
B PR IE PP B GRE) | aepr GRE)

SHOULDER, hemi-arthroplasty

48915 of $765.30 75% = $574.00
SHOULDER, total replacement
48918 arthroplasty of, including any $1,530.55 75% = $1,147.95

associated rotator cuff repair

SHOULDER, total replacement
48921 . $1,578.25 75% = $1,183.70
arthroplasty, revision of

SHOULDER, total replacement
arthroplasty, revision of, requiring

48924 $1,817.45 75% = $1,363.10
bone graft to scapula or humerus,
or both
SHOULDER prosthesis, removal

48927 of $372.90 75% = $279.70

3. NICE (#R)

12019 #£9 725 pub o AmApMFRHPPTREL

' Medicare #e4 % * o

' Schedule fee : &k 3 * - %305 4 (private patients) EFRN T 2 FRIRG - HP T5%d 2
3
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(2) 8 FRPFEGHE AR

*3F 2302019 & 9 # 25 p 12 reverse shoulder system % Rf 43 1% 1L
Z45 % R ¢ (Scottish Medicines Consortium, SMC) i = 2%1%:);; PG IR
$°312019#97 25p 0k > HaEARM FRPHEFRERED -

~—

Z) RFIFHRARM 2

1. &=

~4p £ * »v 4% Cochrane/PubMed/Embase & + 3t B2 & 2 ! 4o !
12% 5] PICOS Wi H0& F i > THHE B L AT FH S FRT 25 4 H

(population) ~ ;&% = ;2 (intervention) ~ 7% »< ¥ B 5 (comparator ) ~ & % jp| &
#a 1% (outcome) fe#= 33427 % 2 (study design) > # 45 i 2 fF@ 4o

Population NN SRR S !

Prrixi ot A&

Intervention Reverse shoulder system
Comparator AX
Outcome AX

Study design Cost-consequence analysis OR cost-benefit analysis
OR cost-effectiveness analysis OR cost-utility
analysis OR cost studies OR quality of life studies

iz B+ iz PICOS » i% i Cochrane/PubMed/Embase % ~ )gkfﬁiﬁ » 3% 2019
#9 7 25 p s 12 (reverse shoulder system) i BégF 2 740F > F {2
ERAGE -

2. HEFEL

SRR RFEERE PR ALF PRI - KD > R AR 1 R 2
A FAR B EERGE R v ko 2 AR N B AR R detd

PR R F B R E BN A M e R e L R e A S g
«‘1’55‘41}% Az s At E A $7[33] ’/?H?f‘iﬁ?&?:\ FENAMSER T A7 HRERED
RREEREANKB R BFr*RFITRFRIFOPEF 2 &8 w22
- BEFT AT MEFEFE 2 ArF o HP 2 AL E 24 Medicare %+ 32
Bk E Ak R R B - 3l CEREFRSAMSREALA Y
5”1%\-4/,{#&?[}% A% % ShortForm 6D B %5 chi % - 277 % % %o+ > £ 100,000 %
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)\;}'ﬂﬂ\'*/m?’?frﬁ)ia( ’/Fﬁ’“““%%,\ij dr_]‘%—a_ig}ﬁ’—,g’fg)\*ﬂﬂ\”mp
3 13000 E AT oo F BN AEMEERRE AN ARG FHEMNPAARED
7,000 2~ 7™ > P ICER &7V " T 350,000 # ~/QALY -

3. EEREAREL S AE A
ERE AR FHH LA AR ST
(z) AR E

I AR R R TP AR R TRE Y L
B RIS XA LA ABE hR o EREY 4L
FAURS FERep G A RS R RNALAL R Lk
BARRE T * WP At

P
i
Sy

1. % A HcFE R tg‘;’a—%ﬁl%@]p\ G FENAMSR T 84 FHART &
% Aded $- £50 A 35T EI50 4 o FEARHF - wIE o

2. AEHP TR D ERK #%b BHZEF 2ALARE bR F e
mmegﬂ%’d*ﬁﬁ FHIT APAMG 2 Rt HBE R &
AR ATH

3. ﬂbﬁgmg%wigf;':@gﬁffﬁ?ﬁféf%?%ﬁ%%ﬁé#&*ﬁiﬁ'l"éﬁ-ﬁ?f“*éf*’ﬁ’%‘-?r%

RAari&E A& x 15 A- #5400 ~3tE oo R oR Al aEiefINA uE P 12

S = 600 - 86,400 AHE o ¥ K P ATH MR A A MRG0 7

4

Z 32 £ a2 (revision) £ ji¥ > & L & % 149,589 ~zt ¥ o
4. MBEFFETSE ﬁ‘f'ifg e hkEH I LS NG mATH
FHp* B EMEF TR ﬂfrsileOO 157 2834

3,600 @~ -
5. L’i;i;—fg YR o ’éj.!-iﬁ FAAMS LAbmeiEe s 2iEY EL fE 1t
At BT I ARA B ATRERE B A P IR 1§ HIE R b

SR

d NSk AREARH S ELRT kR AER TR S A H
—;yxmﬂxﬂLﬁ ;;a,kli%z»ﬂww» Bl p lﬁ;tzﬁﬁ’ HHH A H
FRETMBEFEER o M EP 4o
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RE NN FK I LXAMEE R HIFENAMSERY SV AEERF
b%%@k&w PR AREp AR HAWEER S FEF O AREHR
ERtteZTRA 2 R RESATHM GO P R PRIFENAME
E#%iﬁﬁﬁﬁ%»*wﬁf@4vﬁ?ﬁﬁma&@zklﬁwéﬁ
Buo NGERIEE BB T P ATEHIEETp ARG A £
PPABEE LR R RFBRASEH AR > RRLAP AR EP T
2 EFEFARPHEF2FLEA RAL BT ET FENAMESE
FoPTAAFBEL BN IER LR MR AT AMEEET L E
* o2 R4 ;P‘;’A F\»—‘Vﬂ 0
PHEHER R TR YIRS FE R k3 ~E’~I*3?" SN ﬂ‘i'i%*ﬁ £
IR Kﬁ'{k’?]é?‘g";kT%ﬁlv—#Brﬁgxg(j\ EhE o AR
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DA E (L A 64163B)2 L B M & = A aA(L | R 5 64259B)%r
AP Ld 22T A AME f2 At EiT5pwp F'~ it %
ﬁ%%ﬁ@&&ﬁ%@wo~ AL B RSRART ARG F R
NAME R Adk Y 2YE I A BEA IEE Y A & A (70
Bl b L UTEE R 726,01~ 727.61) A B X A Edg A BB i 4T (£ i 75 83.63) 2
&%%&ﬁﬁé%EB%A%ﬁ%ﬁf’ﬁikﬁfwﬁﬁﬁﬁ*’%A
BoR AP R EETHALY E2ERFRRINRG FihE AP S 10%
3 30% Z BERIEm 2 e
§34;*ﬁp@’%¢$f1£ Hu 3 A 58585 702 A HERTRE
EV O FAZE- A M E R A Bk i L*’i‘ﬁﬂ A F - e iRk
B EIEEBAED R 15'—5{3. SIE A S '% % = FBHU1A1)
Fe ‘},‘Lﬁx 48,206 gh:t& > H epd :f,}a Ap i%ﬁfﬁ@%}%fﬁuééiiﬁé
E’éﬁﬁ%@a&ﬁiklﬁﬁ$ﬁ&iﬁyﬁﬁﬁﬂ9%i@g?
B¢ Bl fF A BRI AR E X R F R R RELERY
VAR AP RV I S AT 5 Mg @%ﬁ’x;ﬁéﬂag B Z 10% %
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TR AEARSHBEE R RERFLERE BRF AU S A
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G- RO S PR s

TR L3P z WH T2 eI
1 | ((inverse[Title/Abstract]) OR
inverted[Title/Abstract]) OR 391,295
reverse[ Title/Abstract]
shoulder[Title/Abstract] 63,530
((arthroplasty[Title/Abstract]) OR
PubMed 2019.09.09 .
replacement[Title/Abstract]) OR 331,727
prosthesis[ Title/Abstract]
4 | #1 AND #2 AND #3 1,620
5 | cuff[Title/Abstract] 25,907
6 | #4 AND #5 649
1 | inverse:ti,ab,kw OR inverted:ti,ab,kw
: 471,697
OR reverse:ti,ab,kw
2 | shoulder:ti,ab,kw 80,068
3 | arthroplasty:ti,ab,kw
EMBASE | 2019.09.09 OR replacement:ti,ab,kw 432,524
OR prosthesis:ti,ab,kw
4 | #1 AND #2 AND #3 1,966
5 | cuff:ti,ab,kw 36,238
6 | #4 AND #5 848
1 | (inverse):ti,ab,kw OR (inverted):ti,ab,kw
: 35,527
OR (reverse):ti,ab,kw
2 | (shoulder):ti,ab,kw 9,790
3 | (arthroplasty):ti,ab,kw OR
Cochrane .
Library 2019.09.09 (replacement?:tl,ab,kw OR 46,854
(prosthesis):ti,ab,kw
#1 AND #2 AND #3 97
(cuff):ti,ab,kw 4,482
#4 AND #5 37
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PubMed | 2019.09.25 | #1 Reverse shoulder system 8 0

#2 Cost-consequence analysis OR
cost-benefit analysis OR
cost-effectiveness  analysis OR
cost-utility analysis OR cost studies
OR quality of life studies

#1 AND #2

EMBASE | 2019.09.25 | #1 Reverse shoulder system 8 1

#2 Cost-consequence analysis OR
cost-benefit analysis OR
cost-effectiveness  analysis OR
cost-utility analysis OR cost studies
OR quality of life studies

#1 AND #2

Cochrane | 2019.09.25 | Reverse shoulder system 39 0
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