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ABSTRACT

Knee angular profile of children in Bangkok
Leungsuwan N and Rattanatharn R.

Department of Rehabilitation Medicine, Faculty of
Medicine, Chulalongkorn University

Objective: To study the knee angular profile of children
in Bangkok and to compare the data with foreign
children populations.

Study design: Cross-sectional analytic study.

Setting: Child Development Center of Nongjok,
Thienprasitsart, Kukai, and Maneerut Kindergarten.
Subject: 219 healthy children aged 2 - 5 years with
parental consent.

Methods: Data such as gender, body weight, and knee
angulation were collected. Three markers were placed
on each leg over the anterior superior iliac spine, mid
patella, and bisection of bi-malleolar line. Then, children
stood with hips and knees in fully extension for photos
taken. From the photos, knee angulation was measured
with a goniometer.

Results: There were 219 children: 117 males (53.42%)
and 102 females (46.58%), aged from 2-5 years. After
the age of 2 — 3, there was a significant decrease in
valgus alignment when comparing between the 2-3
years-of-age and 3-4 years-of-age populations (p =
0.026). In general, knee angular profiles of male and
female children were similar as they progressed toward
a neutral knee angle, except in the 3-4 years of age
population that males had less valgus than females (o =
0.024). In this study, the Intra-rater reliability correlation
coefficient was 0.996. Moreover, when comparing with
the knee angulation profile in Korean, there were
significant knee angular differences among 2-3 years-of-
age (p = 0.003) and 3-4 years-of-age (p < 0.007)
populations. However, when comparing with the other
study, knee alignment tended to progress toward a
neutral knee angle after the age of 4 while this study
was after the age of 2.
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Rehabilitation Medicine, Faculty of Medicine, Chulalongkorn
University, Bangkok, 10330

E-mail: nantaripei@yahoo.com
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Conclusions: The knee angular profile of children in
Bangkok, using the clinical measurement and the
photographic method, was different from the other
studies using the radiographic method, as it progressed
toward a neutral knee angle after the age of 2 while
other studies were after the age of 4. Moreover, the
clinical measurement combining the photographic
method is more practical than the radiographic method
and can be used as a screening test.

Keywords: knee angulation, genu valgus, children

J Thai Rehabil Med 2012; 22(1): 15-20

UNARED

[ L4 =2 ¥ ] [~3

AQUsERIA: ANEHNLRYABIANIUANNTUNN WAZLLIFe
LﬁﬂummLLmnﬁmmmﬁﬁwﬁmﬂgmmlﬁnﬁhmﬁ
sluuunisias: ANFANHNTRLATIZT D4 daaanlanan
N

ADNUNNINITIAY: AUTWAMUILANLENAAUTE T eI WLAR

]
a

vuasaen taFauayLnaiBeslszdns ladauayunainii
uaz lsaBauayuaNmiFmmd

nanszaang: iniUndieny 2 - 5 T auau 219 au 1H5y
ANNEULANN1IATIAANEUNATE

FamsAnm: Liudayaine thwiin dauge 29ALan AN
dhanwangesdiaesinluinduduazaswnmiunnss
Tneviwrseavaneiasinn 1 uazdewin wdasaesrnian
annnenateeldlddnidada

HANISANEN: NENANEI 219 AW 8Y 2 - 5 T tWATIY
117 AU (FRtay 53.42) IWANILY 102 AU (Faaay 46.58)
WL UAIRE 2 T el (genu valgus) Hag
asotiadiTud1Ayneans Tnaenizens 2 - 3 uay 3 - 4
T (p = 0.026) %@Lﬁﬂmmmmﬁnu@a aeAAuun Tl
Prmsaiuluwsazdnseng e asrntnfuindedenas us
LﬁnmﬁﬁLﬂﬁﬁqﬁ@ﬂﬂdWLﬁﬂM@qiuawg 3-41(p = 0. 024)
nsAnEEfinaafieansainnisinesAnLinzen I
\ReIaru (intrarater reliability) (r = 0.996) ey

o Y

asAiudayaaindszimamninanudn Haanusnaiu

o ar aa

fﬂﬂ'wﬁﬁﬂmm;mmmmiumq 2-31 (p = 0.003) uaz 4 -

nImAansiuyais 2555; 22(1)



51 (p < 0.007) TnanilenfFaumeususiany 2 - 5 1 apn
o« a2 X da o2
WNANNIUARNAY N1nT Tuansenan nadwnaeties

aslulsiazmageng
a9l d2ya09ANLNTRANNTINNY AINN1TATIATNNTE
waznedpyRanAmanaRuws dnasaailugg das
y o I R D
ausalAang 2 T A1eannisAneau o) NEuiaie des
AINA8Y 4 T 818LTHBINIAINANHLANGNNNUTDNATIE
WATWRUIN1IN1 AL IR IULARZI TR R wazAan13lunT
FPe9ALEN 99 n13TRa9AinaInAINENeLTUAT NN
Tun1sdansesfilaaasAdninlnfneudinsnanieied
Ay
ANRIALY: BIALN, 18, LN

wIAanTAuans 2555; 22(1): 15-20

UNUI

a ~ = o , 1

NEUNIHNIIAN W LINITT0909AE lUNg NI e
1RG4 ] iienAUnAveseIA it Tula v I8 39
ANN3ANEIARLNIN LI TuaN 9zl nResAIegNa s i
naulasuutlaclinugaseny ™ nsAnsmantiu lawn
Salenius kg Vankka'" la@Anmn1silasulasuesasrn
W lwandnignansdumn 1,279 AL aNu9L 1,480 21 Tag
N199ARIANANNINAINEN8F9R azn13n9asan e Tas 1F
gmwdf]qmz@nﬁLﬁmmzm:@mﬁum WU BIYRILA

a =& - @ 4 aa X e
IR 1 U aztiludaanNaeAI289 @M NUN AN
78 L°1h‘l§ﬂ'<1 (genu varus) mm‘IusLum'N@w 2-37 mmmjﬁ
A2 B3uTa0NUANUNUNATY 1130 11139 (genu valgus) smw
mmmnmmiummmma 3-4 7 yisanntiuesridiaz sy
ﬂ'ZQ‘LIL°II’1§LLﬂuﬂ@’N‘ﬂﬂm‘ﬂu“ﬁ’N@’]ﬂ 6-7 1

Engel uaz Staheli® Answmminisasaainluining
F1IRZIUAN AU 160 21 TALNIFTARIALLINAINNIIATIA
sanelaald yuszudensegnideuaznszgnsiuan wu
! a = - . A A o P
41 @7gusninang 1 U aeA1naziigngs aunseiveng 2 1
a9AA1azNALdIguNUNae wazaziline undigaly
21 2 - 3 T wAsaniuasAdnazGrdngununaaanasy
41 Heath wazanie® Anmwmuinisesandnludnini
F19MTIUANAIUIL 196 AL 392 11 AINNITATIIINNNE
Toeld yuszudnenszgnindanaznszgnsiun soufu 9n
srersenInaanuazdaLin (intercondylar/ intermalleolar

. ' a = P @ 4 A

distance) Wud1 @1gusniinng 1 Az aziilugeanesdn
wndwaninia arntiulugoseny 2 ¥ asananaziiuengs

waznnfigaluang 4 1 uasaniuesAainazEunauiding

wnunawanasslugaseng 111
lundtheide Hsneanunisdne 2 T IAuA Cheng uae

J Thai Rehabil Med 2012; 22(1)

A AnEnesAdn luAnUnAT1931 Ann1smIasenie
Tneldynsendnanseanuds (tibia) waznszansiuan (femur)
fauiUTTELITUINgLazdalin 11K 2,630 AU 5,620
91 nudr i Tieausiuniin mnﬁﬂuﬂmmﬂ 11 1inag
Guiliinas LL@&N"lﬂﬁzﬁmLﬁI@@ﬁﬂ 3 T aunszvisadAnitinas
ﬂﬁuéLLﬂuﬂ@’NLﬁl‘ﬂ‘mﬂ 8 1 wazs1e9 U383 Yoo wazmn

AANHIWABINI799ANIN IABN1ITABIALLNNININENE
5 3UnALANUNRTININA 97191 425 AL 818 AN WLFN

®

o

FauAugNIAADS 1 1 @::NL‘li’]Iﬁ\‘i@um‘ZZﬁ\‘l‘ﬂ’mq 1 Teita narn
oA A d4 ~ . .
WAz FNRNEY wazangaienig 4 U naidnaznay

o S oA =
vhgununansanaiaiienant 7-8 1

lutlaqiiu n1snsradnasatnldnisnsaanianindng
598 Fayuseudnansegnudsuaznszgnaiuan dayu
FUINAUNAMNIUVIBT LU TUIBIBINTLAN AU R AT
nszgnaeuninmauasiAvinsenszgniidouazidunann
FeRINAUBATUNUNAINTeINTEANudS (metaphysis-
diaphysis anatomical angle; MDA anatomical angle)
A 1 VLli/ 0 o aaa v(2_4)1£|
wran1ImIaneienie lng lifeawin S 83 tade“” g9n1s
n3aadaeAantaanIIRgaaTIenIatiu aunsovn ledne
nauazasadagn i Ueminisesniniesauieuiuy
NN9AFIATANINNINENLFIA uazuanaINiugFun1snea
o = o [ o a 1o @ 2
fallmnutlasndaainnisiuansisdlaglianduansos

fayanmuinisasaanaidudadnnsasnarAnylunng

' 3 t:lld 1 a g 3 dl dl
wennguianniesAdiUnAeanannguianiulsaiine
WaNaLeN19F NN A u NenunInIeuEBNaENEN
Tutlszmalnadndsdaganmuinisesandilnfainnis
Anmlusnalszmaiiesarnnisaadeyareaining fasiu
va oo KRy =2 | a | =3

AMzERduasfaIn AN A UnATesesAd AN Inely
NIUNWNNIBAT UATLLFELNUAINLANFNEIANTBY
=3 ' a lﬂl o [~ ¥ 1&1 o
wnsinend waziei lidudeyanugiulunisdnanses
agAaRALUNARNaudInsaan @I nadrse 1

28N1SANEN

nguilszang
=3 Qd‘ Yo a v o
wninanléunistusasnisnsalasinasesaiuau
219 AW AINAUTAMUILANLAN B UIRIFaUMY 10 126
= = = £ = ) ]
wuasaen laBeuanunaBaslsedns lssFauayunainin
uaz l9aBauaLNANmFmT
inauTiAmdn
m ety 2-51
ineuTiARRaN
m Hiszdfidulsaniaoniinlnfaesnsegn wu Ton
NITANAINAIILAALTE AINNIITINATLBAN AN

. = v
aURwe Husiu



A6N199A89ALY

B daynszndenszgnudeuaznszgnsiuaniag ldinoued

2849 Heath® Aa ¥1LATEINNIE9 T YA AU LTIA 0
AUNTNT0INITANTINTIU NTEANATTIN UAZAANY
NANAFNTINED999
o ' v & A [l S v é’

m SpvinliAntwduararinnimdeanss nszgnazing
NFUnti

m vdsantunngglenisaasinaeaninadneaanen

angudne

37 1 uanwsuwmisesemneUR N Tenszgnians
nszgnaziin uazaananamuvsansine davinliiAntu
duazarinnngannss nszgnastingunium

iAsavdanld

1. 5 mNdade (goniometer)

2. 4nedn

3. ndednegUAanea CANON IXUS 860 IS
4. 138N HP LaserJet P1006

2
a

AUABUNITANE

1. Funenlnd anantRman i Tnslduuy
gouny Al Susenfuniadndauiss

2. Tuiin e ang ﬁwﬁmmzdauqq uwaz taAlsvansia
*‘71'Lﬁ'ﬂﬁmﬁumwﬁmﬂﬂﬁmmmz@n

3. ﬁﬂmimmﬁmﬁmmugﬁﬁ 1 Tmﬂ%umumimﬂgﬂm
yaresinsmeadnarldndasdnagilaanaa CANON IXUS
860 IS Wiszezanagdineannian 1- 1.5 wng ndesdnegy
é?wmuﬁu@gﬂuumizﬁuLﬁmﬁuLﬂﬁLﬁﬂTﬂﬂﬂ?ﬂixﬁumm
Qa@w’qmﬁ%\mé’mLL@zgﬁuﬁumﬂmw
4. m‘ﬁmnﬁuuwmﬁmmmmﬁiuvj%mmvﬂﬂmﬂgﬂmﬂ

-17-

ARuIAeLASRIRATT HP LaserJet P1006 AaN3¥ANs Ad
ueluaz 1 91 faelifnRdede Tnadnyuiisaiuduacnn
i”udﬁuﬁuﬁmﬂmnﬁhme'ﬁ'ﬁﬂLﬂ%wmﬂf’iﬁtnmﬁm
ummmmvmﬂmnmummmﬂmqmvmnmvmLL@ Lé’uw
mnﬁ«mnﬂ\mm\m@mﬂmmmm@mﬂ\mmqmmwmm
Fu TageaAnT09Ldndd L unan (genu varus) Ag
aanunenuuen wavesAdniEeanatnuLIunang
(genu valgus) ﬁmﬂ?:@\‘mmmﬂuau

5. ﬂi:LﬁumwLﬁﬂ\ma?wmtlimmm”m (intrarater
reliability) §9m 1 AuAzgduAnaIuIu 18 A T 3 €a9ang
Aa <31 >3-4 >4 udevinnedaeaaiaingian 3
A%s Tuszezinavinaiuniay 1 anfing

Windeyaiineny 2 - 5 T aauau 219 au ukady
AuTRLANANTTEY auau 125 AL
TneBouaynaBesls@nd Qw28 Au

TssFauayunann i A 21 Aw

JENE LTt Pl AU 45 AU

|

’J ﬂu‘Vl 2uay 3

supsemnefivsnndumisesnssgnidnsu
nezgnaztin wazaATNNANAEN ianedng

' =3 oA | = £ d” v £
mﬂgﬂmnlumﬂu‘imﬂmmeziwmuﬂﬂmma NITHNATUITNINUNUN

|

JuAUn 4

wifluasAssiondn

'
g
4
tinguinglTaespidnlng i dade Tnaywiisn

ad 4 o a0
LLNuQNVI 1 LAANTURDLUNIINIIRE

NS NATIUNINADH
141151n3: STATA version 8 (Texas, USA) lun15quaszih
N Aasallil
1. Aimssiitayaiiugiu
- doyadatSunns Tiun ane douge Wil uanadu
ALaAE (95%Cl), daudaauuninggiu (SD)
- Fayarianninin Taun e waasiluaiuounay
Faeaz (n, %)
2. Aipgziinisnszanadeyaredudavina luudazdaeeny
v .
»28l Chi-square
3. AnnziFeuiiauesanan luusasdesanguiazing
wazllTeUe LIl WU LN WA 289 Yoo (1iag
o Ao o A o — ~
aniudeyaiudsunaanainisniin ey ung
NNADH bA) A2e t-test
4. ?Jmmxﬁﬂ?uﬁummLﬁmmwmé’mmﬁm (intrarater
reliability) #iagl intraclass correlation TnafisefuAnTe-
&NATUNNADAN p < 0.05

nrAEATAuYaIs 2555; 22(1)



NANIFANL
mjuﬂizmmﬁﬁnmﬁwm 219 AU U1y sendng
2 - 5 1 wudhdouanuowwaAs e was i luuda sy
Tadfimauuansneiu (o = 0.297) s9uNTaNYHWASE
Vavuasuau 117 au Andlulesas 53.42 waajwyﬁmm
MU 102 AU ARLTuSesay 46.58 (@mm\ﬁ‘ﬁ' 1)
ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂLL@xﬁQu@;\‘iﬁﬂ’]?Wmu’m’]?ﬁLﬁmmﬁﬂ%u‘ﬂﬂ’]\‘iﬁ

odn Ay lunsazdaeeny (szn91987g 2 - 3 way 3 - 4 1
A1 p < 0.001 %ﬂﬁwﬁmmmfmzﬂq 9EUT19018 3 - 4 T
war 4 -5 A1 p = 0.001 fmFurimii p < 0.007 &5y
dug9) Famsai 1 LL@m'qmwLﬁﬁqmwmémmﬁm
(intrarater reliability) #115URIANAINU2N r = 0.987 LAY
a9Aage r = 0.996

278 ANUIUAY RNUIULN WA (AL) Twdn (nn.) Auge (13.)
) (A1) (1) el I Means + SD Means + SD
2-3 64 128 32 32 13.72 £ 2.16 92.03+4.84
>3-4 70 140 34 36 15.98 £ 3.91 97.60 + 4.41
>4-5 85 170 51 34 17.82 + 3.63 106.37 + 5.86
793 219 436 117 102 16.03 + 3.75 99.48 + 7.86
As197 1 uansinuudeyaluusazdasens
=2 1 oAl 1 1 £ ] = =) 1 [ =
AMNNANITANHINLAN B9ANdInetagasedel = 0.233 818 4 - 51 AN p = 0.229) UAdIUGINAIINLAN

o 0 o

HedAnynieanalneianizlugag a1gsendng 2 - 3 uay 3
-4 1 (p = 0.026) AR 2 waviiaFTaLRaLANN
WANFNAUIZUININA WU4 UntinsiavagaanAliiany

wANGINAu (81g 2 -3 T AN p = 0.468 8¢ 3-4 T A p

sinanueeineldsdAnyludesany 3 - 4 T (p = 0.046) Tu

PncesAdndianaeaaslufianiuneiunesusas
do9eng) ustedelafplunanadiinaadeandtmandgalu
1398183 - 4 T (p = 0. 024) AIENTWN 2

a1 (1) A9ALIIN
Anlaae (95%Cl)
74 Sild TN
2-3 -5.79(-6.39, -5.19) -5.92(-6.92, -4.92) -5.66(-6.32, -5.00)
>3-4 -4.56(-5.10, -4.02) -3.64(-4.46, -2.82) -5.41(-6.08, -4.74)
>4-5 -4.76(-5.18, -4.34) -4.51(-5.10, -3.92) -5.15(-5.72, -4.58)

m‘mgﬁ 2 wansesAEnsINLazanuasAsn A lusazdaseny Insasandn@idiuiununans (genu varus) Aaesesnieiiuuan uazesdn

1 aa a = )
[ TRANAINUNUNAN (genu valgus) FalATasuaneuaL

Tunsueumaunisulasuulasdeyassadiudeys
andszmAinua® wuanfianuuansneiuedna @Ay
n1eafiAlugaeny 2 - 31 (p = 0.003) waz 4 -5 (p <
0.001) tnenianFauinaususang 2 - 5 T agAgLAN

P | 4 e a2
inudazdidnaannau lusuziasandiannafiaias

o r -

9% 1 wazilaFauieuuug

a

Hasaslunsiardageny A
TnesaaiunsAnsaunudndndsdeuamdsens 4
wiguFunsAnE luisnngamnwauAsATIinudngas
A a4 S aa o oo A
angFniaienas Aeludamdseny 2 T fagii 3

a L4
UNIAITU
AMNNNIANHINENUNINUINAN TN BITR L AIUAT
812 4 T2 upanNnIgANHIANNFUNWHINUATATITNL

J Thai Rehabil Med 2012; 22(1)

-18-

o A2 a Ay aa Sy
dndnsengEnHiaindetianas Aaludemaseny 2 T d9lng
WeAuiunNNsAN®a89 Engel wae Staheli® agnalsinu
4 Ao a4 o«
WauFauiisuiunisAnsnau o wudianlungamnnami-

o o A o s
wpsHnIREUINITasANdnTiuAnsnseenty gt 2 - 3
T9919LH8IANATUIUNNAIBE1NATALAGHNENY 2 — 5 T]
windy asenav Wilddeyanldasudoulunnnguang
n1sANENaY

i @ aal =2 o t#l Y '
agalsfiaRnsANIA BN AInLd TeyanaALa

1, 375) 1 =S
WANNITANURN

Tuusiazimenna lddaauunnsineiu
Heath wazAniz® Ananafiaponuuansnaiuaesdayaase
- P T TN -
v luwsazi@en s SandnepfaiunIsAnIATIllunguAN
NIWMWNUINAslAEAEN1IRIIAT NI dRasAg LTy
a o =2 (5) dld g =3 =

WauAun1sAn®2es Yoo Adnwlunguuaniniualag



arndnlFauisudndulszinaimva

1 2-3 >3-4 ~4-5

IR
1
wn

= p=0:001
p=0.003

a1 (1)

- -
—— nITANNIVELNTTR

—~

s 1 asaah luusiazdawengufauisuiuindsemeinimua®

avaAiniaufiu Engel uax Staheli

|—o— nsAnu1a3al —s— Engel and Staheli (1974) |

O 1 1 1 I 1 1 I I 1 I
-1 ! = 2 4 5 B 7 2 9 14 H
-2 —%
-3
——

advenzin
IS
/

a7 ()

51 2 aapduFauidisuiudeyares Engel waz Staheli®

| ar ad
BIANUNNEUNLUTIADU ©)

——nsAnundet
— - —Cheng (1991)

—a—Engel and Staheli (1974)

— == — Heath (1993)
rrrrrrr Salenius and Vanka (1975) — - — - Yoo (2008)

15

10

Varus +
Valgus -

AN

12

5% 3 aeAdnFauiauiunsAnEEu o

-190-

nrAEATAuYaIs 2555; 22(1)



raeAdnaINA a8 59d azaInnIFaLE LWL AN
mmmmm LLqum'ammmmﬂuum%wmammn
Finafiuia ’l mﬂuﬂmmmmmLfamlmuﬂuﬂu Fatanaliieq
NNRNAMNUANFANNTRIIETIz LAz WU N T AL TR T
WARLTRTR UaLARNNs NS TARdANIEN F4lLnN3RIIATA
aeANF98Ainsmsaasnenieuanainaziludani st
arpanuazifinainusandelunisdaanniinidnudad
aunsnandeiianannfitinainnisiedeulmgesidnans
n99dm dN190 I AnnsasdiaaasAd inlnAneaugs
A9IaNIERTNASE WazaASURIEAINNISTUTLANS SRR
Tisfuileieusunisasalagldnmenesed fagunns
Anmitinuanged Engel uay Staheli il 19742 Heath
wazAanuy Wl 1993° waz Cheng wazAy Tull 1991%
IpeN1sANEI29 Heath WAy Engel wae Staheli 1438019
fnanmansaniunnsdnesAnahdadenfuslunis
Aneasall aeinalsiRANT 14 lun1s819BemsaannAdnuin
ﬂnﬁmmLsdﬁﬁuﬂ%mmn%;ﬂmmL%faémﬁLﬁmﬁ’uumﬁ%
nspInadatlsznmiAEnAy Rl iennsinmnfimanzanly
AUNAR

MsfinEiTdasia Wesanngandluniafutszanns
@g’luﬁuﬁﬁ‘lﬂﬁﬁumwﬁwmﬂ WATNIINTZANLUBIANUIY
ﬂi::mnﬂuLLﬁim'ﬁuﬁﬂmmilﬁu%g@iﬁwhﬁ“u Suiilaaun
andesnialunisiaun uananmiu fasengfifnmAeu
dnaunupe Hiesany 2 - 5 1 mldiAsdearinlunis
Li_l?éﬂmﬁﬁuLLmTﬁumiLﬂﬁﬂuLLﬂmm@ﬁ@H@mmLﬁﬂ'ﬁ‘ﬁtﬁm
Tusadeannai lduReudenfunnsfnenay faideiaue
wuzdrAsfinnanszartaonuiiluniaiudeyalnaden
Lﬁ‘i_lﬂz‘jNﬂﬁ‘:ﬂ]’mﬂﬁﬂ?Z@’]ﬂ'ﬁu‘ﬁlwﬁﬂﬂ’j’]LaNLL@‘;:ﬂT::@’]EI
nguilszanslvinii 9 ﬁuiuur;*imﬁuﬁ"nmmﬁ?lﬁu%mﬂ@LWI@
Lﬁmmm:mja‘:ﬂmm“LuLLﬁi@:ﬁuﬁmmﬂixmﬂLmﬂﬁiﬁ’w"ﬁmﬂ@
fanunsnidusia memmﬁmLﬁﬂ“luﬂizmﬂimﬁmn%u i
ﬁmﬂﬁlwﬁwmmmﬂi”mﬂﬂﬁmn%mﬁ@mwﬁmLfauiu
ma‘uﬁ*ﬂumemLLunum@mmmmﬂummﬂmau 4T

ﬂ@w‘imﬂmﬂmimﬂmlnmmmL']Jumiﬂﬂmmmmu
WULIN19TABANENAINANEE LANNZINNY Huua iy
asAndfudndationa [;l//\iLL[ﬂ"ﬂ’]EIq 2 ¥ umnsneannnig
Anmnaaailsznaiu 1 Fel43En1emeaTanenineineied
TmmwuumiﬁuLﬂﬁéqﬁ@ﬂ@quﬁq@qq 4 1 vaifenaiiiaann
ANANNLANANTLIa9ETTzLA LA AWIN1TN AL TR L
AXTOTN7 LAZAINSIUNSIABANIN Tt U lunns
fnemNEaUnFresesAndnard1sdetayaansng
TRFAEN B uNNsRIam AL TRLNFesAT
TidsranazananndesaaedemiiiesfuuazaAan1snsma
FarszinniAeniy 3933n13msaadnedrndaanisnsia
s1anedeifludanisfiazaanuaziinaanusaniielunissa

AIMLANLAN WANANTUETIAIN1TDAATDRANAIANNAAN
J Thai Rehabil Med 2012; 22(1)

lﬂl =3 o A | Qdd‘
nsndeulmreuAnaeaadn uasiedulddnimunzan
Tunnsdnnsesgilazasadidalnfineudansaanneid

Alade e luauan

nanssuiszna
v o v o a a a £
ANMYEIRETBUBLANS HBNUENTI39TeEe I 9e AN
TssBauayuainliuazlsaFauayuantisond flunjrinu
WIAUTUNT BT WA WEY.ATEN YO AT.NTY. NS
wnul Aouwdus foysyiuaa

LANE19D19D9

1. Salenius P, Vankka E. The development of the tibiofemoral
ngle in children. J Bone Joint Surg Am 1975; 57: 259-61.

2. Engel GM, Staheli LT. The natural history of torsion and other
factors influencing gait in childhood. A study of the angle of
gait, tibial torsion, knee angle, hip rotation, and development
of the arch in normal children. Clin Orthop Relat Res 1974; 99:
12-7.

3. Heath CH, Staheli LT. Normal limits of knee angle in white
children—genu varum and genu valgum. J Pediatr Orthop.
1993; 13: 259-62.

4. Cheng JC, Chan PS, Chiang SC, Hui PW. Angular and
rotational profile of the lower limb in 2,630 Chinese children.
J Pediatr Orthop 1991; 11: 154-61.

5. Yoo JH, Choi IH, Cho TJ, Chung CY, Yoo WJ. Development of
tibiofemoral angle in Korean children. J Korean Med Sci 2008;
23: 714-7.

6. Johnston CE 2nd. Infantile tibia vara. Clin Orthop Relat Res
1990; 255: 13-23.

7. Langenskiold A. Tibia vara. A critical review. Clin Orthop Relat
Res 1989; 246: 195-207.

8. Levine AM, Drennan JC. Physiological bowing and tibia vara.
The metaphyseal-diaphyseal angle in the measurement of
bowleg deformities. J Bone Joint Surg Am 1982; 64: 1158-63.

9. Schoenecker PL, Meade WC, Pierron RL, Sheridan JJ, Capelli
AM. Blount’s disease: a retrospective review and recommen-
dations for treatment. J Pediatr Orthop 1985; 5: 181-6.

10. Shinohara Y, Kamegaya M, Kuniyoshi K, Moriya H., Natural
history of infantile tibia vara. J Bone Joint Surg Br 2002; 84:
263-8.

11. Richards BS, Katz DE, Sims JB. Effectiveness of brace
treatment in early infantile Blount's disease. J Pediatr
Orthop1998; 18: 374-80.

12. Raney EM, Topoleski TA, Yaghoubian R, Guidera KJ, Marshall
JG. Orthotic treatment of infantile tibia vara. J Pediatr Orthop
1998; 18: 670-4.

13. Zionts LE, Shean CJ. Brace treatment of early infantile tibia
vara. J Pediatr Orthop 1998; 18: 102-9.

14. Loder RT, Johnston CE, 2nd. Infantile tibia vara. J Pediatr
Orthop 1987; 7: 639-46.

15. Kaewpornsawan K, Tangsataporn S, Jatunarapit R. Early
proximal tibial valgus osteotomy as a very important
prognostic factor in Thai children with infantile tibia vara.
J Med Assoc Thai 2005; 88: 72-9.



