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Introduction
Rupture of the anterior cruciate ligament (ACL) is the most 

common and one of the most serious ligament injuries in the knee 
joint. It affects mainly young and active people [1]. The injury causes 
knee joint instability which in turn leads to decreased knee function. 
ACL injury is often associated with concomitant damage of other 
joint structures, including meniscus tears and chondral lesions [2,3]. 
Since it has been documented that ACL injury places the patient at risk 
for early osteoarthritis, ACL reconstruction (ACLR) has been widely 
advocated as a treatment method of choice [4,5].

It has been assumed that restoring stability through ACLR enables 
the patients to go back to a high functional level in a relatively short 
time [6]. However, the study of Frobell et al. showed that ACLR must 
not be recommended to all patients [7]. Up to date, there has been no 
evidence from high-quality randomized, controlled trials comparing 
ACL reconstruction with other treatments. Since knee stability can be 
improved not only by surgery but also by neuromuscular rehabilitation 
[8-10], the subjects who are not professional sportsmen achieve clinical 
results good enough to perform daily activities and recreation if 
appropriate structured physiotherapy is provided.

Thus, an easy-to-implement algorithm for selection of subjects 
assigned for ACLR should be constituted. The purpose of our study was 
to assess the need and advisability of surgical intervention in individuals 
who were eligible to receive ACLR treatment, taking into account 

subjects’ activity level, expectations following surgery and results of 
pre habilitation. We hypothesized that establishing of selection criteria 
could remarkably affect the choice of treatment strategy in subjects 
with torn ACL.

Methods and Materials
Study group

All subjects who had undergone ACLR at the Department of 
Reconstructive Surgery and Arthroscopy of the Knee Joint, Medical 
University, between June and December 2012 were enrolled in the 
study group. The only exclusion criterion was a previous surgery of 
the knee joint.

We also distinguished a group of subjects who at the time of surgery 
were younger than 18 years.
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ACL rupture was assessed in clinical examination, accompanied, in 
case of doubt, by magnetic resonance imaging (MRI).

The study protocol was approved by the local ethics committee 
(approval no. RNN/580/12/KB). An informed written consent was 
obtained from all subjects who participated in the study.

General assessment

All subjects were evaluated prior to ACLR. The study-specific 
questionnaire included information about body mass index, 
occupation, the type of subjects’ activity before ACL injury. In addition, 
the subjects answered to multiple choice questions how they describe 
their knee stability (full stability, moderate instability, pronounced 
instability), how they were assigned for a surgical intervention and 
what expectations of ACLR they had.

Disease-specific outcome measure

The Knee injury and Osteoarthritis Outcome Score (KOOS) was 
used in the study. KOOS is 42-item self-administered knee-specific 
questionnaire that evaluates knee-related problems in five subscales: 
Pain, other Symptoms, Activities of Daily Living (ADL), Sports and 
Recreation and Quality of Life (QOL) [11,12]. A separate score ranging 
from 0 to 100 (where 100 represent the best result) is calculated for 
each subscale [13]. The score had already been validated for ACLR, 
and culturally adapted for Polish ACL-reconstructed patients [14]. The 
measurement was done prior to ACLR.

Evaluation of activity level: The assessment of the activity level was 
made with the 10-points Tegner activity scale where 10 represented the 
highest professional performance represented by an elite soccer player 
[15,16]. Subjects assessed their pre-injury activity.

ACLR recruitment criteria 

Subjects' eligibility for ACLR was assessed by an orthopedic 
surgeon, in most cases the same who later performed the surgery. No 
general algorithms for qualification were used. The only recruitment 
criteria were the rupture of ACL, active lifestyle and a subject's request 
to be operated on. We critically verified these criteria and, based on 
contemporary proposals, re-qualified all subjects qualified for ACLR [17].

We considered subjects to be eligible for the operation if they 
fulfilled the following criteria: 1) pre-injury activity level ≥ 7 according 
to Tegner, depending on sport discipline performed, and a will to return 
to professional sport activity following ACLR and/or 2) residual knee 
instability regardless of six-weeks structured exercise program [18]. 
Since the surgical treatment in young subjects, especially physically 
active, appears to provide the best outcome due to meniscus-salvage 
opportunities, the selection criteria for adolescents included pre-injury 
activity level ≥ 4 according to Tegner scale and/or knee instability 
regardless of structured exercise program [19,20].

Symptomatic and functional assessment

The subjects were stratified into two groups according to their 
activity level. Group A included those who were professional elite 
athletes (4 subjects) or those who represented a high level of sport 
activity (who scored ≥ 6 in the Tegner activity scale, 37 subjects). Group 
B included the recreationally active subjects and those who were active 
on a basic level (≤ 5 in the Tegner activity scale, 44 subjects).

Based on the published Swedish reference population, the 
satisfactory clinical outcome (corresponding to previously described 
functional recovery [21]) was defined as the lower threshold for the 95% 

CI of 18–34-year-old males [22] representing the group corresponding 
best to the subjects examined. Subsequently, to be classified as a 
satisfactory clinical outcome, the KOOS subclasses had to be scored 
above 90 points for Pain, 84 for Symptoms, 91 for ADL, 80 for Sports/
Recreation and 81 for QOL.

Statistical analysis

No prior sample size determination was made due to the 
observational character of the present study. Continuous outcomes 
are given as mean (standard deviation, SD) values. Binary data in 2 
x 2 tables were evaluated by Fisher’s exact test. The Wilcoxon signed 
ranks test was used for assessment of comparisons between groups. All 
tests were 2-tailed and P-value of < 0.05 was considered statistically 
significant. All analyses were performed with SPSS for Windows 15.0 
software package (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA).

Results
Study group

The study sample consisted of 85 subjects (59 men and 26 women) 
with a mean age of 28 years (SD 10, range 15-57 years). Mean age of 
assessed adolescents (n = 19) was 16 years (SD 1, range 15-18 years). 
The characteristics of subjects in activity groups are given in Table 1.

ACL injury by sport discipline: ACL rupture in subjects examined 
occurred most commonly in soccer (43 subjects, 51%), volleyball (6 
cases, 7%), alpine skiing (5 cases, 6%), track and field (4 cases, 5%) and 
basketball (4 cases, 5%). In 23 (27%) individuals the injury occurred 
either during other activities or the subjects could not indicate its 
reason.

Knee stability: Out of 85 subjects assessed prior to ACLR, 37 
experienced pronounced instability and 27 moderate instability of the 
knee joint. Twenty-one subjects experienced full stability of the knee.

No differences between groups concerning subjective assessment 
of knee stability were observed. 

ACLR recruitment criteria 

Subjects participating in the study were assessed for ACLR 
eligibility by an orthopaedic surgeon or a specialist in sports medicine. 
In five cases there were subjects themselves or their families that desired 
the surgical treatment. In all individuals, qualification for surgery was 
undertaken based on a subjective examination. No patient-related 
outcome measurements were used for qualification.

Most of the subjects examined (70 out of 85, 82%) had undergone 
rehabilitation prior to surgery (pre habilitation). However, the exercise 
program was usually very limited except for elite athletes who trained 
with physical therapists individually. All subjects had reached the full 
range of motion prior to ACLR.

The first of the newly proposed criteria for ACLR, professional 
sport practising at the elite level, was fulfilled by four persons, three 
soccer players and one volleyball player. All these subjects experienced 

Characteristics Group A Group B
N (% women) 44 (41) 41 (20)

Age at surgery, mean (SD), years 28.6 (10.8) 27.6 (9.1)
Time from injury, mean (SD), years 2.9 (3.5) 2.7 (4.2)
Tegner activity score (SD), points 4.1 (0.9) 6.4 (1.0)

Body mass index (BMI), mean, (SD), kg/m2 26.6 (4.0) 25.3 (3.0)

Table 1: Characteristics of subjects.
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pronounced instability, thus they also fulfilled the second criterion. 
One of the soccer players was operated on after three weeks from the 
injury; the other professional athletes underwent ACLR in an elective 
manner.

The second criterion, residual instability of the knee joint regardless 
of structured rehabilitation, was fulfilled totally by 19 subjects (46%) 
with pronounced instability from group A and 18 (41%) individuals 
from group B. Moreover, moderate instability was reported by 11 (27%) 
subjects from group A and 16 (36%) from group B. Since any subjects 
with moderate instability completed structured pre habilitation process 
they did not fulfil the second criterion for ACLR. 

Consequently, 11 subjects from group A and 10 subjects from 
group B reported full stability of the knee joint.

Among adolescents, the criteria were fulfilled by 17 out of 19 
subjects. One individual, a 15 year-old boy with BMI 29.3 and activity 
level 3 had no instability of the knee joint, while another person, a 15 
year-old girl with BMI 26.7 and activity score 2 had only moderate 
instability but had not completed her exercise program. Qualification 
to ACLR was also doubtful in the case of a 16-year old boy with BMI 
35.5. This patient was, however, physically active (Tegner activity level 5).

Symptomatic and functional assessment

Group level: Subjects scored significantly higher in the KOOS 
subscales Pain (mean 73 points, SD17 for subjects from group A and 
SD 20 for group B), KOOS Symptoms (mean 68, SD 17 for group A 
and mean 69, SD 21 for group B) and KOOS ADL (mean 79, SD 18 for 
group A and SD 22 for group B) than in the KOOS subscales Sports/
Recreation (mean 48, SD 23 for group A and mean 47, SD 28 for group 
B) and Quality of Life (mean 38, SD 19 for group A and 17 for group B) 
(P ≤ 0.001) (Figure 1).

No significant differences in outcomes between group A and B 
were observed.

Individual level: Scores corresponding with satisfactory 
preoperative clinical outcome together in three of five KOOS subscales 
(Pain, Symptoms, ADL) were observed in five out of 41 (12%) 
individuals from group A and in seven out of 44 (16%) subjects from 
group B.

Satisfactory preoperative clinical outcome was observed in 
significantly more subjects in the KOOS subscale ADL than in the 
KOOS subscales Sports/Recreation and QOL in both, group A (P = 
0.02 and P=0.0007 respectively) and group B (P=0.04 and P=0.0001 
respectively) and in the KOOS subscales Pain and Symptoms than in 
the KOOS subscale QOL in group B (P=0.0002) (Table 2, Figures 2 
and 3). No differences were observed in the number of subjects with 
satisfactory preoperative clinical outcome in the KOOS subscales Pain 
and Symptoms when compared to the subscale Sports/Recreation both 
in group A (P=0.55) and B (P=0.3) and in the KOOS subscales Pain and 
Symptoms compared to subscale QOL in group A (P=0.09).

Subjects with subjectively stable knee joints (N=21) had more 
often satisfactory preoperative clinical result than those with moderate 
instability and pronounced instability in the KOOS subscales Pain 
(P=0.01 and P=0.002 respectively), Symptoms (P=0.04 and P=0.0003), 
ADL (P=0.004 and P=0.0004), and Sports/Recreation (P=0.03 for both 
groups).

Satisfactory clinical outcome was observed in the KOOS subscale 
QOL in one person with a stable knee joint and in one with pronounced 
instability.

Discussion
In our study we took up the challenge to verify critically if the 

subjects who were eligible to ACLR treatment fulfilled the criteria of 
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Figure 1: Mean scores In KOOS subscales for subjects practicing sport 
at professional or advanced level (group B, N = 41) and those who are 
recreationally active or active on a basic level (group B, N = 44). Vertical 
segments represent standard deviation.

Group 
assessed

KOOS subscales
Number of subjects (%)

Pain Symptoms ADL Sports/Rec QOL
Sportsmen   

(group A, N=41) 8 (20) 8 (20) 15 (37) 5 (12) 2 (5)

Non-sportsmen      
(group B, N=44) 12 (27) 12 (27) 20 (46) 7 (16) 0

Table 2: The number of subjects with satisfactory preoperative clinical outcome 
in separate KOOS subscales in those subjects with high level performance 
(Sportsmen, group A) and in those who practice sport recreationally (Non-
sportsmen, group B).
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Figure 2: The KOOS scores for subjects from group A. The results within 
this group are presented separately for elite sportsmen (■) and those who 
practise sport on high recreational level (O). The red parallel segments 
correspond with minimal score values representing the satisfactory clinical 
outcome for the KOOS subscales (lower threshold for the 95% CI of 
18–34-year-old males as reference group).
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selection for surgery basing on patient-related KOOS outcome and 
subjective assessment of knee stability.

We found that over one fourth of the subjects assessed were 
qualified for ACLR despite they experienced full stability of the knee 
joint and had satisfactory preoperative clinical outcome in the KOOS 
subscales. The criteria for ACLR surgery were fulfilled by only 44% of 
subjects evaluated. Moreover, additional 29% of the study group had 
a moderate instability of knee joint but they should have completed a 
structured rehabilitation program first to be assessed if they needed a 
surgical intervention. Our study shows that subjects with good stability 
and satisfactory preoperative clinical outcome measured with patient-
related outcome may have been qualified for surgical reconstruction 
in vain. Frobell et al. in their randomized controlled study observed 
that early ACLR with structured rehabilitation was not superior to a 
strategy of rehabilitation with the option of delayed reconstruction 
when needed in two-year follow-up [7]. The authors reported that in a 
rehabilitation group, ACLR was necessary only in 39% of subjects who 
scored low in the KOOS subscales mostly because of residual instability 
of the knee joint, which is consistent with our results. In our study, the 
subjective assessment with the KOOS scale was not performed to qualify 
subjects for surgery. The analyses we present were made a posteriori in 
order to verify the ACLR selection criteria. We observed that, over 41% 
of subjects had satisfactory clinical outcome with over 91 points in the 
KOOS subscale ADL. It has been, however, suggested that ACLR does 
not affect the outcome in this subscale. On the contrary, we found that 
the subjects had low scores in the KOOS subscale Sports/Recreation 
irrespectively of the activity level and in the subscale QOL irrespectively 
of the experience of knee stability. These results should be, however, 
interpreted with caution and always in relation to the properties of 
the measurement tool. The KOOS subscale Sports/Recreation refers 
to the activities as squatting, kneeling, jumping, turning/twisting and 
running. These activities demand higher physical ability than those 
described in the KOOS subscale ADL. Consequently, the results in the 
KOOS Sports/Recreation subscale are very important when deciding 
about a knee surgery. Satisfactory preoperative clinical outcome was 
achieved by seven subjects who are active on a recreational level and 
five subjects who practice sport activity an advanced level. We assume 
that satisfactory clinical outcome with over 80 points in the KOOS 

subscale Sports/Recreation should be interpreted as contraindication to 
ACLR in subjects who are not elite athletes. Since a level of 8-10 points 
of score change was suggested as a cut-off representing a clinically 
significant difference [23], a detectable improvement would be difficult 
to reach. One might expect that after successful surgery outcomes 
would be located higher on the scale, approaching the maximal score 
of 100 points (ceiling effect).

Unlike the KOOS subscale Sports/Recreation, the outcomes 
of KOOS QOL reflects rather psychological and social aspects, as 
apprehension to perform some activity or to change a lifestyle [13]. 
It seems to be clear that subjects with torn ACL can be limited in 
sports activity; however they could improve their quality of life, e.g. 
by changing the sport activity in order to avoid exercises in which the 
knee is exposed to cutting, pivoting and shear forces. We suppose that 
subjects' desire to return to their pre-injury activity without changing 
their habits determines low scores in the KOOS subscale QOL on both 
the individual and group level.

It has been reported that subjects with high pre-injury activity levels 
are prone to choose surgical intervention rather than conservative 
treatment [24]. However, when qualifying for surgery, one should 
take into account that ACLR does not give satisfactory results in all 
individuals. Clinical outcomes are often far from optimal with one 
third of subjects experiencing residual knee laxity and over 60% with 
disturbances in knee function [25]. It is reported that only 65-70% of 
subjects undergoing reconstruction return to their pre-injury activity 
level [25,26].

In the adolescent group, it was questionable to qualify for surgery 
overweight and obese subject, including one 16-year-old boy with 
BMI > 35. However, most of these subjects were physically active and 
according to our criteria could undergo ACLR in order to minimize the 
risk of secondary knee injuries, including meniscus tears and chondral 
injuries [18,27].

Our study had some limitations. We assessed only the subjects 
who had already been qualified for surgical intervention. We do not 
know how many subjects with ACL injury denied surgery when they 
were consulted by an orthopaedic surgeon. Moreover, the study was 
based on only one assessment performed prior to ACLR. Although we 
assume that surgery is not beneficial in subjects who scored well in the 
KOOS subscales, we need a further study with continued follow-up and 
assessment of longer term outcomes to verify this statement.

Conclusion
Our findings indicate that more than a half of subjects who 

are eligible for ACLR according to our inclusion’s criteria could be 
operated on in vain. All subjects with ACL injury who desire ligament 
reconstruction need structured rehabilitation supervised by a physical 
therapist. Subjects should be qualified for surgical intervention more 
carefully, based on clinical assessment and results from a validated 
subjective knee-specific measurement tool.

Acknowledgement

The authors are indebted to Robert Foltyn for excellent assistance in the 
preparation of this manuscript.

References

1. Spindler KP, Wright RW (2008) Clinical practice: anterior cruciate ligament 
tear. N Engl J Med 359: 2135-2142.

2. Gianotti SM, Marshall SW, Hume PA, Bunt L (2009) Incidence of anterior 
cruciate ligament injury and other knee ligament injuries: a national population-
based study. J Sci Med Sport 12: 622-627.

KOOS subscales

Pain Symptoms ADL Sports/Rec. QOL

K
O

O
S 

sc
or

es

0

20

40

60

80

100

Figure 3: The KOOS scores for subjects from group B. The red parallel 
segments correspond with minimal score values representing the satisfactory 
clinical outcome for the KOOS subscales (lower threshold for the 95% CI of 
18–34-year-old males as reference group).

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19005197
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19005197
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18835221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18835221
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18835221


Citation: Szmigielska A, Paradowski PT (2013) Assessment of Selection Criteria for Anterior Cruciate Ligament Reconstruction. Health Care Current 
Reviews 1: 107. doi: 10.4172/2375-4273.1000107

Volume 1 • Issue 1 • 1000107
Health Care Current Reviews
ISSN: HCCR, an open access journal 

Page 5 of 5

3. Noyes FR, Barber-Westin SD (2012) Treatment of meniscus tears during
anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. Arthroscopy 28: 123-130.

4. Andersson C, Gillquist J (1992) Treatment of acute isolated and combined 
ruptures of the anterior cruciate ligament. A long-term follow-up study. Am J
Sports Med 20: 7-12.

5. Jomha NM, Borton DC, Clingeleffer AJ, Pinczewski LA (1999) Long-term 
osteoarthritic changes in anterior cruciate ligament reconstructed knees. Clin
Orthop Relat Res 358: 188-193.

6. Ardern CL, Webster KE, Taylor NF, Feller JA (2011) Return to sport following 
anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction surgery: a systematic review and 
meta-analysis of the state of play. Br J Sports Med 45: 596-606.

7. Frobell RB, Lohmander LS, Roos HP (2007) Acute rotational trauma to the 
knee: poor agreement between clinical assessment and magnetic resonance 
imaging findings. Scand J Med Sci Sports 17: 109-114.

8. Cooper RL, Taylor NF, Feller JA (2005) A systematic review of the effect of
proprioceptive and balance exercises on people with an injured or reconstructed 
anterior cruciate ligament. Res Sports Med 13: 163-178.

9. Myer GD, Paterno MV, Ford KR, Hewett TE (2008) Neuromuscular training 
techniques to target deficits before return to sport after anterior cruciate 
ligament reconstruction. J Strength Cond Res 22: 987-1014.

10.	Delincé P, Ghafil D (2012) Anterior cruciate ligament tears: conservative 
or surgical treatment? A critical review of the literature. Knee Surg Sports
Traumatol Arthrosc 20: 48-61.

11. Roos EM, Roos HP, Lohmander LS, Ekdahl C, Beynnon BD (1998) Knee injury 
and osteoarthritis outcome score (KOOS) – development of a self–administered 
outcome measure. J Orthop Sports Phys Ther 28: 88-96.

12.	Roos EM, Roos HP, Ekdahl C, Lohmander LS (1998) Knee injury and 
Osteoarthritis Outcome Score (KOOS) – validation of a Swedish version. 
Scand J Med Sci Sports 8: 439-448.

13.	Knee injury and Osteoarthritis Outcome Score.

14.	Paradowski PT, Witoński D, Kęska R, Roos EM (2013) Cross-cultural 
translation and measurement properties of the Polish version of the Knee injury 
and Osteoarthritis Outcome Score (KOOS) following anterior cruciate ligament 
reconstruction. Health Qual Life Outcomes 11: 107.

15.	Tegner Y, Lysholm J (1985) Rating systems in the evaluation of knee ligament 
injuries. Clin Orthop Relat Res 198: 43-49.

16.	Briggs KK, Lysholm J, Tegner Y, Rodkey WG, Kocher MS, et al. (2009) The 
reliability, validity, and responsiveness of the Lysholm score and Tegner
activity scale for anterior cruciate ligament injuries of the knee: 25 years later. 
Am J Sports Med 37: 890-897.

17.	Scanlan SF, Chaudhar AM, Dyrby CO (2010) Diffrences in tibial rotation during 
walking in ACL reconstructed and healthy contralateral knees. J Biomech 43: 
1817-1822.

18.	Keays SL, Bullock-Saxton JE, Newcombe P, Bullock MI (2006) The 
effectiveness of a pre-operative home-based physiotherapy programme for
chronic anterior cruciate ligament deficiency. Physiother Res Int 11: 204-218.

19.	Dunn WR, Lyman S, Lincoln AE, Amoroso PJ, Wickiewicz T, et al. (2004) The 
effect of anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction on the risk of knee reinjury.
Am J Sports Med 32: 1906-1914.

20.	Wojtys EM, Brower AM (2010) Anterior cruciate ligament injuries In the 
prepubescent and adolescent athlete: clinical and research considerations. J 
Athl Train 45: 509-512.

21.	Barenius B, Forssblad M, Engström B, Eriksson K (2013) Functional recovery 
after anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction, a study of health-related quality
of life based on the Swedish National Knee Ligament Register. Knee Surg
Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 21: 914-927.

22.	Paradowski PT, Bergman S, Sundén-Lundius A, Lohmander LS, Roos EM 
(2006) Knee complaints vary with age and gender in the adult population. 
Population-based reference data for the Knee injury and Osteoarthritis
Outcome Score (KOOS). BMC Musculoskelet Disord 7: 38.

23.	Roos EM, Lohmander LS (2003) The Knee injury and Osteoarthritis Outcome 
Score (KOOS): from joint injury to osteoarthritis. Health Qual Life Outcomes 1: 64.

24.	Swirtun LR, Eriksson K, Renström P (2006) Who chooses anterior cruciate 
ligament reconstruction and why? A 2-year prospective study. Scand J Med
Sci Sports 16: 441-446.

25.	Biau DJ, Tournoux C, Katsahian S, Schranz P, Nizard R (2007) ACL
reconstruction: a meta-analysis of functional scores. Clin Orthop Relat Res 
458: 180-187.

26.	Freedman KB, D’Amato MJ, Nedeff D, Kaz A, Bach BR Jr (2003) Arthroscopic 
anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction. A metaanalysis comparing patellar
tendon and hamstring tendon autografts. Am J Sports Med 31: 2-11.

27.	Kellenberger R, Von Laer L (1990) Nonosseous lesions of the anterior cruciate 
ligaments in childhood and adolescence. Progr Pediatr Surg 25: 123-131.

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22074619
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22074619
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1554077
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1554077
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/1554077
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9973991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9973991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9973991
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21398310
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21398310
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21398310
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17394470
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17394470
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17394470
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16392446
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16392446
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16392446
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18438211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18438211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18438211
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21773828
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21773828
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21773828
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9699158
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9699158
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9699158
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9863983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9863983
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9863983
http://www.koos.nu/index.html
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23803000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23803000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23803000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/23803000
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4028566
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/4028566
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19261899
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19261899
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19261899
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19261899
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20181339
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20181339
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20181339
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17236528
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17236528
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17236528
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15572320
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15572320
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15572320
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20831399
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20831399
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20831399
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22885701
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22885701
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22885701
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22885701
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16670005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16670005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16670005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16670005
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14613558
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14613558
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17121647
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17121647
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17121647
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17308473
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17308473
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17308473
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12531750
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12531750
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12531750
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2105514
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2105514

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction
	Methods and Materials 
	Study group 
	General assessment 
	Disease-specific outcome measure 
	ACLR recruitment criteria  
	Symptomatic and functional assessment 

	Results 
	Study group 
	ACLR recruitment criteria  
	Symptomatic and functional assessment 

	Discussion
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3



