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Abstract

Background: Haglund syndrome is a common disease that causes posterior heel pain. This study compared the
clinical outcomes of dorsal closing wedge calcaneal osteotomy (DCWCO) and posterosuperior prominence
resection (PPR) for the treatment of Haglund syndrome.

Methods: This retrospective study included 12 patients who underwent DCWCO and 32 patients who underwent
PPR from January 2010 to August 2016. Patients were evaluated using the American Orthopedic Foot Ankle Society
ankle-hindfoot scale (AOFAS), Victorian Institute of Sport Assessment Scale for Achilles tendinopathy (VISA-A),
Fowler-Philip angle, Bohler's angle, and calcaneal pitch angle preoperatively and postoperatively (at 3 months, 6
months, 1 year, and the latest follow-up).

Results: Both groups exhibited a significant increase in their AOFAS and VISA-A scores after surgery. The DCWCO
group had lower AOFAS scores than the PPR group at 6 months (77.6 + 5.1 vs. 82.8 + 7.8; P = 0.037) but had higher
scores at the latest follow-up (98.2 + 2.3 vs. 934 + 6.1; P = 0.030). The DCWCO group had lower VISA-A scores at 3
months (56.9 + 13.9 vs. 65.2 + 11.0; P = 0.044) but higher scores at the latest follow-up (98.2 + 2.6 vs. 943 + 50; P =
0.010) than the PPR group. Both groups exhibited significant changes in the Fowler-Philip angle and Bohler's angle
after surgery. The postoperative Fowler-Philip angle of the DCWCO group was greater than that of the PPR group
(35.9° + 4.9° vs. 31.4° + 6.2° P = 0.026). However, there was no statistically significant difference in any other angle
of the two groups postoperatively.

Conclusions: Compared to the PPR group, the DCWCO group had poorer short-term clinical outcomes but provide
better long-term function and symptom remission. This method can be a good option for those patients with
higher functional expectations.
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Background

Haglund deformity, first described by Patrick Haglund in
1928, is a prominence in the posterolateral heel that causes
posterior heel pain [1]. It is generally associated with inser-
tional Achilles tendinopathy (IAT) and retrocalcaneal bur-
sitis, which comprise the Haglund triad or Haglund
syndrome [2, 3]. Surgical intervention is a suitable option
when conservative treatment for more than 6 months has
failed [4]. Common surgical methods, including posterosu-
perior prominence resection (PPR), retrocalcaneal decom-
pression, and endoscopic treatment, generally have good
short-term clinical outcomes [5, 6]. However, a few patients
still experience some degree of pain after surgery, especially
after PPR [7]; therefore, another surgical method is required
for better outcomes.

Dorsal closing wedge calcaneal osteotomy (DCWCO)
was first described by Zadek for the treatment of IAT
[8]. Keck and Kelly proved that DCWCO was an effect-
ive treatment for Haglund deformity in 18 patients [9].
Further, Miller reported that wedge osteotomy of the
calcaneus body combined with resection of the superior
calcaneus showed good results in 16 patients (18 feet)
[10]. Dimitrios treated IAT with dorsal wedge calcaneal
osteotomy in 52 athletes, all of whom showed great im-
provement in both function and pain relief [11]. How-
ever, although this surgical technique has been proven
to be effective in several studies, a comparison of
DCWCO and PPR for the treatment of Haglund syn-
drome has not been previously reported.

This retrospective review compared the clinical out-
comes of DCWCO and PPR with pain relief, improve-
ments in ankle and Achilles tendon function, anatomy
changes, and complications as the primary outcomes.
Based on these comparisons, we aimed to determine an
effective surgical method for treating Haglund syndrome.

Patients and methods

Patents who suffered the post heel pain during plantar
flexion and lift heel for at least 6 months and failed to con-
servative treatment were suggested to have surgical treat-
ment. They had the option to choose the method after the
advantages and disadvantages of both procedures were in-
formed. Records of 50 patients with Haglund syndrome
who underwent DCWCO or PPR from January 2009 to
October 2014 at the Department of Sports Medicine,
Southwest Hospital, Army Medical University (Chong-
qing, China) were reviewed. Informed consent was ob-
tained from all study subjects. A minimum follow-up of 4
years after surgery was required for all patients.

Specific inclusion and exclusion criteria were deter-
mined for selected patients. Inclusion criteria included age
older than 18 years and conservative treatment failed. Ex-
clusion criteria included Haglund deformity with Achilles
tendon rupture repair, diabetes mellitus with or without
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neuropathic joint destruction, and local infection. Patients
who did not undergo radiography preoperatively or at the
1-year follow-up were excluded. Six patients were ex-
cluded due to Haglund deformity with Achilles tendon
rupture repair (3 patients), diabetes (1 patient), and in-
complete radiography data (2 patients). Forty-four patients
were included in this series, and all were divided into the
DCWCO group (n = 12) or PPR group (n = 32). Data re-
garding age, sex, body mass index (BMI), smoking, opera-
tive side, and follow-up duration were collected.

Operative technique

Dorsal closing wedge calcaneal osteotomy

Surgical procedures were performed using a full-thickness
lateral approach with patients in the lateral position; re-
gional spinal or epidural anesthesia was administered (Fig.
1la). A thigh tourniquet with 300 mmHg pressure was ap-
plied. When the calcaneus was exposed, closing wedge
osteotomy was performed for the calcaneal body. The pos-
terior cut was made from a point close to the base of the
posterosuperior calcaneal tubercles to the point anterior
to the weight-bearing aspect of the plantar calcaneal tu-
bercle. Anterior osteotomy was performed at 90° to the
calcaneal underside surface (Fig. 1b). Templates were de-
signed taking into account the angle, orientation, and
width of the wedge to be removed according to the pre-
operative lateral radiograph obtained before surgery. A sa-
gittal saw with a shorter blade was used to complete the
osteotomy; then, the calcaneus was fixed with partially
threaded cannulated screws under the guidance of two
Kirschner wires (Fig. 1c). Final fixation was confirmed
using a C-arm device. Then, after closed negative pressure
drainage, subcutaneous tissue was repaired with a 3-0 ab-
sorbable suture, and the skin was closed with a 3-0 nonab-
sorbable suture (Fig. 2a, b).

Posterosuperior prominence resection

A similar incision but near the tendon insertion was
used during PPR with patients in the same position as
mentioned previously. After a full-thickness incision was
made, the Haglund deformity was clearly exposed. Oste-
otomy was performed according to the results of pre-
operative evaluation. The prominence was completely
removed distally to proximally using a saw. The Achilles
tendon was protected by retractors during the entire
procedure. After smoothing the surface, maximal dorsi-
flexing of the ankle was performed to confirm that there
was no obvious impingement between the Achilles ten-
don and calcaneal surface. Removal of the superior cal-
caneal prominence was confirmed on C-arm X-ray.
After wound irrigation, closed negative pressure drain-
age was performed. Subcutaneous tissue was repaired
with a 3-0 absorbable suture, and the skin was closed
with a 3-0 nonabsorbable suture (Fig. 2c, d).
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Fig. 1 a Surgical incision. b Cut line of the calcaneus. ¢ Two partially threaded cannulated screws used for fixation
A

Postoperative management

For both groups, negative pressure drainage was opened
6h later after surgery; it was stopped when no active
bleeding presented in the drainage. Skin sutures were re-
moved 2 weeks after surgery. In the DCWCO group,
weight-bearing was not allowed, and during the initial 4
weeks after surgery, patients were allowed to perform
passive motions of the ankle. At 6 weeks to 3 months
after surgery, partial weight-bearing with a cast and cane
was allowed. After 3 months, patients were allowed full
weight-bearing. Patients in the PPR group were told to
avoid weight-bearing during the first 3 weeks; however,
active range of motion exercises was allowed. After 3
weeks, patients were gradually allowed to walk with the
assistance of a cane. Full weight-bearing was allowed at
6 weeks postoperatively.

Clinical and radiographic evaluations

Functional evaluations and pain assessments were per-
formed and anatomy changes were observed. Results of
the functional evaluations performed preoperatively and
postoperatively (at 3 months, 6 months, 1year, and the
latest follow-up) were included to determine the AOFAS

score [12] and VISA-A score [13]. Anatomy changes in-
cluded changes in the Fowler-Philip angle [14], Bohler’s
angle [15], and calcaneal pitch angle [5] (Fig. 3). To
avoid examiner bias, the clinical evaluation and data
analysis were performed by two independent physicians
who were blinded to the study.

Statistical analysis

All data were analyzed statistically using SPSS (version 22.0;
IBM, Chicago, IL). Student’s ¢ test and a Mann-Whitney’s
U test were performed to compare the continuous vari-
ables. Fisher’s exact test was performed to compare all cat-
egorical data. A paired-samples ¢ test was used to compare
preoperative and postoperative radiologic changes in the
same group. Statistical significance was set at P < 0.05.

Results

The series included a total of 44 patients; 12 patients
comprised the DCWCO group and the other 32 com-
prised the PPR group. All patients were normal people,
but not athletes, keeping a moderate amount of exercise.
Patient demographics, including age, sex, BMI, operative
side, smoking, and follow-up time, are summarized in

Fig. 2 Before and after dorsal closing wedge calcaneal osteotomy (a and b). Before and after posterosuperior prominence resection (c and d)
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Fig. 3 Radiographic indices evaluated using standing lateral foot radiograph. a Fowler-Philip angle. b Calcaneal pitch angle. ¢ Bohler's angle

Table 1. There was no significant difference between the
two groups in terms of demographic parameters.

All preoperative and postoperative (at 3 months, 6
months, 1year, and the latest follow-up) function scores
for both groups are summarized in Table 2. The mean
AQFAS and VISA-A scores were not significantly differ-
ent between the two groups preoperatively. During an
average follow-up of 86.5 months, the AOFAS score of the
DCWCO group increased from 52.0 + 5.3 preoperatively

Table 1 Summary of patient demographics

to 98.2 + 2.3 at the latest follow-up. The mean AOFAS
score of the PPR group increased from 50.7 + 5.1 pre-
operatively to 93.4 + 6.1 at the latest visit during an aver-
age follow-up of 71.8months. A comparison of the
AOFAS scores of the two groups at 3 months and 6
months postoperatively showed that the scores of the
DCWCO group were significantly lower than those of the
PPR group. However, the scores of the DCWCO group at
the latest follow-up were significantly better than those of

Demographic variable DCWCO group (N = 12) PPR group (N = 32) P value
Age® 0380
Mean + SD 328 £97 36.5 £ 14.1
Median 365 36.5
Range (minimum-maximum) 18-44 18-63
Gender® 0.647
Female, n (%) 3 (25.0) 6 (23.1)
Male, n (%) 9 (75.0) 26 (76.9)
BMmI? 0.399
Mean + SD 244+ 28 235+ 3.1
Median 24.1 238
Range (minimum-maximum) 19.03-28.73 18.37-31.88
Operative side® 0.504
Right 541.7) 18 (56.3)
Left 7 (58.3) 14 (43.7)
Smoldngb 0.579
Smoker 3 (25.0) 9 (28.1)
Non-smoker 9 (75.0) 23 (71.9)
Follow-up duration (months)® 0.055
Mean + SD 865+ 17.1 718 £ 224
Median 81.5 76.5
Range (minimum-maximum) 65-116 40-120

3student t test and °Fisher's exact test were used to compare both groups and no statistically significant differences were observed (P > 0.05)
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Table 2 Comparison of functional scores pre- and postoperatively for both groups

Scale DCWCO group (N = 12) PPR group (N = 32) P value
AOFAS score
Preoperatively® 520+53 50.7 £ 5.1 0464
3 months® 688 + 7.1 757 73 0.007¢
6 months® 776 £ 5.1 828+ 78 0.037¢
1 year® 880+ 69 894 £ 86 0.607
Latest follow-up® 982+ 23 934 + 6.1 0.030¢
VISA-A
Preoperatively® 37157 35771 0.530
3 months® 56.9 + 139 652+ 110 0.044¢
6 months® 775 €119 846+ 79 0.118
1 year® 90.6 + 80 924 + 60 0427
Latest follow-up® 982+ 26 943 +50 0.010°

2Student t test. "Mann-Whitney U test. “Significant difference between the two groups

A

AOFAS
* -- DCWCO
- PPR
0 3 6 12 last
Month
B
VISA-A
-e- DCWCO
- PPR

0 3 6 12 last
Month
Fig. 4 The comparison outcomes of two groups at preoperatively, 3, 6, 12 months, and last follow-up. a AOFAS score. b VISA-A score. Significant
difference between the two groups
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the PPR group. A similar trend was also seen in the VISA-
A scores; scores were only different at the 6-month
follow-up. The PPR group had a mean score of 84.6 (+
7.9), while that of the DCWCO group was 77.5 (£ 11.9);
although the score of the PPR group was better, it was not
statistically different. (Fig. 4)

The preoperative and postoperative radiologic parame-
ters of both groups, including the Fowler-Philip angle,
Bohler’s angle, and calcaneal pitch angle, are summa-
rized in Table 3. The Fowler-Philip angle significantly
decreased and Bohler’s angle significantly increased in
both groups after surgery; however, the calcaneal pitch
angle did not change.

The postoperative Fowler-Philip angles were signifi-
cantly larger in the DCWCO group than in the PPR
group. All other angles of the DCWCO group were not
statistically different when compared to those of the PPR
groups preoperatively and postoperatively.

Postoperative complications developed in one patient
in the DCWCO group and one patient in the PPR group.
One patient in the DCWCO group experienced delayed
union of the calcaneus until 4 months after surgery;
however, 1 year later, after the screws were removed, his
pain was completely relieved. One patent in the PPR
group developed a Staphylococcus aureus infection at
the incision site; however, the incision healed well after
infusion treatment with cefazolin five days, and no fur-
ther debridement was performed.

Discussion
The most important finding of this study was that the
DCWCO group had poorer short-term clinical outcomes
but better long-term function and symptom remission
than the PPR group after treatment for Haglund syn-
drome. Both surgical methods decreased the Fowler-
Philip angle and resulted in no statistical differences in
other angles.

According to the results, both groups showed signifi-
cant pain relief and function improvement, and few
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surgical complications were noted. The PPR group had
better outcomes than the DCWCO group during short-
term follow-up. Patients in the PPR group were nearly
pain-free after surgery and able to quickly return to their
previous sports activities. The DCWCO group, however,
required a longer period of recovery because of the more
severe trauma caused by the surgery. However, most pa-
tients in the DCWCO group experienced pain relief by
1year postoperatively. The majority of patients experi-
enced complete recovery and were able to perform exer-
cise without any concerns by the time of the last follow-
up. In general, the DCWCO group had poorer short-
term outcomes but better long-term clinical outcomes
when compared with the PPR group.

Haglund deformity is an abnormality of the posterosu-
perior part of the calcaneus [16]. Because it is near the
insertion of the Achilles tendon, the adjoining tendon
and soft tissue are irritated and compressed during ankle
motion [17]. This impingement is considered the pri-
mary cause of Achilles tendinopathy [4, 18]. Surgical
treatment to remove the impingement is required when
altering the heel height, physiotherapy, local steroid in-
jections, and other conservative treatments fail. PPR can
effectively eliminate the impingement between the
Haglund deformity and Achilles tendon. However, the
impingement between the insertion of the Achilles ten-
don and calcaneus can persist regardless of the extent of
resection. Therefore, changing the structure of the calca-
neus may be another treatment option. The Fowler-
Philip angle was reduced by DCWCO, and the direction
of the prominence was also altered. Therefore, with
DCWCO, there was no need for additional resection of
the Haglund deformity. Further, both areas of impinge-
ment were avoided during the motion of the Achilles
tendon. Additionally, the insertion of the Achilles ten-
don was slightly elevated due to the osteotomy, and the
orientation of the tendon at the insertion was changed.
These biomechanical alterations may reduce tendon
stress [19] and help eliminate risk factors and modulate

Table 3 Comparison of the radiologic indices pre- and postoperatively for both groups

Measure DCWCO group (N = 12) PPR group (N = 32) P value
Fowler-Philip angle
Preoperatively® 540°+52° 53.0° £ 56° 0.628
Postoperatively? 359° +49° 314°+62° 0.026°
Bohler's angle
Preoperatively® 321°+33° 320°+34° 0.994
Postoperatively® 43.6° +2.8° 440° + 4.7° 0.726
Calcaneal pitch angle
Preoperatively® 255°+1.9° 25.1° £ 33° 0.704
Postoperatively? 254°+1.8° 24.9° £ 2.4° 0.587

aStudent ¢ test. bMann—Whitney U test. “Significant difference between the two groups
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the progress of Achilles tendinopathy. However, an ef-
fective and rational biomechanical design is required for
successful anatomical changes in tendon insertion.

The different management methods used for the soft
tissue near the tendon could explain the results of this
study. Compared with DCWCO, PPR can cause injury
to the soft tissue. Furthermore, Kager’s fat pads are be-
lieved to be associated with Achilles tendinopathy, and
the size of the fat pads differs between individuals with
and without tendinopathy [20]. Cytokines produced by
Hoffa’s fat pad have a vital role in knee osteoarthritis
[21], and the potential role of fat pads in mediating
angiogenesis may aggravate the progression of Achilles
tendinopathy [22]. Therefore, PPR may affect the recov-
ery in Achilles tendinopathy by injuring the fat pad near
the tendon, thus contributing to worse long-term clinical
outcomes.

Different osteotomy methods and recommendations
for performing DCWCO have been reported. Boffeli set
the anterior osteotomy at 90° to the weight-bearing sur-
face at the plantar apex and made the posterior cut from
the calcaneal tubercles to the point posterior to the
weight-bearing aspect of the plantar calcaneal tubercle
[23]. This approach had a slight impact on the insertion
of the plantar fascia and the anatomic shape of plantar
tubercles. However, more attention should be focused
on protecting the Achilles tendon during this procedure.
Additionally, less bone fixation necessitates less obtru-
sive surgery. Georgiannos et al. performed a similar oste-
otomy as we did; they used K-wire to persevere the
plantar bone-hinge [24] and showed good clinical out-
comes in 64 feet of athletes [11]. Maffulli et al. coupled a
resection of the posterosuperior corner of the calcaneus
with a dorsally based closing wedge osteotomy of the
calcaneus, placed more posterior to the one we under-
took, without debriding the insertion of the Achilles ten-
don, with significant functional improvement at 2 years
after the procedure [25]. Their methods and ours are
both options to perform this surgery with less complica-
tions and more reproducibility.

Upon review of all patients who underwent surgery for
Haglund syndrome, no patients who underwent inser-
tional Achilles tendon rupture repair with an anchor
were noted in the DCWCO group due to the limitation
of the incision. Furthermore, the outcomes of patients
who underwent deformity resection and anchor recon-
struction were generally worse than the outcomes of
those who underwent only deformity resection. We be-
lieve that this difference may be attributable to the rup-
tured insertional tendon. Therefore, we excluded
patients who underwent tendon rupture repair to avoid
bias and interference. What is more, patients with severe
calcified insertional Achilles tendinopathy had been eval-
uated before surgery. These cases requiring debridement
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were suggested to undertake PPR due to the limitation
of DCWCO incision. However, patients with mild symp-
tom of calcified insertional Achilles tendinopathy would
still be suggested of two methods. When these patients
undertook DCWCO, the calcific deposits would not be
removed. The outcomes of these patients showed excel-
lent in the long-term follow-up. It indicated that the
progress of calcific insertional Achilles tendinopathy can
be slow and even reverse when calcaneal anatomy chan-
ged. However, this conjecture needs further study to
prove. Although the incision we chose for DCWCO was
not suitable for repairing the tendon with an anchor, we
believe that a combination of DCWCO and tendon re-
pair to treat Haglund deformity with tendon rupture
may be feasible. Maffulli et al. have reported a transverse
incision in treatment of IAT. This incision provided a
bordered surgical field, making an adequate debridement
and less soft tissue injury to be possible [26]. This inci-
sion probably can be combined with DCWCO; however,
the surgery technique and long-term outcomes will need
to be established and proved through further studies.

This study has some limitations. First, in DCWCO, in-
sertion of the Achilles tendon was mildly increased due
to osteotomy; however, the effects of an anatomy change
have not been proven by biomechanical testing. Further,
although no symptoms were observed during long-term
follow-up after DCWCO in this study, they cannot be ig-
nored in actual clinical practice. The good clinical out-
comes may be attributable to adaptation of the tendon
to structural changes and release of tendon stress follow-
ing DCWCO. And the outcomes can be more convinci-
ble if a culturally validated version of assessment scoring
is used. Further, the small sample size and long-term
follow-up may also be factors responsible for the good
clinical outcomes noted in this study. Therefore, an ef-
fective and rational biomechanical design is required for
future application of this procedure. Furthermore, al-
though the calcaneal union did not occur in our pa-
tients, it is still a potential surgical complication that
remains a challenge for surgeons, especially for those
performing this surgery for the first time. Additionally,
early functional rehabilitation was required with
DCWCO due to the longer recovery period, and the sec-
ond surgery for removal of the two screws increased the
associated cost and pain.

Conclusion

This study compared DCWCO and PPR for the treat-
ment of Haglund syndrome. DCWCO resulted in poorer
short-term clinical outcomes but better functional im-
provement than PPR during long-term follow-up. This
method can be a good option for those patients with
higher functional expectations.



Ge et al. Journal of Orthopaedic Surgery and Research (2020) 15:168

Abbreviations

DCWCO: Dorsal closing wedge calcaneal osteotomy; PPR: Posterosuperior
prominence resection; IAT: Insertional Achilles tendinopathy;

AOFAS: American Orthopedic Foot Ankle Society ankle-hindfoot scale; VISA-
A: Victorian Institute of Sport Assessment Scale for Achilles tendinopathy

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Authors’ contributions

All surgical procedures were performed by Pro. Tang KL. Ge ZL and Ma L
contributed to the statistical analysis and drafting of the manuscript. Tang H
and Yang MY contributed to the radiographic assessment and data
collection. Yuan CS, Tao X, and Zhou BH contributed to the literature search
and revision of the manuscript. Tang KL and Chen W contributed to the
research design and revision of the manuscript. All authors read and
approved the final manuscript.

Funding

This work was supported by grants from the National Natural Science
Foundation of China (grant no. 81572133) and the National Key Research
and Development of China (grant no. 2016YFC1100500).

Availability of data and materials
All data and materials regarding the study are available from the
corresponding author.

Ethics approval and consent to participate

This study was approved by the Clinical Academic Committee of the Army
Military Medical University Southwest Hospital and conducted in compliance
with the Helsinki Declaration. Written consent was acquired for all patients.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Received: 16 January 2020 Accepted: 29 April 2020
Published online: 07 May 2020

References

1. Haglund P. Beitrag zur klinik der achillessehne. Zeitschrift Orthop. 192849
49-58.

2. Krishna Sayana M, Maffulli N. Insertional Achilles tendinopathy. Foot and
ankle clinics. 2005;10(2):309-20.

3. Maffulli N, Saxena A, Wagner E, Torre G. Achilles insertional tendinopathy:
state of the art. Journal of ISAKOS: Joint Disorders &mp; Orthopaedic
Sports Medicine 2019;4(1):48-57.

4. Longo UG, Ronga M, Maffulli N. Achilles tendinopathy. Sports Med Arthrosc
Rev. 2018;26(1):16-30.

5. Ahn JH, Ahn CY, Byun CH, Kim YC. Operative treatment of haglund
syndrome with central Achilles tendon-splitting approach. J Foot Ankle
Surg. 2015;54(6):1053-6.

6. Lui TH, Lo CY, Siu YC. Minimally invasive and endoscopic treatment of
Haglund syndrome. Foot and ankle clinics. 2019,24(3):515-31.

7. Brunner J, Anderson J, O'Malley M, Bohne W, Deland J, Kennedy J. Physician
and patient based outcomes following surgical resection of Haglund's
deformity. Acta Orthop Belg. 2005;71(6):718-23.

8. Zadek I. An operation for the cure of achillobursitis. 1939,43(2):542-6.

9. Keck SW, Kelly PJ. Bursitis of the posterior part of the heel; evaluation of
surgical treatment of eighteen patients. J Bone Joint Surg Am. 196547:267-73.

10.  Miller AE, Vogel TA. Haglund's deformity and the Keck and Kelly osteotomy:
a retrospective analysis. J Foot Surg. 1989,28(1):23-9.

11. Georgiannos D, Lampridis V, Vasiliadis A, Bisbinas I. Treatment of insertional
Achilles pathology with dorsal wedge calcaneal osteotomy in athletes. Foot
Ankle Int. 2017;38(4):381-7.

12. Kitaoka HB, Alexander IJ, Adelaar RS, Nunley JA, Myerson MS, Sanders M.
Clinical rating systems for the ankle-hindfoot, midfoot, hallux, and lesser
toes. Foot Ankle Int. 1994;15(7):349-53.

Page 8 of 8

13. Robinson JM, Cook JL, Purdam C, Visentini PJ, Ross J, Maffulli N, et al. The
VISA-A questionnaire: a valid and reliable index of the clinical severity of
Achilles tendinopathy. Br J Sports Med. 2001;35(5):335-41.

14.  Fowler A, Philip JF. Abnormality of the calcaneus as a cause of painful heel
its diagnosis and operative treatment. Br J Surg. 1945;32(128):494-8.

15. Bohler L. Diagnosis, pathology, and treatment of fractures of the os calcis.
JBJS. 1931;13(1):75-89.

16. van Dijk CN, van Sterkenburg MN, Wiegerinck JI, Karlsson J, Maffulli N.
Terminology for Achilles tendon related disorders. Knee Surg Sports
Traumatol Arthrosc. 2011;19(5):835-41.

17. Vaishya R, Agarwal AK, Azizi AT, Vijay V. Haglund's syndrome: a commonly
seen mysterious condition. Cureus. 2016;8(10):e820.

18.  Bah I, Kwak ST, Chimenti RL, Richards MS, Ketz JP, Samuel Flemister A, et al.
Mechanical changes in the Achilles tendon due to insertional Achilles
tendinopathy. J Mech Behav Biomed Mater. 2016;53:320-8.

19.  Perlman MD. Enlargement of the entire posterior aspect of the calcaneus:
treatment with the Keck and Kelly calcaneal osteotomy. J Foot Surg. 1992;
31(5):424-33.

20. Ward ER, Andersson G, Backman LJ, Gaida JE. Fat pads adjacent to
tendinopathy: more than a coincidence? Br J Sports Med. 2016;50(24):1491-2.

21. Pottie P, Presle N, Terlain B, Netter P, Mainard D, Berenbaum F. Obesity and
osteoarthritis: more complex than predicted! Ann Rheum Dis. 2006;65(11):
1403-5.

22. Nemschak G, Pretterklieber ML. The patellar arterial supply via the
infrapatellar fat pad (of Hoffa): a combined anatomical and angiographical
analysis. Anat Res Int. 2012;2012:713838.

23. Boffeli TJ, Peterson MC. The Keck and Kelly wedge calcaneal osteotomy for
Haglund's deformity: a technique for reproducible results. J Foot Ankle Surg.
2012,51(3):398-401.

24.  Georgiannos D, Kitridis D, Bisbinas I. Dorsal closing wedge calcaneal
osteotomy for the treatment of Insertional Achilles Tendinopathy: A
technical tip to optimize its results and reduce complications. Foot Ankle
Surg. 2018,24(2):115-8.

25. Maffulli N, D'Addona A, Gougoulias N, Oliva F, Maffulli GD. Dorsally based
closing wedge osteotomy of the calcaneus for insertional achilles
tendinopathy. Orthop J Sports Med. 2020;8(3):2325967120907985.

26.  Maffulli N, Del Buono A, Testa V, Capasso G, Oliva F, Denaro V. Safety and
outcome of surgical debridement of insertional Achilles tendinopathy using
a transverse (Cincinnati) incision. J Bone Joint Surg Br. 2011;93(11):1503-7.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Ready to submit your research? Choose BMC and benefit from:

e fast, convenient online submission

o thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

 rapid publication on acceptance

o support for research data, including large and complex data types

e gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations
e maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year

K BMC

At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions




	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Patients and methods
	Operative technique
	Dorsal closing wedge calcaneal osteotomy
	Posterosuperior prominence resection

	Postoperative management
	Clinical and radiographic evaluations
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Authors’ contributions
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	References
	Publisher’s Note

