
Barbosa et al. 
Knee Surgery & Related Research            (2023) 35:7  
https://doi.org/10.1186/s43019-023-00180-8

REVIEW ARTICLE

© The Author(s) 2023. Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License, which 
permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the 
original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or 
other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line 
to the material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not permitted by statutory 
regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright holder. To view a copy of this 
licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/. The Creative Commons Public Domain Dedication waiver (http:// creat iveco 
mmons. org/ publi cdoma in/ zero/1. 0/) applies to the data made available in this article, unless otherwise stated in a credit line to the data.

Open Access

Knee Surgery 
& Related Research

Imaging evaluation of patellofemoral joint 
instability: a review
Roberto M. Barbosa1,2,3*  , Manuel Vieira da Silva4, Carlos Sampaio Macedo5 and Cristina P. Santos1,3,6 

Abstract 

The multifactorial origin of anterior knee pain in patellofemoral joint disorders leads to a demanding diagnostic 
process. Patellofemoral misalignment is pointed out as one of the main causes of anterior knee pain. The main ana-
tomical risk factors of patellofemoral instability addressed in the literature are trochlear dysplasia, abnormal patellar 
height, and excessive tibial tubercle–trochlear groove distance. Diagnostic imaging of the patellofemoral joint has a 
fundamental role in assessing these predisposing factors of instability. Extensive work is found in the literature regard-
ing the assessment of patellofemoral instability, encompassing several metrics to quantify its severity. Nevertheless, 
this process is not well established and standardized, resulting in some variability and inconsistencies. The significant 
amount of scattered information regarding the patellofemoral indices to assess the instability has led to this issue. 
This review was conducted to collect all this information and describe the main insights of each patellofemoral index 
presented in the literature. Five distinct categories were created to organize the patellofemoral instability indices: 
trochlear dysplasia, patellar height, patellar lateralization, patellar tilt, and tibial tubercle lateralization.

Keywords Anterior knee pain, Patellofemoral instability, Trochlear dysplasia, Patellar height, Tibial tubercle 
lateralization, Diagnostic imaging

Introduction
Patellofemoral joint (PFJ) disorders require a demand-
ing diagnosis due to the multifactorial origin of anterior 
knee pain and the complex interplay of multiple ana-
tomical structures. Besides its multifactorial etiology, 
anterior knee pain is mainly caused by the abnormal 

PFJ morphology, resulting in a dysfunction in the exten-
sor mechanism [1, 2]. Other causes include PFJ arthritis, 
extensor tendinopathy, and ligament and meniscus inju-
ries [3].

The patella has a crucial role in the PFJ biomechanics, 
which allows centralization of the forces provided by the 
quadriceps muscle group and increases the moment arm 
[4, 5]. Patellar tracking comprises the movement of the 
patella that begins to engage in the trochlear groove at 
about 20° of flexion [6–8]. During lower degrees of flex-
ion, only soft tissue stabilizers act against lateral forces, 
and 60% of the restraining forces are provided by the 
medial patellofemoral ligament (MPFL). For knee flex-
ion higher than 30°, the stability of the patella is ensured 
mainly by the osseous morphology of the distal femur [4–
6, 8]. The pressure in the subchondral bone is increased 
with an abnormal patellar tracking, leading to knee pain, 
chondral injuries, and patellofemoral osteoarthritis 
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(PFOA) development, with more expressive complica-
tions in patients with recurrent episodes of patellar dis-
locations [4, 5, 9].

PFJ imaging has a crucial role in revealing the origin 
of the anterior knee pain and has a significant impact 
on the individualized pathology management for each 
patient [10]. Three main anatomical predisposing factors 
for patellofemoral instability (PFI) are presented in the 
literature, which are detectable by PFJ imaging: troch-
lear dysplasia, abnormal patellar height, and an excessive 
tibial tubercle–trochlear groove (TT–TG) distance [11–
19]. There is little consensus regarding the assessment of 
PFI and, consequently, there is no established protocol 
for this type of PFJ study. Several approaches have been 
described in the literature, addressing different PFI indi-
ces to quantitatively assess the main risk factors and signs 
of this pathology, resulting in scattered information and 
redundant approaches.

This review was conducted with the aim of collating 
all the PFI indices found in the literature, and describing 
their methodology and the main insights provided by the 
authors, including imaging modalities, the image acqui-
sition process, instructions to perform the indices meas-
urements, adequate anatomical landmark positioning 
and slice image selection to perform the measurements, 
reference values, and the advantages and limitations, 
when applicable, contributing to the radiology and 
orthopedics fields. The purpose of this study was not to 
identify the most reliable indices, but rather to address 
all different approaches by the authors for assessing the 
main risk factors of PFI.

Patellofemoral instability imaging
PFI assessment goes beyond the PFJ. Some secondary 
risk factors regarding the overall alignment and torsion 
of the lower limbs also influence the PFJ stability. Varus 
and valgus misalignment, genu recurvatum, pathological 
femoral and tibial torsion angle, patellar dysplasia, and 
abnormal pronation of the subtalar joint are secondary 
risk factors that affect the stability of the PFJ [11].

PFJ imaging has undergone considerable evolution 
over time due to its complexity. Both static and dynamic 
imaging techniques have been utilized to assess the PFJ. 
While static imaging allows evaluation of the PFJ mor-
phology, dynamic imaging allows an assessment of its 
kinematics and the real-time interplay of soft tissues and 
bony constraints. Dynamic imaging includes the acquisi-
tion of images during knee extension and flexion [5]. The 
studies carried out regarding PFI have demonstrated that 
the degree of knee flexion and the quadriceps muscles 
contraction influence the patellar misalignment. Never-
theless, dynamic imaging does not have a well-defined 
clinical application, and there is no consensus about 

measurement protocols and reference range values, 
although it is a promising procedure for better PFJ kin-
ematics assessment [20]. Different approaches are found 
in the literature aiming to assess PFI in static imaging, 
including different flexion degrees of the knee and stress-
testing of the patella using external forces and active 
muscle contraction [5, 20, 21].

Standard lateral views are used in plain radiographs to 
assess the patellar height. The Merchant view is widely 
used in radiography to assess the morphology of the 
trochlea and the patellar tilt and lateralization. This is 
obtained with the patient in the supine position, with 
the knees at 45° of flexion, and the x-ray beam inclined 
downward 30° [5, 22].

For a more detailed analysis of the PFJ morphology, 
cross-sectional studies are more adequate since they pro-
vide a more complete assessment. Computed tomogra-
phy (CT) is the medical imaging technique most used in 
the literature for PFI diagnostic imaging. However, recent 
studies are showing great acceptance of using magnetic 
resonance imaging (MRI) in PFI studies. This enables the 
analysis of the cartilaginous PFJ surface instead of sub-
chondral bone as in conventional CT or radiography [11, 
20]. The trend in this kind of study is to uniformize the 
PFI diagnosis using MRI. In addition to measurements 
of PFI indices, it has been clinically demonstrated that 
MRI is also highly sensitive for detecting capsular, liga-
mentous, cartilaginous, and bony lesions associated with 
patellar dislocation events, making it the accepted stand-
ard practice [12, 23, 24].

Considering static imaging techniques using radio-
graphs, CT, or MRI, several quantitative indices are 
measured to assess PFI. They have a crucial role in the 
detection of the main risk factors of PFI, and some recent 
studies have addressed the importance of PFI indices to 
predict PFOA development and progression. Different 
studies have suggested that almost all PFI factors have a 
significant contribution to PFOA, including patella alta, 
trochlear dysplasia, patellar tilt, and tibial tubercle later-
alization [25].

The following sections contain all the indices found in 
the literature for assessing PFI, which can be grouped 
into five categories: trochlear dysplasia, patellar height, 
patellar lateralization, patellar tilt, and tibial tubercle 
lateralization.

Trochlear dysplasia
Trochlear dysplasia is the main predisposing factor for 
PFI, with an incidence of 85–96% in patients with recur-
rent PFI [11, 14–19]. According to the Dejour classifica-
tion, there are four different types of trochlear dysplasia 
identified in radiographic images from lateral views with 
a perfect superimposition of the posterior condyles [15]. 
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This classification system is based on three dysplastic 
signs that characterize each type of trochlea, as illus-
trated in Fig. 1. Each type is characterized as follows:

• Type A: the trochlea presents crossing sign in the lat-
eral view. It is concave and symmetrical but is shal-
lower than normal.

• Type B: the presence of crossing sign and supratroch-
lear spur. The trochlea is prominent and flat in axial 
images.

• Type C: the presence of crossing sign and double 
contour. In axial view, the lateral facet is convex and 
the medial facet is hypoplastic. There is no promi-
nence.

• Type D: the trochlea contains all the previously men-
tioned signs: the crossing sign, supratrochlear spur, 
and double contour. There is evidence of a clear 
asymmetry between the medial and lateral facets.

Regardless of the trochlear type, which influences the 
approach to correct the dysplasia, a thorough analysis of 
the trochlear morphology is required. Five PFI indices for 
assessing the trochlear dysplasia were found in the litera-
ture: sulcus angle (SA), trochlear facet asymmetry (TFA), 
lateral trochlear inclination (LTI), trochlear groove depth 
(TGD), and ventral trochlear prominence (VTP).

Using cross-sectional studies, SA, TFA, and TGD are 
measured on the same slice, located 3 cm above the fem-
orotibial joint line, which includes the deepest aspect of 
the intercondylar groove with an appearance of a Roman 

arch, where the trochlear surface is completely exposed 
[20, 26–29].

SA was first measured using plain radiographs, and 
then using CT images. Diederichs et  al. state that MRI 
images provide more accuracy and reproducibility for 
measuring SA. This gives the possibility of using the 
articular cartilage or subchondral bone for the measure-
ments. Some authors refer to the articular cartilage as the 
more relevant surface to use in the measurement since 
it is, in fact, the actual joint surface [28, 29]. However, 
some studies have been conducted measuring SA in the 
proximal trochlea, which corresponds to the first crani-
ocaudal image showing the complete trochlear surface 
[30]. SA corresponds to the angle between the lines that 
define the lateral and medial trochlear facets (Fig.  2a). 
The reference values for SA are well-documented in the 
literature, with a cut-off value of 145°. Higher values are 
present in patients with pathological flattening [24, 30]. 
Several studies have been conducted using MR images 
to measure SA. Osman et al. presented their study with 
38 patients with lateral patellar dislocation and 38 con-
trol patients. The image acquisition protocol comprised 
knees in neutral position and the patients in supine posi-
tion. They obtained a value of 152.7 ± 7.4° for the patho-
logic group and 134.4 ± 4.1° for the control group [29]. 
Another study conducted by Charles et  al. obtained 
137.57 ± 0.93° in the control group with 81 knees and 
155.33 ± 1.98° for 40 knees of patients with recurrent 
patellar dislocations [30]. When using the proximal 
trochlea to perform the measurements, the values were 

Fig. 1 Illustration of the trochlear dysplasia types according to the Dejour classification
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higher, with a value of 148.48 ± 0.94° in the control group 
and 165.57 ± 2.65° in the pathological knees [30]. The 
results show that the measurement of SA performed on 
the distal trochlea image are closer to the well-docu-
mented cut-off value of 145° [24, 30].

TFA is the ratio between the length of medial and lat-
eral trochlear facets (Fig.  2a). TFA values less than 40% 
are indicative of trochlear dysplasia [26]. Pfirrmann et al. 
conducted a study using MRI images that demonstrated 
that the most accurate measurement of TFA was per-
formed in the axial slice located 3  cm above the femo-
rotibial joint space. Using the cut-off value of 40%, their 
results presented a sensitivity of 100% and a specificity of 
96% for detecting the presence of trochlear dysplasia with 
TFA index [26].

Two different approaches were identified in the litera-
ture to measure TGD. One of them resorts to a tangen-
tial line connecting the posterior aspect of the femoral 
condyles as reference. Perpendicular to this line, three 
lines are drawn: connecting the most anterior aspect of 
the medial and lateral trochlear facets, and the last one 
connecting the deepest point of the trochlear sulcus, as 

shown in Fig. 2c. Sanders et al. refer to a simpler method 
that uses a line connecting the anterior aspect of both 
trochlear facets as reference, and another perpendicu-
lar line that connects the deepest point of the troch-
lear groove, as shown in Fig. 2c with a dashed line [31]. 
A value lower than 3  mm indicates dysplasia, for both 
methods described [3, 12, 20, 26, 28, 32]. Pfirrmann et al. 
in their studies obtained a sensitivity of 100% and a speci-
ficity of 96% for detecting trochlear dysplasia, resorting 
to MRI modality and considering the documented cut-off 
value of 3 mm [26].

LTI was firstly evaluated by resorting to plain radio-
graphs; however, with the evolution of MRI, this has rap-
idly become the standard method due to its advantage 
of enabling the identification of the cartilage. The meas-
urement is performed on two axial slices. On the slice 
3  cm above the femorotibial joint line, a tangential line 
that connects the posterior aspect of both femoral con-
dyles is drawn. On the first craniocaudal image showing 
trochlear cartilage, another line is drawn passing through 
the subchondral bone of the lateral trochlear facet. LTI 
is obtained by the angle between both lines (Fig. 2.b). An 

Fig. 2 Fat-saturated proton density-weighted magnetic resonance images demonstrating the measurements of the indices to assess trochlear 
dysplasia. a Sulcus angle (∠θ) and trochlear facet asymmetry (MF/LF). b Lateral trochlear inclination (∠θ). c Trochlear groove depth ((MF + LF)/2–TG) 
(An alternative method is presented by the dashed line). d Ventral trochlear prominence (length T)
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angle inferior to 11° indicates trochlear dysplasia. Car-
rilon et al. have conducted a study aiming to establish the 
correlation between LTI and PFI. LTI was measured in 
30 patients with PFI and 30 patients in the control group. 
The protocol of image acquisition included the full exten-
sion of the knee. The results presented a mean value of 
6.17 ± 4.97° for patients with PFI and 16.93 ± 4.76° for the 
control group. Using 11° as the cut-off value, this study 
showed a sensitivity of 93% and an overall accuracy of 
90%. An advantage of LTI is that it considers the proxi-
mal portion of the trochlea, a region prone to dysplasia, 
when the patella is not yet engaged [33].

Finally, VTP is the perpendicular distance between the 
most ventral cortical point of the trochlear groove and 
the line parallel to the ventral cortical surface of the dis-
tal part of the femur, measured on the mid-sagittal slice 
(Fig.  2d). There is no consensus regarding the reference 
value for VTP. Dejour et  al. concluded that the most 
adequate pathologic threshold value is 3 mm, using radi-
ograph studies of true lateral view of the knee. Sixty per-
cent of the knees with objective PFI presented a VTP of 
3 mm or more [34]. According to their results, resorting 
to mid-sagittal plane from MRI studies, Pfirrmann et al. 
suggested a cut-off value of 8  mm, and more recently, 
Bollier et  al. indicated a value of 4  mm in lateral radio-
graphic view [18, 26].

Patellar height
Patella alta, also known as high-riding patella, is con-
sidered another main factor of PFI, which is present in 
25–30% of patients with acute patellar dislocations [12, 
35]. Patella alta is characterized by an abnormal posi-
tion of the patella in relation to the trochlear groove. An 
excessive length of the patellar tendon can be the ori-
gin of this anatomic morphology [36]. Compared with 
a patient with normal patellar height, in patients with 
patella alta, a higher degree of knee flexion is necessary 
for the patella to engage in the trochlear sulcus [12]. In 
the first degrees of knee flexion, the patellar contact area 
is reduced, leading to a decrease in stability. MRI is more 
sensitive to assess the patellar height due to the reliability 
of the measurement of the patellar tendon [12].

Five PFI indices have been described in the literature 
to evaluate the patellar height: Insall–Salvati Index (ISI); 
Modified Insall–Salvati Index (MISI); Caton–Deschamps 
Index (CDI); Blackburne–Peel Index (BPI); and Patel-
lotrochlear Index (PTI). In cross-sectional studies, all 
measurements are performed in the sagittal slice show-
ing the longest axis of the patella and the insertion of the 
patellar tendon in the anterior tibial tuberosity.

ISI was first described by Insall et al. using the lateral 
radiographic view with the knee flexed 30° [37]. ISI is 
obtained by the ratio between the length of the patellar 

tendon and the length of the patella, from pole to pole 
(Fig.  3a). Normal patellar height is situated between 
0.8 and 1.2 [37]. A value of the ISI smaller than 0.8 is 
indicative of patella baja and a value greater than 1.2 is 
indicative of patella alta. Special attention must be con-
sidered regarding the morphology of the patella. Abnor-
mal patellar morphologies, such as Grelsamer type II 
patella, which presents a long distal nonarticulating facet, 
can lead to abnormal patellar heights being undetect-
able [7, 19, 24, 37–39]. Lee et  al. investigated whether 
the documented cut-off value for ISI could be applied 
to both CT and MRI modalities [40]. With the knee in 
full extension in CT, and the patient in supine position 
in MRI, they concluded that the cut-off values for these 
imaging modalities must be slightly adjusted. They pro-
pose a cut-off value of 1.33 for MRI and 1.3 for CT [40]. 
Several studies have corroborated this increment in the 
MRI modality but with a slightly different amount. A cut-
off value of 1.3 for ISI measurements in MRI modality is 
given by some authors [12, 13, 20, 41]. Miller et al. have 
highlighted that this index is independent of the degree 
of knee flexion [41]. 

MISI was proposed by Grelsamer et al. to improve the 
sensitivity regarding the patellar morphology when com-
pared with ISI. MISI consists of the ratio between the dis-
tance from the patellar tendon insertion on the tibia to 
the distal end of the patellar cartilage, and the length of 
the articular surface of the patella (Fig.  3b). The cut-off 
value that indicates patella alta is 2 [42]. The study was 
conducted using lateral radiographs. With this modifica-
tion, Grelsamer et al. showed that 50% of the cases with 
patella alta would not be detected if only ISI was meas-
ured. MISI provides a significant complement for patellar 
height assessment [42]. Seil et al. state that this method 
presents a disadvantage compared with the ISI, which is 
the inherent difficulty in identifying the distal end of the 
patellar articular surface [39].

CDI is calculated by the ratio between the distance 
of upper limit of the tibia to the distal end of the patel-
lar cartilage, and the length of the articular surface of 
the patella (Fig. 3c). CDI values greater than 1.2 indicate 
patella alta, and values lower than 0.6 indicate patella baja 
[13]. This index is widely used for planning tibial tubercle 
osteotomies and to assess the patellar height after high 
tibial or tibial tubercle osteotomies [11, 13, 20, 32]. Fur-
thermore, it allows assessing the patellar height in differ-
ent degrees of knee flexion and different sizes, in patellae 
with pole abnormalities, and in variable skeletal matura-
tion [11, 13, 20, 32]. Concerning the limitations of this 
index, it is complex to clearly detect the patellar articu-
lar surface margins and the upper limit of the tibia, and it 
gets worse in osteoarthritic knees [13]. Originally meas-
ured on plain radiographs, several studies have proved 
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its reliability on MRI, providing better accuracy in the 
detection of the margin of patellar articular surface [11, 
20]. The greatest length of the patellar articular surface 
must be visible in the slice to perform the measurement 
[32]. Escala et al. have suggested a cut-off value of 1.1 in 
a work carried out with MRI for assessing the PFJ mor-
phology [27].

BPI was originally proposed by Blackburne et  al. for 
assessing patellar height in lateral radiographs of the knee 
flexed 30°. The first step consists in drawing a tangential 
line to the tibial plateau. BPI is calculated by the ratio 
between the perpendicular distance from this line to the 
inferior margin of the patellar cartilage, and the length 
of the patellar articular surface (Fig. 3.d). A normal value 
for BPI is 0.8 [43]. Values higher than 1.0 indicate patella 
alta, and values lower than 0.5 indicate patella baja [43]. 
Lee et  al. propose a cut-off value of 1.09 on MRI [40]. 
However, it is difficult to measure this PFI index in cross-
sectional studies, such as CT or MRI, because a non-flat 
tibial plateau is often observed in the sagittal section [44].

PTI was proposed by Biedert et  al. to assess the 
patellar height, considering the real articular cartilage 

relationship in the PFJ on sagittal MRI [45]. The images 
are acquired with the knee in full extension, the foot 
in 15° of external rotation, and the quadriceps mus-
cle relaxed. In the literature it is referred to as the more 
accurate parameter that reveals the functional patella 
height. To measure this index, the length of the patel-
lar articular surface is firstly identified. A parallel line is 
traced from the superior margin of the trochlear articular 
cartilage to the line perpendicular to the first one, started 
from the inferior margin of the patellar articular surface 
(Fig. 3e). PTI is obtained by the ratio between the troch-
lear articular surface and the patellar articular surface. 
Values higher than 50% indicate patella baja, and values 
lower than 12.5% indicate patella alta [12, 20, 45].

Patellar lateralization
Patellar misalignment comprises the translation of the 
patella laterally. Axial images of the knee are crucial to 
evaluate the patellar lateralization. There is a significant 
amount of scattered information regarding this topic. 
Several PFI indices are listed in the literature for assessing 
the lateralization of the patella, including: the congruence 

Fig. 3 Sagittal gradient echo T2-weighted magnetic resonance images demonstrating the measurements of the indices to assess patellar height. 
a Insall–Salvati Index (T/P). b Modified Insall–Salvati Index (T/P). c Caton–Deschamps Index (T/P). d Blackburne–Peel Index (T/P). e Patellotrochlear 
Index (F/P)
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angle (CA), the patella–lateral condyle (PLC), the lateral 
shift (LS), the bisect offset ratio (BO), lateral patellar 
displacement (LPD), patellar displacement (PD), lateral 
patellofemoral length (LPL), the tangent offset (TO), 
the lateral patellar edge (LPE), and patellofemoral axial 
engagement (PAE). All listed PFI indices are measured 
on two axial slices: the slice 3 cm above the femorotibial 

joint line, which includes the deepest aspect of the inter-
condylar groove with an appearance of a Roman arch, 
and the axial slice with the longest axis of the patella.

CA corresponds to the angle between the bisector of 
SA, and the line that connects the deepest point of the 
trochlear groove and the ridge of the patella (Fig.  4a). 
Using the SA bisector as reference, the CA is negative 

Fig. 4 Fat-saturated proton density-weighted magnetic resonance images demonstrating the measurements of the indices to assess patellar 
lateralization. a Congruence angle (∠θ). b Patella–lateral condyle [A/(A + B)] and lateral shift (A/B). c Bisect offset ratio [A/(A + B)]. d Lateral patellar 
displacement (distance MF–MP). e Patellar displacement (distance TG–P). f Lateral patellofemoral length (length A) and tangent offset (A/(A + B)). g 
Lateral patellar edge (length A). h Patellofemoral axial engagement index (A/B)
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if it is medial and positive if it is lateral. This was first 
assessed in plain radiographs employing the Merchant 
view, where its mean value for normal knees is −6° [46]. 
Values higher than 16° are associated with lateral patel-
lar subluxation [31, 46, 47]. Aglietti et  al. conducted a 
study that suggests a new cut-off value of 4° and indi-
cates a mean value for normal knees of −8° [48]. Stud-
ies addressing the measurement of CA in CT slices are 
found in the literature, reporting a normal CA value of 0° 
for this imaging modality. It is suggested that CT images 
are acquired with the knee at 10° of flexion [31, 49].

PLC and LS are two similar PFI indices to evaluate the 
patellar lateralization. Both use a line tangential to the 
anterior aspect of the trochlear facets as reference and 
another perpendicular line starting from the top of the 
lateral trochlear facet, intersecting the longest axis of the 
patella (Fig. 4b). LS is obtained by the ratio between the 
lateral and the medial patellar portions, and the PLC is 
obtained by the ratio between the lateral portion and the 
patellar length [50–52]. Sasaki et al. obtained a mean LS 
value of 14 ± 5.7% with relaxed quadriceps muscle and a 
mean value of 28 ± 8.5% with contracted quadriceps, in 
the control group with normal PFJ and the knees in full 
extension [50]. In the group with patients presenting sub-
luxation of the patella, the values were 31.4 ± 5.9% with 
relaxed quadriceps muscle and 59.1 ± 20.4% with con-
tracted quadriceps [50]. Martinez et al. affirm that LS is 
not accurate for quantifying patellar lateralization [10].

PLC was proposed by Kujala et  al., aiming to obtain 
most reliable quantitative information regarding condy-
lar support for the patella [51]. The study included MRI 
sequences of the knee with quadriceps muscle relaxed 
and in different degrees of flexion, from full extension up 
to 30°. The results demonstrated that the most significant 
information is obtained with the knee in full extension. 
The authors affirm that the clinical classification is sub-
jective, but it is indicated that a normal condition pre-
sents a value up to 30%, between 30% and 50% indicates 
mild-to-moderate abnormality, and values greater than 
50% indicate abnormal values [51, 52].

To measure BO, a line perpendicular to the tangential 
line to the posterior aspect of both femoral condyles that 
passes through the deepest point of the trochlear groove, 
which divides the patella on the lateral and medial sides. 
BO is obtained by the percentage of the lateral portion 
of the patella (Fig.  4c). The reference values for BO are 
between 44% and 66%. Values above 66% are considered 
abnormal [20, 53, 54].

LPD consists of the distance between the lines passing 
through the highest point of the medial trochlear facet 
and the most medial edge of the patella, using the poste-
rior aspect of the femoral condyles as reference (Fig. 4d). 
Different authors use the anterior aspect of trochlear 

facets as reference [55, 56]. Considering the medial 
trochlear facet line, the LPD value is positive if the medial 
edge of the patella is laterally positioned. As the medial 
edge of the patella shows great variation, it can lead to 
defective measurements and, therefore, it is considered 
less relevant clinically [57]. Normal values are between 
−5 and 5 mm [57, 58]. Haj-Mirzaian et al. have suggested 
a cut-off value of 7 mm in their studies using MRI [20].

PD evaluates the distance between the lines passing 
through the deepest point of the trochlear groove and the 
ridge of the patella (Fig. 4e). Some authors use the poste-
rior aspect of the femoral condyles as reference and oth-
ers have used the anterior aspect of the trochlear facets 
as reference [55, 57, 59]. Normal values range from −5 
to 5 mm [57]. Heesterbeek et al. have affirmed consider-
ing clinically relevant PD values higher than 4 mm. They 
also state that PD is the preferred index of orthopedic 
surgeons because it expresses the relationship between 
the deepest point of the patellar ridge and the troch-
lear groove [57]. Schueda et  al. presented a study that 
included patients divided in four different groups: con-
trol group, painful patellar syndrome, potential PFI, and 
objective PFI. The measurements of the PD index were 
performed with CT images of the knee at 20° of flexion. 
Their results concluded that PD is one of the parameters 
most significant to estimate the risk of PFI. According to 
their results, the risk of dislocation increases for values 
of PD over 5  mm, and it is even more significant over 
10 mm [59].

LPL and TO use the same reference lines for the meas-
urements. A tangential line to the anterolateral aspect of 
the femur is drawn, dividing the longest axis of the patella 
(Fig.  4f ). LPL corresponds to the distance of the lateral 
edge of the patella to the reference line. On MRI, Nico-
laas et  al. obtained a mean LPL value of 0.8 ± 2.9  mm 
in healthy knees with 30° of flexion and the quadriceps 
muscle relaxed [60]. TO is obtained by the ratio between 
the lateral portion and the patellar width. Stanford et al. 
obtained values of 22.7 ± 12.9% and 10.8 ± 6.7% for TO in 
CT images of normal knees, when the knee was in full 
extension and in 45° of flexion, respectively [54].

Duchman et  al. used LPE in their research, using the 
reference line passing through the anterior aspect of 
both trochlear facets. The LPE value is obtained by the 
distance between the lateral edge of the patella and 
the line passing through the highest point of the lat-
eral trochlear facet (Fig. 4g). They obtained a mean LPE 
value of 3.9 ± 1.8 mm with the knee in full extension, and 
2.5 ± 1.9 mm with the knee at 30°, in MRI images of nor-
mal knees [53].

PAE was proposed by Guilbert et  al. [61]. Using the 
posterior aspect of both femoral condyles as reference, 
three lines are drawn passing through the lateral aspect 
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of the articular trochlear facet, the lateral patellar edge, 
and the medial patellar edge (Fig. 4h). PAE is obtained by 
the ratio between the distance from the medial edge of 
the patella to the lateral trochlear facet and the patellar 
width. In axial MRI images of the knee nearly extended, 
values close to 1 are considered normal. The control 
group obtained a mean PAE value of 0.94 ± 0.09 and the 
objective PFI group 0.84 ± 0.16 [61].

Patellar tilt
Different approaches have been addressed in the litera-
ture regarding assessment of the patellar tilt. In the first 
instance, the authors focused on the lateralization until 
the introduction of the concept patellar tilt by Lau-
rin et  al. as a form of misalignment [62]. Six different 
approaches were found in the literature to assess patel-
lar tilt: patellar tilt angle (PTA), lateral patellofemoral 
angle (LPA), angle of fulkerson (AF), tilting angle (TA), 

patellofemoral index (PI), and angle of Grelsamer (AG). 
Two axial slices are considered to evaluate the patellar tilt 
in most of the indices: the slice 3 cm above the femoroti-
bial joint line, which includes the deepest aspect of the 
intercondylar groove with an appearance of a Roman 
arch, and the axial slice with the longest axis of the 
patella. PI is measured on the slice presenting the thinner 
articular space, and AG only uses the longest axis of the 
patella.

PTA is widely used to assess the patellar tilt. PTA is 
obtained by the angle between the tangential line to 
the posterior aspect of both femoral condyles and the 
line that passes through the longest axis of the patella 
(Fig.  5a). In the study conducted by Dejour et  al. using 
CT images of the knee in extension, the mean PTA 
value for the control group was 10 ± 5.8° [34]. The group 
that included knees from patients with objective PFI 
presented a value of 28.8 ± 10.5°. This is a simple and 

Fig. 5 Fat-saturated proton density-weighted magnetic resonance images demonstrating the measurements of the indices to assess patellar tilt. 
a Patellar tilt angle (∠θ). b Lateral patellofemoral angle (∠θ). c Angle of Fulkerson (∠θ). d Tilting angle (∠θ). e patellofemoral index (M/L). f Angle of 
Grelsamer (∠θ)
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reliable measurement and a pathologic threshold for PTA 
of 20° was suggested, with the quadriceps muscle relaxed. 
Quadriceps contraction increases the PTA by 1.5° in the 
control group, and 6° in the objective PFI group, on aver-
age [34].

Laurin et  al. described the LPA that consists of the 
angle between a line tangential to the anterior aspect of 
both lateral and medial trochlear facets and a line tan-
gential to the lateral patellar facet (Fig. 5b). The authors 
suggest an angle of 20–30° of flexion during image acqui-
sition. The original studies were performed using axial 
radiographic views. In healthy PFJ, the lines open later-
ally. If the lines are parallel or they open medially, it is 
considered an abnormal patellar tilt [62].

AF uses the reference line passing through the poste-
rior aspect of femoral condyles and another line along the 
lateral facet of the patella (Fig. 5c). It is obtained by the 
angle formed between both lines [47]. In the studies car-
ried out by Schutzer et al. using CT images of the knee 
in full extension and with 30° of flexion, AF remained 
almost constant with the increase of knee flexion in the 
control group. It had a slight decrease from around 18° to 
17° [47]. In the studies conducted by Charles et al. with 
MRI images of the knee in full extension, the mean values 
obtained for AF were 18.18 ± 0.56° in the control group 
and −3.5 ± 2.62° for the pathologic patients, supporting 
the established cut-off of 8° for pathologic patellar tilt [30, 
47].

TA uses the anterior aspect of the trochlear facets as 
the reference line and the line that passes through the 
longest axis of the patella (Fig.  5d). TA consists of the 
angle between both lines. In CT images of the knee in 
full extension, the control group presented a value of 
15.0 ± 4.1° with the quadriceps relaxed and 14.0 ± 1.0° 
with the quadriceps contracted [50].

PI intends to evaluate the PFJ articular space. Lau-
rin et al. suggested this index, to identify a micro-tilt of 
the patella, that could be undetectable by LPA [56]. PI is 
obtained by the ratio between the thickness of the medial 
and the lateral PFJ interspace. Medial space is defined by 
the closest distance between the medial trochlear facet 
and the patellar ridge. Lateral space comprises the closest 
distance between the lateral aspect of the lateral troch-
lear facet and lateral patellar facet (Fig. 5e). With the knee 
flexed at 20° and the quadriceps relaxed, values up to 1.6 
are classified normal. A micro-tilt is detected when the 
values are higher than 1.6 [7, 22, 56].

AG is the simplest method to assess the patellar tilt. 
Grelsamer et al. considered the angle formed by a hori-
zontal line and the line through the longest axis of the 
patella (Fig.  5f ). The mean value of AG for the control 
group was 2 ± 2° and for the group containing the path-
ologic knees was 12 ± 6°. According to the results, the 

authors suggest a cut-off value of 5°. Values higher than 5° 
suggest an excessive patellar tilt. Leg rotation during the 
image acquisition influences the outcome of the meas-
urements. Since it does not use an anatomic reference for 
the reference line, the measurement results are intrinsi-
cally dependent on the leg rotation [63].

Tibial tubercle lateralization
Bony misalignment of lower limbs has significant rel-
evance in the setting of PFI. Coronal alignment of the 
lower limbs has begun to be assessed by measuring the 
Q angle, aiming to evaluate the operating angle of the 
extensor mechanism. Valgus alignment is often associ-
ated with PFI-related problems. Due to the difficulty of 
quantifying the Q angle, cross-sectional imaging tech-
niques have rapidly become the gold standard method for 
assessing the behavior of the extensor mechanism. Quan-
tification of the anterior tibial tuberosity lateralization 
contributes to useful indicators of misalignment. This 
quantification is relevant to plan surgical distal realign-
ment procedures [64, 65]. Two PFI indices were found for 
this purpose: tibial tubercle–trochlear groove (TT-TG), 
and tibial tubercle–posterior cruciate ligament (TT-PCL) 
distances.

Two axial images are necessary to measure the TT–
TG distance: the axial slice 3 cm above the femorotibial 
joint line that includes the intercondylar groove with 
an appearance of a Roman arch, and the axial slice with 
the insertion of the patellar tendon in the anterior tibial 
tuberosity. A tangential line to posterior femoral con-
dyles is used as reference. TT–TG distance is obtained 
by the distance between the perpendicular lines that 
pass through the deepest point of the trochlear groove 
and the midpoint of the insertion of the patellar tendon 
in the anterior tibial tuberosity (Fig. 6a). It was originally 
described for CT images, but recent studies have sup-
ported the use of MRI for assessing this parameter [66, 
67]. Knee in full extension is suggested for more reliable 
measurements [64, 68–70]. Some discussion is raised 
regarding the factors that influence the outcome of the 
TT–TG distance measurements. Besides the degree of 
knee flexion, Pennock et al. showed the influence of age, 
gender, and size of the patient in the TT–TG distance 
outcomes [68]. Their research has shown an increase of 
0.12 in TT–TG distance for each centimeter in patient 
height [68]. These factors have led to some inconsisten-
cies in the literature regarding the reference values of this 
PFI index. A cut-off of 15 mm is used by Thakkar et al. 
[71]. A systematic review conducted by Tan et  al. com-
pares the TT–TG distance performed in CT and MRI. 
The outcome of this study indicates that both medical 
imaging modalities are reliable for assessing the TT–
TG distance, although the cut-off values are different, 
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once the TT–TG distance on CT was significantly 
greater. With all data collected, they suggest a cut-off of 
15.5 ± 1.5 mm on CT and 12.5 ± 2 mm when using MRI 
to measure the TT–TG distance [67]. Nevertheless, sev-
eral authors indicate 20 mm as the cut-off value for TT–
TG distance [7, 20, 29, 46].

Seitlinger et  al. have proposed the TT–PCL distance 
to evaluate the tibial tubercle lateralization [64]. On the 
axial slice below the articular surface of the tibia plateau 
and above the fibular head, a line is drawn tangential 
to the posterior aspect of the condylar line of proximal 
tibia, as reference. A perpendicular line is drawn in the 
medial border of PCL in the most distal axial slice where 
the ligament could be clearly identified, corresponding to 
the insertion of the ligament on the tibia. TT–PCL dis-
tance is given by the distance between the line passing 
through PCL and the line passing through the midpoint 
of the insertion of the patellar tendon in the anterior 
tibial tuberosity (Fig. 6.b) [64]. A cut-off value of 24 mm 
was established. Values higher than 24  mm indicate 
excessive tibial tubercle lateralization [64]. Recent stud-
ies have suggested adjustments in the cut-off value for 
this PFI index, suggesting a value between 20 and 21 mm 
[65]. Some authors have emphasized that the TT–PCL 
distance describes the pure lateralization of the tibial 
tubercle once it is measured, resorting only to anatomi-
cal landmarks of the tibia, excluding the influence of the 
extensor mechanism of the knee joint in the measure-
ments [64, 65].

Summary
Due to its multifactorial origin, PFI is a complex pathol-
ogy to diagnose. Herein, the role of imaging is high-
lighted in the search for the cause of the instability. This 
review classifies the predisposing risk factors of PFI into 
five groups: trochlear dysplasia, patellar height, patellar 
lateralization, patellar tilt, and tibial tubercle lateraliza-
tion. Trochlear dysplasia has an incidence of up to 96% 

in patients with recurrent PFI, and it was found signifi-
cant coherency and acceptance by the medical commu-
nity regarding its assessment, addressing LTI, TGD, TFA, 
and SA. VTP was also found to assess the severity of the 
dysplasia; however, there was no consistency regarding 
its reference values. Patellar height is also presented as 
a main factor of instability, being present in 25–30% of 
the patients with this condition. Several indices are sug-
gested for this assessment. PTI is identified as one of the 
most reliable indices to measure the patellar height. CDI 
is widely used for planning and assessing tibial tubercle 
osteotomies. Given its clinical acceptability and popular-
ity for assessing the patellar height, ISI must be included 
in the diagnostic process. To assess patellar lateralization 
and tilt, several approaches are described in this review. 
In relation to patellar lateralization, PD is one of the pre-
ferred methods since it has been presented in the litera-
ture as one of the most significant indices to estimate the 
risk of PFI and as one of the preferred methods by ortho-
pedic surgeons. PTA deserves equal emphasis for patellar 
tilt assessment since it is widely used in the setting of PFI 
and due to its reliability and simplicity. TT–TG is widely 
used for assessing the tibial tubercle lateralization, and 
it is presented as a reliable method. Therefore, it should 
be included in knee examinations. As TT–TG distance 
is directly influenced by the extensor mechanism of the 
knee, some concerns must be considered regarding the 
degree of knee flexion and the size of the patient. On the 
other hand, TT–PCL uses anatomical landmarks of the 
tibia, and the literature states that it is able to express the 
true lateralization of the tibial tubercle.

Conclusions
Diagnostic imaging plays a crucial role in revealing 
the origin of PFI and, consequently, in delineating the 
patient-specific treatment. Despite the extensive work 
that has been presented in the literature with respect 
to the quantitative assessment of PFI, this process lacks 

Fig. 6 Fat-saturated proton density-weighted magnetic resonance images demonstrating the measurements of the indices to assess tibial tubercle 
lateralization. a Tibial tubercle–trochlear groove distance (distance TT–TG). b Tibial tubercle–posterior cruciate ligament distance (distance TT–PCL)
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robustness and standardization. The quantitative indi-
ces found in the literature to assess the main predispos-
ing factors of PFI have been described along with their 
appropriate methodologies. This review provides a 
comprehensive guide for the correct use of PFI indices, 
which is the initial step towards a proper assessment of 
PFI. Future work should address the reliability of all PFI 
indices, helping to achieve a well-established and uni-
form protocol assessment.

Abbreviations
AF  Angle of Fulkerson
AG  Angle of Grelsamer
BO  Bisect offset
BPI  Blackburne–Peel index
CA  Congruence angle
CDI  Caton–Deschamps index
CT  Computed tomography
ISI  Insall–Salvati index
LPA  Lateral patellofemoral angle
LPD  Lateral patellar displacement
LPE  Lateral patellar edge
LPL  Lateral patellofemoral length
LS  Lateral shift
LTI  Lateral trochlear inclination
MISI  Modified Insall–Salvati index
MPFL  Medial patellofemoral ligament
MRI  Magnetic resonance imaging
PAE  Patellofemoral axial engagement
PD  Patellar displacement
PFI  Patellofemoral instability
PFJ  Patellofemoral joint
PFOA  Patellofemoral osteoarthritis
PI  Patellofemoral index
PLC  Patella-lateral condyle
PTA  Patellar tilt angle
PTI  Patellotrochlear index
SA  Sulcus angle
TA  Tilting angle
TFA  Trochlear facet asymmetry
TGD  Trochlear groove depth
TO  Tangent offset
TT-PCL  Tibial tubercle–posterior cruciate ligament
TT-TG  Tibial tubercle–trochlear groove
VTP  Ventral trochlear prominence

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Author contributions
M.V.S., C.S.M., and C.P.S. had the idea for the manuscript. All authors performed 
the literature search and data analysis. R.M.B. drafted the original article, and all 
authors critically revised the work.

Funding
This work has been supported by the FCT–Fundação para a Ciência e Tecno-
logia – national funds, under the scholarship reference PD/BD/142797/2018 
and the national support to R&D units grant, through the reference project 
UIDB/04436/2020 and UIDP/04436/2020.

Availability of data and materials
Not applicable.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Consent for publication
Not applicable.

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

Received: 10 November 2022   Accepted: 17 February 2023

References
 1. Cardona-Muñoz I, Cardona-Medina JI, de la Rosa A (2014) Imaging of 

patellofemoral joint. In: Gobbi A, Espregueira-Mendes J, Nakamura N 
(eds) The patellofemoral joint: state of the art in evaluation and manage-
ment. Springer, Berlin, pp 29–35

 2. Sankineani SR, Karnatzikos G, Chaurasia S, Gobbi A (2014) Clinical exami-
nation of the patellofemoral joint. In: Gobbi A, Espregueira-Mendes J, 
Nakamura N (eds) The patellofemoral joint: state of the art in evaluation 
and management. Springer, Berlin, pp 23–27

 3. Kurut Aysin I, Askin A, Dirim Mete B, Guvendi E, Aysin M, Kocyigit H (2018) 
Investigation of the relationship between anterior knee pain and chon-
dromalacia patellae and patellofemoral malalignment. Eurasian J Med 
50:28–33. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5152/ euras ianjm ed. 2018. 17277

 4. Iranpour F, Aframian A, Cobb JP (2017) The patellofemoral joint. In: Carlos 
RME, Liddle AD (eds) Joint preservation in the adult knee. Springer Inter-
national Publishing, Cham, pp 43–53

 5. Gulati A, McElrath C, Wadhwa V, Shah JP, Chhabra A (2018) Current 
clinical, radiological and treatment perspectives of patellofemoral pain 
syndrome. Br J Radiol 91:20170456. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1259/ bjr. 20170 456

 6. Scott WN (2012) Insall and scott surgery of the knee. Elsevier Churchill 
Livingstone, London

 7. Saggin PRF, Saggin JI, Dejour D (2012) Imaging in patellofemoral 
instability: an abnormality-based approach. Sports Med Arthrosc Rev 
20:145–151. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1097/ JSA. 0b013 e3182 553cfe

 8. Dejour DH, Mesnard G, Giovannetti de Sanctis E (2021) Updated treat-
ment guidelines for patellar instability: “un menu à la carte.” J Exp Orthop. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ s40634- 021- 00430-2

 9. O’Malley O, Choudhury A, Biggs A, Humdani A, Brown O, Smith T, Ejindu 
V, Hing C (2021) Association between patellofemoral anatomy and chon-
dral lesions of the knee in patellofemoral instability. J Knee Surg. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1055/s- 0041- 17313 51

 10. Delgado-Martínez AD, Rodríguez-Merchán EC, Ballesteros R, Luna JD 
(2000) Reproducibility of patellofemoral CT scan measurements. Int 
Orthop 24:5–8. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s0026 40050 002

 11. Berruto M, Ferrua P, Carimati G, Uboldi F, Gala L (2013) Patellofemoral 
instability: classification and imaging. Joints. 1:7–13. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
11138/ jts/ 2013.1. 2. 007

 12. Diederichs G, Issever AS, Scheffler S (2010) MR imaging of patellar 
instability: injury patterns and assessment of risk factors. Radiographics 
30:961–981. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1148/ rg. 30409 5755

 13. Dietrich TJ, Fucentese SF, Pfirrmann CWA (2016) Imaging of individual 
anatomical risk factors for patellar instability. Semin Musculoskelet Radiol 
20:65–73. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1055/s- 0036- 15796 75

 14. Wind RJP, Heesterbeek PJC, Wymenga AB (2019) A combined procedure 
with Bereiter-type trochleoplasty leads to a stable patellofemoral joint 
at 5-year follow-up. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 27:716–723. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00167- 018- 5014-3

 15. DeJour D, Saggin P (2010) The sulcus deepening trochleoplasty-the 
Lyon’s procedure. Int Orthop 34:311–316. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00264- 009- 0933-8

 16. Rezvanifar SC, Flesher BL, Jones KC, Elias JJ (2019) Lateral patellar 
maltracking due to trochlear dysplasia: a computational study. Knee 
26:1234–1242. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. knee. 2019. 11. 006

https://doi.org/10.5152/eurasianjmed.2018.17277
https://doi.org/10.1259/bjr.20170456
https://doi.org/10.1097/JSA.0b013e3182553cfe
https://doi.org/10.1186/s40634-021-00430-2
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0041-1731351
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0041-1731351
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002640050002
https://doi.org/10.11138/jts/2013.1.2.007
https://doi.org/10.11138/jts/2013.1.2.007
https://doi.org/10.1148/rg.304095755
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0036-1579675
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-018-5014-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00264-009-0933-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00264-009-0933-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knee.2019.11.006


Page 13 of 14Barbosa et al. Knee Surgery & Related Research            (2023) 35:7  

 17. Rush JK, Smith JM, Carstensen SE, Arendt EA, Diduch DR (2019) Trochleo-
plasty: groove-deepening and entrance grooveplasty. Oper Tech Sports 
Med. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. otsm. 2019. 150690

 18. Bollier M, Fulkerson JP (2011) The role of trochlear dysplasia in patel-
lofemoral instability. J Am Acad Orthop Surg 19:8–16. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
5435/ 00124 635- 20110 1000- 00002

 19. Buchanan G, Torres L, Czarkowski B, Giangarra CE (2016) Current concepts 
in the treatment of gross patellofemoral instability. Int J Sports Phys Ther 
11:867–876

 20. Haj-Mirzaian A, Thawait GK, Tanaka MJ, Demehri S (2017) Diagnosis and 
characterization of patellofemoral instability: review of available imaging 
modalities. Sports Med Arthrosc Rev 25:64–71. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1097/ 
JSA. 00000 00000 000148

 21. Teitge RA, Faerber W, des Madryl P, Matelic TM (1996) Stress radiographs 
of the patellofemoral joint. J Bone Joint Surg Ser A 78:193–203. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 2106/ 00004 623- 19960 2000- 00005

 22. Merchant AC (2001) Patellofemoral imaging. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1097/ 00003 086- 20010 8000- 00004

 23. Ye Q, Yu T, Wu Y, Ding X, Gong X (2019) Patellar instability: the reliability of 
magnetic resonance imaging measurement parameters. BMC Musculo-
skelet Disord 20:1–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ s12891- 019- 2697-7

 24. Encinas-Ullán CA, Rodríguez-Merchán EC (2019) Imaging of the patel-
lofemoral joint. In: Rodríguez-Merchán EC, Liddle AD (eds) Disorders of 
the patellofemoral joint: diagnosis and management. Springer, Cham, pp 
7–23

 25. Haj-Mirzaian A, Guermazi A, Pishgar F, Roemer FW, Sereni C, Hakky M, 
Zikria B, Demehri S (2020) Patellofemoral morphology measurements 
and their associations with tibiofemoral osteoarthritis-related structural 
damage: exploratory analysis on the osteoarthritis initiative. Eur Radiol 
30:128–140. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00330- 019- 06324-3

 26. Pfirrmann CWA, Zanetti M, Romero J, Hodler J (2000) Femoral trochlear 
dysplasia: MR findings. Radiology 216:858–864. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1148/ 
radio logy. 216.3. r00se 38858

 27. Escala JS, Mellado JM, Olona M, Giné J, Saurí A, Neyret P (2006) Objective 
patellar instability: MR-based quantitative assessment of potentially 
associated anatomical features. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 
14:264–272. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00167- 005- 0668-z

 28. Balcarek P, Walde TA, Frosch S, Schüttrumpf JP, Wachowski MM, Stürmer 
KM, Frosch KH (2011) Patellar dislocations in children, adolescents and 
adults: a comparative MRI study of medial patellofemoral ligament injury 
patterns and trochlear groove anatomy. Eur J Radiol 79:415–420. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ejrad. 2010. 06. 042

 29. Osman NM, Ebrahim SMB (2016) Patellofemoral instability: quantita-
tive evaluation of predisposing factors by MRI. Egypt J Radiol Nucl Med 
47:1529–1538. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. ejrnm. 2016. 09. 020

 30. Charles MD, Haloman S, Chen L, Ward SR, Fithian D, Afra R (2013) 
Magnetic resonance imaging-based topographical differences between 
control and recurrent patellofemoral instability patients. Am J Sports Med 
41:374–384. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 03635 46512 472441

 31. Sanders TG, Loredo R, Grayson D (2001) Computed tomography and 
magnetic resonance imaging evaluation of patellofemoral instability. 
Oper Tech Sports Med 9:152–163. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1053/ otsm. 2001. 
25164

 32. Askenberger M, Janarv PM, Finnbogason T, Arendt EA (2017) Morphology 
and anatomic patellar instability risk factors in first-time traumatic lateral 
patellar dislocations. Am J Sports Med 45:50–58. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 
03635 46516 663498

 33. Carrillon Y, Abidi H, Dejour D, Fantino O, Moyen B, van Tran-Minh A (2000) 
Patellar instability: assessment on MR images by measuring the lateral 
trochlear inclination—initial experience. Radiology 216:582–585. https:// 
doi. org/ 10. 1148/ radio logy. 216.2. r00au 07582

 34. Dejour H, Walch G, Nove-Josserand L, Guier C (1994) Factors of patellar 
instability: an anatomic radiographic study. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol 
Arthrosc 2:19–26. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF015 52649

 35. Biedert RM, Tscholl PM (2017) Patella alta: a comprehensive review of 
current knowledge. Am J Orthop 46:290–300

 36. Neyret P, Robinson AHN, Le Coultre B, Lapra C, Chambat P (2002) Patellar 
tendon length—the factor in patellar instability? Knee 9:3–6. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1016/ S0968- 0160(01) 00136-3

 37. Insall J, Salvati E (1971) Patella position in the normal knee joint. Radiol-
ogy 101:101–104. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1148/ 101.1. 101

 38. Insall J, Goldberg V, Salvati E (1972) Recurrent dislocation and the high-
riding patella. Clin Orthop Relat Res 88:67–69. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1097/ 
00003 086- 19721 0000- 00012

 39. Seil R, Müller B, Georg T, Kohn D, Rupp S (2000) Reliability and interob-
server variability in radiological patellar height ratios. Knee Surg Sports 
Traumatol Arthrosc 8:231–236. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s0016 70000 121

 40. Lee PP, Chalian M, Carrino JA, Eng J, Chhabra A (2012) Multimodality cor-
relations of patellar height measurement on X-ray, CT, and MRI. Skeletal 
Radiol 41:1309–1314. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00256- 012- 1396-3

 41. Miller TT, Staron RB, Feldman F (1996) Patellar height on sagittal MR imag-
ing of the knee. AJR Am J Roentgenol 167:339–341. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
2214/ ajr. 167.2. 86865 98

 42. Grelsamer R, Meadows S (1992) The modified insall-salvati ratio for assess-
ment of patellar height. Clin Orthop Relat Res 282:170–176

 43. Blackburne JS, Peel TE (1977) A new method of measuring patellar 
height. J Bone Joint Surg Ser B 59:241–245. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1302/ 0301- 
620x. 59b2. 873986

 44. Yue RA, Arendt EA, Tompkins MA (2017) Patellar height measurements on 
radiograph and magnetic resonance imaging in patellar instability and 
control patients. J Knee Surg 30:943–950. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1055/s- 0037- 
15992 49

 45. Biedert RM, Albrecht S (2006) The patellotrochlear index: a new index 
for assessing patellar height. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 
14:707–712. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00167- 005- 0015-4

 46. Schulz B, Brown M, Ahmad CS (2010) Evaluation and imaging of patel-
lofemoral joint disorders. Oper Tech Sports Med 18:68–78. https:// doi. 
org/ 10. 1053/j. otsm. 2009. 12. 015

 47. Schutzer SF, Ramsby GR, Fulkerson JP (1986) The evaluation of patel-
lofemoral pain using computerized tomography: a preliminary study. Clin 
Orthop Relat Res 204:286–293. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1097/ 00003 086- 19860 
3000- 00031

 48. Aglietti P, Insall J, Cerulli G (1983) Patellar pain and incongruence. Clin 
Orthop Relat Res 176:217–224

 49. Walker C, Cassar-Pullicino VN, Vaisha R, Mccall IW (1993) The patello-
femoral joint-a critical appraisal of its geometric assessment utilizing 
conventional axial radiography and computed arthro-tomography. Br J 
Radiol. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1259/ 0007- 1285- 66- 789- 755

 50. Sasaki T, Yagi T (1986) Subluxation of the patella. Int Orthop 10:115–120. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF002 67752

 51. Kujala UM, Kormano M, Österman K, Nelimarkka O, Hurme M, Taimela S, 
Dean PB (1992) Magnetic resonance imaging analysis of patellofemoral 
congruity in females. Clin J Sport Med 2:21

 52. Koskinen SK, Taimela S, Nelimarkka O, Komu M, Kujala UM (1993) Mag-
netic resonance imaging of patellofemoral relationships. Skeletal Radiol 
22:403–410. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ BF005 38441

 53. Duchman K, Mellecker C, Thedens DR, Albright JP (2011) Quantifying the 
effects of extensor mechanism medializatlon procedures using MRI: a 
cadaver-based study. Iowa Orthop J 31:90–98

 54. Stanford W, Phelan J, Kathol MH, Rooholamini SA, El-Khoury GY, Palutsis 
GR, Albright JP (1988) Patellofemoral joint motion: evaluation by ultrafast 
computed tomography. Skeletal Radiol 17:487–492. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ BF003 64042

 55. Dei Giudici L, Enea D, Pierdicca L, Cecconi S, Ulisse S, Arima S, Giovagnoni 
A, Gigante A (2015) Evaluation of patello-femoral alignment by CT scans: 
interobserver reliability of several parameters. Radiol Med 120:1031–1042. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s11547- 015- 0536-y

 56. Laurin C, Dussault R, Levesque H (1979) The tangential X-ray investigation 
of normal patellofemoral joint: X-Ray technique, diagnostic criteria and 
their interpretation. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 144:16–26

 57. Heesterbeek PJC, Beumers MPC, Jacobs WCH, Havinga ME, Wymenga AB 
(2007) A comparison of reproducibility of measurement techniques for 
patella position on axial radiographs after total knee arthroplasty. Knee 
14:411–416. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. knee. 2007. 06. 006

 58. Biedert RM, Gruhl C (1996) Axial computed tomography of the patel-
lofemoral joint with and without quadriceps contraction. Arch Orthop 
Trauma Surg 116:77–82. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s0040 20050 073

 59. Schueda MA, Costa Astur D, Schueda Bier R, Schueda Bier D, Astur N, 
Cohen M (2015) Use of computed tomography to determine the risk of 
patellar dislocation in 921 patients with patellar instability. Open Access J 
Sports Med. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2147/ oajsm. s75243

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.otsm.2019.150690
https://doi.org/10.5435/00124635-201101000-00002
https://doi.org/10.5435/00124635-201101000-00002
https://doi.org/10.1097/JSA.0000000000000148
https://doi.org/10.1097/JSA.0000000000000148
https://doi.org/10.2106/00004623-199602000-00005
https://doi.org/10.2106/00004623-199602000-00005
https://doi.org/10.1097/00003086-200108000-00004
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-019-2697-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00330-019-06324-3
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiology.216.3.r00se38858
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiology.216.3.r00se38858
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-005-0668-z
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2010.06.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrad.2010.06.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejrnm.2016.09.020
https://doi.org/10.1177/0363546512472441
https://doi.org/10.1053/otsm.2001.25164
https://doi.org/10.1053/otsm.2001.25164
https://doi.org/10.1177/0363546516663498
https://doi.org/10.1177/0363546516663498
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiology.216.2.r00au07582
https://doi.org/10.1148/radiology.216.2.r00au07582
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01552649
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0968-0160(01)00136-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0968-0160(01)00136-3
https://doi.org/10.1148/101.1.101
https://doi.org/10.1097/00003086-197210000-00012
https://doi.org/10.1097/00003086-197210000-00012
https://doi.org/10.1007/s001670000121
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00256-012-1396-3
https://doi.org/10.2214/ajr.167.2.8686598
https://doi.org/10.2214/ajr.167.2.8686598
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620x.59b2.873986
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620x.59b2.873986
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0037-1599249
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0037-1599249
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-005-0015-4
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.otsm.2009.12.015
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.otsm.2009.12.015
https://doi.org/10.1097/00003086-198603000-00031
https://doi.org/10.1097/00003086-198603000-00031
https://doi.org/10.1259/0007-1285-66-789-755
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00267752
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00538441
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00364042
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF00364042
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11547-015-0536-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knee.2007.06.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s004020050073
https://doi.org/10.2147/oajsm.s75243


Page 14 of 14Barbosa et al. Knee Surgery & Related Research            (2023) 35:7 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

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

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

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

 60. Nicolaas L, Tigchelaar S, Koëter S (2011) Patellofemoral evaluation with 
magnetic resonance imaging in 51 knees of asymptomatic subjects. 
Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 19:1735–1739. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1007/ s00167- 011- 1508-y

 61. Guilbert S, Chassaing V, Radier C, Hulet C, Rémy F, Chouteau J, Chotel 
F, Boisrenoult P, Sebilo A, Ferrua P, Ehkirch FP, Bertin D, Dejour D (2013) 
Axial MRI index of patellar engagement: a new method to assess patellar 
instability. Orthop Traumatol Surg Res 99:S399–S405. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. otsr. 2013. 10. 006

 62. Laurin C, Lévesque H, Dussault R, Labelle H, Peides J (1978) The Abnormal 
lateral patellofemoral angle. J Bone Joint Surg Am 60:55–60

 63. Grelsamer P, Proctor S (1993) Radiographic analysis of patellar tilt. J Bone 
Joint Surg 75:822–824

 64. Seitlinger G, Scheurecker G, Högler R, Labey L, Innocenti B, Hofmann 
S (2012) Tibial tubercle-posterior cruciate ligament distance: a new 
measurement to define the position of the tibial tubercle in patients with 
patellar dislocation. Am J Sports Med 40:1119–1125. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1177/ 03635 46512 438762

 65. Brady JM, Rosencrans AS, Stein BES (2018) Use of TT-PCL versus TT-TG. 
Curr Rev Musculoskelet Med 11:261–265. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s12178- 018- 9481-4

 66. Schoettle PB, Zanetti M, Seifert B, Pfirrmann CWA, Fucentese SF, Romero 
J (2006) The tibial tuberosity-trochlear groove distance; a comparative 
study between CT and MRI scanning. Knee 13:26–31. https:// doi. org/ 10. 
1016/j. knee. 2005. 06. 003

 67. Tan SHS, Lim BY, Chng KSJ, Doshi C, Wong FKL, Lim AKS, Hui JH (2020) The 
difference between computed tomography and magnetic resonance 
imaging measurements of tibial tubercle-trochlear groove distance for 
patients with or without patellofemoral instability: a systematic review 
and meta-analysis. J Knee Surg 33:768–776. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1055/s- 
0039- 16885 63

 68. Pennock AT, Alam M, Bastrom T (2014) Variation in tibial tubercle-
trochlear groove measurement as a function of age, sex, size, and patellar 
instability. Am J Sports Med 42:389–393. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 03635 
46513 509058

 69. Seitlinger G, Scheurecker G, Högler R, Labey L, Innocenti B, Hofmann 
S (2014) The position of the tibia tubercle in 0°–90° flexion: compar-
ing patients with patella dislocation to healthy volunteers. Knee Surg 
Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 22:2396–2400. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00167- 014- 3173-4

 70. Marquez-Lara A, Andersen J, Lenchik L, Ferguson CM, Gupta P (2017) Vari-
ability in patellofemoral alignment measurements on MRI: influence of 
knee position. Am J Roentgenol 208:1097–1102. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2214/ 
AJR. 16. 17007

 71. Thakkar RS, del Grande F, Wadhwa V, Chalian M, Andreisek G, Carrino 
JA, Eng J, Chhabra A (2016) Patellar instability: CT and MRI measure-
ments and their correlation with internal derangement findings. Knee 
Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc 24:3021–3028. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ 
s00167- 015- 3614-8

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

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-011-1508-y
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-011-1508-y
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.otsr.2013.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.otsr.2013.10.006
https://doi.org/10.1177/0363546512438762
https://doi.org/10.1177/0363546512438762
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12178-018-9481-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12178-018-9481-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knee.2005.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.knee.2005.06.003
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0039-1688563
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-0039-1688563
https://doi.org/10.1177/0363546513509058
https://doi.org/10.1177/0363546513509058
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-014-3173-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-014-3173-4
https://doi.org/10.2214/AJR.16.17007
https://doi.org/10.2214/AJR.16.17007
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-015-3614-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-015-3614-8

	Imaging evaluation of patellofemoral joint instability: a review
	Abstract 
	Introduction
	Patellofemoral instability imaging
	Trochlear dysplasia
	Patellar height
	Patellar lateralization
	Patellar tilt
	Tibial tubercle lateralization
	Summary
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


