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Abstract
Introduction The Zadek Osteotomy has been described as an effective technique for the treatment of insertional Achilles 
tendinopathy. Recently, this strategy has been modified using minimally invasive techniques. A learning curve has been 
observed in many minimally invasive procedures in foot and ankle surgery. This retrospective study first intended to evaluate 
if there is a learning curve associated with the percutaneous Zadek Osteotomy. Further, if a learning curve was observed, we 
planned to assess the data for associated changes in complications and postoperative outcomes.
Methods A retrospective analysis of 98 patients who underwent percutaneous Zadek Osteotomy was performed. Patient 
charts were reviewed for operative times, complications, union rates, and Foot Function Index (FFI) and Visual Analogue 
Scale (VAS) scores. Analysis of variance was utilized to assess for differences between groups of cases.
Results Patients included 61 females and 37 males. Mean age was 51.28 ± 11.12 (range 28–81) years. Mean follow-up time 
was 42.07 ± 12.99 (range 24–65) months. Significant increases in operative times were observed in cases 1–14 when com-
pared to cases 15–98 (p < 0.001). Improvements in FFI and VAS scores were observed at final follow-up within each case 
group (p < 0.001); there were no differences detected in FFI or VAS scores between groups of cases. There was no difference 
detected in number of complications between intervals of cases.
Conclusion A learning curve was observed for the percutaneous Zadek Osteotomy, which was overcome around case 14. 
This learning curve was only observed in terms of procedure length. A surgeon’s level of inexperience with the technique 
does not appear to affect functional outcomes, nonunion, or need for revision.
Level of evidence IV Data will not be deposited in a repository.

Keywords Haglund syndrome · Insertional achilles tendinopathy · Learning curve · Minimally invasive surgery · Zadek 
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Introduction

Insertional Achilles tendinopathy (IAT) is one of the most 
common pathologies treated by orthopaedic foot and ankle 
surgeons. First line of treatment for this pathology includes 
conservative management strategies such as anti-inflam-
matory medication, physical therapy, pulsatile ultrasound 
therapy, extracorporeal shockwave therapy, and footwear 
modification. However, these nonoperative approaches fail 
in 20–40% of cases [1]. The traditional surgical approach 
for intractable IAT consists of open tendon debridement, 
posterosuperior calcaneus exostectomy, and reinsertion of 
the Achilles tendon. The Zadek Osteotomy (ZO), a dorsal 
closing wedge calcaneal osteotomy, has also been described 
as a successful procedure for the treatment of IAT [1, 2]. 

More recently, this strategy has resurfaced in the litera-
ture as a minimally invasive (MIS) techniques [2–6]. Gen-
erally, MIS has been associated with lower postoperative 
complications, better cosmesis, and less postoperative pain 
[2, 7–10]. However, with new MIS procedures a learning 
curve is commonly observed [11–15]. For example, reports 
of a learning curve for the modified Lapidus procedure and 
Minimally Invasive Chevron and Akin osteotomy (for hal-
lux valgus) have been described in the literature [11, 12, 
14, 16, 17]. Conversely, to the best of our knowledge, there 
does not seem to be any literature on the learning curve for 
the percutaneous ZO. Therefore, the purpose of the present 
study was to determine if there is a learning curve associated 
with the percutaneous ZO. If present, we hoped to evaluate 
the impact of this learning curve on patient outcomes and 
postoperative complications following percutaneous ZO.

Methods

After institutional review board approval, a retrospective 
chart review was performed on patients who underwent per-
cutaneous ZO between October 2017 and July 2021 at one 
institution. Surgery was performed by a fellowship-trained 
orthopaedic foot and ankle surgeon with notable MIS expe-
rience. However, these cases represent this surgeon’s first 
ZO cases, dating within a year of finishing fellowship. Per-
cutaneous ZO was performed on patients presenting with 
IAT and Haglund deformity who had failed conservative 
management for greater than six months (Table 1). We con-
sider the percutaneous ZO for all patients with IAT, and do 
not exclude patients based on any particular radiographic 

criteria. However, patients under 18 years of age and 
patients undergoing revision surgery with a percutaneous 
ZO (for failed open Haglund’s resection with Achilles reat-
tachment) were excluded from this study.

Surgical start and end times were recorded for all patients. 
All charts were reviewed for postoperative complications, 
revisions, and union rates at a minimum two-year follow-up. 
Functional Foot Index (FFI) scores were utilized to measure 
patients’ functional limitations and symptom presentation. 
Visual Analogue Scale (VAS) scores were utilized to mea-
sure patients’ pain presentation. Both measurements were 
taken at preoperative and each postoperative appointment. 
Scores at final follow-up were used for paired analysis.

Surgical technique

All patients received the percutaneous ZO as previously 
described by Nordio et al. (Fig. 1) [2, 3]. Prior to surgery, all 
patients received a lower extremity popliteal and adductor 
canal or saphenous nerve block. The percutaneous ZO was 
performed under IV propofol sedation or general anesthesia. 
No tourniquet was used for the procedure. The patient was 
positioned in the lateral decubitus position with the opera-
tive leg off of the end of the bed resting on the mini C-arm. 

Table 1 Patient characteristics
Age 51.28 ± 11.12 (range 28–81) years
Sex 61 females, 37 males
Follow-up 42.07 ± 12.99 (range 24–65) months

Fig. 1 Preoperative, lateral clinical image of Haglund’s Deformity; 
marked prior to Zadek Osteotomy
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The nonoperative leg was flexed out of the field and taped 
to the bed.

A small 5 mm lateral calcaneal incision was made at 
the apex of the ZO, ~ 5–8 mm from the plantar cortex just 
anterior to the insertion of the plantar fascia at the calca-
neal tuberosity. A blunt straight hemostat was used to spread 
down to bone prior to burr placement. A 3 mm x 30 mm 
Shannon burr (Novastep, Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey) 
was advanced into the lateral calcaneus at the apex of the 
osteotomy and its position was confirmed on lateral fluo-
roscopy view of the foot [3]. The osteotomy was then com-
plete with Shannon burr. Copious cooled irrigation along 
with a pulsed burr technique was used throughout burring to 
reduce the heat generated at the osteotomy site, as described 
previously [18]. Great care was taken to maintaining a plan-
tar cortical hinge of 5–8 mm of bone (Fig. 2).

The osteotomy was reduced with maximal ankle dorsi-
flexion to reduce the osteotomy. Two 7.0 mm headless com-
pression screws were advanced across the osteotomy with 
the ankle in maximal dorsiflexion. Implant position was 
confirmed on lateral and Harris axial fluoroscopy views of 
the calcaneus. Incisions were irrigated with normal saline 
and closed with 3 − 0 nylon sutures. Patients are made 
immediately weightbearing as tolerated in a Controlled 
Ankle Motion boot. Patients were allowed to transition into 
normal shoes by six-weeks postoperation.

Data analysis

FFI and VAS scores were collected at preoperative and 
postoperative follow-up appointments to measure patients’ 
functional limitations and pain presentation, respectively 
(Fig. 3). Change in FFI and VAS scores was calculated 
by subtracting final postoperative follow-up scores from 
preoperative (baseline) scores. A one-way ANOVA with 
Bonferroni post hoc analysis was performed to analyze dif-
ferences in OR times, change in FFI scores, change in VAS 
scores, and rate of complication amongst intervals of cases 
as defined in Tables 2 and 3. IBM SPSS Statistics 28 (IBM, 
New York USA) software was used for all analysis.

Results

A total of 98 consecutive percutaneous ZO procedures were 
retrospectively analyzed for this study. Participants included 
61 females and 37 males. Mean age was 51.28 ± 11.12 (range 
28–81) years; mean follow-up time was 42.07 ± 12.99 (range 
24–65) months. A significant decrease in procedure time 
was detected between increasing case intervals (p < 0.05). 
This trend plateaued around case 14 (Fig. 4). An increase 
in experience, as a function of number of completed cases, 

Fig. 3 Postoperative lateral radiograph demonstrating two posterior 
screws and correction of Haglund’s deformity

 

Fig. 2 Surgical technique and quadrant cut guide as previously 
described by Kaplan et al [3].
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case group (p < 0.001). Similarly, VAS scores improved 
significantly within each case group following percutane-
ous ZO. Preoperatively, mean VAS score was 7.67 ± 1.22 
(range 6–10) amongst all patients. At final postoperative 
follow-up, mean VAS score improved to 0.41 ± 0.87 (range 
0–7, p < 0.001). ANOVA demonstrated no statistical differ-
ence in the postoperative FFI (Fig. 5) nor VAS (Fig. 6) score 
improvement observed between intervals of cases. Across 
all 98 cases, we observed an overall complication rate of 
3.06% (3/98). There was one case of nonunion (case 10) 
due to violation of the plantar hinge (1.02%). Separately, 
two patients experienced postoperative pain at the screw 
head which required hardware removal (2.04%; cases 13, 
49). There was no statistical difference in complication rate 
detected between groups.

Discussion

The present study first evaluated if a learning curve was 
associated with the percutaneous ZO. Our findings do indi-
cate the presence of a learning curve with this MIS tech-
nique. Statistical analysis demonstrated procedure time to 
be inversely correlated with a surgeons’ experience with 
the technique, however this trend quickly plateaued. We do 
believe this statistically significant observation represents a 
period of a surgeon’s accommodation to comfortability with 
this procedure. As defined by significant changes in proce-
dure duration, the learning curve associated with percutane-
ous ZO appears to be overcome around case 14.

was associated with a statistically significant decrease in 
surgery duration. For example, in the absence of percutane-
ous ZO experience, the mean duration of the procedure was 
43.43 ± 2.76 (range 40–48) minutes. However, by the 14th 
case, the mean procedure duration decreased to 36.43 ± 1.99 
(range 33–39) minutes.

One-way ANOVA with Bonferroni post hoc analysis 
revealed a statistically significant difference between opera-
tive times from cases 1–7 and cases 14–98 (p < 0.001). Fur-
ther, ANOVA detected longer operative times amongst cases 
1–14 in comparison to intervals of cases 15–98 (p < 0.001). 
Beyond our surgeons’ 14th case, the mean operative dura-
tion dropped to 27.57 ± 2.93 min (range 23–35; cases 
15–35); the remainder of cases continued to plateau after 
this point. While the interval of cases 15–21 had shorter pro-
cedure times than cases 1–14 (p < 0.001), they were found 
to have longer operative times than cases 43–98 (p < 0.05). 
All statistical differences in procedure duration among inter-
vals of cases are demonstrated in Table 3. Given the small 
sample size of each group, a Kruskal Wallis nonparametric 
test was also run. This supplementary analysis confirmed a 
statistically significant difference in operative time between 
the first two groups of cases (case 1–14) and the remaining 
cases (case 15–98), supporting the presence of the learning 
curve and location of its resolve.

In patients receiving percutaneous ZO, mean preoperative 
FFI scores was 55.31 ± 3.92 (range 48–67). Mean FFI score 
at final postoperative follow-up was 10.97 ± 5.20 (range 
7–59). This was determined to be a statistically significant 
improvement by paired t-test and was observed within each 

Table 2 Results summary - cases grouped in chronological order
Group 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
Case Numbers Cases 1–7 Cases 8–14 Cases 15–21 Cases 22–35 Cases 36–42 Cases 43–49 Cases 50 − 26
OR Time 
(minutes)

43.43 ± 2.76 
(range 40–48)

36.43 ± 1.99 
(range 33–39)

30.14 ± 3.13 
(range 27–35)

26.57 ± 1.90 
(range 24–29)

26.00 ± 1.83 
(range 23–28)

23.00 ± 1.91 
(range 21–27)

20.71 ± 1.50 
(range 19–23)

Complication 0 2 0 0 0 0 1
ΔFFI 42.71 ± 3.04 

(range 38–46)
46.57 ± 5.06 
(range 41–54)

45.71 ± 3.25 
(range 42–49)

42.29 ± 5.47 
(range 35–50)

44.57 ± 4.04 
(range 39–50)

44.71 ± 4.46 
(range 40–51)

41.71 ± 17.88 
(range 3–60)

ΔVAS 7.43 ± 1.27 
(range 5–9)

7.14 ± 1.95 
(range 5–10)

7.43 ± 1.40 
(range 6–10)

6.86 ± 1.46 
(range 5–9)

7.86 ± 1.34 
(range 6–10)

7.43 ± 1.40 
(range 6–10)

6.00 ± 2.45 
(range 1–8)

Follow-up 
(months)

61.57 ± 2.15 
(range 59–65)

58.00 ± 0.82 
(range 57–59)

55.85 ± 0.69 
(range 55–57)

53.57 ± 0.53 
(range 53–54)

51.71 ± 0.76 
(range 51–53)

49.00 ± 0.58 
(range 48–50)

45.86 ± 0.69 
(range 45–47)

Group 8 9 10 11 12 13 14
Case Numbers Cases 51–56 Cases 57–63 Cases 64–70 Cases 71–77 Cases 78–84 Cases 85–91 Cases 92–98
OR Time 
(minutes)

20.43 ± 1.27 
(range 19–22)

21.29 ± 1.11 
(range 20–23)

23.14 ± 1.46 
(range 21–25)

20.86 ± 3.13 
(range 16–26)

22.14 ± 2.27 
(range 20–27)

24.29 ± 3.73 
(range 20–31)

24.14 ± 4.18 
(range 19–31)

Complication 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
ΔFFI 45.71 ± 3.25 

(range 42–49)
43.00 ± 4.62 
(range 37–50)

42.86 ± 5.15 
(range 37–50)

44.86 ± 4.67 
(range 40–51)

46.00 ± 7.02 
(range 37–60)

45.00 ± 4.93 
(range 39–51)

45.00 ± 4.83 
(range 38–52)

ΔVAS 7.29 ± 1.70 
(range 5–10)

7.14 ± 1.46 
(range 6–10)

7.86 ± 1.35 
(range 6–10)

6.57 ± 0.98 
(range 5–8)

7.71 ± 1.90 
(range 6–10)

7.00 ± 1.00 
(range 6–8)

8.00 ± 0.82 
(range 7–9)

Follow-up 
(months)

42.29 ± 1.80 
(range 40–45)

36.71 ± 1.80 
(range 34–39)

30.86 ± 0.69 
(range 30–32)

28.86 ± 1.07 
(range 27–30)

25.23 ± 0.95 
(range 24–27)

24.42 ± 0.53 
(range 24–25)

25.00 ± 0.00 
(range 25–25)
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While the learning curve may influence procedure dura-
tion, there were no other statistically significant observa-
tions related to a surgeon’s experience level. We detected 
no significant difference in complications observed before 
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Fig. 6 Postoperative change in Visual Analogue Scores (VAS) vs. 
increasing surgeon experience (case number). There was no statistical 
difference detected by ANOVA

 

Fig. 5 Postoperative change in Functional Foot Index (FFI) scores vs. 
increasing surgeon experience (case number). There was no statistical 
difference detected by ANOVA

 

Fig. 4 OR time vs. surgeon experience (case number). Cases decreased 
in duration significantly until case 14, as determined by ANOVA 
(p < 0.05, indicated by dotted line). At this point OR time plateaus, 
suggesting the learning curve has been overcome
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were very few complications observed in this case series 
(3.06%), there was also no statistical difference detected in 
complication rate between any two groups of cases. There-
fore, according to our current data, this learning curve has 
no detectable impact on complication rate. Similarly, signif-
icant improvements in FFI and VAS scores were observed at 
final follow-up within each case interval (p < 0.001). There 
was no statistical difference detected between the magni-
tude of FFI and VAS improvement in relation to a surgeon’s 
experience (Figs. 2 and 3).

Limitations of this study include its retrospective nature, 
which carries inherent flaws. As formal preoperative and 
postoperative range of motion, strength, or biomechanical 
measurements are not a part of routine standard of care, 
they are not represented in the current study. Additionally, 
the surgeon studied in the current analysis has extensive 
MIS experience, potentially limiting the generalizability 
of our findings. However, these cases represent the sur-
geons first 98 ZO cases, within a year of finishing fellow-
ship. Further, by analyzing complications, patient reported 
outcomes, and operative time in relation to increasing case 
number in a large volume of cases, we were still able to 
characterize a period of accommodation to comfortability 
with the percutaneous ZO procedure. Simultaneously, we 
were able to provide more evidence that this technique is a 
safe and effective treatment of IAT, even in a surgeon’s first 
few cases. A larger, multicenter prospective study assessing 
multiple surgeons with various levels of MIS experience is 
warranted for further evaluation and broadened generaliz-
ability of our findings.

Conclusion

There was a learning curve associated with the percutane-
ous ZO. While statistically significant, this learning curve 
was only observed in regard to procedure length and was 
overcome around case 14. Further, a surgeon’s inexperience 
with this technique does not appear to negatively influence 
patient outcomes, nonunion rates, or rate of revision. Addi-
tionally, there was no increase in complications observed 
with this learning curve. The percutaneous ZO appears to be 
a safe and effective treatment of IAT and HD, regardless of 
a surgeon’s level of experience with the technique.

Supplementary Information The online version contains 
supplementary material available at https://doi.org/10.1007/s00402-
024-05405-3.
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and after this learning curve resolved. Further, there was no 
difference in complication rate detected between individual 
groups of cases. Additionally, patient reported outcome 
scores were similar before and after the resolution of the 
learning curve. While each group demonstrated a significant 
improvement in patient reported function and pain follow-
ing percutaneous ZO intervention (FFI and VAS scores, 
respectively), we detected no differences in the postopera-
tive change in FFI or VAS scores observed between groups 
of cases.

Minimally invasive approaches are gaining significant 
traction in foot and ankle surgery, with some of these proce-
dures requiring a surgeon to overcome a learning curve [19]. 
MIS procedures in foot and ankle orthopedics are com-
monly associated with a significant learning curve. More 
specifically, learning curves for the modified, percutaneous 
subcapital Bösch osteotomy [15], the modified Lapidus pro-
cedure [13], the minimally invasive Chevron-Akin (MICA) 
[11, 14, 17, 20, 21], , the single-screw percutaneous MICA 
[12], and the percutaneous double first metatarsal osteot-
omy (PEDO) [22], and have been presented in the literature 
recently.

In a three-year, retrospective study with cases of one sur-
geon, Ghioldi et al. described a significant learning curve 
associated with the modified, percutaneous subcapital 
Bösch Osteotomy. This learning curve was overcome by the 
30th case [15]. In a separate retrospective study, Jackson et 
al. described a learning curve associated with the modified 
Lapidus procedure. They reported resolution of this learn-
ing curve by case 23 [13]. Jowett and Bedi first described 
a learning curve associated with MICA, which was com-
parable to that of the procedure’s open counterpart [11]. 
This observation was confirmed by a retrospective study by 
Palmanovich et al. [12]. , prospective study by Toepfer and 
Strässle [14], and most recently by Lewis et al. [16] Further, 
the learning curves described by Palmanovich et al., Toepfer 
and Strässle, and Lewis et al. did not demonstrate impact on 
complication rates. These learning curves were overcome 
by case 27, 40, and 38 respectively [12, 14, 16]. 

In the present study, we observed a learning curve associ-
ated with the percutaneous ZO, which resolved around case 
14. It should again be noted that the operating surgeon in the 
current study is fellowship trained in foot and ankle surgery 
and had a foundation of MIS technique prior to the cases 
presented in this study. Proper MIS training and technique 
should be utilized when learning any new MIS procedure. 
Nevertheless, our data suggests a slightly shorter learning 
curve for the ZO technique in comparison to other percuta-
neous procedures [11, 12, 14, 16]. While a formal compari-
son of these learning curves may not be clinically relevant, 
we present this loosely as a reference to attest to the learn-
ability of the ZO technique. Additionally, while there 

1 3

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00402-024-05405-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00402-024-05405-3


Archives of Orthopaedic and Trauma Surgery

8. Leitze Z, Sella EJ, Aversa JM (2003) Endoscopic decompression 
of the retrocalcaneal space. J Bone Joint Surg Am 85:1488–1496. 
https://doi.org/10.2106/00004623-200308000-00009

9. Ortmann FW, McBryde AM (2016) Endoscopic bony and soft-
tissue decompression of the retrocalcaneal space for the treatment 
of haglund deformity and retrocalcaneal bursitis. http://dx.doi.
org/103113/FAI20070149 28:149–153. https://doi.org/10.3113/
FAI.2007.0149

10. Scholten PE, van Dijk CN (2006) Endoscopic calcaneo-
plasty. Foot Ankle Clin 11:439–446. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
FCL.2006.02.004

11. Jowett CRJ, Bedi HS (2017) Preliminary results and learn-
ing curve of the minimally invasive Chevron Akin Operation 
for Hallux Valgus. J Foot Ankle Surg 56:445–452. https://doi.
org/10.1053/j.jfas.2017.01.002

12. Palmanovich E, Ohana N, Atzmon R et al (2020) MICA: a 
learning curve. J Foot Ankle Surg 59:781–783. https://doi.
org/10.1053/J.JFAS.2019.07.027

13. Jackson JB, Kennedy B, Deal P, Gonzalez T (2021) The Surgi-
cal Learning curve for Modified Lapidus Procedure.  https://doi.
org/10.1177/19386400211029148. for Hallux Valgus Deformity

14. Toepfer A, Strässle M (2022) The percutaneous learning curve 
of 3rd generation minimally-invasive Chevron and Akin oste-
otomy (MICA). Foot Ankle Surg 28:1389–1398. https://doi.
org/10.1016/J.FAS.2022.07.006

15. Ghioldi ME, Chemes LN, Dealbera ED et al (2022) Modified 
Bösch Osteotomy Combined with a percutaneous adductor Ten-
don Release for the treatment of Hallux Valgus deformity: learn-
ing curve.  https://doi.org/10.1177/19386400221079198

16. Lewis TL, Robinson PW, Ray R et al (2023) The learning curve 
of Third-Generation Percutaneous Chevron and Akin Osteotomy 
(PECA) for Hallux Valgus. J Foot Ankle Surg 62:162–167. 
https://doi.org/10.1053/J.JFAS.2022.06.005

17. Merc M, Fokter SK, I IS (2023) Learning curve in relation to 
radiation exposure, procedure duration and complications rate 
for minimally invasive Chevron Akin (MICA) osteotomy. 
BMC Musculoskelet Disord 24:1–10. https://doi.org/10.1186/
S12891-023-06706-1/TABLES/1

18. Reddy SC, Schipper ON, Li J (2022) The Effect of Chilled vs 
Room-Temperature Irrigation on Thermal Energy Dissipation 
during minimally invasive calcaneal osteotomy of cadaver speci-
mens. https://doi.org/10.1177/24730114221136548/ASSET/
IMAGES/LARGE/10.1177_24730114221136548-FIG4.JPEG. 
Foot Ankle Orthop 7:

19. Minimally Invasive Surgery Gains Traction Among Foot and 
Ankle Surgeons https://www.aaos.org/aaosnow/2019/sep/clini-
cal/clinical02/. Accessed 21 Feb 2023

20. Frigg A, Zaugg S, Maquieira G, Pellegrino A (2019) Stiff-
ness and range of motion after minimally invasive chev-
ron-akin and open scarf-akin procedures. https://doi.
org/10.1177/1071100718818577.

21. Chan CX, Gan JZW, Chong HC et al (2019) Two year outcomes 
of minimally invasive hallux valgus surgery. Foot Ankle Surg 
25:119–126. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FAS.2017.09.007

22. Castellini JLA, Grande Ratti MF, Gonzalez DL (2022) Clini-
cal and radiographic outcomes of percutaneous third-generation 
double first metatarsal osteotomy combined with closing-wedge 
proximal phalangeal osteotomy for moderate and severe hallux 
valgus. https://doi.org/10.1177/10711007221118568

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

sion Technologies, Treace Medical Concepts, Vilex. J. Benjamin Jack-
son III: consultant for Synthes. Ettore Vulcano: Consultant for Surge-
Bright. Consultant and royalties for Envois, Treace Medical Concepts, 
Vilex. Tyler A. Gonzalez: Consultant for Stryker, SurgeBright, Ex-
actech. Consultant and royalties for Treace Medical Concepts Inc, Su-
pra Fusion Technologies, Enovis, Vilex.

Funding There was no financial support for the conduction of this 
study or preparation of this report.
Open access funding provided by the Carolinas Consortium.

Data availability The data that support the findings of this study are 
available on request from the corresponding author.

Declarations

Ethical approval for this study was obtained from Institutional Review 
Board at Mount Sinai Medical Center [FWA00000176].

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://creativecommons.
org/licenses/by/4.0/.

References

1. Maffulli N, Saxena A, Wagner E, Torre G (2019) Achilles inser-
tional tendinopathy: state of the art. J ISAKOS 4:48–57. https://
doi.org/10.1136/JISAKOS-2017-000144

2. Nordio A, Chan JJ, Guzman JZ et al (2020) Percutaneous Zadek 
osteotomy for the treatment of insertional Achilles tendinopa-
thy. Foot Ankle Surg 26:818–821. https://doi.org/10.1016/J.
FAS.2019.10.011

3. Kaplan J, Hall S, Schipper O et al (2023) Percutaneous Zadek 
Osteotomy for Insertional Achilles Tendinopathy and Haglund’s 
deformity: a technique tip. Foot Ankle Int

4. Choi JY, Jin;, Suh S, Hindfoot C (2022) A Novel Technique of 
Minimally Invasive Calcaneal Osteotomy for Intractable Inser-
tional Achilles Tendinopathy Associated with Haglund Defor-
mity.  https://doi.org/10.1177/2473011421S006187:24730114
21S0061. https://doi.org/10.1177/2473011421S00618

5. deMeireles AJ, Guzman JZ, Nordio A et al (2022) Complications 
after Percutaneous osteotomies of the Calcaneus. Foot Ankle 
Orthop 7. https://doi.org/10.1177/24730114221119731/ASSET/
IMAGES/LARGE/10.1177_24730114221119731-FIG4.JPEG

6. Mazura M, Goldman T, Stanislav P et al (2022) Calcaneal oste-
otomy due to insertional calcaneal tendinopathy: preoperative 
planning. J Orthop Surg Res 17:1–5. https://doi.org/10.1186/
S13018-022-03359-Z/TABLES/2

7. Jerosch J, Schunck AJ, Sokkar ASH Endoscopic calcaneoplasty 
(ECP) as a surgical treatment of Haglund’s syndrome. https://doi.
org/10.1007/s00167-006-0279-3

1 3

https://doi.org/10.2106/00004623-200308000-00009
http://dx.doi.org/103113/FAI20070149
http://dx.doi.org/103113/FAI20070149
https://doi.org/10.3113/FAI.2007.0149
https://doi.org/10.3113/FAI.2007.0149
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FCL.2006.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FCL.2006.02.004
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.jfas.2017.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.jfas.2017.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1053/J.JFAS.2019.07.027
https://doi.org/10.1053/J.JFAS.2019.07.027
https://doi.org/10.1177/19386400211029148
https://doi.org/10.1177/19386400211029148
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FAS.2022.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FAS.2022.07.006
https://doi.org/10.1177/19386400221079198
https://doi.org/10.1053/J.JFAS.2022.06.005
https://doi.org/10.1186/S12891-023-06706-1/TABLES/1
https://doi.org/10.1186/S12891-023-06706-1/TABLES/1
https://doi.org/10.1177/24730114221136548/ASSET/IMAGES/LARGE/10.1177_24730114221136548-FIG4.JPEG
https://doi.org/10.1177/24730114221136548/ASSET/IMAGES/LARGE/10.1177_24730114221136548-FIG4.JPEG
https://www.aaos.org/aaosnow/2019/sep/clinical/clinical02/
https://www.aaos.org/aaosnow/2019/sep/clinical/clinical02/
https://doi.org/10.1177/1071100718818577
https://doi.org/10.1177/1071100718818577
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FAS.2017.09.007
https://doi.org/10.1177/10711007221118568
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://doi.org/10.1136/JISAKOS-2017-000144
https://doi.org/10.1136/JISAKOS-2017-000144
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FAS.2019.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1016/J.FAS.2019.10.011
https://doi.org/10.1177/2473011421S006187:2473011421S0061
https://doi.org/10.1177/2473011421S006187:2473011421S0061
https://doi.org/10.1177/2473011421S00618
https://doi.org/10.1177/24730114221119731/ASSET/IMAGES/LARGE/10.1177_24730114221119731-FIG4.JPEG
https://doi.org/10.1177/24730114221119731/ASSET/IMAGES/LARGE/10.1177_24730114221119731-FIG4.JPEG
https://doi.org/10.1186/S13018-022-03359-Z/TABLES/2
https://doi.org/10.1186/S13018-022-03359-Z/TABLES/2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-006-0279-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00167-006-0279-3

	The surgical learning curve for percutaneous Zadek osteotomy for treatment of insertional achilles tendinopathy
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Surgical technique
	Data analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	References


