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Abstract
The deltoid ligament (medial collateral ligament) and the syndesmosis (a composite ligamentous structure at the 
distal tibiofibular junction) are critical for maintaining ankle stability. In cases of high-energy ankle fractures, these 
structures are often injured simultaneously, leading to instability and potential long-term complications such 
as post-traumatic arthritis. This review aims to explore advancements in minimally invasive techniques for the 
treatment of combined deltoid ligament and syndesmosis injuries, with a focus on optimizing surgical outcomes 
and reducing patient morbidity. Current treatment strategies primarily involve cortical screws for syndesmosis 
stabilization and anchor fixation for deltoid ligament repair. Recent innovations, such as bioabsorbable screws, 
suture-button devices with elastic micromotion, and syndesmotic plates, have demonstrated potential in improving 
biomechanical stability while minimizing complications. Furthermore, minimally invasive techniques, including 
arthroscopic repairs with suture anchors, as well as ligament reconstruction using autografts, allografts, or synthetic 
ligaments, are becoming increasingly popular. By incorporating these advancements, the field is moving toward 
more effective and patient-centered approaches to achieve anatomical and functional restoration under minimally 
invasive principles. Future research should focus on further validating these techniques and identifying the most 
effective strategies for complex injuries.
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Introduction
Deltoid ligament injuries combined with distal tibiofibu-
lar syndesmosis injuries are often accompanied by avul-
sion or complete fractures and ligamentous tears. These 
injuries frequently occur simultaneously in clinical set-
tings and are often associated with severe complications, 
making them a focal point of research and debate in foot 
and ankle surgery. Preoperative diagnosis of these inju-
ries should be comprehensive, incorporating the mecha-
nism of injury, physical examination, and imaging studies 
to fully assess the patient’s condition.

Studies have shown that the contact area of the talus 
bone decreases significantly as the talus shifts laterally. 
Specifically, a displacement of 1 mm can result in a 42% 
loss of contact area [1]. Therefore, promptly restoring 
the rotational and valgus stability of the talus within the 
ankle mortise is critical. The stability of the talus depends 
primarily on non-osseous structures, especially the del-
toid ligament and the distal tibiofibular syndesmosis, 
underscoring the importance of accurate diagnosis and 
treatment of these injuries.

Conservative treatment is generally reserved for cases 
with intact osseous structures, where the ankle joint is 
immobilized using a cast or brace. However, this method 
relies on scar healing of the ligament ends, which sig-
nificantly compromises ankle stability. Current surgical 
treatments often involve percutaneous screw fixation for 
syndesmosis injuries and anchor fixation for deltoid liga-
ment repairs [2]. Nevertheless, studies have shown that 
patients treated with these traditional approaches often 
have poor outcomes, with low functional scores for the 
ankle joint [3]. Thus, simple fixation and natural ligament 
healing are insufficient to meet the demands of postop-
erative daily activities.

With the rise of minimally invasive techniques, the 
reconstruction or repair of ligaments to achieve both 
anatomical and functional restoration has emerged as 
a new therapeutic direction. Innovations such as elas-
tic micromotion devices for syndesmosis injuries and 
arthroscopic repairs of deltoid ligaments are becoming 
mainstream approaches in foot and ankle surgery [4].

This review aims to summarize and evaluate the advan-
tages and disadvantages of existing surgical treatment 
methods while exploring new materials and techniques 
under the concept of minimally invasive treatment. These 
include elastic devices, autograft or allograft ligament 
reconstruction, and arthroscopic techniques, providing 
clinicians with updated treatment principles and future 
directions for managing these complex injuries. The key 
points of the treatment of deltoid ligament injuries com-
bined with distal tibiofibular syndesmosis injuries were 
shown in Table 1.

Pathogenesis
Injuries to the distal tibiofibular syndesmosis and the 
deltoid ligament are common in clinical practice, often 
occurring in conjunction with ankle fractures. The pri-
mary mechanism of these injuries is abduction and 
external rotation, frequently observed in Maisonneuve 
fractures or Dupuytren fractures [5]. The most common 
type is supination-external rotation ankle fractures, such 
as Danis-Weber type B, while pronation-external rotation 
ankle fractures, such as Weber type C, are also seen [6].

Currently, most syndesmosis injuries occur due to 
significant rotational forces experienced during ankle 
motion. When subjected to external rotational forces, the 
fibula externally rotates, and the anterior inferior tibiofib-
ular ligament (AITFL) is subjected to excessive tension, 
exceeding its biomechanical limit, leading to injury or 
rupture [7]. Additionally, when external rotation is com-
bined with foot abduction, exerting force on the interos-
seous membrane, it can result in a complete rupture of 
the deltoid ligament and separation of the tibiofibular 
syndesmosis [8].

The integrity of the syndesmosis and the deltoid liga-
ment is crucial for ankle joint stability and directly 
impacts treatment strategies [9]. From an anatomical 
perspective, ankle stability is maintained by three key 
structures: the medial malleolus and deltoid ligament, 
the lateral malleolus and lateral collateral ligament, and 
the distal tibiofibular syndesmosis [10]. If one of these 
structures is compromised but the other two remain 
intact, ankle stability is typically preserved, and surgi-
cal intervention is not generally required. However, with 
advancements in foot and ankle surgery and sports medi-
cine, the understanding of combined deltoid ligament 
and syndesmosis injuries has significantly evolved, laying 
a solid foundation for precise and effective treatment.

Anatomical and biomechanical characteristics
In the structure of the ankle joint, the distal tibiofibu-
lar syndesmosis plays a crucial role. It not only provides 
effective control over ankle joint stability but also sup-
ports its functional mobility. Additionally, the syndesmo-
sis counters axial, anteroposterior, and rotational stresses, 
serving as a key mechanism to protect the ankle [5]. It is 
composed of the anterior inferior tibiofibular ligament 
(AITFL), posterior inferior tibiofibular ligament (PITFL), 
transverse ligament, interosseous ligament, and the distal 
portion of the interosseous membrane. The syndesmosis 
allows a micromotion range of 2° to 5° in three-dimen-
sional space, which buffers excessive forces and reduces 
the risk of fractures [8].

The deltoid ligament, also known as the medial collat-
eral ligament, connects the distal tibia to the talus in a 
fan-shaped structure. It consists of two layers: the super-
ficial and deep layers [11]. The superficial layer comprises 
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the tibionavicular ligament, tibiospring ligament, tib-
iocalcaneal ligament, and the superficial posterior tib-
iotalar ligament, which collectively prevent excessive 
talar eversion [12]. The most superficial structure, the 
tibiospring ligament, primarily supports the functions 
of the superficial layer [11]. The deep layer includes the 
deep anterior tibiotalar ligament and the deep posterior 
tibiotalar ligament, which restrict excessive talar prona-
tion and maintain joint stability. Among these, the deep 
posterior tibiotalar ligament is the strongest component 
of the deltoid ligament complex. Overall, the deep layer 
of the deltoid ligament contributes significantly more to 
ankle stability than the superficial layer [12].

Diagnosis of the disease
Clinical presentation
Distal tibiofibular syndesmosis injuries often manifest as 
pain, swelling, and restricted mobility around the lateral 
malleolus. Common diagnostic methods include the Cot-
ton test and external rotation test [13]. Mild syndesmosis 
injuries can often be diagnosed through physical exami-
nation. However, in cases of severe soft tissue contu-
sion or fractures, pain may lead to false-positive results, 
necessitating further confirmation with imaging studies 
[8].

Patients with deltoid ligament injuries often have a his-
tory of ankle sprain, accompanied by medial malleolus 
tenderness and restricted motion. However, these symp-
toms are only indicative and cannot confirm a diagnosis. 
Definitive diagnosis requires combining eversion stress 
tests, the Cotton test, and imaging findings.

Physical examination
Medial malleolus tenderness can be a preliminary indica-
tor of medial malleolus fractures or deltoid ligament inju-
ries. Common tests include:

External rotation stress test  With the patient seated and 
the hip and knee flexed at 90°, the examiner stabilizes the 
leg and externally rotates the foot to observe for pain.

Squeeze test  Compression of the mid-calf to check for 
tenderness, though its sensitivity is relatively low [13].

Lateral malleolus examination may reveal tenderness 
over the syndesmosis. Additionally, external rotation 
tests, the Cotton test, and dorsiflexion tests are highly 
sensitive for diagnosing syndesmosis injuries [14].

Imaging studies
X-ray
X-rays are effective for screening musculoskeletal injuries 
in emergency settings. A distal tibiofibular gap > 6  mm 
suggests syndesmosis injury; a medial clear space > 4 mm 
or a talar tilt angle of 6°–10° indicates possible deltoid 

ligament injury. Injecting 3  ml of contrast medium into 
the ankle can assist in evaluating syndesmosis inju-
ries through anatomical landmarks [15]. What is more, 
weight-bearing ankle plain X-rays are a critical diagnostic 
tool for evaluating the stability of ankle injuries, particu-
larly in the context of suspected ligamentous injuries or 
fractures. They provide unique insights that non-weight-
bearing X-rays or other imaging modalities may not 
reveal. They help identify subtle diastasis of the distal 
tibiofibular syndesmosis or medial clear space widening, 
which are hallmarks of unstable injuries [16].

CT
CT provides precise information on bony structures. A 
distal tibiofibular gap > 6 mm on the anterior tubercle of 
the distal tibia suggests injury. CT scans in coronal and 
sagittal planes can detect displacements of 2–3  mm, 
but sensitivity decreases for displacements < 1  mm [17]. 
While CT excels at assessing fracture displacement and 
classification, it is less effective for soft tissue evaluation. 
At the meantime., weight-bearing CT is a highly sensitive 
and specific tool for evaluating subtle ankle instability. Its 
ability to visualize the joint under load, combined with 
precise measurements and quantitative analysis, makes it 
a valuable addition to the diagnostic arsenal, especially in 
complex or ambiguous cases of ankle instability.

MRI
MRI is considered a good option for imaging diagnosis 
of syndesmosis injuries. It allows detailed visualization 
of ligament morphology and helps identify ischemia, soft 
tissue edema, and acute ligament injuries [18]. Studies 
have shown that superficial deltoid ligament tears often 
occur distally, while deep tears are commonly proximal, 
which can be confirmed using coronal MRI [19]. Sagittal 
MRI is required to detect distal deltoid or spring ligament 
tears. But MRI is typically performed in a non-weight-
bearing position, making it less effective at detecting 
functional or load-induced instability. Considering the 
above point, weight-bearing X-rays or CT scans may be 
more helpful in order to identify instability.

Ultrasound
Ultrasound, with its non-radiation and low cost, is 
increasingly used to detect syndesmosis separation [13]. 
High-frequency ultrasound offers precise clinical diagno-
sis by assessing ligament thickness, course, and tension, 
especially for chronic ligament injuries [13].

Dynamic imaging
Although less reliable than weight bearing X-rays as 
they frequently overestimate the injury, dynamic imag-
ing techniques, such as dynamic X-rays or dynamic 
MRI, are increasingly used to assess ankle injuries. These 
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techniques capture joint movements in different posi-
tions, improving sensitivity for detecting subtle syndes-
mosis and deltoid ligament injuries.

Conservative treatment
Fractures involving deltoid ligament and distal tibio-
fibular syndesmosis injuries are often classified as highly 
unstable ankle injuries [13]. Conservative treatment pri-
marily relies on fibrous scar healing of the ligaments, 
which can lead to significant anatomical and functional 
impairments. This instability may result in severe com-
plications such as post-traumatic arthritis, chronic pain, 
and functional disability. Therefore, non-surgical treat-
ment should be cautiously considered and is typically 
reserved for patients with specific contraindications to 
surgery or stable injuries, or in rare cases of mild injuries.

In non-surgical management, long-leg or short-leg 
casting for 6–12 weeks is commonly used to ensure rela-
tive stability of the ankle joint [20]. Recent studies sug-
gest that early functional rehabilitation after cast removal 
may help minimize joint stiffness and muscle atrophy, 
promoting better functional recovery in patients with 
mild deltoid ligament and syndesmosis injuries [21].

Additionally, advancements in imaging technologies, 
such as high-resolution MRI and ultrasound, allow for 
dynamic monitoring of ligament healing during conser-
vative treatment, ensuring that the recovery meets func-
tional requirements.

For isolated ligament injuries with proper joint align-
ment, conservative treatment can achieve satisfactory 
short-term outcomes in selected cases with stable joints 
[22]. However, when the ruptured ligament precludes the 
reduction of the ankle joint, surgical repair of the liga-
ment is essential. In case an anatomical reduction of the 
syndesmosis and the ankle joint has been achieved, the 
surgery repair of the ligament is optional.

Operation treatment
Treatment of syndesmosis injuries
Percutaneous screw fixation
Percutaneous screw fixation with a limited incision is a 
well-established method for treating syndesmosis inju-
ries [23]. According to Bekerom et al. [24], the following 
points should be considered during screw placement: 
(1) The screw should be positioned 2–4  cm proximal 
to the tibiotalar joint surface and aligned parallel to the 
joint line. (2) In the transverse plane, the screw should 
be inserted at a 30° angle from posterolateral to antero-
medial to prevent syndesmosis constriction that could 
restrict ankle dorsiflexion. Percutaneous syndesmosis fix-
ation, while minimally invasive, may carry an increased 
risk of malreduction compared to open techniques, 
particularly when imaging guidance or proper anatomi-
cal landmarks are not meticulously utilized. The use of 

clamping during percutaneous syndesmosis fixation has 
been debated [25]. While clamping can facilitate joint 
reduction, improper use may inadvertently lead to over-
compression or malalignment [26].

Biomechanical studies indicate that placing screws 
30–40  mm above the tibiotalar joint minimizes Mises 
equivalent stress and provides optimal fixation [27, 28]. 
Fibula fracture should be fixed at any level except the fib-
ular head, in order to gain the proper length [29].

During surgery, screws can be fixed through either 3 
or 4 cortices. Fixation through 3 cortices is associated 
with a lower risk of joint space narrowing, while 4-cortex 
fixation provides greater holding strength but carries a 
higher risk of screw breakage. Liu et al. [6] suggested that 
the diameter of the fibula determines the appropriate 
screw size. Once the syndesmosis ligament has healed, 
screw removal is optional to prevent adverse effects on 
ankle function or risks of loosening and breakage [30].

CT imaging has shown that the rate of malreduction of 
the syndesmosis can reach up to 36% after screw fixation, 
but this rate significantly decreases after screw removal 
[31]. Therefore, it is recommended to remove screws 
within 8–12 weeks postoperatively to allow for ligament 
healing and restoration of normal joint function.

In recent years, the use of bioabsorbable screws has 
emerged as a solution to the potential complications of 
permanent metal implants. Bioabsorbable screws provide 
sufficient fixation strength and gradually degrade after 
tissue healing, eliminating the need for secondary screw 
removal surgery [32]. While bioabsorbable screws are 
designed to provide sufficient strength during the heal-
ing period, their mechanical properties may be inferior 
to those of metallic screws, particularly in high-stress 
applications or in patients with poor bone quality. In 
addition, during the degradation process, bioabsorbable 
screws can release acidic byproducts, potentially causing 
local inflammation, sterile effusion, or osteolysis in some 
patients [33].

Minimally invasive elastic fixation devices for distal 
tibiofibular syndesmosis
Minimally invasive elastic fixation devices for the dis-
tal tibiofibular syndesmosis are designed based on the 
biomechanical characteristics of the ankle joint and are 
effective in achieving syndesmosis reduction. These 
devices offer several advantages, including reduced sur-
gical trauma through limited incisions, allowing micro-
motion of the syndesmosis to align with its physiological 
function, relatively simple operation without the need for 
secondary implant removal, and enabling early weight-
bearing and functional training.

Common elastic fixation devices include the suture-
button system, syndesmotic hooks, and hook plates. 
Studies have shown that single suture-button fixation 
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achieves results comparable to traditional screw fixation. 
However, using two suture-buttons (2-Suture-button) 
provides better outcomes in anatomical reduction and 
rotational stability, though it may still fall short of the sta-
bility seen in a healthy syndesmosis [34]. The suture-but-
ton system offers specific advantages, such as avoiding 
common complications of screw fixation like loosen-
ing or breakage, and eliminating the need for secondary 
implant removal. However, appropriate tension must be 
maintained during application to prevent over-compres-
sion of the syndesmosis, which could impair joint func-
tion [35].

The Tightrope system is an innovative minimally inva-
sive method for treating syndesmosis injuries. Research 
reports an overall repair satisfaction rate exceeding 95%, 
with no need for secondary implant removal [36]. Fur-
thermore, the Bolt Tightrope system, which combines 
bolt compression with a suture-loop titanium plate, has 
demonstrated favorable clinical outcomes. However, 
intraoperative care is essential to avoid irritation of dis-
tal tibial soft tissues or excessive pressure on the cortical 
bone.

Recent studies suggest that elastic fixation devices 
maintain biomechanical stability of the syndesmosis 
more effectively than traditional screws during long-
term weight-bearing activities [37]. Additionally, the 
development of novel materials such as bioresorbable 
suture-button devices has shown promise in optimiz-
ing functional recovery. These advancements have made 
minimally invasive treatment of syndesmosis injuries 
safer and more effective, providing new possibilities for 
restoring ankle joint function.

Treatment of deltoid ligament injuries
Minimally invasive repair with absorbable anchors
Traditional methods for repairing deltoid ligament inju-
ries, such as transosseous wire or non-absorbable suture 
repair, are associated with significant surgical trauma 
and suboptimal outcomes [38]. With advancements in 
medical biomaterials, minimally invasive suture anchor 
techniques have become the mainstream approach for 
deltoid ligament repair [39]. These anchors, which are 
fully embedded within the bone, minimize irritation to 
surrounding soft tissues and eliminate the need for sec-
ondary implant removal surgery. This technique simpli-
fies the procedure while ensuring robust fixation of the 
bone cortex, avoiding unnecessary interference with the 
ligament. Even in cases of compromised blood supply or 
delayed healing at the ligament ends, at least two tension-
bearing suture strands can adequately replace the deep 
layer of the deltoid ligament, restoring its mechanical 
function.

A critical aspect of this surgical technique is to secure 
the ligament repair only after fracture reduction and 

fixation, to prevent excessive tension on the repaired 
ligament that might compromise its integrity [40]. Shen 
et al. [38] conducted a retrospective study involving 34 
patients with ankle fractures and deltoid ligament rup-
tures. All patients underwent primary suture anchor 
repair, with an average follow-up of 28.4 months. The 
mean final AOFAS score was 92.6, and the medial clear 
space on stress X-rays was (3.74 ± 0.32) mm, comparable 
to the contralateral uninjured side at (3.65 ± 0.17) mm. 
The study concluded that suture anchor repair achieved 
satisfactory surgical outcomes and effectively restored 
the deep posterior tibiotalar ligament.

Further follow-up studies have confirmed that the 
suture anchor technique offers superior results compared 
to traditional methods, particularly in addressing deep 
deltoid ligament injuries [41]. However, potential compli-
cations, such as rare occurrences of implant rejection or 
irritation of the surrounding skin, highlight the need for 
further research. Future directions may focus on evaluat-
ing various implant materials in terms of biomechanics 
and clinical outcomes, aiming to optimize both perfor-
mance and patient comfort. Recent advancements, such 
as bioresorbable anchors with enhanced biocompatibility 
and reduced inflammatory responses, show promising 
potential in minimizing these complications and improv-
ing long-term outcomes.

Arthroscopic surgery for the ankle joint
Vega et al. [42] conducted a retrospective study on 13 
patients with medial and lateral ligament injuries caused 
by ankle fractures. Using an anteromedial approach 
via ankle arthroscopy, ruptured deltoid ligaments were 
repaired under direct visualization with automated 
suture clamps. After an average follow-up of 35 months, 
the median AOFAS score improved significantly from 
70 preoperatively to 100 at the final follow-up. All 13 
patients reported substantial improvements in ankle 
function. Researchers emphasized that arthroscopy 
allows for direct visualization and assessment of deltoid 
ligament injuries and monitored repair to evaluate ankle 
stability after reconstruction [43].

Acevedo et al. [44] performed arthroscopic repair on 
87 patients with deltoid ligament injuries. Using suture 
anchors and sutures during arthroscopic procedures, the 
patient satisfaction rate exceeded 90%. The minimally 
invasive nature of arthroscopic surgery, coupled with 
favorable postoperative outcomes, has provided a new 
solution for deltoid ligament repair. Arthroscopic mini-
mally invasive surgery has become a significant trend in 
foot and ankle surgery.

Recent advances in arthroscopic techniques have 
significantly improved the precision and outcomes 
of deltoid ligament repairs. Enhanced instrumenta-
tion, including high-definition 4  K imaging systems 
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and advanced suture management devices, has greatly 
increased the accuracy of visualizing ligament injuries 
and the efficiency of suture placement. The use of bioab-
sorbable suture anchors has also gained popularity due to 
their biocompatibility and the elimination of the need for 
hardware removal, with studies demonstrating outcomes 
comparable or superior to those of traditional metallic 
anchors. Additionally, combining arthroscopy with real-
time imaging modalities such as ultrasound and intraop-
erative CT has enhanced the assessment of joint stability 
and ligament tension during repairs, improving surgical 
precision and reducing the risk of residual instability.

Biomechanical studies, although currently limited, 
have started to validate the stability and functional out-
comes of arthroscopic deltoid ligament repairs, par-
ticularly under weight-bearing conditions. Another 
promising advancement is the incorporation of bioengi-
neered ligament substitutes in arthroscopic procedures. 
These synthetic grafts, used alongside traditional suture 
anchors, offer superior mechanical strength and pro-
mote healing in cases of extensive ligament damage. Fur-
thermore, recent long-term follow-up studies indicate 
that patients undergoing arthroscopic deltoid ligament 
repair maintain stable functional outcomes over a period 
of 5–10 years, reinforcing the efficacy and durability of 
arthroscopic approaches compared to open surgery [45]. 
These advancements collectively highlight the growing 
potential of arthroscopic techniques in foot and ankle 
surgery.

Treatment of chronic injuries
Ligament reconstruction for distal tibiofibular syndes-
mosis injuries commonly uses autologous fibular longus 
or brevis tendons [46]. This approach avoids issues such 
as implant rejection and screw loosening while meet-
ing anatomical and functional restoration requirements. 
Additionally, artificial ligament materials, such as poly-
ethylene terephthalate (PET), have been utilized due to 
their high tensile strength and biocompatibility, effec-
tively accelerating functional recovery [47]. Combining 
absorbable screws, compression screws, and single-side 
suspension techniques further enhances surgical effi-
ciency and reduces operative time.

Biomechanical studies suggest that oblique fixation 
through a limited incision between the anterior inferior 
tibiofibular ligament and the interosseous ligament pro-
vides optimal outcomes [48]. This technique effectively 
incorporates the micromotion mechanism of the syndes-
mosis, significantly improving ankle joint functionality 
while reducing the incidence of complications.

Connors et al. [49] reported a case of a female patient 
with an ankle fracture and syndesmosis rupture who 
underwent allograft semitendinosus tendon transplanta-
tion. After two syndesmosis screws were removed at 6 

months postoperatively, the patient exhibited no signs of 
ankle instability or syndesmosis separation. At over two 
years of follow-up, the patient showed no notable func-
tional loss.

Li et al. [50] conducted a biomechanical study compar-
ing suture-button systems and autologous semitendi-
nosus tendon reconstruction in 8 cadaveric specimens. 
They measured three-dimensional syndesmosis diastasis, 
ultimate torque, and rotation angles, finding no statisti-
cally significant difference between the two techniques 
in restoring syndesmosis function. However, the bio-
mechanical results for autologous ligament reconstruc-
tion were more promising, warranting further clinical 
exploration.

Recent advancements in limited-incision techniques 
and novel materials, such as nanoscale artificial ligaments 
combined with absorbable screws, have expanded the 
possibilities for syndesmosis reconstruction. Limited-
incision approaches not only minimize surgical trauma 
but also significantly enhance postoperative functional 
recovery. As more cases are accumulated and long-term 
follow-up data become available, refined surgical proto-
cols will gradually emerge, offering superior treatment 
options for complex ankle injuries.

Traditional reconstruction techniques for the deltoid 
ligament involve anchoring less functional ligaments 
to the medial malleolus. Common approaches include 
Kitaoka, Wihberger, and Hintermann techniques, which 
use autologous tendons to reconstruct the tibionavicu-
lar ligament, aiming to restrict talar external rotation. 
Similarly, Deland’s technique involves reconstructing the 
tibiocalcaneal ligament using autologous tendons to pre-
vent talar eversion. Yoo et al. [51] investigated the use of 
autologous semitendinosus tendons as substitutes for the 
deltoid ligament, while Persaud [52] reported successful 
deltoid ligament reconstruction using autologous poste-
rior tibial tendon transplantation. Immediate postopera-
tive imaging revealed restoration of normal anatomical 
alignment, and 14-month follow-ups demonstrated satis-
factory imaging and clinical outcomes.

These techniques, however, are performed at the 
expense of autologous tendons such as the flexor hallu-
cis longus and fibularis longus. This approach not only 
involves significant surgical trauma but also impacts the 
muscle strength at the donor site, potentially leading to 
long-term adverse effects on ankle joint function and 
arch stability. To address these limitations, superficial 
deltoid ligament repair can employ allogeneic semitendi-
nosus tendons. This technique involves weaving the distal 
end of the tendon with suture anchor threads, offering 
advantages such as minimal invasiveness, shorter opera-
tive time, and reduced functional impact compared to 
traditional methods.
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Brodell et al. [53] conducted a retrospective study on 
deltoid ligament reconstruction, involving 14 patients. 
Among these, 6 underwent allogeneic semitendinosus 
tendon transplantation, and 8 received allogeneic fibu-
laris longus tendon grafts. Postoperative weight-bearing 
X-rays showed that the reconstructed feet achieved nor-
mal anatomical alignment. After an average follow-up of 
24 months, the mean Foot and Ankle Ability Measure 
(FAAM) score improved from 69.3 preoperatively to 
90.1 postoperatively. Oburu et al. [54] utilized Y-shaped 
allograft popliteus tendons to reconstruct both the deep 
and superficial layers of the deltoid ligament. They fur-
ther reinforced the allograft tendons with fiber bundles 
or non-absorbable fiber sutures to ensure robust fixation.

Recent studies have explored advanced materials and 
minimally invasive approaches to enhance deltoid liga-
ment reconstruction. Bioengineered ligaments, such 
as nanofiber-reinforced scaffolds, have shown prom-
ise in improving biomechanical strength and reducing 
immune responses [55]. These materials mimic the native 
ligament structure and provide an ideal environment 
for cell proliferation and tissue regeneration. Addition-
ally, 3D-printed scaffolds tailored to patient anatomy 
have demonstrated the potential to ensure optimal fit 
and mechanical stability while promoting host tissue 
integration.

Combined techniques, such as arthroscopic-assisted 
reconstruction with advanced imaging guidance (e.g., 
intraoperative CT or ultrasound), have improved surgical 
precision and outcomes [56]. These approaches reduce 
intraoperative complications and enhance postopera-
tive recovery. Furthermore, recent meta-analyses suggest 
that allograft-based techniques outperform autografts 
in terms of reducing donor site morbidity, improving 
functional scores, and lowering complication rates [57]. 
Allografts combined with bioresorbable anchors are 
gaining popularity among surgeons.

The development of intraoperative tension-control 
devices has also significantly advanced deltoid ligament 
reconstruction. These devices ensure precise replica-
tion of physiological forces, which is critical for restor-
ing normal joint mechanics. Future research should 
focus on optimizing graft selection, evaluating the long-
term performance of novel materials, and standardizing 
reconstruction protocols. Prospective controlled trials 
and large-scale biomechanical studies will be essential in 
driving further progress.

This integration of innovative materials, advanced 
technologies, and minimally invasive approaches is trans-
forming deltoid ligament reconstruction into a safer, 
more effective, and patient-centered procedure.

Patients with combined distal tibiofibular and del-
toid ligament injuries require timely surgical interven-
tion. Delayed treatment can lead to joint instability, 

degenerative changes, cartilage damage, and, in severe 
cases, traumatic arthritis. For patients with high expecta-
tions for functional recovery, simultaneous repair of both 
ligaments may be considered. However, the final surgical 
approach should be based on clinical presentation, imag-
ing findings, and arthroscopic evaluation.

For chronic injuries with a duration of less than six 
months, aggressive repair or reconstruction of the liga-
ments is recommended [58]. This often involves recon-
struction using autologous gracilis tendons, combined 
with osteotomy to correct abnormal bony structures 
and restore stability. For injuries lasting more than six 
months, distal tibiofibular fusion is generally advised to 
address chronic instability [59].

When addressing chronic deltoid ligament injuries, the 
surgical approach should take into account the ligament’s 
shorter and deeper anatomical characteristics and the 
presence of scar tissue. The preferred method involves 
fixing the original ligament using suture anchors. If the 
original ligament is insufficient, tendon grafts (e.g., semi-
tendinosus tendon, flexor hallucis longus tendon, or 
plantaris tendon) can be used to stabilize the ankle joint.

Future perspectives
The future of minimally invasive treatment for com-
bined deltoid ligament and distal tibiofibular syndesmo-
sis injuries is promising, with advancements in surgical 
techniques and materials shaping new directions. The 
integration of advanced imaging technologies, such 
as augmented reality (AR), intraoperative 3D CT, and 
ultrasound, will enhance surgical precision by provid-
ing detailed visualization of ligament and joint struc-
tures during minimally invasive procedures. These tools 
will enable more accurate diagnosis, precise repairs, and 
reduced intraoperative complications.

Next-generation implants, including biocompatible 
and bioabsorbable suture anchors and fixation devices, 
are expected to provide optimal strength and stabil-
ity while minimizing the need for hardware removal. 
Innovations such as bioengineered nanomaterials and 
3D-printed patient-specific implants will further refine 
treatment options. Additionally, advancements in 
arthroscopic techniques, incorporating robotic assistance 
and improved instrumentation, are anticipated to make 
arthroscopy the gold standard for addressing combined 
injuries, offering greater precision and faster recovery 
times.

A growing emphasis on biomechanics and functional 
restoration will guide minimally invasive procedures, 
focusing on preserving natural joint motion and reducing 
the risk of post-traumatic arthritis. Biological augmen-
tation, using growth factors, platelet-rich plasma (PRP), 
and mesenchymal stem cells, will play an increasing role 
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in enhancing ligament healing and tissue integration, 
accelerating recovery and improving tissue quality.

Customized rehabilitation protocols will be tailored to 
individual patient needs, with early functional rehabilita-
tion and real-time monitoring tools aiming to maximize 
recovery and minimize complications. The use of large-
scale clinical data and artificial intelligence (AI) will 
support the development of evidence-based surgical pro-
tocols, assisting in predicting outcomes and optimizing 
treatment plans.

Finally, comprehensive long-term outcome studies 
will validate the efficacy and safety of minimally invasive 
approaches, helping to establish standard practices and 
improve long-term joint stability and patient satisfac-
tion. The future of minimally invasive treatment for these 
injuries lies in integrating advanced technology, person-
alized medicine, and biological innovation to enhance 
surgical precision, patient outcomes, and overall recovery 
experiences.

Supplementary Information
The online version contains supplementary material available at ​h​t​t​​p​s​:​/​​/​d​o​​i​.​​o​r​
g​/​1​0​.​1​1​8​6​/​s​1​2​8​9​3​-​0​2​5​-​0​2​7​7​9​-​y​​​​​.​​

Supplementary Material 1

Acknowledgements
Not applicable.

Author contributions
P.S and X.J conceptualized and developed the study idea. K.L and X. J wrote 
the manuscript. All the authors have reviewed and approved the paper.

Funding
There was no funding for this study.

Data availability
No datasets were generated or analysed during the current study.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
Not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare no competing interests.

Received: 9 December 2024 / Accepted: 13 January 2025

References
1.	 Clanton TO, Williams BT, Backus JD, Dornan GJ, Liechti DJ, Whitlow SR, Saroki 

AJ, Turnbull TL, LaPrade RF. Biomechanical analysis of the Individual Ligament 
Contributions to Syndesmotic Stability. Foot Ankle Int. 2017;38(1):66–75.

2.	 Lee S, Lin J, Hamid KS, Bohl DD. Deltoid ligament rupture in ankle fracture: 
diagnosis and management. J Am Acad Orthop Surg. 2019;27(14):e648–58.

3.	 Loozen L, Veljkovic A, Younger A. Deltoid ligament injury and repair. J Orthop 
Surg (Hong Kong). 2023;31(2):10225536231182345.

4.	 Wang L, Zhang Y, Song Z, Chang H, Tian Y, Zhang F. A novel method of using 
elastic bionic fixation device for distal tibiofibular syndesmosis injury. Int 
Orthop. 2018;42(9):2219–29.

5.	 Yuen CP, Lui TH. Distal tibiofibular syndesmosis: anatomy, Biomechanics, 
Injury and Management. Open Orthop J. 2017;11:670–7.

6.	 Stufkens SA, van den Bekerom MP, Doornberg JN, van Dijk CN, Kloen P. 
Evidence-based treatment of maisonneuve fractures. J Foot Ankle Surg. 
2011;50(1):62–7.

7.	 Chiang CC, Lin CJ, Tzeng YH, Teng MH, Yang TC. Arthroscopic quantita-
tive measurement of Medial Clear Space for Deltoid Injury of the ankle: a 
cadaveric comparative study with stress radiography. Am J Sports Med. 
2022;50(3):778–87.

8.	 Nielson JH, Gardner MJ, Peterson MG, Sallis JG, Potter HG, Helfet DL, Lorich 
DG. Radiographic measurements do not predict syndesmotic injury in ankle 
fractures: an MRI study. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 2005;436:216–21.

9.	 McCollum GA, van den Bekerom MP, Kerkhoffs GM, Calder JD, van Dijk CN. 
Syndesmosis and deltoid ligament injuries in the athlete. Knee Surg Sports 
Traumatol Arthrosc. 2013;21(6):1328–37.

10.	 Lambert LA, Falconer L, Mason L. Ankle stability in ankle fracture. J Clin 
Orthop Trauma. 2020;11(3):375–9.

11.	 Savage-Elliott I, Murawski CD, Smyth NA, Golanó P, Kennedy JG. The deltoid 
ligament: an in-depth review of anatomy, function, and treatment strategies. 
Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2013;21(6):1316–27.

12.	 Boss AP, Hintermann B. Anatomical study of the medial ankle ligament com-
plex. Foot Ankle Int. 2002;23(6):547–53.

13.	 Sman AD, Hiller CE, Refshauge KM. Diagnostic accuracy of clinical tests for 
diagnosis of ankle syndesmosis injury: a systematic review. Br J Sports Med. 
2013;47(10):620–8.

14.	 Nussbaum ED, Hosea TM, Sieler SD, Incremona BR, Kessler DE. Prospective 
evaluation of syndesmotic ankle sprains without diastasis. Am J Sports Med. 
2001;29(1):31–5.

15.	 Boyd RP, Nawaz SZ, Khaleel A. A new assessment for syndesmosis injury - the 
‘Chertsey test’. Injury. 2016;47(6):1293–6.

16.	 Egol KA, Tejwani NC, Walsh MG, Capla EL, Koval KJ. Predictors of short-term 
functional outcome following ankle fracture surgery. J Bone Joint Surg Am. 
2006;88(5):974–9.

17.	 Ebraheim NA, Lu J, Yang H, Mekhail AO, Yeasting RA. Radiographic and CT 
evaluation of tibiofibular syndesmotic diastasis: a cadaver study. Foot Ankle 
Int. 1997;18(11):693–8.

18.	 Crim J, Longenecker LG. MRI and surgical findings in deltoid ligament tears. 
AJR Am J Roentgenol. 2015;204(1):W63–69.

19.	 Alshalawi S, Galhoum AE, Alrashidi Y, Wiewiorski M, Herrera M, Barg A, Valder-
rabano V. Medial ankle instability: the deltoid dilemma. Foot Ankle Clin. 
2018;23(4):639–57.

20.	 Petersen W, Rembitzki IV, Koppenburg AG, Ellermann A, Liebau C, Brügge-
mann GP, Best R. Treatment of acute ankle ligament injuries: a systematic 
review. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg. 2013;133(8):1129–41.

21.	 Bleakley CM, O’Connor SR, Tully MA, Rocke LG, Macauley DC, Bradbury I, 
Keegan S, McDonough SM. Effect of accelerated rehabilitation on function 
after ankle sprain: randomised controlled trial. BMJ. 2010 May 10;340:c1964.

22.	 Donken CC, Al-Khateeb H, Verhofstad MH, van Laarhoven CJ. Surgical versus 
conservative interventions for treating ankle fractures in adults. Cochrane 
Database Syst Rev 2012(8):Cd008470.

23.	 Nishikawa DRC, Saito GH, de Oliveira Junior AS, Mendes AAM, Devito LP, 
Prado MP. Clinical outcomes of isolated acute instability of the syndesmosis 
treated with arthroscopy and percutaneous suture-button fixation. Arch 
Orthop Trauma Surg. 2021;141(9):1567–74.

24.	 van den Bekerom MP, Hogervorst M, Bolhuis HW, van Dijk CN. Operative 
aspects of the syndesmotic screw: review of current concepts. Injury. 
2008;39(4):491–8.

25.	 Gardner MJ, Demetrakopoulos D, Briggs SM, Helfet DL, Lorich DG. Malre-
duction of the tibiofibular syndesmosis in ankle fractures. Foot Ankle Int. 
2006;27(10):788–92.

26.	 Sagi HC, Shah AR, Sanders RW. The functional consequence of syndes-
motic joint malreduction at a minimum 2-year follow-up. J Orthop Trauma. 
2012;26(7):439–43.

27.	 Verim O, Er MS, Altinel L, Tasgetiren S. Biomechanical evaluation of 
syndesmotic screw position: a finite-element analysis. J Orthop Trauma. 
2014;28(4):210–5.

28.	 Yoshimura I, Naito M, Kanazawa K, Takeyama A, Ida T. Arthroscopic findings in 
Maisonneuve fractures. J Orthop Sci. 2008;13(1):3–6.

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12893-025-02779-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12893-025-02779-y


Page 10 of 10Liu et al. BMC Surgery           (2025) 25:50 

29.	 Walters BB, Constant D, Anand P. Fibula Fractures. In: StatPearls. edn. Treasure 
Island (FL) ineligible companies. Disclosure: Dustin Constant declares no rel-
evant financial relationships with ineligible companies. Disclosure: Prashanth 
Anand declares no relevant financial relationships with ineligible companies.: 
StatPearls Publishing Copyright © 2024, StatPearls Publishing LLC.; 2024.

30.	 Liu Q, Zhao G, Yu B, Ma J, Li Z, Zhang K. Effects of inferior tibiofibular syndes-
mosis injury and screw stabilization on motion of the ankle: a finite element 
study. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2016;24(4):1228–35.

31.	 Song DJ, Lanzi JT, Groth AT, Drake M, Orchowski JR, Shaha SH, Lindell KK. The 
Effect of Syndesmosis Screw removal on the reduction of the Distal Tibiofibu-
lar Joint: a prospective Radiographic Study. Foot Ankle Int. 2014;35(6):543–8.

32.	 van der Eng DM, Schep NW, Schepers T. Bioabsorbable Versus metallic screw 
fixation for Tibiofibular Syndesmotic ruptures: a Meta-analysis. J Foot Ankle 
Surg. 2015;54(4):657–62.

33.	 Vaccaro AR. Bioabsorbable screws. J Neurosurg Spine. 2011;15(4):359. discus-
sion 360.

34.	 Schon JM, Williams BT, Venderley MB, Dornan GJ, Backus JD, Turnbull TL, 
LaPrade RF, Clanton TO. A 3-D CT analysis of Screw and suture-button fixation 
of the syndesmosis. Foot Ankle Int. 2017;38(2):208–14.

35.	 Morellato J, Louati H, Bodrogi A, Stewart A, Papp S, Liew A, Gofton W. The 
Effect of varying tension of a suture button construct in fixation of the Tibio-
fibular syndesmosis-evaluation using stress computed Tomography. J Orthop 
Trauma. 2017;31(2):103–10.

36.	 Anand A, Wei R, Patel A, Vedi V, Allardice G, Anand BS. Tightrope fixation of 
syndesmotic injuries in Weber C ankle fractures: a multicentre case series. Eur 
J Orthop Surg Traumatol. 2017;27(4):461–7.

37.	 Clanton TO, Whitlow SR, Williams BT, Liechti DJ, Backus JD, Dornan GJ, Saroki 
AJ, Turnbull TL, LaPrade RF. Biomechanical comparison of 3 current ankle 
syndesmosis repair techniques. Foot Ankle Int. 2017;38(2):200–7.

38.	 Shen JJ, Gao YB, Huang JF, Qiu QM, Cheng L, Tong SL. Suture anchors for 
primary deltoid ligament repair associated with acute ankle fractures. Acta 
Orthop Belg. 2019;85(3):387–91.

39.	 Lack W, Phisitkul P, Femino JE. Anatomic deltoid ligament repair with anchor-
to-post suture reinforcement: technique tip. Iowa Orthop J. 2012;32:227–30.

40.	 Wang X, Zhang C, Yin JW, Wang C, Huang JZ, Ma X, Wang CW, Wang X. 
Treatment of Medial Malleolus or pure deltoid ligament Injury in patients 
with supination-external rotation type IV ankle fractures. Orthop Surg. 
2017;9(1):42–8.

41.	 Liang W, Zhou M, Jiang Z, Mao X, Zhou X, Wang F. Repair of deep deltoid 
ligament ruptures near the medial malleolar attachment or midsubstance 
rupture by using suture anchors into the talus combined with the transosse-
ous suture in the medial malleolar. Front Surg. 2023;10:1287427.

42.	 Vega J, Allmendinger J, Malagelada F, Guelfi M, Dalmau-Pastor M. Combined 
arthroscopic all-inside repair of lateral and medial ankle ligaments is an effec-
tive treatment for rotational ankle instability. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol 
Arthrosc. 2020;28(1):132–40.

43.	 Kusnezov NA, Eisenstein ED, Diab N, Thabet AM, Abdelgawad A. Medial 
malleolar fractures and Associated Deltoid Ligament disruptions: current 
management controversies. Orthopedics. 2017;40(2):e216–22.

44.	 Acevedo JI, Kreulen C, Cedeno AA, Baumfeld D, Nery C, Mangone PG. Tech-
nique for arthroscopic deltoid ligament repair with description of safe zones. 
Foot Ankle Int. 2020;41(5):605–11.

45.	 Guelfi M, Vega J, Malagelada F, Dalmau-Pastor M. Arthroscopic repair 
of the tibiotalar fascicle of deltoid ligament is feasible through 

anterior ankle arthroscopy. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 2024 
Dec;32(12):3105-3111.

46.	 Gomaa AR, Mason L. Chronic syndesmotic instability - current evidence on 
management. J Clin Orthop Trauma. 2024;50:102382.

47.	 Chen N, Jin W, Gao H, Hong J, Sun L, Yao J, Chen X, Chen J, Chen S, Shao Z. 
Sequential intervention of anti-inflammatory and osteogenesis with silk 
fibroin coated polyethylene terephthalate artificial ligaments for anterior 
cruciate ligament reconstruction. J Mater Chem B. 2023;11(34):8281–90.

48.	 Patel NK, Murphy CI, Pfeiffer TR, Naendrup JH, Zlotnicki JP, Debski RE, Hogan 
MV, Musahl V. Sagittal instability with inversion is important to evaluate 
after syndesmosis injury and repair: a cadaveric robotic study. J Exp Orthop. 
2020;7(1):18.

49.	 Connors JC, Grossman JP, Zulauf EE, Coyer MA. Syndesmotic Ligament 
Allograft Reconstruction for Treatment of Chronic Diastasis. J Foot Ankle Surg. 
2020;59(4):835–40.

50.	 Li HY, Zhou RS, Wu ZY, Zhao Y, Chen SY, Hua YH. Strength of suture-button 
fixation versus ligament reconstruction in syndesmotic injury: a biomechani-
cal study. Int Orthop. 2019;43(3):705–11.

51.	 Yoo JH, Lee WC, Moon JS. Simultaneous reconstruction of the medial and 
lateral ligament complexes of the ankle joint with semitendinosus tendon 
allograft. A case report. J Bone Joint Surg Am. 2009;91(6):1491–6.

52.	 Persaud S, Catanzariti AR. Repair of the deltoid ligament using posterior tibial 
Tendon Autograft:a novel technique. J Foot Ankle Surg. 2019;58(1):165–70.

53.	 Brodell JD Jr., MacDonald A, Perkins JA, Deland JT, Oh I. Deltoid-spring 
Ligament Reconstruction in Adult Acquired Flatfoot Deformity with Medial 
Peritalar instability. Foot Ankle Int. 2019;40(7):753–61.

54.	 Oburu E, Myerson MS. Deltoid Ligament Repair in Flatfoot deformity. Foot 
Ankle Clin. 2017;22(3):503–14.

55.	 Yu C, Chen R, Chen J, Wang T, Wang Y, Zhang X, Wang Y, Wu T, Yu T. Enhancing 
tendon-bone integration and healing with advanced multi-layer nanofiber-
reinforced 3D scaffolds for acellular tendon complexes. Mater Today Bio. 
2024;26:101099.

56.	 Zhang L, Lin J, Zhao X, Liu M, Hou Y, Zhang Y, Zhao J, Wang S. Robotic-assisted 
anatomic anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction: a comparative analysis of 
modified transtibial and anteromedial portal techniques in cadaveric knees. 
Front Bioeng Biotechnol. 2024;12:1360560.

57.	 Jia ZY, Zhang C, Cao SQ, Xue CC, Liu TZ, Huang X, Xu WD. Comparison of 
artificial graft versus autograft in anterior cruciate ligament reconstruction: a 
meta-analysis. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. 2017;18(1):309.

58.	 Rupp MC, Degenhardt H, Winkler PW, Hinz M, Ehmann YJ, Imhoff AB, 
Pogorzelski J, Themessl A. High return to sports and return to work rates after 
anatomic lateral ankle ligament reconstruction with tendon autograft for 
isolated chronic lateral ankle instability. Knee Surg Sports Traumatol Arthrosc. 
2022;30(11):3862–70.

59.	 Krähenbühl N, Weinberg MW, Hintermann B, Haller JM, Saltzman CL, Barg 
A. Surgical outcome in chronic syndesmotic injury: a systematic literature 
review. Foot Ankle Surg. 2019;25(5):691–7.

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


	﻿Advancements in minimally invasive treatment of deltoid ligament injuries combined with distal tibiofibular syndesmosis injuries
	﻿Abstract
	﻿Introduction
	﻿Pathogenesis
	﻿Anatomical and biomechanical characteristics
	﻿Diagnosis of the disease
	﻿Clinical presentation
	﻿Physical examination
	﻿Imaging studies
	﻿X-ray
	﻿CT
	﻿MRI
	﻿Ultrasound
	﻿Dynamic imaging


	﻿Conservative treatment
	﻿Operation treatment
	﻿Treatment of syndesmosis injuries
	﻿Percutaneous screw fixation
	﻿Minimally invasive elastic fixation devices for distal tibiofibular syndesmosis


	﻿Treatment of deltoid ligament injuries
	﻿Minimally invasive repair with absorbable anchors
	﻿Arthroscopic surgery for the ankle joint

	﻿Treatment of chronic injuries
	﻿Future perspectives
	﻿References


