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Abstract 

Aim:  

To evaluate the real-life diagnosis and therapeutic means of Charcot Neuroosteoarthropathy 

(CN) in French-Belgian diabetic foot expert centers.  

Methods:  

We collected clinical characteristics, results of exams and therapeutic pathways of 

consecutive adult patients with diabetic osteoarthropathy seen in consultation or 

hospitalization from January 1 to December 31, 2019 in 31 diabetic foot expert centers. The 

primary outcome was to describe the diagnostic and management methods for CN according 

to patient clinical characteristics, the clinical-radiological characteristics of acute and chronic 

CN and discharge means.  

Results:  

467 patients were included: 364 with chronic CN and 103 in the acute phase. 101 patients had 

bilateral chronic CN. Most patients were male (73.4%), treated with insulin (73.3%), and with 

multicomplicated diabetes. In the acute phase, edema and increased foot temperature were 

present in 75% and 58.3% of cases, respectively. Diagnosis confirmation was usually by MRI 

and the mode of discharge was variable. In the chronic phase, orthopedic shoes were 

prescribed in 81.5% of cases.  

Conclusions:  

This observational study highlights the diagnostic and therapeutic practices in 31 diabetic foot 

centers. Our results highlight that the use of MRI and the modalities of offloading, an 

essential treatment in the acute phase, need to be better standardized. Centers were highly 

encouraging about creating a patient registry.  

  



 

Introduction 

Charcot Neuroosteoarthropathy (CN) is a severe complication mainly in diabetic patients that 

arises secondary to severe peripheral neuropathy, with major inflammation leading to 

progressive bone destruction of the foot or ankle [1]. The origin of this process is not well 

understood.  

CN has an acute and a chronic phase. The acute phase is characterized by the sudden onset of 

an erythematous, unilateral, slightly painful edema of the foot or ankle with an increase in 

skin temperature greater than 2 °C compared to the contralateral foot. The edema may 

regress rapidly after discontinuation of weight-bearing and recur when weight- bearing is 

resumed [2–5]. In some cases, the acute phase is triggered by foot minor trauma, foot surgery, 

an infection, or a foot ulceration. Without optimal treatment, osteoarticular lysis can develop, 

leading to multiple fractures or spontaneous dislocation. Initially, the loss of sensitivity may 

hint at a peripheral neuropathy and a discrete inflammatory syndrome without a clear increase 

in leukocytosis or CRP found in blood samples. To confirm the diagnosis, Magnetic 

Resonance Imaging (MRI) of the foot and ankle is the reference examination because it is the 

most sensitive (between 77 and 100%). It can generally show bone marrow edema and non-

displaced fractures, while foot radiographies may appear normal at a very early stage [6].  

The primary treatment for acute Charcot foot is early immobilization and offloading of the 

affected foot with a non-removable Total Contact Cast until abatement of inflammation 

(difference of temperature less than 2 °C between the feet). This should be started as soon as 

possible to reduce the risk of subsequent fractures and deformities. Inappropriate management 

leads to a gradual destruction of the foot architecture, abnormality of the morphostatics of the 

foot and an increased risk of foot ulceration. There is no consensus on whether to allow 

weight-bearing or the duration of immobilization. The foot can recover with optimal 

treatment, but delayed diagnosis and treatment is frequent, leading to aggravated chronic 

phase.  

However, although CN is a major complication of diabetes, data about diagnosis and 

treatment are sparse and frequently retrospective, without consensus. [16, 7–10]. The 

prevalence of CN varies between 0.1 and 0.4% in the general diabetic population to 12% in 

diabetes mellitus with long duration, rising to 18% after simultaneous kidney-pancreas 

transplantation [11–13]. The annual incidence of CN is less than 1% per year in the diabetic 

population [14]. Recently, in the Danish National Patient Register, a prevalence of 0.56% for 

hospitalized patients with diabetes was reported from 1995 to 2018 and an incidence rate of 

7.4 per 10,000 person-years [ 15]. As CN is rare, clinician knowledge of this complication is 

limited, leading to non- or delayed diagnosis and treatment in about 25% of cases [ 16]. The 

midfoot is preferentially affected, leading to the “rocker bottom foot” with collapse of the 

midfoot [17–20]. The incidence of foot ulcer varies between 10 to 17% annually, and is 3.5–

fourfold greater in diabetic patients with CN compared with those without CN [17–20]. Foot 



ulcer increases the risk of foot amputation [21], causes deterioration in the quality of life [22] 

and decreases life expectancy [23].  

The aim of this study was to evaluate the diagnostic means and management modalities of 

chronic and acute CN in diabetic foot centers in France and Belgium and explore the 

feasibility of a future registry for patients with CN.  

Materials and methods 

This prospective multicenter observational pilot study was conducted from 1 January 2019 to 

31 December 2019. Thirty French and one Belgium hospital, reference center for diabetic foot 

management participated in the study. Our work was performed according to the guidelines of 

good clinical practice and the Declaration of Helsinki. Written informed consent was obtained 

from all patients before participation. The study was approved by the ethical committee (CPP 

Est-III, #2018-A01721-54) and registered on clinical- trials.gov (#NCT03744039).  

The study population consisted of all patients with diabetes mellitus aged ≥ 18 years, with a 

previous diagnosis of CN admitted to hospitalization or consultation for acute or chronic CN.  

No follow-up was performed.  

The primary objective was to describe and analyze the diagnostic and management methods 

for CN in diabetic foot centers according to the clinical characteristics of patients, the clinical-

radiological characteristics of acute and chronic and the discharge means used. Secondary 

objectives were to determine the prevalence of diabetic patients with acute and chronic CN 

over a 12-month period treated by each center, and to identify the diabetic foot centers 

offering surgical management of CN, to specify the type of procedure offered and the 

indications. Finally, the feasibility of creating a CN patient register was explored by asking 

centers whether they would be willing to participate in such a registry.  

The information collected included sociodemographic data, medical history, and clinical data. 

Clinical and imaging methods used to investigate the CN and management of the neuropathic 

osteoarthropathy were recorded. Diabetes was classified into three categories: i) type 1 

diabetes mellitus, ii) type 2 diabetes mellitus, iii) other, comprising secondary and 

glucocortico-induced diabetes. CN was classified as acute or chronic using Eichenholtz stage 

[24] and the Chantelau classification based on MRI when available [ 6, 25], a CN was 

considered as chronic if it presented more than 6 months of progression with no inflammatory 

sign of the foot. Neuropathy was verified by the presence or absence of suggestive 

symptoms/signs (paresthesia or cramps, dry skin or hyperkeratosis on the foot, foot 

deformities) and using the 10-g Semmes–Weinstein monofilament test, as recommended by 

the International Work Group of Diabetic Foot (IWGDF) [26]. Nephropathy corresponded to 

a glomerular filtration rate < 60 mL/min/1.73 m 2 (modification of diet in renal disease 

formula). Peripheral artery disease was clinically assessed by the presence or absence of 

suggestive symptoms/signs (intermittent claudication and leg pain at rest, cold legs or feet, 

pale or bluish-looking skin), examination of foot pulses [27]. This diagnosis could be 



completed by Doppler ultrasound, ankle-brachial pressure index (ABPI), transcutaneous 

oxygen pressure (TcPO2) or great-toe systolic pressure examinations.  

Statistical analysis  

Anonymized data were collected in RedCap. Statistical anal- yses were carried out using SAS 

software (Statistical Analysis System, version 9.4, SAS Institute, Cary, NC, USA). Population 

characteristics were expressed as means ± standard deviation (SD) or medians, using the first 

and third quartiles for the quantitative variables, and percentages for qualitative variables. For 

qualitative variables, comparisons between groups were carried out using the Chi-square test, 

or Fisher test when appropriate. For quantitative variables, the Stu- dent's t-test was used 

when distribution was Gaussian, and with the Mann–Whitney test otherwise.  

A p-value < 0.05 was considered to be statistically significant.  

 

 

Results 

Overall, 494 patients were screened during the inclusion period. We excluded patients who 

were previously included and those not meeting the inclusion criteria, leaving a total of 467 

participants for analysis (Fig. 1). Of the 467 patients included, 103 had acute CN and 364 had 

chronic CN. As 101 patients had bilateral CN (21.6%), 568 CN feet were analyzed.  

Baseline characteristics of the study population  

The demographic and clinical characteristics of the study population are reported in Table 1. 

Most patients were male (73.4%) with an average age of 62.0 ± 11.5 years, and had type 2 

diabetes mellitus (79.8%) for at least ten years (87.9%). 



 

 

Most patients were treated by insulin (73.3%, n = 340) with a high prevalence of 

microangiopathy complications (96.8%, n = 451) and a history of diabetic foot ulcer and/or 

amputation of lower limb (83.9%, n = 390).  

Approximately 39.0% of patients recruited were already followed in a specialized center for 

C, while 24.5% were newly referred by an endocrinologist following a diagnosis of CN. 

11.8% were newly referred by their general practitioner following a diagnosis of CN and 

11.6% were self-referred following a diagnosis of CN. Finally, 9% were newly diagnosed CN 

cases discovered in the recruiting specialized centers.  

MRI data were incomplete for certain scores; 21 patients did not have Sanders classification, 

20 patients had missing data for Eichenholtz classification, and 302 for Chantelau. According 

to the Eichenholtz classification [24], 77% were at stage 3 (chronic phase), 10.8% at stage 2 

and 11.5% at stage 1 (Table 2).  

Using the Chantelau MRI classification [25], 81.6% of the feet presented grade IV or V 

abnormalities (fracture or bone callus). Using the Sanders classification [28], the CN was 

mainly localized on the midfoot: the Lisfranc joint line (Sanders II) was affected in 53.7% of 

cases and the Chopart joint line (Sanders III) in 54.0% of cases. The forefoot (Sanders I) was 

affected in 14.9% of the cases, the ankle (Sanders IV) in 11.8% and the calcaneus (Sanders V) 

in 3.1%. At least two areas were affected simultaneously in 34.8% of cases and patients could 

therefore be classed into more than one Sanders group.  



 

Acute phase of the disease  

In the study population, 108 acute or subacute CN (stages 0/1 and 2 with Eichenholtz 

classification) were included from 103 patients (22%), with a mean age of 60.2 ± 12.2 years, 

and a median BMI of 30 kg/m 2. Twenty-two (21.6%) of patients in the acute group had type 

1 diabetes and they had fewer complications than patients with chronic CN in terms of renal 

function, and macroangiopathy (p < 0.05). The absence of foot ulcer history was also 

significantly different between patients in acute vs chronic phase (61.8% vs 90.1%, 

respectively; p < 0.001) (Table 1). 

 

 

Most cases had local inflammatory signs (n = 88, 81.5%), of which edema was the main 

symptom (n = 81, 75.0%), followed by an increase of local warmth (n = 63, 58.3%), pain (n = 

55, 50.9%) and redness (37, 34.3%) (Table 3).  

A triggering factor was observed in 45 cases (41.8% of acute CN) mainly due to foot trauma 

(n = 28, 25.9%). Vascular surgery was never recorded as a triggering factor and only 4 cases 

of orthopedic surgery (Table 3). Acute CN onset occurred in younger patients with type 1 

than type 2 diabetes (52.5 years ± 12.3 vs 62.1 ± 10.4, respectively; p= 0.0043).  

Imaging was performed in 92 acute cases (87.2%) to con- firm the diagnosis, including MRI 

(n = 70, 64.8%), X-ray (n = 53, 49.1%), Computed Tomography (CT) scan (n = 16, 14.8%), 

bone scan (n = 8, 7.4%), and Positron Emission Tomography (PET)-scan (n = 5, 4.63%). 

Other investigations (biology, vascular evaluation) were performed in 51 cases (47.22%) to 

rule out a differential diagnosis (Table 3).  



 

Offloading was proposed in 88.9% of cases. Standard removable cast walker was most 

commonly prescribed (n = 39, 36.1%), followed by irremovable boot (n = 22, 20.4%), 

wheelchair (n = 23, 21.3%), removable custom boot (n = 7, 6.5%), temporary or permanent 

orthopedic shoes (n = 10, 9.3%), and canes, crutches or walker (n = 8, 7.4%).  

 

Chronic phase of the disease  

460 chronic CN were studied in 364 patients, with a mean age of 62.5 ± 11.2 years, and 

median BMI of. 31 kg/m 
2
 . The majority had type 2 diabetes (81%) for longer than 10 years. 

Insulin treatment was established in 74.9% of patients. Patients with chronic CN had at least 

two microangiopathic complications in 75% of cases, and dialysis in 10% of cases. Diabetic 

foot ulcer history was present in 90.1% of patients (Table 1). Specific footwear was noted in 



81.5% of cases (370 patients) with custom orthopedic footwear (66.7%), medical series 

footwear (6.5%) or standard series footwear (5.9%).  

Comparison between patients with unilateral (n = 366) and bilateral (n = 101) CN showed a 

significant difference in the diabetic foot ulcer history: 86% (87 patients) of bilateral CNs had 

a history of a trophic disorder versus 74% of unilateral CNs (271 patients), p = 0.011). No 

other statistical difference in the demographic and clinical characteristics was observed 

between the two groups (Table 4).  

Presence of a diabetic foot ulcer  

All stages combined, 228 patients had a diabetic foot ulcer (48.8%) during examination. A 

soft tissue infection was suspected and/or documented in 37.7% of cases (86 patients, 13 

acute CN, 73 chronic CN), whereas a bone infection was suspected and/or documented in 

33.3% of cases (76 patients, 18 acute CN, 58 chronic CN).  

Surgical approach  

Surgery was proposed for 123 CN (21.6%) overall, and per- formed in 73 patients (59.3%, 

73/123) including 64 (87.7%) chronic CN and 9 (12.3%) acute CN. The main indications 

were for infection, with positive bacteriological samples (n = 26, 35.6%) and surgical 

correction of foot deformities (i.e. correction of static disorders of the forefoot (n = 21, 

28.8%). Minor and/or major amputations represented 11 indications of surgery (15%). Eleven 

of the 31 centers offered surgery, all indications combined.  

In total, 30 (98%) of centers were willing to supply information to a diabetic foot registry.  

Discussion 

This multicenter study recruited a large panel of patients with CN, treated in 31 expert centers 

belonging to the “diabetic foot” group of the Francophone Society of Diabetes. This is one of 

the largest observational studies carried out on this pathology.  

The profile of our patients was comparable to that described in the literature. The male 

predominance was more pronounced in our study than in previous studies [23, 29, 30, 31], 

which had not found an increased risk of developing CN by sex [16, 32, 33]. The average age 

of our population was 62.0 ± 11.5 years. However, CN was also seen in younger patients with 

type 1 diabetes: 22 of our patients were under 40 years old (4.7% of the population), the 

youngest being 26 years old. Our results indicated that onset of acute CN was earlier in 

subjects with type 1 versus type 2 diabetes mellitus (with a significant difference of about 10 

years), in accordance with a British study from 2004 [34].  

Patients with CN generally had long-standing diabetes (for more than 10 years), most often 

type 2, insulin dependent and multi-complicated. Microangiopathies were by far the most 

frequent complications observed (96.8%). However, autonomic neuropathy was only reported 

in 11.1% of patients. This number was probably underestimated due to an insufficient 

diagnosis. Most patients had a podiatric his- tory (n = 390, 83.9%). In addition, 9% of CN 



were incidentally discovered, confirming the lack of knowledge of this pathology by 

clinicians.  

According to our results, 19% of patients presented an acute CN, of which less than 1% were 

at the in situ stage (Stage 0, e.g., without deformation or fracture). The presence of local 

inflammatory signs in the acute phase and, in particular the edema of the foot, is a strong 

indicator for diagnosis. In accordance with the literature, we found that foot pain was present 

in over half of the patients (50.9%) [2, 4, 35]. Due to the very good prognosis of the in situ 

stage, diagnosis of acute CN must be made as early as possible, i.e. as soon as local 

inflammatory signs appear in a patient with diabetes with peripheral neuropathy. A triggering 

factor was also noted in 41.7% of our patients, most often corresponding to a foot trauma. 

Other studies [36] have reported cases following surgery, whereas only four cases were noted 

in our work 

 

To confirm the diagnosis of acute CN, MRI of foot was performed in two-thirds of cases. 

However, the classification proposed by Chantelau in 2014 to describe the osteoarticular 

involvement was largely unknown and difficult to interpret. Many patients had missing data 

(n = 302) in the description of the lesions [6, 25]. Radiography, less sensitive than MRI, was 

only performed in half of patients in the acute phase, yet standard foot X-rays and MRI are 

essential elements of the initial assessment. X-rays are used to rule out a fracture, and 

radiographs will be normal in the very early phase of CN. MRI is used to confirm the early 

diagnosis by showing intra- osseous edema. At this stage, unloading is essential to avoid 

fractures and changes in the foot architecture. In addition, in the context of diabetes, 

complications should be assessed regularly (ophthalmological, nephrological, cardiological, 



vascular assessment) to detect asymptomatic anomalies, but this can prove challenging in 

some cases.  

The modalities of foot offloading in acute CN varied between the centers. The removable boot 

(standard or custom-made, going up to the knee or ankle, or a bivalved cast) was most 

frequently prescribed. The frequency of prescription of an irremovable device (20.4%), which 

is the reference, was similar to that of other European countries (between 20 and 35%) [29, 

36, 37] but lower than American practices (about 50%) [38]. This could be explained by the 

need for expert opinion, with close monitoring. It could also arise from the removal of the 

boot due to wounds, or readjustment of the boot in accordance with edema levels, or 

preventive anticoagulant treatment. Of note, almost 10% of patients in the acute phase were 

not given a solution to immobilize their foot. This highlights the need for rigorous information 

and communication to guide appropriate offloading of acute CN.  

In the chronic phase, adaptation of footwear was pre- scribed in 81.5% of cases, with a clear 

predominance of custom-made orthopedic footwear, performed by a pedorthist. Orthopedic 

shoeing is standard in the chronic phase of CN, to limit the occurrence of ulceration in case of 

deformities and to protect the contralateral foot. However, the modalities of this shoeing are 

not clearly established and should be further studied.  

Our study also confirmed that CN is at high risk of foot ulceration, since 84% of our patients 

had a history of foot wounds and 42% had a wound at inclusion, including a third with a 

suspicion of soft tissue or bony infection. 21% of our patients had bilateral CN, which is 

consistent with data from the literature [39]. These patients with bilateral CN showed a higher 

prevalence of podiatric history (ulceration or amputation) than in patients with unilateral 

involvement (94.0% vs 81.1%; p = 0.0019). No significant difference was observed in other 

clinical characteristics between the two groups. Bilateral involvement rarely occurred 

immediately, but the high number of bilateral forms in our study must encourage a close care 

of patients with CN to avoid bilateral progression.  

Finally, CN surgery was often discussed, but rarely practiced, requiring very specialized 

surgical teams. It should be noted that nine patients (8.7% of acute CN) were operated in the 

acute phase. While not recommended, this surgery was performed during the acute phase to 

treat infections (osteitis, osteomyelitis or osteoarthritis) in two-thirds of cases. The remaining 

surgeries were used to correct severe morphostatic disorders, with often complex 

interventions, which is normaly reserved, and increasingly considered, in the chronic phase. 

The aim is to improve footwear and limit the risk of ulceration to improve the quality of life 

of patients. There is no consensus on the indications or type of surgery, which can be internal 

and/or external osteosynthesis. Similarly, the long-term efficacy on the reduction or 

prevention of these wounds remains to be evaluated. Several studies seek to clarify its value 

on functional prognosis and quality of life [40].  

This study had several limitations. We used a question- naire without follow-up, and some 

information regarding diabetes complications such as the presence of nephropathy were only 

available as declarative information. In addition, some data were missing due to the different 

management between centers. Imaging data were often incomplete, high- lighting the frequent 



ignorance of radiological classifications, and an absence of clear description and 

interpretation of MRIs. Furthermore, it demonstrates the lack of consensus regarding the 

imaging technique to be used in the diagnosis of Charcot foot, which may have contributed to 

the heterogeneity observed in the study. Standard radiography is the first- line examination 

because it is accessible and inexpensive, but it does not allow for an early diagnosis. MRI is 

currently the most sensitive examination to confirm the diagnosis of acute Charcot foot, but 

its interpretation remains delicate and requires a radiologist experienced in this pathology. 

Finally, no follow-up was carried out, making it impossible to establish the future of patients. 

However, the main aim of this work was to describe the population of CN followed in France 

and Belgium and to describe the disparities in management in order to propose future 

recommendations. The diabetic foot working group has two on-going projects focusing either 

on acute or chronic CN (CharQUAM study), and 30 (98%) of centers were willing to supply 

information to a diabetic foot registry.  

Conclusion 

This study confirms the frequent diagnostic delay, the lack of consensus on the imaging 

necessary for the diagnosis, the often removable offloading modes and the transition to the 

chronic form secondary to non-adapted management. In the acute phase, foot offloading 

associated with a good observance is essential until inflammation reduces. This management 

must be followed by provision of suitable footwear in the chronic phase. This study carried 

out by the diabetic foot working group of the Francophone Society of Diabetes provides an 

initial inventory of this rare but serious com- plication of diabetes mellitus. A medium- and 

long-term evaluation of practices, particularly in terms of benefits on morbidity and mortality, 

and clear international guidelines is necessary to improve the prognosis of CN, and this 

should soon be addressed by the upcoming international working group on diabetic foot 

recommendations.  

Acknowledgements  

We thank Sarah Kabani for editing the article, Pascale Fabbro-Perray for methodological 

help, Jean Philippe Lavigne for critical reading of the manuscript and Anne-Clarisse Simonet 

for reglementary assistance. EPiChar study group: Florence Baudoux (CHRU Lille), Marie 

Martine Bonello Faraill (CHU Nice), Pierre Bonnin (CH Annecy- Genevois), Florence 

Bouilloud (Hôpital Foch, Suresnes), Miguel Bourgade (CH La Trinité), Marie Cazaubiel (CH 

Bron, Tourcoing), Vaneva Chinganmartino (CHU Pointe-à-Pitre), Sylvaine Clavel (CH Le 

Creusot), Enrique Da Costa Correia (CH Vichy), Fabrice Devemy (CH Lens), Maud François 

(CHU Reims), Sylvie Grandperret-Vauthier (CHU Besançon), Laurence Kessler (CHU 

Strasbourg), Amal Lemoine (CH Vienne), Jacques Martini (CHU Rangueil, Toulouse), 

Arnaud Monier (CH Chartres), Myriam Moret (HCL Louis Pradel, Bron), Marie Muller 

(CHU Michallon, Grenoble), Vincent Rigalleau (CHU Haut-Lévêque, Pessac), Geneviève 

Crouzeix (CHU Brest), Nathalie Vigier Simorre (CH Narbonne), Julien Vouillarmet (HCL 

Lyon Sud, Pierre Bénite). Author contributions S.S., GHV and CAJ conceived the study. S.S. 

wrote the manuscript. ZZ and CS conducted the statistical analysis. S.S. and CAJ interpreted 

the data. AS, GHV, JPL reviewed the manuscript. CAJ provided the medical data of the 



patients. S.S. is the guarantor of this works and, as such, had full access to all the data in the 

study and takes responsibility for the integrity of the data and the accuracy of the data 

analysis. 

Funding  

This research did not receive any specific grant from funding agencies in the public, 

commercial, or not for-profit sectors.  

Data availability  

The datasets generated and analysed during the cur- rent study are available from the 

corresponding author on reasonable request.  

Declarations  

Conflict of interest  

The authors declare that they have no conflict of interest. Ethical approval Our work was 

performed according to the guidelines of good clinical practice and the Declaration of 

Helsinki. The study was approved by the ethical committee (CPP Est-III, #2018-A01721-54) 

and registered on clinicaltrials.gov (#NCT03744039). Consent to participate Written informed 

consent was obtained from all patients before participation. 

 

References 

1. Rogers LC, Frykberg RG, Armstrong DG, et al (2011) The Charcot foot in diabetes. 

Diabetes Care 34:2123–2129. https://doi.org/10.2337/dc11-0844 - DOI - PubMed - 

PMC  

2. Milne TE, Rogers JR, Kinnear EM, Martin HV, Lazzarini PA, Quinton TR et al 

(2013) Developing an evidence-based clinical pathway for the assessment, diagnosis 

and management of acute Charcot Neuro-Arthropathy: a systematic review. J Foot 

Ankle Res 6:1–12 - DOI  

3. Rogers LC, Frykberg RG, Armstrong DG, Boulton AJM, Edmonds M, Van GH et al 

(2011) The Charcotfoot in diabetes. J Am Podiatr Med Assoc 101(5):437–446. 

https://doi.org/10.7547/1010437 - DOI - PubMed  

4. Vopat ML, Nentwig MJ, Chong ACM, Agan JL, Shields NN, Yang S-Y (2018) Initial 

diagnosis and management for acute charcot neuroarthropathy. Kans J Med 

11(4):114–119 - DOI - PubMed - PMC  

5. La Fontaine J, Lavery L, Jude E (2016) Current concepts of Charcot foot in diabetic 

patients. Foot (Edinb). Mars 26:7–14. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foot.2015.11.001 - DOI  

6. Chantelau EA, Grützner G (2014) Is the Eichenholtz classification still valid for the 

diabetic Charcot foot? Swiss Med Wkly 24(144):13948. 

https://doi.org/10.4414/smw.2014.13948 - DOI  

7. Griffiths DA, Kaminski MR (2021) Duration of total contact casting for resolution of 

acute Charcot foot: a retrospective cohort study. J Foot Ankle Res 14(1):1–12. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/s13047-021-004775 - DOI  

https://doi.org/10.2337/dc11-0844
https://doi.org/10.2337/dc11-0844
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21868781/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/3161273/
https://doi.org/10.1186/1757-1146-6-30
https://doi.org/10.7547/1010437
https://doi.org/10.7547/1010437
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21957276/
https://doi.org/10.17161/kjm.v11i4.8709
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30937152/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/6276967/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foot.2015.11.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.foot.2015.11.001
https://doi.org/10.4414/smw.2014.13948
https://doi.org/10.4414/smw.2014.13948
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13047-021-004775
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13047-021-004775


8. Dixon J, Coulter J, Garrett M, Cutfield R (2017) A retrospective audit of the 

characteristics and treatment outcomes in patients with diabetes-related charcot 

neuropathic osteoarthropathy. N Z Med J 130(1467):62–67 (PMID: 29240741) - 

PubMed  

9. Hingsammer AM, Bauer D, Renner N, Borbas P, Boeni T, Berli M (2016) Correlation 

of systemic inflammatory markers with radiographic stages of charcot 

osteoarthropathy. Foot Ankle Int 37(9):924–928. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1071100716649173 - DOI - PubMed  

10. Gazis A, Pound N, Macfarlane R, Treece K, Game F, Jeffcoate W (2004) Mortality in 

patients with diabetic neuropathic osteoarthropathy (Charcot foot). Diabet Med 

21(11):1243–1246. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-5491.2004.01215.x - DOI - 

PubMed  

11. Matricali GA, Bammens B, Kuypers D, Flour M, Mathieu C (2007) High rate of 

charcot foot attacks early after simultaneous pancreas-kidney transplantation. 

Transplantation 83:245–246. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.tp.0000244730.95416.c6 - 

DOI - PubMed  

12. Anthony ML, Cravey KS, Atway SA (2019) Development of charcot 

neuroarthropathy in diabetic patients who received kidney or kidney-pancreas 

transplants. J Foot Ankle Surg 58(3):475–479. 

https://doi.org/10.1053/j.jfas.2018.09.022 - DOI - PubMed  

13. García Barrado F, Kuypers DR, Matricali GA (2015) Charcot neuroarthropathy after 

simultaneous pancreaskidney transplantation: risk factors, prevalence, and outcome. 

Clin Transplant 29(8):712–719. https://doi.org/10.1111/ctr.12572 - DOI - PubMed  

14. Jeffcoate WJ (2015) Charcot foot syndrome. Diabet Med 32(6):760–770. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/dme.12754 - DOI - PubMed  

15. Svendsen OL, Rabe OC, Winther-Jensen M, Allin KH (2021) How common is the 

rare charcot foot in patients with diabetes? Diabetes Care 44(4):e62–e63. 

https://doi.org/10.2337/dc20-2590 - DOI - PubMed  

16. Frykberg RG, Belczyk R (2008) Epidemiology of the Charcot foot. Clin Podiatr Med 

Surg 25(1):17–28. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpm.2007.10.001 - DOI - PubMed  

17. Fabrin J, Larsen K, Holstein PE (2000) Long-term follow-up in diabetic Charcot feet 

with spontaneous onset. Diabetes Care 23(6):796–800. 

https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.23.6.796 - DOI - PubMed  

18. Larsen K, Fabrin J, Holstein PE (2001) Incidence and management of ulcers in 

diabetic Charcot feet. J Wound Care 10(8):323–328. 

https://doi.org/10.12968/jowc.2001.10.8.26113 - DOI - PubMed  

19. Boyko EJ, Ahroni JH, Stensel V, Forsberg RC, Davignon DR, Smith DG (1999) A 

prospective study of risk factors for diabetic foot ulcer the seattle diabetic foot study. 

Diabetes Care 22(7):1036–1042. https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.22.7.1036 - DOI - 

PubMed  

20. Saltzman CL, Hagy ML, Zimmerman B, Estin M, Cooper R (2005) How effective is 

intensive nonoperative initial treatment of patients with diabetes and Charcot 

arthropathy of the feet? Clin Orthop Relat Res 435:185–190. 

https://doi.org/10.1097/00003086-200506000-00026 - DOI  

21. Sohn M-W, Stuck RM, Pinzur M, Lee TA, Budiman-Mak E (2010) Lower-extremity 

amputation risk after charcot arthropathy and diabetic foot ulcer. Diabetes Care 

33(1):98–100. https://doi.org/10.2337/dc09-1497 - DOI - PubMed  

22. Pinzur M, Evans A (2003) Health-related quality of life in patients with charcot foot. 

Am J Orthop (Belle Mead NJ) 32(10):492–496 - PubMed  

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/29240741/
https://doi.org/10.1177/1071100716649173
https://doi.org/10.1177/1071100716649173
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27162224/
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-5491.2004.01215.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1464-5491.2004.01215.x
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15498092/
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.tp.0000244730.95416.c6
https://doi.org/10.1097/01.tp.0000244730.95416.c6
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17264831/
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.jfas.2018.09.022
https://doi.org/10.1053/j.jfas.2018.09.022
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30765253/
https://doi.org/10.1111/ctr.12572
https://doi.org/10.1111/ctr.12572
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26033225/
https://doi.org/10.1111/dme.12754
https://doi.org/10.1111/dme.12754
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25818542/
https://doi.org/10.2337/dc20-2590
https://doi.org/10.2337/dc20-2590
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/33526427/
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpm.2007.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.cpm.2007.10.001
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18165108/
https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.23.6.796
https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.23.6.796
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10840999/
https://doi.org/10.12968/jowc.2001.10.8.26113
https://doi.org/10.12968/jowc.2001.10.8.26113
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12964335/
https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.22.7.1036
https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.22.7.1036
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10388963/
https://doi.org/10.1097/00003086-200506000-00026
https://doi.org/10.1097/00003086-200506000-00026
https://doi.org/10.2337/dc09-1497
https://doi.org/10.2337/dc09-1497
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19825822/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/14620089/


23. Van Baal J, Hubbard R, Game F, Jeffcoate W (2010) Mortality associated with acute 

Charcot foot and neuropathic foot ulceration. Diabetes Care 33(5):1086–1089. 

https://doi.org/10.2337/dc09-1428 - DOI - PubMed - PMC  

24. Eichenholtz SN. (2018) Charcot Joints. Springfield, IL, USA: Charles C. Thomas;. 

Diabet Med, 2018 35(10):1371–1374.  

25. Chantelau E, Poll LW (2006) Evaluation of the diabetic charcot foot by MR imaging 

or plain radiography– an observational study. Exp Clin Endocrinol Diabetes 

114(8):428–431. https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2006924229 - DOI - PubMed  

26. Schaper NC, van Netten JJ, Apelqvist J, Bus SA, Hinchliffe RJ, Lipsky BA (2020) 

IWGDF Editorial Board Practical Guidelines on the prevention and management of 

diabetic foot disease (IWGDF 2019 update). Diabetes Metab Res Rev 36(Suppl 

1):e3266. https://doi.org/10.1002/dmrr.3266 - DOI - PubMed  

27. Hinchliffe RJ, Forsythe RO, Apelqvist J, et al., (2020) International Working Group 

on the Diabetic Foot (IWGDF) Guidelines on diagnosis, prognosis, and management 

of peripheral artery disease in patients with foot ulcers and diabetes (IWGDF 2019 

update). Diabetes Metab Res Rev 36(Suppl 1):e3276. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/dmrr.3276 . (Epub 2020) - DOI - PubMed  

28. Sanders LJFR (1991) Diabetic neuropathic osteoarthropathy : the Charcot foot. The 

high risk foot in diabetes mellitus. Churchill Livingstone, New York, pp 297–338  

29. O’Loughlin A, Kellegher E, McCusker C, Canavan R (2017) Diabetic charcot 

neuroarthropathy: prevalence, demographics and outcome in a regional referral centre. 

Ir J Med Sci 186(1):151–156. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11845-016-1508-5 - DOI - 

PubMed  

30. Chaudhary S, Bhansali A, Rastogi A (2019) Mortality in Asian Indians with Charcot’s 

neuroarthropathy: a nested cohort prospective study. Acta Diabetol 56(12):1259–1264. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00592019-01376-9 - DOI - PubMed  

31. Leung HB, Ho YC, Wong WC (2009) Charcot foot in a Hong Kong Chinese diabetic 

population. Hong Kong Med J 15(3):191–195 - PubMed  

32. Bergis D, Bergis PM, Hermanns N, Zink K, Haak T (2014) Coronary artery disease as 

an independent predictor of survival in patients with type 2 diabetes and Charcot 

neuro-osteoarthropathy. Acta Diabetol 51(6):1041–1048. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00592-014-0669-9 - DOI - PubMed  

33. Younis BB, Shahid A, Arshad R, Khurshid S, Masood J (2015) Charcot 

osteoarthropathy in type 2 diabetes persons presenting to specialist diabetes clinic at a 

tertiary care hospital. BMC Endocr Disord 12(15):28. https://doi.org/10.1186/s12902-

015-0023-4 - DOI  

34. Petrova NL, Foster AVM, Edmonds ME (2004) Difference in presentation of charcot 

osteoarthropathy in type 1 compared with type 2 diabetes. Diabetes Care 27(5):1235–

1236. https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.27.5.1235-a - DOI - PubMed  

35. Kucera T, Shaikh HH, Sponer P (2016) Charcot Neuropathic Arthropathy of the Foot: 

A Literature Review and Single-Center Experience. J Diabetes Res 2016:3207043. 

https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/3207043 - DOI - PubMed - PMC  

36. Game FL, Catlow R, Jones GR, Edmonds ME, Jude EB, Rayman G et al (2012) Audit 

of acute Charcot’s disease in the UK: the CDUK study. Diabetologia 55(1):32–35. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00125-0112354-7 . (Epub 2011) - DOI - PubMed  

37. Jansen RB, Svendsen OL, Kirketerp-Møller K (2016) Clinical management of acute 

diabetic Charcot foot in Denmark 63(10):A5273  

38. Schade VL, Andersen CA (2015) A literature-based guide to the conservative and 

surgical management of the acute Charcot foot and ankle. Diabet Foot Ankle 

19(6):26627. https://doi.org/10.3402/dfa.v6.26627 - DOI  

https://doi.org/10.2337/dc09-1428
https://doi.org/10.2337/dc09-1428
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/20185744/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/2858181/
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2006924229
https://doi.org/10.1055/s-2006924229
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17039424/
https://doi.org/10.1002/dmrr.3266
https://doi.org/10.1002/dmrr.3266
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/32176447/
https://doi.org/10.1002/dmrr.3276
https://doi.org/10.1002/dmrr.3276
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31958217/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11845-016-1508-5
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11845-016-1508-5
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27714504/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00592019-01376-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00592019-01376-9
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31187250/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19494374/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00592-014-0669-9
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00592-014-0669-9
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25344769/
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12902-015-0023-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12902-015-0023-4
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12902-015-0023-4
https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.27.5.1235-a
https://doi.org/10.2337/diacare.27.5.1235-a
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15111556/
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/3207043
https://doi.org/10.1155/2016/3207043
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/27656656/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/5021483/
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00125-0112354-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00125-0112354-7
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/22065087/
https://doi.org/10.3402/dfa.v6.26627
https://doi.org/10.3402/dfa.v6.26627


39. Waibel FWA, Berli MC, Gratwohl V, et al., (2020) Midterm Fate of the Contralateral 

Foot in Charcot Arthropathy. Foot Ankle Int 41(10):11811189. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1071100720937654 - DOI  

40. Lahoti O, Abhishetty N, Shetty S (2021) Correction of Foot Deformities from Charcot 

Arthropathy with the Taylor Spatial Frame: A 7–14-year Follow-up. Strategies 

Trauma Limb Reconstr. 16(2):96–101. https://doi.org/10.5005/jp-journals-10080-1525 

- DOI - PubMed - PMC  

 

 

https://doi.org/10.1177/1071100720937654
https://doi.org/10.1177/1071100720937654
https://doi.org/10.5005/jp-journals-10080-1525
https://doi.org/10.5005/jp-journals-10080-1525
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34804225/
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/8578246/

