
C-Leg + Kenevo.
Clinically proven.
With over 100,000 fittings to date, C-Leg is the 
most widely used and studied microprocessor-
controlled knee (MPK) in the market. The legacy 
continues with Kenevo. Both clinically proven 
to be safer and improve quality of life for users 
around the globe.

Statistics above are for MPKs vs non-MPKs

675 of the total 704 patients (96%) were treated with Ottobock-MPKs (K2 studies)

Out of over 100 MPK studies with K3 patients, over 80% were conducted with Ottobock MPKs

reduction in falls (1-7)

chance to improve mobility from
K2 to K3 (1, 2, 6, 7)

reduction in users with injurious falls,
C-Leg was the best of the 4 MPKs tested (8)

higher downhill/slope-descent 
walking speed (2, 4, 7, 9)

higher overground walking speed (1, 2, 9)

higher walking speed on uneven ground (2, 6, 10)

Up to 80%

Up to 50%

Up to 65%

Up to 38%

Up to 25%

Up to 20%
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For more information and additional download options, please visit us at: 
US: http://shop.ottobock.us/clinical-evidence 
CA: http://shop.ottobock.ca/clinical-evidence
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