
were rated as improved by of the

users compared to their previous prosthesis

(94% previous C-Leg version)

Smoother and easier gait
was noted as a major

benefit of C-Leg

by of the users

improved their mobility level

of low mobility patients

improved in a

variety of walking speeds
with C-Leg compared to

mechanical knees

94%

64%
to a mechanical knee

with C-Leg compared to other

microprocessor knees

has the

Level walking as well as

walking on uneven surfaces 

Effort of walking
was rated as decreased by

of all users with C-Leg compared

to their previous prosthesis

more harmonic
Walking was rated

by          of all users with C-Leg

compared to their previous prosthesis

of practitioners ranked

gait pattern
improvement

to be a major benefit

of C-Leg

Activating Intuitive Stance
of the users experienced

the Intuitive Stance Function

was useful

58%

59% 73%

45%

37%

97%

68% of low mobility

patients were able to

reduce their walking effort
when wearing C-Leg compared to a

mechanical knee

50% of low mobility patients

when wearing C-Leg

90%

In a study evaluating 1200 C-Leg patients
an overall relief of the sound leg
was seen in 95% of patients

of patients reported to be

very satisfied or satisfied with C-Leg 4

with no patients reported as unsatisfied

Standing on slopes

comfort while standing

and perceived safety
while standing were rated as

improved by70%
of all patients with C-Leg

with c-Leg compared

The walking speeds
bilateral knee disarticulation patients

improved by with C-Leg when compared73%

Swing phase control
was rated as more consistent

C-Leg 4
highest recorded

safetyof all assessed MPKs

56% of C-Leg patients are

less dependent on hand rails
during ramp descent compared to

other microprocessor knees

of

Patient falls reduced by 

to a mechanical knee

1

2

3

4

1

5

6

7

8

9

10
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