nﬁ‘li'{m%aa%'ﬂaga\lﬁ%ﬁa LﬁaLﬁ&lﬂ?'l&dtl&i%ﬁ’ﬂ%ﬂ'ﬁﬁd&g&d
anteversion 29NMWESINNNEN Doz 10AtLRandagzlnn:
N3ANHLT 29N BNISARTEN

WHIWNIA 1182296 W.u., a%INT NWIHAIINT WL,
a\ ¢ @ =
AINY RO HNAT W.L.
nanswdagnsnaaslsland lsawaiuiaaile

UNAALD

a W

NN ’Jﬁ@\TL@N&Luﬂ’]i(ﬂG&J&J antever3|on mﬂdﬂﬂ%&WIWﬂLY}UNTM”N’WI(ﬂﬂﬂa n13Iaae L%&l&l

e B

(ﬂ’]Elﬁ’]El(ﬂ"II@] HAREULNNE ﬂﬂiﬂﬂ]&ﬂ‘ﬂﬂ’]%&l’]WU’J’] ummﬂa’ml,ﬂaauﬂaumawm

€

Tagiszaia: LwaﬂﬂmmmLL;iuz‘hmaamﬂmmanm‘;wmmlumim@ﬂzLuyu anteversion
YadmMurz NNV U HN A

TEAUAZISNTT: LUNIANBILLUY prospective observational study Iugﬂaﬂﬁaa:IWﬂLﬁawﬁ%aﬁﬂ
69 1o AlaSumsindaasudoss Innifioulu sw. 81119 sewinadenunnaw 2559 - Suaw 2560
I@ﬂﬁﬂ%‘@ﬁ@waﬁﬁahms%&wu anteversion UTHzHNGA TAFYA anteversion vadruazlWNIABA
m maomsm@@mnmwsmﬂammm asm ElIﬂiLLﬂﬁJ PACS 'smﬁvmamm"l,ﬂm DEAAFIN T
'smﬁmmmﬂm@Lﬂaamwmwawu anteversion m@mﬂLﬂsao's@uwmwaﬂnmwmmnumm@mﬂ
MNSIFARINGA mmmsaﬂavmaomuaﬂwmﬂyumumm@maaumﬂmmmvmmvlumu 5°
wasdievzAanduiusivtoyaniadfindaadid regression analysis

nan1sdnen: Jlhodulngidunands (Sausz 62.3) mmaa"ﬂ 63.6 + 13.8 1| (W&w 21-91 ) 13
maau‘[wmulvxmﬂu femoral neck fracture (Sa8as 59.4) saoaamﬂa osteonecrosis of femoral
head (388182 20.3) 77 posterolateral approach m’nmm@maaumaﬂ -0.1° £ 4.2° (p=0.895) uaz
27 direct lateral approach ummam@maaumam -2.7° £ 10.3° (p=0.313) muaﬂwmmwmw
anteversion ﬂm@Lﬂaaumﬂmmmwmmvlmnu 5° Wuiuﬂauﬂmm(ﬂmﬂTﬁ posterolateral LLag
direct lateral approach agas 80.8 Waz 47.1 AUSGU (p=0.012)

CRHE mﬂ%m’%‘aﬁ@yw@%ﬁaslumsﬂ’mmmyu anteversion UaIMuFzINNALNY Mz HNGATANY
WA HENE Tagamzifaidaunaridanis posterolateral approach

o %

AEIATY: Y anteversion vasmuazlnnifiva, dhdallfnudasslnn, ta3asiayudina

AARBUNAIIN © U W NNUAIF 1NaIIF ng’mvuﬁaynimaaﬂﬁflﬁnﬁ W& 280 n.wvalesu @.iu3ey a.dav
92.81219 52000 In3. 0-5423-7400 6ia 5 121, E-mail: phatpaO8@gmail.com
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VN
anudISIwesmyidaasudosslnn
Wiz (hip arthroplasty) ﬁuagﬁumﬂﬁaﬂgﬂ LUy
pasterlnnifisufmunzauuazltinafia
mstdafia Tadsfsuiuiiumimaiveita
felWnis NN BRAINITHNA® (aseptic loosening)
ldun swevesiusclnnifion, yudanywld
duntn eI uazlwALfiay (stem anteversion),

prosthesis offset iaz@uitnaana

LY anteversion
pastuazlwniisudnadonisindany iy
(posterior rotation), n133uadlllunszan
(subsidence) wastuazlnnifinuuazn1INga
pasdozlnnnenasnsindga Taavlduusiin
Iﬁé‘\‘isﬂ&l stem anteversion Uszunow 10°-20° @
lagaradanuuandranuirsdsnsusiaves
Muszlwnifisy nande LLuzﬁﬂﬁé”'\iag‘u stem
anteversion Uszanas 15°® §1SU cementless
prosthesis W8z 10°-30° 81%3U cemented
prosthesis (.4)

3%‘%&@&11%7’1’155&3@ stem anteversion
YULHNAA YN U UAZUAINAD FRELANTANAAZLY
YUMIUENAN TR TBIR T ETILWILNY,
YpIANIL femoral stem &1L posterolateral
approach (gﬂﬁ 1) KIDITTHINIUWILN WU BIANNTL
femoral stem ﬁ’uﬁuiaﬂ %L direct lateral
approach® MIANENAHIBINWLINITEINEN
flenunaainaauAaud1Innn nand@a van Emb-
den WazAmE WUINTANNAMALAREWAAD 9°
lasfiiipsiasas 70 vesgiheazldyulndifoaiv
Aenanziliumeringa® Hirata uaAm Wenona
Slmwl,ﬁmsﬁ@%f@qu (manual goniometer) 41
ﬁaﬂlumi&y'mmmzmé’@ LANEINLINTAN

aanaLnaawlasy 7.3°©

Taduitnududnfigalunisiayy
stem anteversion TMHIGANA N1TLT
AaNNILABS T8Nl UATHIGA (computer
navigation) TINaMIANEIWLNIANUATALARE
ladin 5% weifiesannaeuiiiaasinted
P 2 A @ v A o
fna1geunn Jsdn1sdaudatldiatosiaya

aa o

@37a (digital protractor) uazgdniniia

AMNLBE (closed tube inclinometer) 4N T8N
aNuLing lwnIINIdALs e lwnsu™®
, = ' a o A A o \
agnglsnannlaitaeinisldiasasiaainann
lunisasyuvasiuazlnnifivunineuas

Ao A:I/d a o 6 d.; = 1 o
NwIdpidsiiTandszmdiNefinmanuutug
maomﬂ%m%aﬁ@gw@%ﬁalumsm@ﬂ:m

3 stem anteversion YUSHING

gﬂﬁ 1 mséfauqu anteversion VaIMWRZINN
Lﬁwmmzméﬁ'mimUﬁammm]‘m@ﬂ:l,mg‘uﬁw
U071 TTRINUWIVIVBIN T AVULWIUN DY

ANV femoral stem
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Q

dauazlIdns

i sEnmnuuy prospective observational
study El,u;jﬂm{faaﬂwmﬁaw%aﬁﬂ ’r]’ltql(%\‘]LLGi
25 P luAldsumsrindaasudass Innifiea
(hip hemi-arthroplasty LLa% total hip arthroplasty)
o 3w.81119 serdnafauunmaw 2559 - Hunay
2560 la8FRELNNE 2 At LLﬂ:l‘ffLﬂ%iadfqu&la%ﬁa
'lumsélv’aagw stem anteversion VAL HNGA LNTAM
faaanlaun ;jﬂ’;Uﬁﬁﬁaniﬁwuamﬁuﬁﬂgﬂh
é’ﬂﬂmzﬁ&gmﬂm (varus) WinlnG4 (valgus)
VA 10° nw%\igﬂaﬂﬁvl,&ii'mﬁalunﬁriwmw

IR UNILADTRAINNAA

INABANITHIAA

%’@ﬁ’]@ﬂwlﬁuaumum Wanviialnw
HZONALAENIN BN LT oG IUA 7 INNAINA
fauSadarin WeWuwneae stockinette i
WRZDIWANEAN LAIARUNTLENY stockinette 812
ndaunnfegzlnn @ 3M Red Dot™
electrode ﬁﬂwﬂizgﬂ tibial tubercle uaz
WnuAduiuY (UPVC pipe clip) Autdairngas
cable tie lﬁagﬁqﬂﬁaﬂmwaam@juﬁa 2
(mid-intermalleolar point) Ja®e cable tie
AU "La\isLﬁLmﬁmegL‘é"auvLﬂva@T fadaunn
Tavzfisunsatsuanusile (Yunteng self
picture monopod YT-188) 191nu 3M Red Dot™
electrode uazuaduiuy laslitluvas electrode
daawdnldluzvas monopod A3 wiamna
Indidssniuuazfenfanulandinfanszau
1% cable tie Salagsausnsuniiaiiatlosiuns
Lﬁiaum@ frudarsaslinawnulanzdlyly
uadum lﬁﬁaﬂagﬁuﬁvlﬁatmﬁum e
320U (bubble level tool) %d;ﬁ%ﬂamm&ﬁmg
Tud 2 8w andaadetuunwlan: vilimde

Gaasusn Lidaszduazfaad fuminudsluuw,

= a

LRJINL anatomical axis PBINITGN tibia Wad

GUN 2) Faswnndisunsende Waduinly

u
v
=S @ '

fstunauzaimuanziandilululnsanszen
@11 (femoral broaching) Mz 898121 90°
ﬁ@]m}mmm”m”mlu‘lﬁﬂmmﬁ”ﬂ%%mwmu
(hip internal rotation &1%3U posterolateral
approach) %%aﬁ@mg‘umaaﬂéﬁuuaniﬁﬂmfJ
Lﬁ'ﬂﬁaﬂmﬁu (hip external rotation §19%3U direct
lateral approach) luuwad wynwgnldan
0819919 aunasameluanasinszaufisada
ﬁ’uwﬁmifeagﬂu@@ﬁaﬂanwaa LAAIIINTZQN
LLﬁOﬂ%ﬂ%LL%’J%&ﬂ’mﬁuﬁuIﬂﬂ Fanunnsldiesos
TAURINNINIUBUNUYDIAINTUVY femoral
broach ﬁ'uﬁﬂﬁﬂy&lija@aﬂ femoral broach

wuzfianadllulnssnszgnwed (3U1 3)

_ N

35U 2 nsfaaaliiiaszau (bubble level tool)
GiReadanuunulanzuazuaduiing 1Wéa
ag}iﬁuwﬁuwﬁ"ﬂuuuuﬁmﬁu anatomical axis

- =
18INIZaN tibia Waa
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317 3 lagzanaian 90° uaznyurdrduly
TAUane i TUuwens (§1%50 posterolateral
= Qs dlql ~
approach) auwnasaMaluinasiaszauniada
ﬁU%ﬁWLLﬁaagluq@ﬁaﬂmawaﬁ FAaunneala
Lﬂ%aﬁwwaﬁﬁmwummmam”m%'u femoral

broach Lﬁafﬂm&qm stem anteversion

NMIANYATNIIRNRAIHINA

WAINIGA 3 Th gij”ﬂm"[ﬁ%fumﬁwmw
JefaauNIL@as (CT scan whole femur)
sl,mimaumml,ﬂ"aifwu stem anteversion
laglalsunsy PACS (picture archiving and
communication system) "QJ%’QJfﬂlﬁa’mLﬁ'uﬁmu
AsnanspasdInaaves femoral prosthesis LAY
e nHwIaURaIVes medial uaz lateral
femoral condyles © (gﬂﬁ 4)

ﬁuﬁnﬁa;&aﬂ"ﬂﬂﬁaa&amdﬂﬁﬁﬂ‘?@ngu
stem anteversion luwnAInSIRAaNRNIL@BT
Taudaounng 2 audiliifsidasfunsride
Jaauas 2 AS9W19AN 2 Faw SiaTed
m”agaﬁ"a'lﬂ@”aﬂaﬁaL%dWﬁmm a3z
AWUANGEIIITAININY stem anteversion
YMEHIGANURNINGN GIURIA t-test LA

Wilcoxon’s rank sum test @WIAIa8azuad

—

Angle=7.8(172.2) degree

31U 4 m3Tayw anteversion vasruazlnnifinulunwisd CT scan whole femur daslusunsu

PACS lauaniduinIuiIna1suaIsInaawuad femoral prosthesis WaslduNaINH1U posterior

condylar axis usiyNfiEunIsash i@ szUluwwInewINLINa UL
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ﬁmaz‘[wmﬁwﬁ'&gu anteversion NNATNIIT
ﬂm@Lﬂfﬁiammsguﬁ%mm:mﬁmhjLﬁu 5°
Lﬂ’%smLﬁﬂmz‘ﬁdwﬂéjuﬁLﬂmeamﬁ@@mﬁu
G128 exact probability test IATIERARFUNUT
szmnﬂ”agammﬁﬁnﬁuwaﬁmw%amw
maﬁmaziwmﬁwl%"”[ﬁ&;mmmﬂﬁlamﬁn
ATaumenndaliiin 5° druaAa regression
analysis JlATzRANUFAAARDIVBINL I UAL
LAEINWURZAIABA (intra- and inter-observer
consistency) @18 Pearson’s correlation
coefficient ﬁmu@mﬁfméﬁﬁtymaaﬁaﬁ p<0.05
la595719398 ldEn IR TN INAEATINAT
RILETNNITITUURZAUENIINNIINEINIATZ N

LRZIUTITNITITNIN. 8119

NaNISANEN

gﬁfﬂaUﬁ"L@T%‘UﬂﬁNW@f@I@ﬂl%Lﬂ%ﬁwu
a%ﬁalumi%{iyw stem anteversion { 69 ¢
dnlnaidwmnands (Fasss 62.3) mqmé‘lﬂ
63.6 + 13.8 1 (RFw 21-91 T) duftwrameiady
21.6 £4.6 NN./A34. (W&D 13.8-33.3) MTflaselsa
daulnniLiw femoral neck fracture (388182 59.4)
799890178 osteonecrosis of femoral head
(Fa8az 20.3) LwN1IH"6a total hip arthroplasty
fouaz 55.1 wazld posterolateral approach
Souay 75.4 (13199 1)

nanfldaunar1Gaa2e posterolateral

q
=

approach {33 anteversion 31NLAIBITALY

q

0 '

SaTvmHNdaLaAY 23.7 + 4.2° LAZHNIN
MWSIEnaIrNGaLaaY 23.8 + 5.9° (p=0.895)
ﬂéjuﬁﬁ]mmamﬁ@ﬁ’w direct lateral approach
ﬁ&gu stem anteversion UTAZHNGALAAE 16.8 + 6.8°

LLazmqwmnmw%faﬁﬁé'améf@Laﬁy 19.4 + 8.4°

(p=0.313)

WallanzRanduiusszninidayanis

Qs Q/ g v

ARRNNUNAFNONIVEINTIIAUEE INALAB Y
Ildyuamainfauaniiiaunizrindaldiiu 5°
MURNA regression analysis (A131971 2) WU
ad A 1 o | s a A:lln:l 1 A o
MaunaraaduiladuiasiNinaag198ihe
G ”ty (p=0.013) laeA% posterolateral approach
Jaruaaialafaniafg -0.1° + 4.2° Ladd
direct lateral approach JauaARIALARULARE
-2.7°£10.3° Muazlwnifiuafidya anteversion

tﬂl dlﬂl 1 Q T a o)
aaataRaunAiavmesndabaiiin 5° wuln
ﬂa;&lﬁﬂi’]ﬁ@ﬁ’mefﬁ posterolateral WLaz direct
lateral approach 38882 80.8 L&z 47.1 AMUR1AU
(p=0.012, A31971 3) ANNFOAANDIVBIN LA

\ o A : A s .

aglmz@mmnﬂmma Pearson’s correlation
coefficient (fn r) vasRULTUANAUNBLAZAK
@8N WA 0.97 (p<0.001) Waz 0.95 (p<0.001)

ANRIAU

a '
P17 tW
33 anteversion PaImuaz NNy

Na@iamsv]@@Lm:%mmaaf*ﬁaaﬂwmm HRRI

3 3
ad o o

ke AFasyuuuuandnlaunisnianziu
AIUFILAT TERIIUWIVVBIK LB ATLWILNY
PaIFINTUTAINUARIALAR D WA BT ININ
n&Y@a van Embden etal wunfinuasnaLaaa
lady 9° (WF8 -11° D9 +18°) uazSoeas 30 Va4
Q’ﬂam:Vlﬁymﬁvlaimoﬁuﬁﬂmﬂ:m"ﬁmmzméfm(z)
Tupni=i Wines and McNicol wuinifiarimua
yuihnanguaerde 10°-30° azliiiiuisasas
71 maa@’ﬂaﬂﬁVL@qumnﬂmW%é'dﬁ%ﬁdméfﬂa%i
lwsas 10°-30° uazdawaz 30 7ldyw 10°-20° @

Hirata uazamz e ldusmiaTaguaunldlunis
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til U nlz CZN dl s 1 > dl U = v d: > aa
M137191 1 °11agamvlﬂmaor;dﬂamvl,mum‘im@lmﬂaﬂumaaﬂ‘wnmzmimﬂ“m,mmmyma

Iuﬂﬁiﬁmu stem anteversion VHENI6A (n=69)

%

7

v

N (Souaz)

GHE)
LW
718
WYY
a1 (1)

ALads + SD (&)
ATRNIANTY (NN./AT4.)
ALads + SD (&)
msineaalsa
femoral neck fracture
osteonecrosis of femoral head
developmental dysplasia
post traumatic OA
primary OA
others
ARANIIHIAA
hemi-arthroplasty
total hip arthroplasty
Adlaunaninn

posterolateral approach

direct lateral approach

26 (37.7)

43 (62.3)

63.6 + 13.8 (21-91)

21.6 + 4.6 (13.8-33.3)

41 (59.4)
14 (20.3)
6 (8.7)
2 (2.9)
1(1.4)

5 (7.3)

31 (44.9)

38 (55.1)

52 (75.4)

17 (24.6)
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{ v aAa Qs fond Q{ v
A1919N 2 ﬂ’]i’)Lﬂi’]ﬁﬁmﬂﬁ&lW%‘EﬁZWﬂGTBHﬂ‘Y}’Nﬂﬂ%ﬂﬂﬂNaﬁﬂJf]V]‘ﬁ?l?Nﬂ’]‘i’TNﬂ’]uﬁﬂWﬂLﬁEISJ

Ildyuamainiaunannfidavmenindalaiiin 5° duadid regression analysis

v

ayan1vAfKN A1 p
LNE 0.249
a1y 0.580
ATHhUINNY 0.518
myidaaslsa 0.355
FHANIHIAG 0.282
MU AUNAHIAG 0.013

C!. s af ¥ = = = 1 ad A 1 g
M1319N 3 Naﬁ&lﬂﬂﬁmadﬂ’li’ﬂ\‘m’]%ﬁZI‘WﬂL‘Y]EISJ WIUNgUTERINITIUAUNSHAA (n=69)

BUaunanIGn
yaﬁa posterolateral direct lateral A1 p
approach (n=52) approach (n=17)

A3 anteversion YMEHIAR

fady + SD (&w) 23.7 + 4.2 (13-35) 16.8 + 6.8 (7-31)  <0.001
A3 anteversion BAIHIAR

fady + SD (&w) 23.8+5.9 (12.7-36.5) 19.4 + 8.4 (5.5-38.5) 0.020
anmn@i'mswhaaguﬁ IAVBEHIAR
URSHAINNAA (delta ATV)

fLade + SD (Wdd) 0.1 +4.2(-115,96) 27+103(-182,195) <0.001

95% CI -1.3,1.0 -8.0, 2.6
fuazlnnifisad delta ATV < 5°

T (Fauaz) 42 (80.8) 8 (47.1) 0.012

éfe&gmm:mé’@ LANEIANNARIALARD UL AL
7.3° (Wae -11°

=3

19 +25°° Meermans wazame
sl°ﬁm%ad’°5mgua%ﬁam°ﬁaﬁ@yw inclination
wuadurshannifisaludihe 100 1y

WL mmsmam‘hmmﬁmﬂwnﬁmaag_uiuaﬂ
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safe zone laagdfivedan” lusmen
Sykes LLRZATL #nw1msl closed tube inclinometer

N1 TpId R s lnniisalunszan

FINDINAIREN WU’jﬁﬁ’lﬂJ’liﬂT]\‘]LﬁﬂﬂﬂWﬂlﬁﬂU

U
1w safe zone VLGT“?TGWJ@(S)
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msﬁﬂmﬁwudﬂm‘%aﬁm\gua%ﬁaua:
liTaszduianausudrgslunisaianziu
A3 stem anteversion UMzH1GA lapfiaiw
ARIALAADWLARY 0.1° luﬂéjwﬁlﬂmmamﬁ@
1113 posterolateral approach %ﬁa gae 80.8 vay
ﬁmaﬂwnﬁmmLﬂﬁiamaaqﬂmﬁu 5° InaLfies
Aunsitaaniitaestisiisaslunsindga®
o31neldin iadadsldTassauiunsiaud sl
ATINULWI anatomical axis Wa? WIUaIIa
A9NE1LBNINYN 87° NUUWIVBY posterior
condylar axis \flasanumivesiintamnyndas
¥inya varus 3° AU anatomical axis Lﬁiaﬁj“ﬁm
ﬁ@mﬁmm%i’]ﬁmlﬂﬁﬂmmLﬁﬁ%%mwmuuﬁa
daufaussvildtesindadwlmTan i
WwRawnuiinIaTa valgus stress test Tayin
38121 uqmaﬂﬁ’im:é’uﬁu posterior condylar
axis %aln&ﬁmyumn Lf'iamum;jﬂamuag
lu@‘hmeﬁwaammﬂlummﬁf@izﬁumaﬁuq@
Asnanswed ziemLLamd’ms:g]ﬂLLiT\‘iagstuLLmé”‘d
mﬂﬁuﬁ?u*[aml,a: posterior condylar axis I41%
AuRwlaniui ﬁwuﬁaﬁummﬂ%aﬁm@
AT M AINIUBUN U B9eUTUVES femoral
broach %atﬂuﬁﬁﬁuaﬂg&l stem anteversion
L°15'w,‘€1mﬁu’i%‘i@quﬁlﬂumw%&%aauﬁaL@la§
wasHda waidelenisidaunan danis
direct lateral approach Uanavnvasdiiosas
'v\ﬂ'auaﬂﬂmg’luqoﬁwaﬁwﬁmuﬁaﬁaoﬁumi
Ul ausmeHnda ﬁﬂﬁmiﬁw&gumgﬂm
ﬁmagj’hum&mnﬁ'uﬁu‘[anwaﬁﬁw"l,@i”mﬂﬂ'jw
uanmnf‘hﬁaﬁ"ﬁaﬂﬁwy‘umaaﬂﬁmuaﬂiﬁ
Usnaiaasiu daniinussvinlwresindaien
dwwanidantiedn tadauiuriin13aTa
varus stress test luriaitn yuvasliidiaszdunu
posterior condylar axis ﬁaawvl,mﬂmqmmﬂ

]
a Cg =

ﬂ"]suquﬁa"]m'mLﬂ%aﬁwm%mmmzmwuu

WNUVDIA1NIVVAS femoral broach 39Aa1A

LARAUINNATNIIFNRAINING

2
A& A

PpiNnaVeINITANEIRNAe 1Tuns
= o 1 U o ] > = '
ansrisasiugiodmwanldanniin lddngy
Liﬁﬂmﬁﬂuﬁ"l,ajvlmﬁm%ao%'@gua%ﬁa‘lum‘s
g// 1 = a t&l & g; tﬁl LY o
RERY 2t lsAaIN NMIANENRLTRATILINT N
Lﬂ%aﬁwuaﬁﬁa PN ELNN AL TN
g; v = v lﬂl A g o v
magmaamuaﬂwnmmu nIktiaTadiatrinla
TLULIAEIF AW BT BUTZN D 5 W7 I Uaa
maamﬁmﬁﬂﬁi’mxé’uﬁU%ﬁﬁLL°1T@LLazmﬁ@yu
wuzizand iU lulnsanszanduan wanaindt
213NANVLRLIADNIAATALNAHIAAININNNTIN
Lﬂ%aaﬁf@qwﬁ%ﬁauﬁlﬁmmxﬂwé’@ %d;ﬁ%’ﬂﬂiﬁ;

d{ A e U a nll 1 o v
w3asdadinaadluwrasdylanniwnirsvinla
UeaanniTeaie ethylene oxide gas LA
ﬁuﬁamwnmwanquﬁwﬁu vl,a'mmml,azg@
G’Tjﬂﬂ@mﬂqﬂﬁaﬁﬂ TITUNRANLNANRIRGN
ATNNE NUNMUGaNIANIAWIa ITUTEA N

. v Y oA & e e
nIrndauazltasaung unaiadaiiun
I#lun1sfinmaas Meersman uazaniz” Tugihe
100 Ten iwuilymssrasdlainannsans
fAoLTaunardausatngla % cable ties WAz
3M Red Dot™ electrode Lﬂ%ﬁfﬁ@;ﬁlﬁﬂ%’mﬁ £
aUnsalliiaszay uadninyuazunulans self
picture monopod ﬁﬂﬁnﬂ"ia@mmmwgd 2RI
RANRZDIA LA IR NIRNANIWANITVN T
UneaanniTeaie ethylene oxide gas LA

dl 2] % =4 .ff;:; 1 a ;l/

Walduidalun1s@ne A li wunIsaaLTa

LHANIAALILAITIELAE

GRS
q ]
ﬂ']ﬂ%l,ﬂ%aa%fmgu@%ﬁaLLaz"LiTi'mzé'ﬂu
MINAAZLLYY anteversion Tadruazlnnifina
puzrnfalanuuiuggs lasanizlungud

\auNaN1aanId posterolateral approach
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Abstract

Background: Conventional technique for estimating femoral stem anteversion intraoperatively
during hip arthroplasty by surgeon visualization is proven to be inaccurate.

Objective: To determine the accuracy of a new technique of using digital protractor for improving
surgeons’ intraoperative estimation of stem anteversion.

Material and method: A prospective observational study was conducted on 69 patients with
femoral neck fracture and OA hip who underwent hemi-arthroplasty and total hip arthroplasty
in Lampang Hospital during January 2016 and March 2017. The intra-operative femoral stem
anteversion was measured by placing a digital protractor to the femoral broach during the
assistant hold the leg in the truly vertical position and compared with the anteversion angle
measured in CT scan postopertively. Percentage of the stems having postoperative anteversion
angle different from intra-operatively measured angle within 5° was calculated and analyzed
for correlation with clinical data by using regression analysis.

Results: Most of the patients were female (62.3%) with the mean age of 63.6 + 13.8 years (rage,
21-91). Most of diagnoses were femoral neck fracture (59.4%) and osteonecrosis of femoral
head (20.3%).Total hip arthroplasty was performed in 55.1% and posterolateral approach
was used in 75.4 % of the patients. In posterolateral approach group, the difference between
intra-operative and postoperative angle was -0.1° + 4.2° (p=0.895) and 80.8 % of stems had <5°
of difference. In direct lateral approach group, the average difference was -2.7° + 10.3° (p=0.313)
and 47.1% of stems had <5° of difference.

Conclusion: Using digital protractor for intraoperative estimation of stem anteversion had high

accuracy within 5° of errors for posterolateral approach.

Keywords: Femoral stem anteversion, hip arthroplasty, digital protractor
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