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g‘ﬂﬁ 1 Posterior approach to hip joint. Positioning and
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Abstract

Key words:

Comparison of Hemiarthroplasty with Austin Moore’s Prosthesis between a Standard
Technique and a Minimally Invasive Technique

Pongsak Sopon

Department of Orthopedic, Nakhornping Hospital, Chiang Mai

Journal of Health Science 2008; 17:875-83.

Total Hip Replacement performed through an incision less than 10 centimeters in leng
been advocated as a minimally invasive technique. Proponents have claimed that the te
reduced blood loss, postoperative pain, and length of the hospital stay, compared with a s
technique through a longer incision (15-25 cm.). The minimally invasive technique was app
patients with fractured neck of femur, who underwent hemiarthroplasty with Austin Moore’s
thesis in Nakhornping Hospital, Chiang Mai. The study was aimed at comparing the clinica

h, has
chnique
tandard
ied in
pros-

al out-

comes of the two techniques of hemiarthroplasty; the minimally invasive and the standard tech-

nigues, in patients with fractured neck of femur. Forty patients (twenty with minimally inva
technique and twenty with standard technique) who underwent hemiarthroplasty with Austin N
s prosthesis during January 2003 and Febuary 2008 were included. A posterior approach w
for both techniques. Data were collected retrospectively from the hospital records. Intra-ope
initial post-operative and clinical data during hospital stay were reviewed. With the numb
patients available, no significant differences were found between the two groups with respeg
operative time, blood loss, amount of blood transfusion, length of hospital stay. The min
invasive technique was found to have a significantly shorter length of time that the patients
walk with walking aid (p=0.015). There was no evidence that the minimally invasive tech
resulted in less bleeding or less trauma to the soft tissues of the hip, however it would have p
a quicker recovery than the standard technique.
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