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i 2 A vosteifiey (=68 2Inn)
Lateral Posterior Significant(P)
Acetabular cup
Inclination 48.2 (8.42) 46.82(11.26) NS (0.81)
Vertical height 2.12 (0.84) 2.04 (0.46) NS (0.64)
Horizontal distance 3.43 (0.48) 3.4 (0.63) NS (0.84)
Anteversion 14.24 (8.48) 12.48 (7.72) NS (0.19)
Femoral stem
Alignment* 0.82 (2.68) -1.06 (1.68) Sig (0.04)
Offset 3.48 (0.72) 4.28 (0.78) Sig (0.04)
Discrepancy 0.08 (0.82) -0.36 (1.00) NS (0.30)
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Abstract

Chatchawal Kaewkun

The Comparison of Prosthesis Position in Total Hip Arthroplasty by Lateral and Poste-
rior Incision in Patum Thani Hospital

Department of Orthopedic Surgery, Pathum Thani Hospital, Pathum Thani
Journal of Health Science 2008; 17:SIV973-9.

Prosthetic malalignment is one of the major factor of complicationsin total hip arthroplasty.
Thereisalong standing belief that to use differenceincision can achieve differenceaignment. This
retrospective analytical study tried to find the difference of prosthetic alignment in total hip arthro-
plasty with alateral or posterior incision. The X-ray and medical record of every patient under-
going total hip arthroplasty in Pathum Thani hopital from 2002 to 2007 were reviewed. There were
57 patients with 68 hips. The sex, age, and diagnosis showed no statistically significant differences
between the two groups. Likewise the acetabular inclination ,vertical height, horizontal distance
and anteversion also showed no significant differences between the two groups. Yet the femoral
stem alignment tended to be varus in posterior incision and valgus in lateral incision with statisti-
cally significance, resulting in the posterior incision group longer offset with statistical significance.
It might be the influence of the position of femur while inserting femoral stem. No significant
differences of limb length discrepancy between the two groupswere reported . Thisdata can be used
to prevent prosthetic malalignment in the selected incision in total hip arthoplasty.

Keywords: comparison of prosthesis, hip arthroplasty

215 1STIMS WIS,V WE&s T o AT €

SIVelave!



