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L. =]

A 7E =

NTRxBAfi 2@ HT (Total hip arthroplasty: THA) it D B3 O & &
Z TITHERE LT, #RZE (Leg length discrepancy: LLD) 23& %, E{§HY)
72 jiE 7% (Radiographic—LLD: R-LLD) %3 bmm LINTH->ThH., BEEZE &K T
LHBFLONIE, BRAFESKLLEEZE WD, KHFFEO B THA it D B
THIHEZ (Perceived-LLD:P-LLD), R-LLD & Forgotten Joint Score (FJS-12)
DEMREZBH ST S 2 & TT,

ik

R BASIE B3 164 4 &2 1% AWM X ITHET L7z, THA ffitg @ P-LLD %
T B RHICE S D2 U B (Perceive short: PS 21 4). BRAIHEZ L (ho
LLD: PN 121 4). BRHIE L D (Perceive long: PL 22 4) d 3 BEIZ /1T
77 FE7-. THA i D R-LLD Z75i2, <-5 mm(R-LLD short: RS 36 4). -5 mm<
x < 5 mm (no R-LLD: RN 9944). 5 mm >(R-LLD long: RL 29 &) 2437, &
51T, RNEEIZHIT 2 P-LLD OFIE bFHl L7z, £ ENDEEICI W T, P-LLD,
R-LLD & FJS-12 OBtk T4 L7z,

THA #7t% FJS-12 |Z PLEE CRRE CTH > 7= (PS: 68.3 £ 26.2, PN: 75.0 =+
20.9, PL: 47.3 £ 25.2, P < .0001), R-LLD |ZFEAlCld 3 BERIIZISUWTFJS-
12 13 EZER ) >7-(RS: 73.7 £ 21.1, RN: 70.0 *+ 24.5, RL: 67.7 =+
25.4, P < .53), RNEEIZEIT D PL OEIEIL 12. 1% TH Y . RN-PL BEIX FJS-12
WA SN ARE Tdh o7~ (RN-PS: 65.4 + 24.8, RN-PN: 73.8 £ 23.1, RN-
PL: 41.8 + 27.6, P < .0001),

fhee

THA 1fit% 1 D FIS-12 1T B RMICEEZE KL 2BEICBWTARRE ThH-
oo FT0, BBERIRHEZED bmn K CTH->TH, BEPICAKZEEL S
BAIXFHS-12 1T RBTH D,



2. WO =

LT R BRI AE 125 1T D N T BE & 2 & #i9f7(Total hip Arthroplasty: THA)IFHE
TEANEMEIIZ W T, Seb B LIZ R D — 2L ST (1), THA O FE7R BRI
FEIRE OB B BELE ThAN, HEZDOWELEENS, THA itk DR DR —
H(Leg length discrepancy: LLD)IZASRERVERIZ-CBE T R E A T1F . THA iiied 1
~27%3 LLD ZA #9531 A(2)(3), KE T, LLD X THA #if4 DFFFAD
HELLT2ERHICEZNA),

Forgotten Joint Score(FJS—12)I% 2012 412 Behrend Hi2k-> T A TRAEIOZRENE

% 3Afi 9% Patient—reported outcome measures(PROMs)E U CTHEE S, KT EN
DIRNZENRESILTNA(B), N LEFIRNZ SN2 83, BRI B RS
IR G ENTE, FIRER IRV BE O R EZ @O HIENTELHEE 2B NDH(5),
THA it D FJS-12 DR B REF-EU T, MU BRI OIRRE, 2ok, BRI, BEBIEi D
B ERHESNLTHAG6)(T)8), — T, B REAIHE Z(Perceived-LLD: P-LLD)
SOE B HIIE 2= (Radiographic-LLLD: R-LLD)2S FJS-12 (2R 53 ALV WHERE 1372
<, THA T I T BB ELI o T EEUAEF S S, HE o7 LR DIERS &
0., ZDEWD FJS-12 12 G- T A0 et UIc i & 13700,
3. BHY

F~ 13X P-LLD, R-LLD Z3R»UE THA i 1| D FJS-12 IIR R ThHETD
RERAARRET D7, AW FEE L7,



4. ik

(1) x5

2014 5 4 A ~2021 5 12 A OMIZHIE THA 2170, 77— RE R BE TH o7,
FAR D BIE AR A A 3 B R% BIENE B 205 B2 %t LT~ (Fig 1), BRAMEUEL L C T
% 1 FRFORBEBIEREERF] 19 B, 727 —MREICZEM R H 72061 4 5, B
F1f5l(Crowe Type I0,IV) 3 5, SMEMEZEFEIERL BEERAE 11 61, BEAERE & L CrifeE
B30, RO BAE B T R F 1 B ChoTo, BRINE B ZBRV Nz 164 4 (5B
P2t 26 1380 RIL TRRETL 7=, ZORFZRILIL O R E SR BIREmEE R
EOFRIFAZ T TVAH(H2020-068-2),

INHDREFNCKTL T, fiitg 1 FREO B RIHEZE, IR ZIC OV TEHEL
7=. FT-E ., MR, Body Mass Index(BMI), FHTEANE, KB, T o— LA 7y
NMGO), BUEE &(A L), 1iiRT Cobb £, #iFRI-E M S HAL, R-LLD, P-LLD, FJS-
12, JHEQ fii @ EEIZ W CGRAE L 7=,

(2) Fik

MrRTEHE X251 CT-based 3 dimensional templating system(ZedHip; LEXI,
Tokyo, Japan)i{Z CEHEIL ., FIEEZRPRY A7y NI E 2 AN EAZ AL IZEHE
L7z, FEE—F — AT Thi, &7 7 'y MBS L ORI B O#RE O
ERIRA A QIR E LT, AN IERED R E 2RO -5 A1, BEHEO R 2 FEE 35
T2\, BEREDRIE 2 X BRI CTRERRL  BEHEDOIE SZFERE LT, 1754 | ZREEHE D 2R
P TTIC, MEZITRIEHEIL TOD03, TP R O R 2 EME RO D55 1T
IEREIIFR/NRIZEEDBINIZ LT,

TR L O 1 FORBBIEREC, BELIIEMLICL, W4 15° NiestE7z
WAECIEYER 22 /T2 HT(APX MEEA TR LIZ, X e — A E B AL .0e
L7z, R-LLD 3B ECHEMORWER HIRE T e EEREL /MR THEHO
B CRIEZIT-72(9)(10)(Fig 2a), 1mm BN CREgREAT o7, THIR O 1 £
TEHMZAT 572, IIEE B (A L% 0BG I E 22D BT O E 2245 [V iz
HDELT-,

Z 7t Global offset(GOWZRIL CRHEiAZ1T>7=, GO I KBEEA 7V
(Femoral offset: FO) *' &' H 47t MAcetabular offset: AO)DFnEL7-(11)(12),
FO 1%, REREBRDEHEH LGRS FRIRIR B E TORE R ER LTS
(Fig2b), AO 1Z, KEREFEADEIERF LG, [RHRIOFERE O NRIGGE B AR AL E S
IO TigZBOMICEER R ERL ., MIEMZ AP B X SR EE L CIFRTEiir#
WZHIE L72(Fig 2b), GO (DU TIHRATEMTE 1 A1 CTRAR He (R GO/l
GO). L DZE(EBEl GO — @Al GO)EHEIE LT,



BRI A EANZBIL Tl WD E 7 LK FEEYERR (RIZEATIZE W) O
MDA EEL TREL(13)(Fig 20), ‘BEMAEFHIBEDOREELSEIZIELL L
R T RIS ELT-(14), MTRTO S B EmEAP)X #RICTRIEEZIT-72,

Cobb AIFMTRTD AL EFHEIER X R CEHAE T 7o, HEDORE N KD K
ZWVERAIBS LOVRMAIDOHERE SR HEMR L BRARE R MR D g R KR D
TRROEERR O 72948 E & FHEIL7=(15)(Fig 2d), Cobb 723 5 EELL &I H0 L ER
L7z(15),

Patient-reported outcome measures (PROMs)E LT, THA {714 1 4£C Japanese
Orthopaedic Association Hip Disease Evaluation Questionnaire(JHEQ)(17). FJS—
12(6), BEVP-LLD (2B T 27— ER L7z, JHEQ Diifi R EE I, &N HTE
DOARBEZ Omm (2T B ) 7°5 100mm (522 AR ) @ VAS (visual analog scale) T
— 29 %(Fig 3a), £72, FJS-12 &, 5 BFEDORENGRS 12 OERINL/RY, 0 45
D5 A8 JSDHEIPH CTAFEND, HAIE 0 A (FREDIREE) °5 100 & (B & DIRRE)
FCOHPAIARDICER LSS (Fig 3b), 14 1 4K P-LLD IZBIL TiE, LA
TOT U —RAEIZE A THHW, FHZIT o7,

QLBIEEBLOLNDHZRIECET D 1TV or VLINZ

Q2:Q1 THNIWEERTHEZIUIEDLLOMITY ) B or £
(3) figT

RS TIE JMP®Pro 15(SAS Institute Inc)z FHUWCHENT AT o7, 3 BEE D ZEDH
FrEIAEMEIZIL ANOVA Z AW, AEZENROLNICHDIZEIL TIZ, Post hoc
test 21T o7, o, A BEBOWMHIZITIIA ZFBEZL B W, TXTORET,
P 7Y 0.05 KA FMETHNCH R ELTZ, #atFo7T —#13, FHEL SD TrRLTZ,



5. fER

P-LLD 122\ T, HEMICHENE S KU S8 (Perceived short: PSEf) 21
i, BRAEEZZLZ PNED 12161, BREMICHENSEWEREU 58:% (PL
) 22 BN ER U7, 3 HEMDCHEMR, Mz, BMI(kg/m2), 77 r—F fFATO
GO, REBICHEZEZRDAR N -7 (Table 1), PS BEILMFRT. 7% D R-LLD i
PN, PS Bt X 0 59>~ 7= (fff87T R-LLD: PS: -15.3 + 1.3, PN: -8.8 + 0.8, PL:
-4.9 = 1.5, P < .0001, ff#% R-LLD: PS: -7.5 £ 9.5, PN: -0.2 *+ 5.5,
PL: -0.5 = 5.8, P < .0001),

P-LLD {22\ T, 1iif% D X #RFAIEEMN & L CIIHER &, 1714 GO DAl kL,
ERIEICABEEZR DR o 7= (Table 2), THA M 1 D FJS-12 I2RBW T
L. PL BEIX PN, PS BEIC LA EIZIE 2> 7= (PS: 68.3 + 26.2, PN: 75.0 =+
20.9, PL: 47.3 = 25.2, P < .0001), —J5C, JHEQ i/ @fE1X 3 Bl CHEZ
X7 v o7 (PS: 91.2 + 12.2, PN: 90.5 + 16.5, PL: 83.6 = 22.9, P =
0.20), FJS-12 ® 12 EHBICEH L CENEN 3BTl Z1T o 72, EEERBW
T PLEEILPN, PSEICHANFRICAR TH -7z (Fig 4),

ff7Hl Cobb AL PS, PLEES PNEEL W A EICKRE o 72 (PSt 13.0£14.8, PN:
6.4%7.2, PL: 10.8%7.6, P=.002) (Table 3), &&5IZ, FATEMSAIGEEL
PS #EHS PN, PL BEIC K BARFEICKE 0o Tz, 1&!@&“@% & (B BN Rl
P IXPSEE (9:10:13) ,PNAE (72:33:17) ,PLA4:11:7) CTH-o7z
(P=0.004) . B AEFOFIG QEF  BHIT23 0 EH T30 ) 13 PS B
(10:7:4) ,PN#E (80:25:16) ,PL(12:9:1) Th-o7= (P=0.15),

R-LLD {Z-D\U T, THA i | Z ER RN R 2273 -5mm A3 (RS #£) 36 5], —5mm LA
F. 5mm A RN &) 99 1, 5mm LA EEVVEERL #F) 29 412408 L 7= (Fig 1),
KHAIR REE & el U C 5mm DL EOBHE O AR —FIST EADOBEERH 5720
~5mm i, 5mm LA R-LLD Y & L7=(7), 3#EM CHEER, M.

BMI (kg/m2) ., 7 7' & —F JfEid GO, HEICHEEZELT O/ -7z (Table
4), RS BEIL RN, RL BEIZHEA~A EISHTRT R-LLD 238> 7= (RS: -16.8 =+ 1.8,
RN: -0.4 = 3.1, RL: 7.2 =+ 3.5, P < .0001),

R-LLD {Z2W T, i D X #FRIFHE CTIL, ALILRL BN RS, RNBECTHE
IZK2v-7- (RS: 6.1 = 8.9, RN: 8.4 = 7.7, RL: 12.0 = 5.1, P =.01)
(Table 5), fiifz GO DAL, RAEICHEEZEZLR DRI o7, THATE 1 4
D FJS-12 X 3 BHEM CHBZEZRBD RN -7= (RS: 73.7 £ 21.1, RN: 70.0 =
24.5, RL: 67.7 = 25.4, P = .53), 7=, JHEQEE L 3 HM CHREEIT
o7~ (RS: 88.8 &+ 19.1, RN: 90.2 =+ 16.9, RL: 89.1 *+ 15.4, P =
0.10),



RS &£, RN#E, RL #2355 %5 P-LLD (PS:PN:PL) OFIAILZIZE4L, RS B
(11:20:5) | m«97819 (1:23:4) TH o7z, RNBEEHZIBW T 7T 21T -
7zo FJS=12 /X RN-PL BEIZEB W THEIZIL < (RN-PS: 65.4 * 24.8, RN-PN:
73.8 = 23.1, RN-PL: 41.8 + 27.6, P < .0001). JHEQ /i @EIITAEE%
7o 7= (RN-PS: 94.6 + 7.2, RN-PN: 90.1 =+ 17.6, RN-PL: 81.0 =+
27.5, P = .10) (Table 6), FJS-12 ® 12 EHEIZE L TEFH 3 BER] CruEL
#1T->72, Q3 TIX RN-PL, RN-PS #£/L RN-PN BEICHARBRICRARR TH-oT=, <
DI OTEHIZF T FL BEIZ PN, FS BEICLEREBEBICRRE ThHo T,

6. H%

AMFFEIC TR bERRFERIL, THAINEZ 1 FETHRMICEMDPREWEEL S
JEBNIFIS-12 RARBIZ/RD EWVWH ZETHD, Fi=. EEAHEZED 5mm DL
NTH-TH, BRMIZEANBEWVERET D AT 12. 1%RD, FJS-12 1R E
?%okoﬁ£®%%_f\5%%%&%#ﬂﬂﬁ%®%bM%%%ﬁﬁﬁE
ExzT b3 T0n5(2) B), —FHT, HBxOWHL S & T, BHEAHE
EEZOHFCHLREELZRSE LI ANRBEEREELZ TT A0 H>HEITR, &
HihwEEEZ 5,

AAFFECIL PL &£, RN-PL BEIZA ZIC THA it 1 2D FIS-12 1ZRB ThH - 72,
F72. RNBEEIZEWT, RN-PSE£E9. 1% T o> 7= DIk LT RN-PL 13 12. 1%
L. BRENZELSE LD NOEIERNE N> T-, Konyves 1% THA {iF I HE 23 &
KTpoleZ i, BRL<RoTFPRERMHEZBEOSCT NI L2HEL T
W5 (18), F7o. Friberg FIXAB MR A O A BEEIERE IZB W
T, KBOWNEEMICENWEE LA TRIEREZAE L, MisEEL, BREAH
REEAZMET DI LT, LEHRERNELE L2 L2HELTNDH09), =
NoOZ EnbLHEBIUMEZNZ L TH, BEMWHEZZA L, BANE
SRUDIEFIZWNEEZ BND, £72. P-LLD IZBMHAIRIEEIRESC. Mm%
T, BITSEOBRFICERELRKITTEIN TS (20) (21), AREFFEIZEBWNT
% PL #£, RN-PL #EIX FJS-12 OF X TOEBIZT, PS, PNEEICHRETH
O REEE, RTRE, ESFFE BEAEEICBW TR RGE CEEEL XL

TWbh EEZBND,
PLEEIZ FIS-12 W ARBE Tho7-7, JHEQ /R E 1L 3 M THEELIRD )
7z, JHEQ VB EEIX VAS TOE—MRFHMEL /s> TWWb, —FTFJS-12 1% H

FEMELTEHE B CRME L, BETEE & IXEREI) iﬂiﬁé FHETH D Z EE
2 BTz, WENCAATRN TE D> T BEDBIHZIZ 200~300 BTN TE D5
ibm&ot%é\ﬁﬂﬁm%wﬁ\m&miﬁmo:@ﬁi’%bf@%&
BRI EEMRBFZE N L TIEH 52, LLD IZE S % H CTHEARFED BHIN S
BT VARG



THA %% \C B RAHREZZ2 RO DRIV A7 R+ & LCiE, BRI ER, E
MEDFIENE, FEBAET O JE Bh/ SR A H“‘”E“%Faﬁﬁétkimﬁk DEEBEN & 5
(22) (23), ABFFETIX, PL#E & PS BEIX PN #E L U HFRTO Cobb AN RKE Do
72o —JF. PSEEIZPL B, PN %iot D HITRTOFERA DK E o7, ZM%
FERND, SRIIINEIOMBIZEETAOLERNH L LB LD, KIS
%, PLBEIII# FIS-12 D REBRF T >7-. R-LLD (X PL # & PN BT, vhau
BCHEEEIIR o=, —J5, MIBEIXPLEECPNEEL D L o7, HFRTOM
EZEN/NSUVAIBE OREF TiL, BRIOMEFIRSR/NRICZR S X 9 1Tzt
HZNTHRETHDH, TAIFHETIX, i OMEZITBMA & Bk LT 5mm LA
NTHHRETHD, LML, ZIUIEFEOFETHY . P-LLD @f%&lil%
DRFHIR Y B D AN B D, RBFFETIE, FIS-12 2% ET H7120
PS DfEMRK T Tld7e <. PL OfERK T A2 BB T XX Z & 138 Eﬁvfz%‘éo

F 72, Flecher HIL THAHRRICA 7w B REL 70D EFHEENHLS 720 |
BRI G R 2RO, P-LLD 278D 5 5 L H_EL T4 (11), —FH T, Zhang
DX, BRI ERNE THA 7i75% 1 TR~ IZEE L, P-LLD & RRRFAICEGE T
HZEERELTWS(24), ARFFETILPS, PN, PLEET, it GO DAL,
BAZIIEEEERD RN o1, RFRILIE | FTOBRFTHY, 7k
NOREE I Dol bDEEZ NS, o, RWUFE TIIATFE & LT
CT-based 3 dimensional templating system ZFHW\TCEY . 47> ko3
EL BRI YL ERELS LRI IICEEL TWDSTEH, 78y FOE
Bz D ipolzbDEEZBND,

P-LLD {Z FJS-12 (ZRH5- L T\ 72728, R-LLD (X FJS-12 (2B 5133 b e o
77o R-LLD IZF#) 3~17mm CP-LLD 2#38H 5 5 Z L2 WEINL TV D
(19) (22), —7FC, Wylde % THA fif£1Z 30% D BFE M P-LLD #3873, R-
LLD ZROIZHEEIZZED I BHD 36%DHTH Y, EEBAE TOD P-LLD OFHHIX
WNEETH D EHE L TUV5 (26), Lazennec B & F7EI & FEMHEI DO RS 2R 70 K
BREEOREIOEWZED LT, £50~60%0HEENEHTHIHEZEZFR -

AT R R R EEDOZEN lm LR WEAE THLREETH D 2 k%%&ib
TW5(20), AIFZETH THAIRE 1 T, 28. 6%ICEBRMHEZELZT D, €D
9 BHD 50%7% R-LLD 2% bmm K CH -7, ZNHDZ Enb, R-LLD K0 P-
LLD (X3l NEECTH W . R-LLD IZFIS-12 I E Lo b D E X B
o

R-LLD #EAfi ClE. RS BEIL RN BB L OVRL BE X W B fFRTO R-LLD 230> 7=,
F/o, ALIZRSEE, RNFEL Y RLEETHEIZKNE o7, IITRTFIE TIL, i
DOEZE TR & Hel: U C 5mm AN & STV 528, iR o BAEI AR E M2



ASNDIEFITIEZ, bmm LA EOBIEENTONLS Z &b oTo, LTcdi> T,
RLEETIT ALDEIIL7=EE 2 BND,

ABFFEOD limitation & LCiX, U B AXRY T 4 TRHFETH D, BEFAR
BENA T AREIRNA T 2RO L AREMEITH D, F72. BRI ORELZ FHE
TETELT, THROEEZIMECEXhoslor—AbdH o7, TIUTAWI
DRFTH D, M T, BEEFHmIL X BROHRIZEDSNTND, fITRTFHEIE 3 K
TCRHE TITo 7208, it A4A 71w b EHOE ST X HRO A TEHAMi L 7= Tamura
5L CT RIS CRBE MBS R 2ICHR T 2 AR B B A
BWTKIBEELZFFMICLONTEY, BEMNRIESHERH S Z L 2HE L
TW5(25), SH%ITR-LLD ICEA L CIX KRB ESCRESOFELHET I HLE
ThdEEXDH, 2120, MEORE THRERIZ R-LLD & P-LLD OB 5I1FZ L
Moz (21) (26), AWFFEIZFIS-12 DARRREF & LT, THAWRICEKRN N E
KELDZEDRRETHDLEVIDERR LD TOHRETHY , EELH
HLEZD,

7. HFERE

THA 7> 5 1 4%, P-LLD BREWEE X FIS-12 NE/L L TV, &5, R-
LLD 73 5mm L FCTdh - T, P-LLD WNEVVERIN 12. 1% H 0 . FEEIZ FJS-12 &
AL L T,

8. #iEE

AAFFEIL, HARFIRBE SR e E M B& GREE S JP20K11254) D3z

2T TTATh I,

10
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Fig. 3. Patient-Reporied outcome measures
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Table 1

PS B PN A% PL B P fE
(n = 21) (n = 121) (n = 22)
s (7%) 66.1 = 12.4  65.6 + 11.3  69.4 = 10.0 0.37
PR (%) 0.6
B 4 (19.1) 20 (16.5) 2 (9.1)
ik 17 (81.0) 101 (83.5) 20 (90.9)
BMI (kg/m?) 24.2 = 4.5 24.0 = 4.8 22,9 = 45  0.69
FirEAE %) 0.83
BITHEAN 9 (42.9) 54 (48.1) 7 (31.8)
ATSMAIE A 2 (9.5) 8 (6.6) 2 (9.1)
AT EAN 10 (47.6) 59 (48.8) 13 (59.1)
iRl R-LLD -15.3 + 1.3*" 8.8 + 0.8  -4.9 + 1.5° < 0001
ffit% R-LLD -7.5 £ 9.5"  -0.2 = 5.5° 0.5 *+ 5.8 <. 0001
fiTET GO
fa AR bt 1.0 = 0.2 1.0 = 0.1 1.0 £+ 0.1 0. 29
A & D7 (mm) 0.8 + 12.0 0.7 £ 6.1 1.4 * 6.2 0.33
wE (%) 0. 50
— R MR BA R E 10 (47.6) 70 (57.9) 10 (45.5)
TR BE EE 9 (42.9) 35 (28.9) 8 (36.4)
KRB BE I E SE 2 (9.5) 9 (7.4) 3 (13.6)
IR R R B B B E 0 (0.0) 6 (5.0) 0 (0.0)
KRB HECE T B 4T 0 (0.0) 1 (0.8) 1 (4.6)

PS, Perceived short; PN, Perceived normal; PL, Perceived long,

R-LLD, Radiography Leg length discrepancy; BMI, body mass index;
GO, global offset
“ P<0. 05, " P<0.05
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Table 2

PS #% PN & PL #% P fE
(n = 21) (n = 121) (n = 22)
AL (mm) 9.8 = 9.6 8.4 = 7.6 8.1 + 7.1 0.73
itz GO
fa AR bt 1.0 = 0.1 1.0 = 0.1 1.0 = 0.1 0.80
A & 7 (mm) 1.3 + 9.4 2.8 * 6.9 1.8 + 8.4 0. 64
FJS-12 68.3 + 26.2° 75.0 + 20.9" 47.3 + 25.2*° < 0001
JHEQ o 2 BE 91.2 = 12.2  90.5 + 16.5 83.6 + 22.9  0.20

PS, Perceived short; PN, Perceived normal; PL, Perceived long

AL HZER & GO, global offset; FJS-12, Forgotten Joint Score;

JHEQ, Japanese Orthopaedic Association Hip Disease Evaluation Questionnaire

* P<0. 05. " P<0. 05

Table 3
PS Group PN Group PL Group P &
(n = 21) (n = 121) (n = 22)
Cobb £ 10.5 + 10.2° 6.2 + 11.0 = 7.4 0.004
7.1
RIERE %) 0. 004
% 9 (42.9) 72 (59.5) 4 (18.8)
AN Y 10 (47.6) 33 (27.3) 11 (50.0)
AR ™ 2 (9.5) 17 (14.0) 7 (31.8)
B AR5 AR A 4.6 £ 3.6 2.3 £ 2.0° 2.3 £ 1.8 0. 001
BRI ER %) 0.15
EE 10 (47.6) 80 (66. 1) 12 (54.6)
BT A 7 (33.3) 25 (20.7) 9 (40.9)
T 23 0 4 (19.5) 16 (13.2) 1 (4.6)

PS, Perceived short; PN, Perceived normal; PL, Perceived long

“ P<0. 05, " P<O0. 05.
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Table 4

RS ¥ RN #¥ RL % P fE
(n = 36) (n = 99) (n = 29)
Flr (%) 66.0 + 12.2  66.3 £ 10.8 66.3 = 12.3 0.99
PRI (%) 0.93
B 5 (13.9) 16 (16.2) 5 (17.2)
ik 31 (86.1) 83 (83.8) 24 (82.8)
BMI (kg/m®) 25.2 + 4.5 23.4 £ 3.8 232+ 7.0 0.17
FiTEANE %) 0. 47
L PBEIN 15 (41.7) 44 (44. 4) 11 (37.9)
AITMAIE A 5 (13.9) 6 (6.1) 1 (3.5)
AT EA 16 (44.4) 49 (49.5) 17 (58.6)
AT R-LLD -16.8 £ 1.8*" -8.6 £ 0.7° -7.6 = 1.7° <.0001
li#& R-LLD -9.5 £ 6.1  -0.4 £ 3.1° 7.2 £ 3.5 <. 0001
TR GO
=)= 1.0 = 0.1 1.0+0.1 1.0+0.1 0.33
R & D7 -1.7 £ 9.8 0.5 £ 5.7 -0.8 £ 7.6 0.25
RE (%) 0.29
— IR MR B i E 19 (52.8) 51 (51.5) 20 (69.0)
TIRMERR BEERE 15 (41.7) 32 (32.3) 5 (17.2)
KIRE BEEESESE 1 (3.0) 9 (9.1) 4 (13.8)
SORREERIRBERE 1 (3.0) 5 (5.1) 0 (0.0)
KERETE BT 0 (0.0) 2 (2.0) 0 (0.0)

RS, Radiographic leg length discrepancy Short; RN, Radiographic leg length
discrepancy Normal; RL; Radiographic leg length discrepancy Long;

GO, global offset

“ P<0. 05, " P<0. 05.
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Table 5

RS Ff RN B RL Ff P fE
(n = 36) (n = 99) (n = 29)
AL (mm) 6.1 + 8.9° 8.4 = 7.7° 12.0 = 5.1**  0.01
fiTt% GO
fa AR 1.0 = 0.1 1.0 £ 0.1 1.1 = 0.1 0. 34
Al & DZ  (mm) 0.7 £ 8.6 2.9 + 7.1 3.3 £ 7.0 0.25
FJs-12 73.7 £ 21.1 70.0 * 24.5 67.7 £ 25.4 0.53

JHEQ satisfaction 88.8 = 19.1 90.2 = 16.9 89.1 = 15.4 0.10

RS, Radiographic leg length discrepancy Short; RN, Radiographic leg length
discrepancy Normal; RL; Radiographic leg length discrepancy Long

AL: HIZEE = ; GO, global offset; FJS-12, Forgotten Joint Score;

JHEQ, Japanese Orthopaedic Association Hip Disease Evaluation Questionnaire
® P<0. 05, " P<0. 05.

Table 6
RN-PS #f RN-PN #f RN-PL #f P&
(n=9) (n = 78) (n = 12)
FJS-12 65.4 £ 24.8°  73.8 =+ 23.1° 41.8 =+ 27.6%" <. 0001
(29. 2-100) (18. 8-100) (0-77)
JHEQ i /& & 94.6 + 7.2 90.1 =+ 17.6 81.0 *= 27.5 0. 10
(80-100) (6-100) (7-100)

RN, Radiographic leg length discrepancy Normal; PS, Perceived short; PN,
Perceived normal; PL, Perceived long; FJS—12: Forgotten Joint Score

JHEQ: Japanese Orthopaedic Association Hip Disease Evaluation Questionnaire
® P<0. 05, " P<0. 05.
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