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Effective comparison of total hip arthroplasty of large diameter metal on metal and bipolar hemiarthroplasty for treat-
ment of displaced femoral neck fractures in elderly ZHU Yi-hua , DING Wen-feng . XIANG Min-yang ,YU Xiang-
hua s BI Shou-ying® (Department o f Orthopedics , Dianjiang County People’s Hospital ,Chongqing 408300 ,China)

[ Abstract])
on metal (.-MoM) and bipolar hemiarthroplasty (BHA) for treatment of displaced femoral neck fractures in the eld-
erly. Methods
were treated with THA of L-MoM (53 cases) and BHA (61 cases) between Jan. 2006 and Jan. 2009. The operation

Objective To compare the clinical effect of total hip arthroplasty (THA) of large diameter metal

The retrospective analysis was conducted in 114 senile patients with displaced femoral neck fractures

time, blood loss and function of hip evaluated by Harris score, Merle d’ Aubigne and Postel scores were compared be-
tween the two groups. Osteolysis and loosening were analyzed by X-rays after two different treatments. Results There
was no significant difference in operation time between two groups (P>>0. 05). The blood loss in the BHA group was
less than that in the THA group(P<C0. 05). Harris scores were similar in two groups. The results of Merle d' Aubig-
ne and Postel scores showed that walk evaluation was similar in the two groups. However, postoperative pain and
mobility of hip were better in the THA group. No case with osteolysis and prosthesis loosening after operation were
observed by X-rays during follow up. Conclusion The THA of L.-MoM was superior to the BHA in the treatment of
displaced femoral neck fractures in the elderly.
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