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Comparison of clinical effect between artificial
femoral head replacement and total hip arhtroplasty
on the fracture of neck of femur of elderly

LI Kun!, SONG Bo?

(1. Luliang People’s Hospital , Qunjing, Yunnan, 650500; 2. Institute of Basic Medicine of
Yunnan University of Traditional Chinese Medicine University, Kunming, Yunnan, 650500)

ABSTRACT: Objective To compare clinical effect of artificial femoral head replacement and
that of total hip arhtroplasty on the fracture of neck of femur in elderly patients. Methods A total
of 120 elderly patients with femoral neck fracture admitted to our hospital from April 2010 to June
2012 were selected and were randomly divided into three groups, each group containing 40 cases.
The first group received traditional hollow compression screw internal fixation (D group). The sec-
ond group received artificial 1 femoral head replacement (G1 group). The third group received total
hip arthroplasty (G2 group). The average operation time, blood loss, hospital stay and PSQI score
were observed and compared. The Harris score and SF-36 score among three groups were compared
and analyzed two years after treatment. Results The operation bleeding, operation time and hospi-
tal stay of the G1 group and G2 group after treatment were significantly higher than those in the D
group { P<0.05). The Harris hip score for the excellent and good rate of the G2 group and the G1
group after 2 years were 82.5% and 72.5% respectively, significantly higher than those in D group
(P<0.05). The SF-36 quality of life score and PSQI score of the G1 group and G2 group were 72.
72 +5.27, 77.31 £5.14 and 6.25 + 2. 64 and 11 + 2. 93 respectively, significantly higher
than thatinthe Dgroup ( P < 0. 05 ) . The re - operation rate , lung infection and necrosis of the
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femoral head and the complication rate of the G1 group and G2 group was significantly lower than

that of the D group (P <0.05). Conclusion

It has different advantages and disadvantages a-

mong the artificial femoral head replacement and total hip arthroplasty with traditional hollow

compression and screw internal fixation of femoral neck fractures in the elderly. The choices of

operation method should be made based on the specific circumstances of femoral neck fracture cor-

responding to the selected operation mode.
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