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WEBAFNITERIE O KRB E FROBEEHNL R | KEDOIFF L BE % F 5
BPECLZE LB Th D, =D OB O H T b TR BT 13 IR
NPEETHY, RS D &m0 r#hEd| (R 812 L 2B TRESS B § G
TEDOREENE L HHEERER TH D, BRI, BESHE OZMEICH] i
BRI OBFMEDOZEALNEZ 0 | FERTHR R BRI OER 2 & 1232 L BT, &
FOFBETICHEAEL D DHERTHD, TOEBIEREEIENSKBEEICHEAELZD
DNRETCHERRBAFIE CTh 5, BIEMREEIE O ERLZW BB E D £
TEE->TELT ., TOREIIZIGIZE > T\ D, B D 272K 23 AR B 72—k P
EFVERRBASIIE & . Je RIS D % RAVE B D3 5 IR M B
HHEIC T DD, DF D —RMEETEMBIEIEIL RO IR 54Y L
Bt DFRAVEWT & T2 D, ZIRVEETMERRBISIE X, 772 R (52 72 1
REOEE) ., LIFNFRIZRIRN (FIELREEHRE DORF) 20T THEZXDL T &N
T&E, NP RERICH - 52FEHBRAERERO 1 &8> TnD [14],
FE OB CTHESL EICKXZHEMIIEZE LT, BEERAELFRET
A SN, BEFERAEZIC I — SN2 ERITRWVDS, — A3k i o
FEHE OB OFHE THIW S 5, BEHOBRIOEIER (LI UIERTT 0%
F ORI EED ) DIFAE L, BaEEE<, BEfmNaig s 2570, BlAR
EOFREE DR T IVUTIRONE ERE BN EF FANICEE LIZL < 72 0 SMl~1R
g 2HE O EZ 232 [5,6], AT LY KEREEE & FZEORTIMANZ AT
ISHBEFR L, ERENFRSND 2 & TEBIERRBEEIE D RIEICEN D &
ZEZHNTWD [7], BRCHARICBWTIE, ZRMERBEEEIXIE & A ENEEH
AR XD “RMEERMERBEEIE CH L 2 tmbn Tk y 8], 2FE% x5
E LT 2RI L D LK 8 IR HEHIERAETH -7 9],

FEBRR RO, EEMRRIC T 2RO K ENEN 2
EREDOEEI NG, —RIIITHEM X o E®RBIC LV ITbns [1,10,11],
BB & BRI A R, BEEERARIC L DR REEED X o
BlamT (K1), EEHOLZKIE X AR THBNRETH Y . i H & KRREA
ORI EBIRZ AT 5 Z E R RETH 5, EHHPR AR E R L
LTCESHWSNDFEEE L LT, LCEA (lateral center edge angle)3 & 5 (3-2. I%
BAEH X RN T A —2 — DM W TEEMZ %R T %), LCEA 1%, B OR{HHZ%f



U R IBRE BH 100 A 38 5 FEfR & RBREBE O & FE FIMAlRR & 5 SRR D 723 £ JiE
T, KEREFHICRT 2 0E FEOREZ M T 2720 DIEETH D . 200K
ZREAERAREHET D [12], MOFEES H 5 H T LCEA 23Z2Wr-oFifia
OIEL L TR HOWDO L AHEE & LCiE, HiE o BEERE 1C 5 54
TS DR E 720 . BISEET Y A7 ICBEET AR T & LTEELE INTW
LB THD [13],

BJ1. RBxBESiEm X M (2B

a. 1IE%

b. BEHHEMRASE
HEHEOBEMORIERRA SV . KEREEEIC KT 2 EE FAgEI /I,

c. EHFIEHRALRIC X BN BEEIE
BIEIARPIME L B RERTE RSB BIER (RAY) RHHiD,
AT LT BT B EE O BRI 72 BT LT 5,



—FTCUH, mE AR AEICER LW EFE O FHAREZ IR B EE
DHENHAIND L H1T7o72 [14,15], Fexr b 11 E 135D 2 Bl B35
JEATAEEBEEEZ R L, W b4 B £ TOEEEEMRAROHERLAEIC
WD EEEFIRALE T 2o 72 [16], KEEE FEERE & KEEE P RIER L O
SMANFE D 14 6% % 5 SERO 7o 9~ A JE 2 KBRS B AT A & PES, EE KA
ETIHEREVE VI RHENH D [17,18], Fex BB L7220 2 fili%, HH
FRAR RTINS O OME—KERE AR A O LR BRTRE S, ZRNRK EE
Bahizid, KEEERiRA 2D S5 Fiiziro7=(X2), /-, BERUE
HHEERARE WD BEEAKRREEEENER L0/ NS ONEFAERRED
FUMEF TSR NV—T 0850 | EFcETHgEL o>~ CETHD
ESIZE D RLZEEDFAET S [19,20], BERBUEF FIE A 2L, LCEA 2 18°
& D UNE 20°-24° DFAFH T DX BHEN & B S H DY [21-23] BEW D 6 FE
xRt L LB R EE R 2O FHEE AR X, failure rate 23 &V & 45
SN TWD [24-29],

2a. 11 PO 72 R FRIE A TN E R B EiiE



4 2b. 13 5k 2t O F2 R FSE A2 T i B
albDWTNOIERG ., BRI ME & BRILEA., BRI B,
I BAEE D2 & 72 > 72, LCEA I3 E - FIE R R 200 e A fiii 72 &
IRt REREBHIATESA XX O K O I RERE 250 & B E PR L O
SMAE D a2 i SHRO 72T AL L EFK SN D, 3D-CT (computed tomography)
EHWD ERGIZHAITE 5, WTIVOER G B T H 2 228 O KRB ZEFR A
RADBRKE NPT,

ZORBR LTz 2 G0 IR RIEETAEBIEE DIEFI 2 . a1 X ER L OF
HREEO BEA ED 210120 . ZOERBICEBT 2 RBIE X #5872 —4 —
DHHER RN LD | EBEME R L LSRR R 40
FHABTE O BAEAEEE & L, BRRFHREHE B YT b 5 00
RAASAE U7, SR ARIOITAE A S0 TV B BRREER X /85 A — & — 0 B YE(E 13|
B EITHRE ST RA LD DI LN BIE NI L 72> T 5 [1,30-36), %
WS OFEEE OO GAFRIL, MAND EIE ETHREEN TN Lo



5. EEE L2 K LB TH D Z R EZ DD, BEY O HLHEE L
TR D ATREME N B D LB Z DI, DT BHIRIEL B B EE D2 W
IZE SRV, FEITERM OB T G F RN 2D FIR AR 25 VOGRS IR
Mo TWDHEEXT, LinL, EEMOKREME X #/37 A —2 —DFEHEEIZD
W TR EIZHER 22\, T D72 O EFEY OSBS54 RE L, Mo
WENPNEEEORENLETH D EE X T,

2. HEY

ZOWGED BEE, SFHENAIEHR X A4 H LT, BEM OB X oS
TA = —DOIEMEELZHTAE L, EORENLORE RGN & 2 M2 70 L
T, BEHMOEFTAFEMRAREOZH-CIRRICL B REELRETH 2 L TH
%)o

3. MRLTE

3-1. x4

ARFGEIE. BIRER KW ERPEERAR Mg AT BRI L > TRB I
ToREWTIFZE Cdo 5, xFGeiE, 2006 42 H 725 2020 4 3 A £ TICMIBSE £ 7213%
DEVWTHIBERKRZLLE L ELERE X —2%2 Lz 12 0D 18 K E
TD 668 NThH D, I THIRZRICEFHENNLIER X #a#t— L7z HiE TR
L7z, BXBAEIZAE CHAER CTh v | BBIEIOTRIRE S 720 o 7o, BRAMENEIL,
HAEDEFELRGERI R B D b D, BT v T 7 & —I2 XL 0 KB R T
FHIIAREEZR b O, WEHO Y MR HBE R B MR OASHNRTZ TO b D L L,
Z DRGSR HREOEFECMIF AR, BB 7 v 7 7 & —IZ &0 IRBEEi A R TR
HIARREZR & D2 78 N, FE D Y #UECH ZE ik DA RTE T O 6 D)3
38 ANDE 116 ADERAF 1, HAKEIIT 552 A 1101 B (B 156 k. ot 945 %)
DEHHIOX S & 7p o 72, K 3 124 WFFED selection flowchart % 7~ 9, Filis, HE.
{KE ., BMI (body mass index) & [F]FF IC 34 L 7=,
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3-2. FRPEET X M T A —2 —DFH

BAER X MRS T A —& —i%, RFMENALER X O824 H L CEH
Sne (K4)[37]. 2 NOFEZAVEIEEMIE (TN @ ERTRRBRFES 12 /£ & NT @ Ehl
PR 11 4R 7 O Z VEHII TR Z ATV S OFHAID 6 > H %12 2 [BIH @
ST, AN L ORE SR 2 5 L 7=,

X 4. EFHEIALIER X BREE &2 OFBES CCEk 37 L0 51H)

SN REFIEEERT 2 2 & T BREORHECMITER OFRZE % i
L. BELEXMEEZHDLZENTE S, BERMICIX, BEIIBEEZETH
W, mR A ERICHE . MR Z Rl S THAlo#EE RicEnEnoF
DEEFH T, FoT<SEREZ ROOIIRETREEZITY, XBT A —H—
X, ERRIUANOEREE & ORIl S vz,



3-3. FHHITEA

LCEA (¥ 5) [12]. Tonnis angle ([X] 6) [38]. Sharp’s angle (IX] 7) [39]. AHI (acetabular
head index) ([X| 8) [10,40]. LS (lateral subluxations) ([¥ 9) [11]. VS (vertical
subluxations) ([X] 10) [1]. PED (peak to distance) (X 11) [1]Z& &l L 7=,

sourcil

transverse axis

5. LCEA (lateral center-edge angle) (3C#k 37 X 0 51 )

WA DRI % # SvE B O R (transverse axis)|Z % L KERESEA O 210 D iR & |
KEREEEI L & B FAIMUEZ R SO TAE L ERIND, KERFEET.O
XLV ERICEET 27DICRLHAOTA REFEHALTED L, B HsM
TR E S P AR L (sourci) DAMAlR E L TED B b,



sourcil

transverse axis

6. Tonnis angle (3Cik 37 £ 0 51 H)
FE e E A LR (sourcil) D PNARIKER & SMATE 2 5 S50 & | R O JFRIE 2 6 S E

MEDOEREN (transverse axis)IZ AT T sourcil DNAlfxZ B A RO 2T A L EFR

o,
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transverse axis

7. Sharp’s angle (3CH#k 37 £ Y 51 H)
PR & R FIOMARR 2 5 S8 & L T O FE 24 75 5B OR#l (transverse axis)
(CAATIRRR DI TAE L ER SN D,

11



8. AHI (acetabular head index) (3CHik 37 & ¥ 51 H)

KRB PG> & 5 FIAMAlRR £ TOKFE T O ERE (A) % KERE EE NI
2> 6 KRE BRSMAR £ TOAREF M OEEE B)THRELZHIAGE LT, ABX
100 TEZIND,
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9. LS(lateral subluxations) (3Cik 37 & 0 51 H)
KRB BENAIR D> & B A4 B R (ilioischial line) = TO KM D PHEE L U CE
b,
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10. VS (vertical subluxations) (3Ciik 37 & 0 51H)
KERFEHO R Tl bR HORKR FE CORE LM OERE L TERIN
5o KIREFEHOE MaAEEHOK TxL D b EHICHLHEIFHEIZA &
EFRSND,
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transverse axis

11. PED (peak to distance) (3Ci#k 37 &L ¥ 51 H)
TLE P E AL (sourcil) DT R B T E FASMIUTR = TOKNEIT M o Hhf &
LTERIND,

15



3-4. KIGUFEIELFE O (TR 1)

LU IZ, 2006 42 H226 2020 43 H £ TIZMAIBIE £ 721X DWW THIRE
BRFEZEHEREE X —2%2 Lz 10 D 18 D 825 N&ERRIZiThbh
oo LAL, EBEFAOKREKR TIZ 1200 14 KEICY #E<C _KELF Lo
PASEASE T9 5 & &d [41-44], TDT=DIZ, 10 WD 18 kO i BH Tl
BRI RERIELDERH LD, TA—TRNHETRrNWEEZDL
iz, £ 2T WFExt 4 &3 2 F -l O L OSBRI EHE L TR ET D72 DIZIRO XL
O IRRAE M O 21T o 72, 728, 1 sEOFEREIZBIT 527 —Z O]
THY ., BIOERARTOERICBWTIE 1 mEOEREN TOMENFEAEL T
WHZEBLEZONIZTED, TIRIIZE 1 2B W CIdER 2/ NOSE 1AL (10 1
E) TRt L7z,

Y BB B S VLT #R B iR OB P D i 2

10 B2 5 18 D 825 AND WAl DB 2 X RIC, KFMmEICRBIT 2 Y #F

BOHWVITHBERTMROARASHE L FIGEME L, D &b AN RASH
DHERSNT-HEICRAEE LTI R LEZ (F ),

i REASHE (FIE)
10.0 ~ 10.9 7% 35/47 N (74.4%)
11.0 ~ 11.9 5% 31/79 N (39.2%)
12.0 ~ 12.9 7% 23/157 N (14.6%)
13.0 ~ 13.9 % 1/162 A\ (0.01%)
14.0 ~ 18.9 &% 0/380 A\ (0.00%)

# 1. BFEWIEIZRT DY B H 2 WITHZEHRE SO AR & F5

16



Flp b X RN T A — 5 — DD 7]

FNENDORBREE X #/3F A — & — (LCEA, To6nnis angle, Sharp’s angle, AHI)
WZBAL T, Fifis & OMBAZ R LT, FlslIn< 202 — 2 TREHIL, HH
Id Pearson OFEZRFABILRE CTREAD L 72,

1 ORI (10.0~10.9 7%, 11.0~11.9 &%, -, 18.0~18.9 1%) T X fp/3T7 X — X
—EOMBEERFILIZE ZA, T—FOHAADIEHOENRE L HEIEA LR
ol FODT, EEOFRmEICERN LG Lo, BRmICIX, 2mEofEh
(10.0~11.9 &%, 12.0~13.9 &, ---. 16.0~18.9 i%). 3 WHEDEH] (10.0~12.9 .
13.0~15.9 %, 16.0~18.9 %), 4 mcfHFDER (10.0~13.9 7%, 14.0~18.9 i%). THaT
L7c, EOFREE. 10.0~11.9 i OFHpEIZ B W THIHWAEBENR S 72 (1K 12),

LCEA Tonnis angle
? 33t
. . el
$ ee o 202,
$ ee oo 383°3° . .
RS TEE DO DOt 1 L e
038 o e3.8°3 3 te’2%20c0cee ssess
H t &4 by i § 88308 1 T eeeee e o000 ececee
: :. .! .:. z: : o Bl UL A 4l & S L]
. $ . A I DT L BT
°3 L ®eese
r=0.33 r=-0.27
Sharp’s angle AHI
55 90 4 H '.- g e
N1 l l
R LIt e R S R HHTTH L
i s i::% fis g ;q 0 e os !
31%s.83. O : s
r=0.21 : r=0.14

12. 10.0~11.9 i OF & 12 31T 2 B X #R3 T A — & — & A O AH B
% (FHBEGREL : 1)

17



10.0~11.9 5% > 12.0~18.9 FEDIE#

Y #UE & D WITHEERE ver DA PASHE & FIG ORI & 10.0~11.9 KO F i
JBIZBIT D X #RT A =5 —LAFEmOFWFEBEEA MBI L7-, £Z T, 10.0~11.9
& 12.0~18.9 T XM/ T A =X —DHH T o172 (B 2)s X B/NT A —HF —
(LCEA, Tonnis angle, Sharp’s angle, AH)ZILZIULUIHBWNT, AEEDH ST,

INTR— R — 10.0~11.9 i (n=251) 12.0~18.9 &% (n=1177) p
LCEA (°) 25+£5.6 28 +£5.0 0.01
Tonnis angle (°) 6.8+3.9 52+3.7 0.01
Sharp’s angle (°) 47+3.5 44+ 3.1 0.01
AHI (%) 82+5.8 83+5.6 0.02

LCEA, lateral center-edge angle; AHI, acetabular head index

2. 10.0~11.9 5% & 12.0~18.9 i OIXEIEN X #1/3F A —H —D brilg

18



B LT & IR DIEEE

B ECGART (Y CE & 2 WIEHE FH S Imdr 03 R PASH) & Bl (PAgER) IR W
THXMRNT A —H =D AT 72 (£ 3), X /T A —% — (LCEA, Tonnis
angle, Sharp’s angle, AHD)ZNEIIZBWT, AEENDH T,

NTRA— R — B AT (n=179) B A% (n=1249) p
LCEA (°) 25+5.6 28+£52 0.01
Tonnis angle (°) 6.9+4.0 53+3.8 0.01
Sharp’s angle (°) 47+3.6 44 +3.1 0.01
AHI (%) 81+5.8 82 +5.6 0.03

LCEA, lateral center-edge angle; AHI, acetabular head index

£ 3. EREET (Y #F H D WITH R RS R EAS) & B AR (PASHER) O
P BEET X M8 T A — 2 — DLk

TAEAFZE 1 OFRER LY, RN RDO T N—T BT D200, JGF
Z12~18 5% & L. BRAMERICEEHO Y #E 0 H EH R vimtr DO PSR TE T T
HDHbDEMAT, BHFFEDEAAIZRL selection flowchart [Z[X] 1 & 7257z,

3-5. IBIEDFLBORG (T 2)

UIFFE DO BUIMNBIE F 721X EDEVERE T 72720, MBIED X /37 A
— X =Tk B R LT, B O ER O RIERE T, B R
PO D LN WMEN DD [45], THHRTTHEOBAT X BRNT A —
B 525 EEZ LN, YR OBRIEREIZ TN G R 2 1 JE
BINBEIZEZ ENTWD, Eiz, BEERBFRRENBED 1.4%I2 88 PR RN
HETLLVI NAXR—2DOMEOHRENH D [46], LorL. IBIEOHEIZ
& DB X BN T A —F —DOEIEI T DB OV TOHE T EIT /20,

19



Z ZCAIBIEDO A BT DR X BT A —Z —D a7 o712 (F4),
MIBIEDFEEL L, Cobb A (IR T EALE TALZENZEN The bR L TW S HE
BIZBWT, EAZHEAR D EERIRR & TALHEAR O R M2 723 A B TRME L. E
JEDFENEL 722 Cobb £ 107 ZEiSL & L7z, Cobb AIZMIMED — 7 & fa IR HE/ HEAE
—T %5 L, EHISGEOBIERES — 7 D Cobb A4 10° LLETH LA
MBIEDH D DT NV—T7 L LT MBREOF BT X HR/ 3T A —4— (LCEA,
Tonnis angle, Sharp’s angle, AHI)Z IV EIUCH B2 IR S 2oz,

NI R =R — fIZEFER L (n=294) MHIEFED D (n=807) p
R REAE/HEEAE Cobb 4 (°) 54£3.0 23+99 0.01
gkt Cobb A1 (°) 11£8.5 26+ 13 0.01
Flin ) 14 14 0.54
LCEA (°) 28+£5.4 28 +4.8 0.38
Tonnis angle (°) 5.1+£42 5.1+£3.6 0.90
Sharp’s angle (°) 44+29 44 +3.2 0.73
AHI (%) 82+ 6.0 82+54 0.58

LCEA, lateral center-edge angle; AHI, acetabular head index

IZAE 72 L - Mo BEHE/BEHE Cobb £ 107 Kiifi

IZAED O - MaBEHE/BEHE Cobb £ 10° LA E

4. IBIEDOA I L A X N T A — X — DL

FAEAFZE 2 OFER L0 . IBIEOFRREIC L AR X /8T A —F —IZx0T
HRBIIVINEEZ T, TDT-0, MBIEORREIXRIEBICE DR o T2,

20



3-6. AFMENIALIER X BEHIC L DEEBRORE (TIRFIE 3)

WAFZETIE, IXRBIET X B3 T A —F —DFHINZ B\ T, IRBEEISIAZIEf X
BRCIE 72 < &FFHESIALIE T X MRMEH S 47z, 8 ORI Em X #2 T,
7 4V BIE X BRENS 1.2m BEN LB ICRE S, BRI E S G
SEANCAZIE S D23, BFHEIALER X FRTIE T 4 /L A3 XFRIR S 2m B 7z
MEIZERE S v, R OPE B SO PR ASICLE L ORIzt
T 5 X MBE 25 <72, X e —20 EZSIRER Mgk v BRI/ 5780 &
INNLE LTZ), L7edi> T, EFMELALER X #f0 X #f e — L0 i3l s
ORERPIFIER X #R L D DFNITTANALE L TV, 7 4 b b A TR E
<, XHBHRE 7 4 WAORBEL KE o722 L7 D720, XBRARAIZE
LCETRBDTAEEZOND, L, ERIEREL X BRE— 20 AH AR
BipnZ LT, BBoORES, BEE X RT A =X —OFHIERZENA T D Al
REMEDNE 2 LT,

Z 2T, YhEaRic i < X0 RE SR TV BB B RRIEAR 2 EEIC X Bk
L. oG 2 L TR Lic, 2 EHIEARO NFEITRT 07 RRE
LS, FEECENERCEESINTERY THRTE -7, 74 v a% Lo
MEICRE L, ML ER X ROV TIE, EAP L2 HE 150em 487E
DONLE & H & 170em FEEDMLED 2 M TIHRE 217> 72 (K 132), ZNEhD
X BRI OBy 2 U CIRBIET X N7 A —% — (LCEA. Tonnis
angle, Sharp’sangle, AHI, LS, VS, PED)Z &I L 7= (X 13b),

X BROBREEIZH N ST O BRHFL D W X & F I D RERR/REE LD D
FTINTERR D20, ENEFNORESFMTIB D TEREBICH L TO X fRE—2A
DANFANEI D Z LB ahnDd, FHINCEET S B2 o b m & LT,
FE FI B S (sourci)DIE S| PUER Migxd X O Hk Mg OALE D
DENCER STV, LL, & XN T A —2 —OFH R R IE & e 500
TENRL, REMICBOTHEFER I N0 o T2,

21



B F150cmAiE HRE170cmi8E
AFFHE AL IE T XHR ARFFHE AL IE T XHR

| i B IE X |

X 13a. EHFREIEARZ AWV THRE L7 X RE1ES

B £ 150cmA8E B R170cm#EE e
SAPHE SATL TE XA AR EBXHR [ R B A I XA |

X 13b. 2HBEHEEARZ VT U= X AR EE O B4y
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FEEHEHTIEL, SPSS Version 25 (IBM f1:, Armonl, NY, USA)%{fH L TiTil
Too K/XT A= —DY), FEHERZE (standard deviation: SD)AEH <41, MER
[flC D BT I unpaired t-test &, /37 A —& — L 4Ffn, &K, KHE, BMI &
DOFHEAIX. Pearson DFEZRFARRE 2L LT S iz, BT A —Z —Di¥E
W L OHRERIEEMEIL, #RPAAHEILREL (intraclass correlation coefficients: ICC)
& 95% CI (confidence interval)Z K&, ZOHAEIZ LY <0.5 : poor, 0.5-0.75 :
moderate, 0.75-0.9 : good. >0.9 : excellent & i & #172 [47], p 2% 0.05 LA T @
Bitr. MatiICHE & AR I 7,

4. FER

BRI FHAIR SR & 72 o 72 552 A 1101 R D FERAERR I 14.1 72 o 72, #5102
EBAET X BROHE /ST A — 2 —DHE, % 6 125 X#/3T A —2 — Lifn, &,
RER LU BMI & OMHBIRE (03 L OWRERE (1), X 14 72> 51X 20 (ZFHEI R
RERTHAAK, £ 7 KR T A —F—DRENB L OB BEEELZZH L
776

LCEA

LCEA DY) + FEU(RFE 1T, R T28°+4.8°, BT 30°+4.6°, T 28°
+5.0°72 o 72, HHIRICITE B R ZENH > 72 (p<0.01), LCEA L 4Eifin & DA & |
HELOMBICIIHEERER D> T20 (FNEI p=0.03. p<0.01). FHBEHRES

KOV ERBUIEAE TS - 7=, BB WNEHEME & B EEMEI T2 21, 0.87 (95%
CI 0.86-0.89). 0.80 (95% CI0.77-0.86)7= > 7=,

Tonnis angle

23



Tonnis angle D) + fEHERFZEIT, 2K TS5.0°0+£3.7°, BHET3.0°+£3.1°, &
MET54° £38° o7, MRIMICITAERZ1RH 7= (p<0.01), Toénnis angle &
Flin, R, BMI & OHBICITAERENH 72D (WTHd p<0.01), FHBIR
B L OV EREUTIRMETE - 7o, B NEENE &SRB FEEEITZN T, 0.85
(95% CI 0.84-0.86). 0.71 (95% CI 0.45-0.83)7= > 7=,

Sharp s angle

Sharp’sangle D) + FEHE(FZEIL, IR T 44°+3.1°, HHET43°+3.1°, Lk
T44° £ 3.1°72 o7, MRIBICIIAERZENH -7 (p<0.01), Sharp’s angle & 4F
i & OFBNCITABEREN D > 1208 (p=0.04). FHEIRE I I OV EFR R T ARAE
Eolz, mENGEEMEEREMEEETZE., 0.77(95% C10.75-0.79), 0.73
(95% CI 0.55-0.83)7=» 7=,

AHI

AHI O + FFUERZEIT, BT 82% + 5.5%., HPET 83% + 4.9%, &PET
82%+5.7%72 > 1=, MERIRICIIATRZEDR B - 72 (p=0.04), AHI & &K & O
(IIH R FEN DT (p=0.03), FIREEIS L O EAREUTIRAE 72 - 7=, 18
PEHEIE & M B 2 20, 0.75 (95% C10.73-0.77), 0.70 (95% C1 0.63-
0.77)72 =7z,

LS

LS DY) + EHERAEIL, 2T 54+ 1.4mm, B T6.0+1.2mm, LM TS53
+ 1.5mm 72 o7z, MERIBNCIZAEERENH>7- (p<0.01), LS L HEB LI WMAE
EDOFBZIIAEENHT2D (WTHLh p<0.01), FABIFREIS L O EREUE
RAE7E 5 72, B PEHRNE & B BB M Z 4L, 0.66 (95% CI0.63-0.69),
0.62 (95% CI10.51-0.71)7= > 7=,
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Vs

VS O + EREFZEIT, 2T 03+1.2mm, BT 0.9+ 1.5mm, &M T0.2
+ 1.1mm 72 o 72, HRIBICITAERERERH -T2 (p<0.01), VS L4, R, &
ELOBMI & OMBICITAEERZN o 1o, MEPWEHENE L B EEE
FhZEH. 0.89 (95% CI 0.88-0.90), 0.57 (95% CI 0.46-0.67)7- > 7=,

PED

PED &) + fEHERZAEI1L, 2T 14+23mm, BT 16+2.4mm, LMET 14
+2.0mm 72> 72, HRIRNCITHE B R ZDH > 72(p<0.01), PED &4Ffn, R X
OMEE & OMBICIIARRENH Y (T p<0.01). PED & &K ORI
B L OVTERRELD 0.4(0.1) & 55WVFHEIZ 7= L7z LIS, FEBEFRE S L O EAR 3L
HRAE 72 - 72, B NE M & B EEEIXZ L E ., 0.74 (95% C10.72-0.76),
0.67 (95% CI0.25-0.83)7= > 7=,
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NI R =R — & (n=1101) B (n=156) 7 (n=945) p D YNDE- S 1

LCEA (°) 28+ 4.8 30+ 4.6 28+5.0 <0.01 31-38 25 <
Ténnis angle (°) 50+3.7 3.0+3.1 54+3.8 <0.01 3-8 0-10
Sharp’s angle (°) 44 £3.1 43 +3.1 44 +3.1 <0.01 37-39 <45
AHI (%) 82+5.5 83+4.9 82+5.7 0.04 88-93 75 <
LS (mm) 54+ 14 6.0+1.2 53+ 1.5 <0.01 6 <10
VS (mm) 03+12 0.9+1.5 02+1.1 <0.01 1 10 <
PED (mm) 14423 16+2.4 14 £2.0 <0.01 16 <3

LCEA, lateral center-edge angle; AHI, acetabular head index; LS, lateral subluxation; VS, vertical subluxation; PED, peak-to-edge

distance.

# 5. BEHOBARNOEREE X /3T A —F— Uk 37 L5l A, —E%Z)
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o A—x— HBIRE (0% £ ORI (©)

Hin (%) HE (cm) RE (kg) BMI (kg/m2)
r(r2) p r(r2) p r(r2) p r(r2) p
LCEA 0.07  (0.00) 0.03 0.1 (0.02) <o0.01 0.02  (0.00) 0.6 -0.04  (0.00) 0.2
Tonnis angle -0.1  (0.01) <0.01 -0.2  (0.03) <0.01 0.04 (0.00) 0.3 0.1 (0.02) <o0.01

Sharp’sangle ~ -0.06 (0.00) 0.04  -0.06 (0.00) 0.06 -0.05 (0.00) 0.1  -0.04 (0.00) 0.2

AHI 0.05 (0.00) 0.1 0.07 (0.00) 0.03 001 (0.00) 08  -0.02 (0.00) 0.6
LS 0.04 (0.00) 03 02 (004 <00l 02 (0.02) <00l 006 (0.00) 0.07
VS 0.01 (0.00) 0.9 0.06 (0.00) 0.08 -0.02 (0.00) 05  -0.06 (0.00) 0.07

PED 0.1 (0.01) <00l 04 (0.) <00l 02 (0.02) <00l -007 (0.00) 0.06

BMI, body mass index; LCEA, lateral center-edge angle; AHI, acetabular head index; LS, lateral subluxation; VS, vertical subluxation;
PED, peak-to-edge distance.

# 6. KB X BROF/NRT A= — L, &k, KER LU BMI & OMBEREG X OWRERE CCEk37 L0 5IH, —&
)
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NT =R — MAFEBEfREL (1CC)
BENEENE (95% CI) BEEEENE (95% CI)
LCEA 0.87 (0.86 to 0.89) 0.80 (0.77 to 0.86)

Tonnis angle
Sharp’s angle
AHI
LS
VS

PED

0.85 (0.84 to 0.86)
0.77 (0.75 to 0.79)
0.75 (0.73 t0 0.77)
0.66 (0.63 to 0.69)
0.89 (0.88 to 0.90)

0.74 (0.72 to 0.76)

0.71 (0.45 to 0.83)
0.73 (0.55 to 0.83)
0.70 (0.63 to 0.77)
0.62 (0.51 to 0.71)
0.57 (0.46 to 0.67)

0.67 (0.25 to 0.83)

ICC : <0.5 : poor, 0.5-0.75 : moderate. 0.75-0.9 : good. >0.9 : excellent
ICC, intraclass correlation coefficient; CI, confidence interval; LCEA, lateral center-edge angle; AHI, acetabular head index; LS, lateral

subluxation; VS, vertical subluxation; PED, peak-to-edge distance.

£ 7. PG X BROG/NT A =2 —=Z8I1T DB NEEMR L OWAREEME GOk 37 LY 51, —HlX)
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5. B

R BEE X B3 T A — & —ICHB W T LCEA B X OVAHLIZ &5 F R R BE 75
Sharp’s angle, Tonnis angle 33 X O PED (X HHOFIE, LS 8L VS (XK
HEREOREZ 77 [1, 1], ZRMEEEEHETE O E 2R & S5 55 HEK

EOYEHRAEL L TIX, BHATIZILCEA, AHI, Sharp’sangle. Ténnis angle 73
Mnbind Z L, £ 8 12, WMEDOREMZRMEIZISIT S LCEA, Tonnis
angle 33 JLOF Sharp’s angle D FEEEA ERN L7z, T 6D X NT A —F —|Fhk
NETITEERE OGO N BUEN EEE L 2> TV D RICHETNETH D,
ABFFEIE. REEHZ AARAND 12 %05 18 i DIBIED 2V MEZ DFEVEE &
LT EERRLE LIZbDOTHY | o T NECRGUEROFMEIZ ISV TH
BERTHLHEEBEZDOND,
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WEHE (ST N I Flw CFE) POEY LCEA (°) Tonnis angle (°)  Sharp angle (°)

M F M F M F
Nakamura (1989)*°  Japanese 254 40 to 69 (54) Other diseases  32.3 32.1 4.6 54 37.3 38.6
Yoshimura (1998)>! British 1498 66 to 67 (66) Urography 36 37
Japanese 198 67 to 70 (69) Urography 31 31
Han (1998)3? Korean 591 22 to 88 (52) Other diseases  32.6 322 5.2 8.0 36.5 37.5
Inoue (2000)3* French 401 20 to 79 Urography 37.8 369
Japanese 782 20 to 79 Urography 35.1 32.8
Jacobsen (2005)3 Danish 4151 M: 23 to 93 (62) City health R:35 R:35 R:37.0 R:39.1
F: 22 t0 92 (65) study L:34 L:35 L:37.0 L:38.0
Umer (2006) Singaporean 522 16 to 99 (60) Other diseases  30.6 33.5 7.8 7.8
Im (2010) Korean 428 17t090 (52)  Other diseases  38.0  37.8

M, male; F, female; R, right; L, left; LCEA, lateral center-edge angle

# 8. WMEDNREMLIZBEE X RT A =X —DREDE & CCHk37 LV 3IH. —HkZE)

37



WEDOHE T, LCEA OIEYEEITFME T 31°-35°, LT 31°-38°TH Y, H
ARNTIZHEMET 31°0-35°, ZcMET 31°-330 L 00/ S0 [30-35,48,49], LCEA O IE
HAEIX 25°LL B &b, o, EFEESICEW TS BARANLZMEITIER A2
rﬁf%é EHEINTWAN [37]. &ZMETLCEA 2/ NS WE WO fHAIEER 8 D

Y PR NRCHEEN TR b, AR CIEER O LCEA 1X, BT 30°,
T 28°TH Y . MEDOHERERITHEZEN B | LMD TN hoTz, £z
LCEA [ZEZ/ X S L LTE< AV BN DA, B FIAMIlGSe KR 5E
DOWRENNHETHD Z & zbif”ﬁ'aﬁf‘é% D, ITHEOHLETIL LCEA 72 2RI L
THEE R AEOZENIZBAR S D & bS5 [20,50], FiZ
LCEA 7% 18°% 5\ 20°-24° TEFR S N A B E B HIAR A RITRT 5 EE'%
O TR AR R R (ST T 3-19%, BYI Y FHT %) &2 EET D &,
BEEB ORI L COHENREY) ThH o> - mlREER & 5 [24-29],

Tonnis angle O FLUE[E L 3°-8°TH ¥ | IEFFFHIL 0°-10°Th 5 L LI TW
% [10,21,30,35,49], ABF7ECIZEFEL O Tonnis angle 1, BT 3.0°, LT
5.4°7Z -7z, Tonnis angle (Z DWW T h, FF FMEmA LG (sourcil)D PRl & 5
MFEAARE TRNZ LB Y | FHAROWRERNEEORIEN H 5

Sharp’s angle O FEYEE T E ML T 37°-38°, T 38°-39°Th V| >45°NEFHH
AR EDIEMETH D EWESIN TV D [30,34], AAFFETIZEHFEI O Sharp’s
angle | X, BIET43°, LMET 447257, BEHEHEMRAREOHERLEL 725 45°
IZITWEECTH D Z L ix, EFEH O Sharp’s angle (O CTHEE|IHIKT§ 5 M3
PEZ REd 2 —7 T, R & R FMAlkR & SHRLSICEER T 5 72D TRAFgE 3
TR LI 2B ML BT X B OB A ik L7-#5 R CTh 5 alREME S & 2
Hivd,

AHI OFHEMET 88%-93% ThH U | <I5% B EEHHEK A0 RHETH 5 LG
TNTW S [10,34], AHFZETIZEFRLDO AHIL 1X. BM:T 83%. M 82072 5 7=,

LS OFEYEMEIL 6mm TH Y | EFFHII<I0mm TH D EWEINTWD [1],
L2 L Clohisy i, LS IZEFOHIKH) e~ HEICRELZ T D aieEnd 5 7-
W, IEFHIHOKEAEL 72D 10mm OFEREHIESE /2T A —&% — L LT TS
—EH IS BMEE L THE X DRI LR~ [11], AR TIHEEM O LS 1%,
BT 6.0mm, ZMET53mm7Z-o7,

VS OFEMEEIX Imm TH Y . >10mm DEEFHERALOEETH 5 L fih S
NTW5 [1], AFZECIREERD VS 1%, BT 09mm. %MET 0.2mm 7Z-
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2o FHALR TH DR E P FixORENREETH 5 B, TEFIE 3 THRETL
7o O AFHENLAL T X AR TR Fi MR ONLE N8 O BT X & 272
HZENMETHD EZXLBND,

PED OAEYE[EIX 16mm TH Y . <3mm NEF KA EOEMETH D L #RE
ENTWD [1], A2 TITEEMO PED 1%, BT 16mm., %M T 14mm 72>
Too WXPBAER X DK /T A —& — L4, HR., KBS L O BMI & OFFBIRLR
DIRFHZ BT, ME— PED & HRITHFHWFE (=0.4,17=0.1,<0.0)D3H > 7z, &
BHEAIAL X fRIcB W CHRORELZ T 203 EMP.OTh Y, FROZELIC
BbE CEEAMERBCE (ourcl)DTEENANEI~BEI L-Z & 2B LT
RIS,

W BAET X M/ T A — & — O EIRE ST G & ARBFSURE R O i 217
9 & EEWOKRBEE X, LCEA, AHI, PED 23/ <, Sharp’s angle 73K & 2>
>7c, Tonnis angle, LS 35 XN VS IZFETE o7, ARUFIEHERIT. BRASE RS
& U TR O S A RBREBHE S NS WD L 2R LT,

ZOEBREDATHERIIEIZ 2 2B 2 b, # 1 I3NEICBEE T 5 21 b
Thb, BEOEBE X T A —F —DORUEBORE BT, AFZELS
DRAB I ONE#E TH o772, I L 2 BN EE ST, ik 518
FH7R BT L TH DI, LCEA Z2MSE= s 0o @iER"H 5 [51],
F 7=, Fischer 5%, HALIKED LCEA % MRI (magnetic resonance imaging) C i £
L. LCEA &M, Fhn, B, EHEB X O BMI I X2 EEZ 21T 5 alfetkn
b5 & L [52), AWFEORGIMNEIZ #3223 E & A 72O i
JETHDHZ L, NIA—F—OREIELEXT-EAbND, H 2 1TAK

TEDOR B OB BEEI DN & g U CThT IR TH DA REERHH Z & T
Hb, HEHOREKR TIZ12-14 EE Ih, Y B ZRE{LH Lo AN 5E
T9° % [41-44], Than 5%, LCEA IZ 10-15 @ £ Tl 2 m+ 2 L& L
72 [53]e L2rL, ZHUBITHARANDANE RS E LTE@RETHY . BARNZEH
ARENE I DI ARHTH D, F£72. CT ZHAVIZHIZE CEE OB REAHIX
%I, A7, EHONEFTRET T2 EMESNTND [43], BH Hhﬁixﬁ

TIHEEEIMIBGE L THEREINDS 2D, X BT A—F— @#Mﬁ’%@#
HEEZOND, TDD, KR TIITPHME 1 OFEREZ L LI 128056 1
ﬁ%ﬂ%kbkﬁﬁ\E%E@Y%ﬂ%*kﬂM$®®%%ﬁ$%Tf%é%
DERNTHZ LT, BORBZED X /NT A —F —~D B % A[RE/R R Y
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b STz, HIZ, & X7 A —F—LFln, HE, (KEB LU BMI & O
BABIRZ 5 L, MBSV E B ERR SNz, L7ei» T, AR THE O
X MR T A — A —OBIEIX, 12 2D 18 D B AN O EHW o FAEE 2T &
Ex bhl,

PRI X X T A — & —DORENB L OERE#EMEICE L TiX, LCEA &
Tonnis angle DEAN T FFEMENHE SN TE Y | FFIZ LCEA [3MF NEHEM: ICC
0.8-0.9, MFEMMEHME ICC 0.7-0.9 F2E & @\ [49,51,54-59], AWFFE TIZETD
INT A —=Z—IZBWTIHRENE L OBERE#EMEZFHE L 72 & 2 A moderate &
HUNTE good THEAIL TV =M, LS IZB L TETRRKME T » 7=, [EHEME 2K &+
L ERFERE LT, FHALSToH 2 T FAMAlRRS RS BA .0 B H o B
b (sourci) DEL R OREDOHEEZ 23 H 0 | FHA R DR EITI T DR ESHHL
PHICRE RS D LEZDBND, —FH T, & XHRTA—F—DORENLE LUK
FHERHM T moderate LA &7 o7 BEK & LTI, 2 ADOBREDIWTNHEE
AREMEZBEICIGE L TR Y | ERIREBRFEEN 12 £& 11 FTEEL TV
2. F—OBHEETHLIEOICFRKOBELZ T TELILRENBZZL
o,

ARBFFEITN S ODDRFDIAET D, 5 11E, BBEE X BT A =2 —D
TRk LT, BB NI E T X AR CldZe < &FMENIALER X 3 EH S
TR THD, THUIZE3 THREELZE Y . @H OB IER X TiX, 7 41
DL X BRIED S 1.2m BENTEACEICERE L, B RO OIIHVE RS SN
BT 20, RFMESIALER X AR TIE T 4 b 20 XBRIED S 2m B 7oA E 125
B3, BROF LT EESN SO FRERICAE Lz, Liedi> T, 2FHE
SEALIET XD X B — A 0 HUL 30l OB BT E R X #t & 0 T Bl
ZALET DM, T ANV LY A ZBLOXBIEE 7 4 VAR OEREb KX <725
e, XBARAICEA L TGREITED T 5 B2 b D, EArhits Eah
O, XBRE—LAOANRARERIRD Z L CHBOBRENELD Z LITFEETH-
T2, ZOEBEOREZEN X HRoRT A= —OFHHNC 5 X 2 BB L /NS hoT=2 2
EML PRI 3 THRAE S L7z, FEEEO X BREHRIZ B W) TR O E I 2
HZ DAEEMERHH 0 & LR, TEEmEmE(E (sourci)DE S| R
B Fiads X OVRE Fli T OMEOEWAZT 72, Goldman & Hoover
L. XFREND 7 4 L 2 F TOREBEN, LCEA, Tonnis angle, Sharp’s angle (Z
WHEREH 2 7aho T LS L7z [60], Delagrammaticas 513, X #gE— 2D AR
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A O SN OFAZE L EROF LD Sem INOREZEX, FFRSID L3t LT

[61], BMEOmE SEAZERELT D2 LA, L0 EMRFHIEfRRICT 5 &

W7z S B D [62,63], F7o. BUE—MANTAEEM 40TV 2 B X #R/3

T A—H—OIEEEERE LR EON DL 1T, REEECM OB E O
MEMTIRE SN XBRESRE LTEY, 47 LY EMREREE Em X 4R

ZHEIL THONTEETIE AR o 72 [30-36], ABFZETIL, D72 & bEi

O [AIFECR G ERNT L 2 BBIET X AR T A — & —~ D% /MRS 5
72O, YT HRELERI LT, 2L, BBROBIBER) X BRIEmEgIc 5
2 DRI ONWTIE, MROMETHRIFNTOILERH D EE XD,

852 1k, BEBEET X BN T A—F —DAFHLE (Bl AE, FHIRE LTRET
NEREREEE O, B FIAMAUER. sourcil DNAMAlRZ: LYo EDRIE T, &
PR OEZRDIBEOWMEMTH BN 2. AL ERITIT—H LTV
WRTH D [31-33,48,64,65], ZORERIZHOWTITIBEORETHLF I T
V%, Hanson Hi%. LCEA OHEIX. sourcil E/IXEFHD EH S OIMAFET
FHA SN D DITRIFT D LA LT [66], BXBEEN X MR8 A — & — D FEHEMEIC
BUWTIE, RSSO 2 MR U7 E CIEEICEIRT 2L ERH D, F72. K
WFZETIET DX VEHAIT X 3T A= =Dt 24T > 7228, HLETHHRE
IZRD 7 V= ROFHIITH Tz, B Y 7 b7 I LD 5EHROFHR Ok
ER EOFAEBENE ENTHEIEEER R LT 5 RN B 5,

B3, AEMUBIEERIZZDRWEE Tho a8 Th D, MIBIEL &5
FIER AR ZOBEMEIZ OV TOMEILZ L, TR 2 THIBIEOREIZ X
DIRBAET X MR RT A =2 =TT OB ARET LT 2 A, ORI/
o7, LU, ABFEO X GILE i OMRMCIEEA @ E & 13872 - TV 5 AlEetE
W%, LI TR TIL, MIBREDRE A K/ NRIZHEI T 5 7ol iRz
WAETCIZSWE D ITHE— Lo HIET X ey L, BITEBE ORI A A
DD X MMERN Lz, £, MBIED D2 WVILZDORWVEBE NIRRT STz
KR T K MIEIRTE TN &0, KEOEIERE - To 2 & TR
FERE RSB E 5 2 RN H D Z L LIFRORATH D,
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6. BN

AR %D 2 © BRENCEEABRAE’ R INE L B3H o7, i
RBVMEBIED 2032 DEVEETH L 2 L, KEELOERTHZ L)
etk B, AR R RGEEIRE N 5 S NAER D A kb oz, BEABEAS
X, ZIEHERRBEETE & A\ TRXEAET 4 & Haift o i K DGR 7T H Y [67]. BEM

%ﬂﬂ%ﬁKé*ﬂ?éﬁfﬁﬁi%ﬂb%@ﬁ?é:a@%éﬁ 2T
HEOVRE IS (XL S LT in o, FRICIER O G EICIX, @Y a7+ v —T v
7%%ﬂ%{ﬁ%&m?éh%#l%f%b\ﬂ%% SR F T H L
WHETH 5,

AR Y EEFADOKEIX 1205 14RICETT5LINTEHD [38-41]
KIFFED FAGIIGE 1| DFEERD & | RFFTIROEFICE T 14 7% F TIT X
LY 8B d KO HERE SRS 2T L, 10.0 2 5 11.9 mK D HFiinf& Tk
B%ﬁxﬁ»7f~ﬂ—®£m#$%tmﬁbfm:ouf@ﬁn@i\3ﬁ#
5 18 kD LCEA ZfERFICEIE L. miciEHEb L 727 — 7Tl 9 T
71.1%. 12 5% T 93.4%, 15 % T 98.7% DS IEHAL L 72— T, 12 i CEB AL
REDPEFEL CORGERICIZOBRDEFE L a0z I MELD 2 23,
%%Gﬁé}ﬁKé@ﬁﬂfﬁu ENRIAT R o 1258 TH - 72 [68],

CBBEINCEREICHA L 2 B R 2, EEHOKEMX T £ T

&n<6m®ﬂATE%m¢5®#% eI v BINFEZ 1T - 72 [69].

6-1. XITR & ik

XG5 % 2006 -2 A 225 2020 4 3 H F TICMIBIE £ 7213 D&\ T HIBEFR
KFEEBLEFEHLERE X —52ZZ LT 1005 140 653 A (1306 %) &
L7z ARE ar— ML CTh 5, &I CHIZRHCEFMEIAL Em X SR —
L 7= HiETIRE Sz, 200 CRBIEITIER TH 0 | BRBIETOIEHEIE 220> -
koﬁﬂwﬁm%mﬁ@%#%é%@ R 7 a7 o Z—2 X0 BRBEE A RN

THRHAIREEZR & D DFF 80 A (160 ) D3ERIN S ATz, Ief&HIIZ 573 A (1146 %) 03
FHA G & T o 7o, WIRZREO EFHESLALIE [ X SR E#H 5y % FIVWC LCEA %
TIUANERIL, EEBEERAEOIENEIT LCEA 20°K0# & L7=, Kobayashi ©
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DOH|EZE D LT [68]. 100D 11 i (K12 7%) & 12 D 14 5% (=12 %) D4E
I i < BEEAREA RO ERE - TR BAMEIERL -, 20D
%, EBHABKARLHEL 2T T, <2RRIcBWTIT 125 L 15 %, >12 5%
ICBWTIE 15 RO 7+ v —7 v 7P2FMNALER X kg sl boz
Tt L7z, X 21 8% @ flowchart TH 5, R TOFHANT 1| AOIEHAR
(TN : EERREREEL 12 )N K-> Tz, 2L T, ZNZENDEmIN—T
CTHEFEMNTH L = BB A A2 D 15 3% FF LCEA #3HAl L. BEEAKRERT
D IEH LR (LCEA20°LL b)) 234 L 7=,

10-147%
B B 5 7 1 T B MR
1306/% Btk

BROEE - A ERD B2
a7y 45—z ¥ TR

/ 11461 \ 160/
10-115%  (<125%) 12-145% (2125%)
LCEA <20° LCEA <20°
34/2520% 45/894 /%
12555 & 155 71T 15i% R 1T
X7 +u—7 v 7H0 X7 +u—7v7HD
19/% 36/

21. Selection and extraction flowchart (3CHR 69 &V 51, —¥BckE)
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12 A (10 w2 5 11 %) D 252 . TAA AL 19 RICIFEL 72,
10 %28 8 B (B 3 M. 2tk s ). 11 5% 11 B (BE4 . TR THh -
7eo 12 LA E (12 120 5 14 %) D 894 B, EHHAMKALIE 36 BICATEL
Too 1278%2% 14 B2, 1308 8 B, 147%25 14k TH Y, &FILETH - 72,

12 J A CEE A S &HIE L 7= BRI o BRI e 5 IEFLHRIZ, 12 5%
515 C 26.3% (5 B%). 15 J&F 55 C 31.6% (6 %) 72 - 7= (X 22), — 77T, 12 %L E
TREHEEASR & HE L 72 RBIET O R It 5 IEFEALERIZ, 15 &R T 5.6%
2 B)72 572 (K 23),

EEARRAE EEAL
(LCEA <20) (LCEA 220)

<125% 191%
14/% 5%
127% (73.7%) (26.3%)

130

6/
155% (68.4%)

(31.6%)

22. 12 AT CEEAREKA S & HIE L 2B o BRIk S IEFLER (o
ik 69 LV ABIH, —EE)

44



EERABRAE E#AL
(LCEA <20) (LCEA 220)

>125% 36/
34/ 2%
157% (94.4%) (5.6%)

X1 23. 12 LA ECEEAEAS L HIE L 7= B o BRI 5 IEFLE (X
ik 66 LV B, —EE)

6-3. F%

KRBT DOFER LV | TBETE A4 D HHE % i 72 3 MBI O iR HE S
IEFALERI, 12 R CHE S N 8GE1C1E 31.6%. 12 3% ECHIE S 7z
BT 5.6%7Z 07z, Lo TCEWIRX 5 &, HIBNCEFHEHAS & HIE &
N7 I D R TR O E B 2O THIRER X, 12 Wk T
70%. 12 KA ETHI95%TH 5 & FE 2 bvd, Ziid, Kobayashi & 233 L
72 30> b 18 KD FH HIE A 2D ROl D LCEA 7% #EIRF R ICHH A L 72058
FERD, RIEMICIEFL L7220 — 7 TR 9T 71.1%., 12 7% T 93.4%. 15 %
T 98 T%UDIEHAL L2 WS b DRI 2R TH 72 [68],

BHEOEFABEAL O FHREIC oW Tlt, BIEROBEE CHEIE BT
ET 5856, LCEA<10-20°00%4 7% EIC RO EE FIEE Y FifiZe & OB ET
MEMETT 2 2 N2V, B BT, R THTO RO RS HE
B0 FAN T H O BETHECE ORE AR 2 2 S5 2 & TV RUE ORELAL
EEFLSED LWV MERL [70]. 14 ARl TR 21T 5 2 Lt oi Y
TETVUTWCAHEATHY, LBV TIHEEDKRE JICEBE2EXDHZLT
WECHO U 27 b sE2 0o o@Ebd D [71], Lol EIEROKE]
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B L TR AW 2 2 LI3IEFICHETH Y . RO E2EET S
e e b RKE TIIEREICHRFNT OLERHD LB B,

¥ 72, 127K CEEBHEERAR L HIE I N 19 BRICBEL T, 15 MO m&
NEBEABRKAEZD 7V —T7% D, EFLLEZZV—T2NE L, X#oYT
A — % — (LCEA, Tonnis angle, Sharp’s angle, AHD)D 8217 >72, 12 LA
FCHE SN 36 BRIZBI L Tid, N 232 % CTHh 5 7= D BRI X 22
EHIET L7z, £ 9T, 12 R D D (n=13)& N (n= 6)DHIEPHIEFHE, 12 5%
e, 15 RIS RBIT 2% X BT A — 4 — D ORER 2 /R LTz, 15 RO
LCEA (D: 18°+1.4° vs N: 23°+2.4°, p=0.01) & Tonnis angle (D: 11°+1.6° vs N:
8.2°£2.0°, p=0.0 NICEHE LR EDN B 572, 102> 5 11 KO EIEERFICIX, Wi
N—THIICE XRARNT A =X —DEEEII D > 7=,

RNT R =R — 10-11 7% 12 7% 15 7%
D N p D N p D N p
LCEA (°) 16£22 17415 032 18+22 21+1.9 0.01 18+1.4 23+24 0.1
Sharp angle (°) 51432 50+13 0.74 50+1.9 49409 0.15 50+22 48+1.9 0.08
Ténnis angle (°)  12+1.5 13£1.9 030 1114 10+1.6 043 11+l1.6 82+20 0.01
AHI (%) 71447 74439 019 74451 77434 020 74450 79432  0.06

LCEA, lateral center-edge angle; AHI, acetabular head index

KO, R2EAHCEHEABEAZEHEINEZ 19ED S B, AN REEH
MRV —7 (D, n=13) L IEHLZ A — 7 (N, n=6)D &4E M 31T 5 BB X
BT A =2 —Dig Lk 66 LV EIH, —HWE)

Kobayashi & (¥, BEHEAEKAED 7 V=T LIEFE L7 v— 7L TlX,
LCEA & Sharp’s angle ICE WD H - 72 L i L7z [68]c AEMFIE DAG R & B
¥25&, XEHWEEEFHEEA2DHE X, LCEA, Tonnis angle,
Sharp’s angle ZH/0AEGDOETITo 7 N KV IEfETH L AlgEME 2 RIEZ LT,
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EEMEAIET X # 2 v, HRANDO BEHO WA X X7 A -2 —%
PHE L., 2 ORAEE OGN & Z Y2 FHE L 72, AFRTHEONAKE T X —
£ — OFEHEAE X, MERIC B 2 B L DR D 7o W IREIH O BEART X fio¥ 7 2
— X —DHBEHL AT ENTE LD, W D2HhD T XA —K%— (LCEA,
Sharp’s angle, AHI, PED)iZ. FALABFOILHEE & Hx 2 2 & 2 O EEICHHG 3
5 LHBRETH D,

PRI IC A BRI O RBART X fo8 7 XA — 2 =it Tid, #2113 95%CI % 48
Z 5P A PR AT IKBEEIE 2 RIE L TV 3 22 RT3 L, Y oRHEED
Hi P 23R D B TR BB FIE O RIEIC BB 2 2B MEPBETH % LE 2
%, LT, 2o cHonzfERc, BEHOMKEM X 7 XA -2 —D
IEHfEE BEMEEZXNT 22 2T, Z4U%0H 2 IEFHEEZRET L L2
VETH D,

T 72 RFEONRIZMEIEE 7213 % DEEWEE DO LBMHAANL X #TH o 7=
ClaFEST DL, MIBERSRICKREASIOR 7 Y —=v 7 %175 2 L23AHE
Th D, FEMZh B I nZ2 L -BEHOF L b 2, fIEER T
T BEHABEA SO R BN R IRELTERBESEORIEZ I C T &
BTE L7120, MIBERZCTZZLZEEHO U ICBARARR I N-EEA
FERALEDORIERZFET 2 2 LML EZ T3,
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