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Figure 1: Quantitative Joint Space Width Measurements at Predefined
Locations (10°, 30°, & 50°)
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» 3 predefined fixed location

T‘-g.':t :

* 10° 30° and 50° in a pola

* Intra-Class Correlation >

* Obtained by an indepe;afe‘r
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Table 1. Baseline Characteristics for Patients Undergoing Arthroscopic Labral Repair

Results * e —

(n =85)

404 +13.1 329+9.0

e TOtaI PatientS: 106 *\@;\‘ Body mass index 27.2+3.9 250+4.1
* Subsequent THA: 21 (19.8%)

+ No Subsequent THA: 85 (80:2%)

10 (47.6) 54 (63.5)

Sex
 oMee 1 31365
Y0

15 (71.4) 48 (56.5)

v

. Rgt

2500 6 (28.6) 37(43.9)

® P reo pe rative va ria b I es a SSOCiated Center-edge angle, deg 345+7.0 346+5.8 0.951
75 a angle, deg 69.7+13.0 63.0+14.0 0.050

. . 5.9+4.7 3.1+4.3 0.016*
with conversion to THA

3(14.3) 10 (11.8)

e —
P g e 7323 s |
* Increased BMI (kg/m?) > 3(14.3) a@7n

Combined 8(38.1) 36 (42.3) |
o Higher Tonnis grades ~ Tonnis Grade <0.001*
: Grade 0 2 (9.5) 23 (27.1)
e Greater JSW differences Grade 1 9 (42.9) 54 (63.5)

Grade 2 7 (33.3) 8 (9.4)

. Grades 3A43) 0(00)

JSW difference

0.494 +0.985 -0.064£0.609  0.009*

30° location, mm 0.779 £ 0.839 0.029 £ 0.507 <0.001*
50° location, mm 0.358 + 0.832 -0.044 + 0.527 0.045*




I ? e S u I t S Table 2. Intraoperative Characteristics for Patients Undergoing Arthroscopic Labral Repair

P-value

~.“=ZY Outerbridge Classification
\\

. ignifi ' in 000 363
arthroscopic procedures performed S I YT R 71 = I R
Grade 3 11 (52.4) 47 (55.3)
N Grade 4 | 8(381) 782 |
750 Beck Labrum Classification
* Intraoperative variables associated Stage 0 3143 iz
= 2 Stage 1 4 (19.0) 34 (40.0)
with conversion to THA Stage 2 4(19.0) 12 (14.1)
) Stage 3 3 (14.3) 5 (5.9)
4 ngher grade chondral defects Stage 4 7 (33.4) 23 (27.1)

* Based on Outerbridge Classification el A MG

3(14.3)
6 (28.6)
3(14.3)
9 (42.8)

11 (12.9)
35 (41.2)
3(3.5)
36 (42.4)

Acetabuloplasty

Femoroplasty

Femoroacetabuloplasty
Other Procedures

1.000
0.175
0.257

0.716

Microfracture 1(4.8)
2 (9.5)

2(9.5)
6 (28.6)

7(8.2)
2 (2.4)
3(3.5)

21 (24.7)

Abrasion Chondroplasty
Os acetabuli removal/fixation

Chondral Flap Present

i
E
4



Results

e JSW differences at 30°

* predictive of conversion to THA

» Selection of preoperative var»l-’
* Baseline differences between éﬁ}]ﬁﬂs
 Significance of impact within th ﬂégressmn s
* Results of prior literature & exp ‘f "”bplnlon (SD VJJ)@% e

* Independent predictors of early c‘onversmn u THE 3
* Increased BMI

* Higher Tonnis Grades

* Larger JSW difference at 30° location

95% ClI P-value
Age . 0.92-1.06 0.726
Body mass index : 1.07-1.52 0.008"

Tonnis Grade

JSW difference at 30° location

AOR, Adjusted Odds Ratio; Cl, Confidence Interval; JSW, Joint Space Width. Tonnis grade was categorized into low (grades 0-1) versus high (grades 2-3).
*Statistically Significant (P < 0.05).
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* In patients with preserved joint spaces (22mm)

* Large JSW differences a more likely'to.convert to THA following
arthroscopic labral repa S RN £
« Augments previous literature foc 1 ced joint space |

* as predictive of prc; I

*La;.-'sj :
* Limitations ‘f;’(
» Radiographic measureme {H

)

* Discrete at 10°, 30°, and 507 |

* Patient reported outcome measi

B
3

\ 8 AN A
* Unavailable for clinical correﬁath

 Importance of identifying object
* |dentify appropriate candidates
* For hip preservation

* Best educate patients : . mas

. . . ] o ] }ﬁ
* Onrisks associated with hip arthroscopy e ;;af
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