29

QOL
ONFH
QOL
29 ONFH
ONFH
QOL
QOL
QOL SF-12v2
12015 2 -2017 4
274 166 (60.6%) 108
ONFH
QOL
2: 2015 2 -2017 9 218
THA 141
THA 36.6
1 THA
THA 6

VAS(p=0.0152), JHEQ(
(p=0.0172)

) (p=0.0012) OHS(p 0.0251)

ONFH
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QOL

(39.4%)

51.2

Stagel,2: N

THA

37.1

QOL

QoL
QOL QOL

(THA)

(JHEQ) Oxford Hip Score OHS

17 ONFH
47.1 SD+ 14.3 17-84
QOL
/
N
43 339
37 6
QOL
1
THA

1)



ONFH 1.2 181

40 49
30 39 2)
ONFH

51%

31%

2
ONFH X MRI

3-6)

Hip Arthroplasty (THA) "

11)

ONFH
QoL)
12-15)
ONFH
16)
1940
18)
QOL
) ONFH QoL
ONFH
QoL
QoL
QoL
THA
13-15)
THA
ONFH

Total

8-10)

(Quality of Life:

QOL

17) QoL

QOL

ONFH
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QOL

QOL

ONFH

2015 2

ONFH
16

QOL

QOL

THA
QOL

2017 4

17

20)

(JHEQ)? Oxford Hip Score OHS %29

QoL
25)
JHEQ 22 4
3
VAS
ONFH
26,27)
OHS 12

SF-12v2
0-28
0-100  VAS
JHEQ
VAS
JHEQ
0-48



QoL
SF-12v2
SF-36

MCS:

QoL

QOL

(Kruskal-Wallis, Wilcoxon

Holm )

IBM:SPSS version 24

QoL

Wilcoxon
version 14. 2

290

274

QOL

PCS
RCS: /
50

209 ¥

3

SAS:JMP version 11.0

p<0.05

6 1
THA

Wilcoxon

Bonferroni
SAS:JMP

94.5

(60.6%) 108  (39.4%)
47.1 SD+ 14.3 17-84

BMI23.0 SD+ 3.5 ONFH 84
190
129 145
JiC Type A Type B
Type C1 Type C2 4 MRI
Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 3A Stage 3B
Stage 4
Type A 0
Type B 10 TypeCl 87 TypeC2 177
Stage 10 Stage2 23 Stage3A 118
Stage3B 76 Staged 47
126
77 57 14
SLE43
18 12
12
57 26
20 1
4
121
138
ONFH QOL
QOL TypeCl1 C2
Stage 2 3A 3B

TypeCl TypeC2 JHEQ
JHEQ( ) OHS
(Wilcoxon Holm )
[stagel 3A 3B 4] [Stage2 3B]
JHEQ( ) [Stagel
3A 3B 4] [Stage 2 3A 3B 4] JHEQ( )
[Stage 1 3B 4] [Stage 2 3A 3B 4] [Stage 3A

3B 4] JHEQ( ) [Stagel 3B] OHS
[Stage 2 3B 4] SF-12;RCS [Stage 1 3B]
Stage
( JHEQ
( )
QOL
Stagel 2 N 33
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Stage3A 3B 4 C 241

N /
N SF-12 /
RCS p=0.0350
46
47
N ;p=0.0341 C ; p=0.0301)
C 47 SF-12
MCS p=0.0155 0.0478
Wilcoxson
N
SF-12 MCS ( )
QOL
N QOL
51
75 46.9(SD=16.0
66 11
43.5(SD=11.8
43 14 50.9(SD=12.8
6 8
53.5(SD=12.1) N
( 46.8
84.9 p=0.0022 Wilcoxson ) JHEQ
(16.2/8.0; p=0.0097) OHS(36.8/24.1;

p=0.0086) SF-12(RCS) (45.6/29.1; p=0.0016)
C

218
2 1
2
184
84.4% THA 141
51.2 43 33.9

SAS:JMP version 14. 2

THA 36.6 37
37.1 37 6
1
THA Type A: 0 Type B: 0
Type C1: 10 Type C2: 27 Stage
0 Stage 2: 2 Stage 3A: 15 Stage 3B:
13 Stage 4: 7
Type A: 0 Type B: 4 Type C1: 25
Type C2: 8 Stage 1: Stage 2:
3 Stage 3A: 27 Stage 3B: 5 Stage 4:
THA
6 26
29 1 29 30
6 1
QOL
SF-12v2 MCS: RCS: /
P-value
6 THA JHEQ
(p<0.0001) VAS(p<0.0001) (p<0.0001)

(p=0.0001) (p=0.0002) OHS(p<0.0001)
SF-12v2 PCS(p=0.0003)
JHEQ (p=0.0006) VAS(p=0.0096)
(p=0.0128) SF-12v2 PCS(p=0.0081)
6 1 THA
(p=0.0155) JHEQ (p=0.0003)
OHS(p=0.0006) (Wilcoxon
Bonferroni p<0.0166
THA 2
VAS(p=0.0152) JHEQ( ) (p=0.0012) OHS(p
0.0251) 6 THA
(p<0.001)  VAS(p=0.004 )
JHEQ( ) (p=0.0157) OHS(p 0.0115)
1 THA
(p=0.0172) Wilcoxon
10

117



THA 23
20
THA 56
80 6 THA 14
48 1
5 25
4,
ONFH
QOL
N
QOL Type C1 Type C2
JHEQ JHEQ ( ) OHS
[Stage 1

3A 3B 4] [Stage 2  3B]
JHEQ( ) [Stage 1 3A 3B 4] [Stage 2
3A 3B 4] JHEQ( ) [Stagel 3B 4] [Stage?2
3A 3B 4] [Stage 3A 3B 4] JHEQ( )
[Stage 1 3B] OHS  [Stage 2 3B 4]
SF-12;RCS [Stage 1  3B]
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Stage 2 / Stage 3A
Stage? / Stage 3A / Stage 3B

Stage 2 / Stage 3A
Stage 3B 21
ONFH QOL SF-36 PCS27.8
MCS48.3 B SF-36  SF-12v2

SF-12v2  Stage 3B
PCS22.0 MCS50.0
ARO 11 THA 9
QOL ONFH

OHS ARO 29.1 THA 21.9
SF-36 PCS ARO 30.8 THA 17.8
MCS ARO 48.0 THA 48.6

13)
OHS  Stage 3A; 27.2 Stage3B; 23.1
PCS Stage 3A;25.8 Stage 3B;22.0 MCS  Stage
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ARO THA Stage
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46 47 2
N
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47 SF-12
MCS
N
SF-12 MCS N
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N
JHEQ OHS SF-12: RCS
ONFH
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1 n=274
n %
SD 47.1(14.3 (17-84)
BMI SD 23.0(3.5
166 60.6
108 394
ONFH 84 30.7
190 69.3
129 47.1
145 52.9
TypeA 0 0.0
TypeB 10 3.6
TypeC1 87 31.8
TypeC2 177 64.6
Stagel 10 3.6
Stage2 23 8.4
Stage3A 118 43.1
Stgage3B 76 27.7
Stage4 47 17.2
126 46.0
77 28.1
57 20.8
14 5.1
SLE 43 235
18 9.8
34 18.6
57
26 9.5
30 10.9
1 0.4
121 44.2
138 50.4
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OTypeB
B TypeC1
OTypeC2

NN N N NN

(= I e I ]

2 QOL
T c1i c2
ype Kruskal-Wallis
n 10 87 174
sSD sSD sSD p
JHEQ
65.0 31.2 73.7 275 823 225 0.0207
1 13.4 7.5 11.9 8.0 8.4 6.3 0.0008
12 12.4 8.6 10.6 8.0 6.3 6.3 <0.0001
12.4 8.8 11.6 8.1 9.9 6.7 0.3735
oHs™ 28.0 13.6 294 109 251 10.5 0.0185
SF-12v2
PCS 28.1 17.5 27.4 159 240 13.4 0.2450
MCS 46.9 9.0 52.6 106 51.0 9.5 0.1275
RCS 39.6 18.0 36.6 16.4 354 14.7 0.4400
Wilcoxon (Holm
T 1: TypeC1l  TypeC2; p=0.0009
T 2: TypeCl TypeC2;p<0.0001
Tt 3: TypeCl TypeC2: p=0.0048
QoL
Stage 2 3A 3B 4 Kruskal-
n 23 118 76 47 Wallis
SD SD SD SD SD p
JHEQ
1 40.1 32.3 62,5 32.9 79.4 23.0 85.7 20.8 82.9 19.1 <0.0001
2 10.4 159 7.6 101 7.1 7.4 52 7.7 5.4 <0.0001
£ 105 137 6.2 89 7.6 53 54 51 5.2 <0.0001
4 7.2 125 81 11.4 7.8 84 6.1 9.6 5.6 0.0032
oHs'™® 15.0 33.3 10.8 27.2 11.0 23.1 9.9 25.8 8.9 0.0008
SF-12v2
PCS 18.6 29.8 13.8 25.8 15.1 22.0 13.4 25.1 12.8 0.0700
McCs 13.5 46.9 9.6 52.0 10.3 50.0 9.3 52.9 8.4 0.1197
rcs'® 12.8 38.2 15.8 36.9 15.7 31.6 14.6 37.0 13.9 0.0049
Wilcoxon (Holm

T 1: Stagel Stage3A;p=0.0002, Stagel
3B;p<0.0001, Stage2

T 3:Stagel Stage3B;p=0.0007, Stage 1
Stage 2  Stage 4; p<0.0001

t 5 Stage2 Stage3B;p=0.0003,Stage2

t 6 Stagel  Stage3B;p=0.0017

Stage3B;p<0.0001, Stagel

Stage4;p<0.0001

Stage 4;p=0.0011, Stage 2
Stage 3A  Stage3B;p=0.0018,Stage 3A  Stage4;p=0.054
t 4 Stagel  Stage3B;p=0.0010

Stage4; 0.0042

Stage4;p=0.0001,Stage2

Stage3B;0.0070
T 2:Stagel Stage3A;p=0.0082, Stagel Stage3B;p=0.0013, Stagel Stage4;p=0.0020, Stage2 3A;p=0.0012, Stage2

Stage3A;p=0.0025, Stage 2  Stage 3B; p<0.0001,

O Stagel
I Stage?
O Stage3A
O Stage3B
B Stage4d




4 N/C QOL
N C
n 21 12 145 96

JHEQ

61.2 343 46.1 32.2 0.2296 829 20.3 809 235 0.7868

16.2 85 17.8 8.6 0.5689 9.0 6.1 8.3 6.7 0.2499

14.1 7.2 158 8.7 0.6404 7.3 6.6 6.7 7.1 0.1884

13.8 8.4 14.1 7.8 0.7505 10.4 6.9 9.6 7.3 0.3336
OHS 305 13.0 394 6.5 0.0804 261 10.0 249 11.1 0.3200
SF-12v2
PCS 29.8 16.0 32.3 14.6 0.7632 254 142 23.0 14.1 0.2975
MCS 48.3 11.3 51.8 11.9 0.3894 51.8 10.5 511 8.2 0.6362
RCS 374 16.7 484 10.3 0.0350 354 151 349 151 0.6138
Wilcoxon

5 N/C QOL
N C
46 47 46 47
n 14 19 p 133 108 p

JHEQ

69.0 285 459 34.8 0.0341 85.6 16.9 77.8 25.8 0.0301

15.4 7.9 179 8.8 0.4318 8.8 5.9 8.6 6.9 0.3046

16.2 7.0 137 8.2 0.3564 7.8 6.7 6.1 6.8 0.0155

13.2 8.0 144 8.3 0.7036 10.6 6.9 9.4 7.2 0.1242
OHS 33.8 9.0 334 137 0.7732 26.3 9.8 249 11.1 0.2599
SF-12v2
PCS 26.2 16.5 33.4 14.3 0.3222 24.9 13.7 239 14.8 0.5018
MCS 51.0 11.4 487 11.7 0.6985 52.7 10.0 50.2 9.1 0.0478
RCS 40.1 175 422 145 0.8973 355 140 349 16.6 0.7871
Wilcoxon
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6 N/C QOL
N C
n 24 75 166
p p
JHEQ
56.4 39.7 555 32.4 1.0000 809 211 827 21.9 0.1471
17.6 8.0 16.5 8.7 0.8325 8.7 6.7 8.8 6.2 0.6702
16.6 7.6 140 7.8 0.4855 7.5 7.4 6.8 6.5 0.6731
13.0 6.5 14.2 8.6 1.0000 104 7.0 10.0 7.1 0.7704
OHS 30.0 145 350 10.7 0.5018 26.2 10.3 254 10.5 0.6510
SF-12v2
PCs 29.3 164 31.3 15.2 0.5263 26.5 144 236 14.1 0.1814
MCS 57.6 9.0 46.1 10.7 0.0128 51.0 9.0 518 9.9 0.4230
RCS 359 16.9 439 145 0.1894 334 145 36.0 15.4 0.3262
Wilcoxon



THA (n=37) (n=37)

(Sb) - 36.6(7.6) 24-49 37. (8.4 18-49
n % n
23 62.2 23 62.
14 37.8 14 37.
21
16
15 40.5 16 43.2
12 32.4 12 32.4
8 21.6 7 18.9
2 5.4 2 .4
Type A
Type B 4
Type C1 10 25
Type C2 27 8
Stage 1 1
Stage 2 2 3
Stage 3A 15 27
Stage 3B 13 5
Stage 4 7 1
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8 THA JHEQ, OHS, SF-12v2

e ' 91.0 74.5-99.5 7. 0-30 13.5  3.0-40.0 0.0001 * .2166 .0001 ¥
vas' 82.0 61.5-90 2. 0-20 5.5 0.5-17.0 0.0001 * .6091 .0001 *
6.0 2.5-11 24.0 18.5-28.0 24.5 19.5-28.0 0.0001 * .7476 .0001 *
5.0 2-9.5 14.0 7.8-20.3 18.5 12.5-24.0 0.0001 * .0496 .0001 *
9.0 5.5-15 18.0 11.8-22.3 21.0 14.0-25.5 0.0002 * .8531 .0007 *
OHS 26.0 17-31 43.0 36.8-46.3 45.0 39.3-47.0 0.0001 * .3317 .0001 *
SF-12v2
PCS 18.4 13.8-36.1 41.4 22.0-54.7 51.0 36.5-54.4 0.0003 * .4212 .0001 *
MCS 53.0 45.7-59.8 56.7 50.5-64.0 56.3 49.2-64.9 0.0432 .3894 .0814
RCS 33.7 23.2-45.2 48.1 29.9-50.8 48.7 37.1-54.1 0.1084 .2293 .0342
n
Wilcoxon Bonferroni *p 0.0166
JHEQ:

OHS: Oxford Hip Score
PCS:

MCS:

RCS: /
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JHEQ, OHS, SF-12v2

JHEQ
t 85.0 70-100 50.0 32.0-79.0 29.0 10.0-62.3 .0006 .0155 * .0001 *
vAs' 63.0 43.5-82.5 26.0 7.5-48.0 16.0 4.0-46.5 .0096 .0609 .0001 *
11.0 6.5-16.5 16.5 12.0-26.5 22.0 36.3-15.8 .0128 .0189 .0001 *
7.0 5.0-14.0 10.0 6.5-16.5 14.0 9.8-21.3 .3191 .0003 * .0037 *
11.0 7.5-18.0 15.5 10.5-22.0 17.0 13.0-24.0 .0618 .0499 .0003 *
OHS 29.0 21.5-37.0 37.5 31.5-42.5 42.0 37.0-46.0 .0494 .0006 * .0001 *
SF-12v2
PCS 23.2 16.2-35.6 31.7 23.0-46.8 38.7 32.4-48.4 .0081 .0361 .0001 *
MCS 54.2 43.9-64.1 58.9 54.1-64.5 59.6 47.3-67.3 .0180 .5423 .2001
RCS 43.5 22.1-50.9 42.0 34.7-46.9 45.8 34.1-50.3 .3712 .5114 .1529
T
Wilcoxon Bonferroni *p 0.0166
JHEQ:
OHS: Oxford Hip Score
PCS:
MCS:
RCS:
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10 THA 6 1 JHEQ, OHS, SF-12v2

6 1
THA THA THA
JHEQ
T 91.0 85.0 0.5643 7.0 50.0 <0.001~ 13. 29. .0172 *
VAS' 82.0 63.0 0.0152 * 2.0 26.0 0.0041 " 5. 16. .0524
6.0 11.0 0.0012 ~ 24.0 16.5 0.0157 * 24 . 22. .2117
5.0 7.0 0.0812 14.0 10.0 0.2319 18. 14. L2171
9.0 11.0 0.1140 18.0 15.5 0.2647 21. 17. .2700
OHS 26.0 29.0 0.0251 * 43.0 37.5 0.0115~ 45. 42. .4435
SF-12v2
PCS 18.4 23.2 0.2273 41.4 31.7 0.1176 51. 38. .0866
MCS 53.0 54.2 0.9473 56.7 58.9 0.4873 56. 59. .4953
RCS 33.7 43.5 0.1011 48.1 42.0 0.7042 48. 45. .5071
T
Wilcoxon Bonferroni *p 0.0166
JHEQ:
OHS: Oxford Hip Score
PCS:
MCS:
RCS: /
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