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1 BUEEIEE L QOL score & MFHRE

FHBIFR % pfiEL

JHEQ Pain VAS -0. 37 0.04
Satisfaction VAS 0. 37 0.04

Pain score -0. 16 0. 40

Function score -0.26 0.17

Mental score -0. 02 0.91

Total score -0.24 0.20

SF12v2 PCS -0.01 0.99
MCS -0.04 0.85

RCS -0.07 0.73

Total score -0. 06 0.76

OHS Pain score -0.20 0.31
Function score -0.19 0.32

Total score -0.23 0.23

JHEQ = The Japanese Orthopaedic Association hip disease evaluation questionnaire; SF12v2 = 12-Item
Short-Form Heal th Survey version 2; OHS = Oxford hip score; VAS = visual analogue scale; PCS = physical

component summary; MCS = mental component summary; RCS = role/ social component summary
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