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Comparative analysis of bipolar femoral head replacement and total hip replacement for the treatment of
femoral neck fractures in the ededy HE Aishan, LI Fobao, LIAO Weiming, et al. Department of T rauma
and Orthopaedics, the 1st Affiliated H ospital of Zhongshan Unwersity ( Guangdong Guangzhou, 510080,
China)

[ Abstractl Objective To compare the effect of bipolar femoral head replacement ( FHR) and total hip
replacement (THR) for the treatment of femoral neck fractures in the elderly Methods From January 1996 to
January 2000, 87 patients over 75 years old with displaced femoral neck fractures were analyzed posto perativ-
ely. 56 cases were treated with FHR and follow ed up for the average of 4 years and 1 month, 31 cases with
THR and follow ed up for 4 years and 3 mont hs. Results The bleeding volume of FHR group w as significantly
lower than that of THR group during operation and the operative time of FHR was significantly shorter than
THR group. The early complication after FHR was significantly less than after THR and the Harris score in
follow- up was no different betw een two groups. Conclusion The bipolar femoral head replacement is safe and
satisfactory method, which will be the first choice for the treatment femoral neck fractures in the elderly.
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