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Abstract
Background and Objective: Intramedullary nailing was used to treat femur shaft fractures. The strength of the

nail is obtained by inserting the distal interlocking screw. The objective of this study was to find the union
between 1- and 2-distal interlocking screws at 24 weeks.

Methods: This was a retrospective cohort study in 100 patients who were treated with a reamed antegrade
intramedullary interlocking nailing at Roi-Et Hospital, during 2017-2023. Data were collected from medical
records. Plain radiographs are used to evaluate fracture union using RUST scores and femoral alignment.
Results: Each group of 50 patients there is no statistical difference in age, gender, severity of injury, surgical
procedures and types of implant (p>0.05). The 1-screw and 2-screw groups had RUST scores at 24 weeks of
9.7+1.1 and 9.4+1.3 (p=0.242), union rates were 86% and 84% (p=0.779), union times were 19.8+4.9 and 20.7+5.9
weeks (p=0.621). Coronal alignment was 1.6+2.6 and 1.7+2.1 degrees (p=0.899), and sagittal aligcnment was
4.6+3.9 and 3.5+3.4 degrees (p=0.151). Full weight-bearing walking was achieved at 9.0+4.1 and 9.2+4.5 weeks
(p=0.844). Hardware complications was found in only group of the 2-screws, 8% (p=0.117). The cost of implant
fixation was 12,380+1,288 and 13,140+1,367 baht (p=0.005).

Conclusion: The 1-distal interlocking screw may have the same result as the 2-distal interlocking screw in terms
of fracture union, stable alignment and duration of walking with full weight bearing. There is a lower cost and

tends to reduce hardware complications.

Keywords: femoral shaft fracture, intramedullary nail, distal interlocking screw, radiographic union, retrospective
cohort study
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n3EANAUYIIN (femoral shaft fracture) sinnu
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trauma) lagiinangdimaniasiasieiesay 62
unsegniinfitiedunmzanaumedin (life threatening
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union) MA1ENISANYINBUNUIUNUINNSHIFARIE AN
auludeinsegnlidnsinisinvesnsegn(union rate)
NRNILATLONTINTAAYDNHININNSHFANIE LU LAY
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msUszdiunseanAn N wsnesd (radiographic
union) 91ATE UV picture archiving and communication
system (PACS) ¥@3nszanauvilagainalgsad
anteroposterior (AP) view tag lateral view Iagld RUST
score™ ¥ Wunamiuseiliulunday femoral cortex wag
#i RUST score iy 9 Junsegnia (radiographic
union) ¥nsUsERuRdUAin 8, 12, 24 uag 52 wdInIs
r;h@fmLLazﬁmiUizLﬁusgwaam%u’ﬂmLwaéﬁﬁ'«?&mmﬂﬂma
ety 2 #Unvt TaedAsnsTisuuununsed 1 uag

fa9819n15UsELN RUST score (gﬂﬁ 1)

A15719% 1 35nslviagiu RUST score

Score per cortex Callus Fracture line
1 Absent Visible
2 Present Visible
3 Present Invisible

N15UsELULUIVRINTEANUAINITHIAR (post-
operative femoral alignment) #dUa1%n 24 Tagld
nsiadufnatlusnunsEaniAaziuaINtuIsingy

MAnTUINTUNSEANUaIUNIIULY coronal ke sagittal

Mn1singraesaselagunndiidoaesaulagvieiu 2
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JUN 1 gtheweeny 20 U UszaugUfvesnaindnsemueud (A) awene$sdusniu i femoral shaft fracture (Winquist
classification type 1I) (8) losunmsirdinsaelangasludeinsegn (C, D) amaeSedludaviil 8 nasnisidn finns

@579 callus 91 medial way posterior cortex Usziliu RUST score Wi 6 (E, F) nMuaessdluduainii 12 wasnis

HYAR A198519 callus 11ATUUSEIU medial lateral anterior Wag posterior cortex Usgidiu RUST score Winfiu 8 (G, H)

AanesdludUa9in 24 8 union % medial posterior cortex wazn13@319 callus UNVUUILIA lateral way posterior
cortex Usgiilu RUST score ity 10. (I, J) aweingFsdluduami 52 8 union luyn cortex Uszidiu RUST score Wiy
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Varus angulation
1 degree

Anterior angulation
5 degree

JUN 2 2 neneFaE Mg 1veINTEANAUYILARINTIALLILNTDINTENNENEINTHIFIATAUAMAT 24 (A) n15Tasailuun

coronal k@ (B) n3inyuluuua sagittal

nsAATIEvitaya

Toyavrlasumsniusiuwas Tuiinliudgniiasien
Taglusunsu IBM SPSS version 26 deyaiildaziiiaue
Tngldniade (mean) nienduiuauLaAsg (standard
deviation) MsaaeUmLAusaRAvesTeyail iy
rgUszasrndnvenuidenisAiuin RUST score 9gl%
Longitudinal generalized estimating equation (GEE)
Toyad1uUTUM (continuous data) ¥l t-test 1AM
Toyalannnm (quality data) 914 Chi-square test way
Fisher exact test u1fuaas 14en p-value # 0.05
WiouenauuansegaiiteddymneEda wasussdu
manudoievesfUsziliunasserinaguseidu (intra-and
inter rater reliability) lnedlinaual Intraclass Correlation
Coefficients(ICO §4i ICC>0.9 vanefis fiflem (excellent
reliability) ICC 0.75-0.9 1884 A (good reliability) ICC
0.5-0.75 nunedaweld (moderate reliability) 1CC<0.5
nnefasesliuumnla (poor reliability)

NANISANEI

nsfnwdsuTiudtaeduau 100 18 nquas
50 518 WunsegnAuywinilésunskidade reamed
antegrade intramedullary interlocking nail ﬁﬂJ‘mﬂaﬂg
galangdiudunazanidnlangdiudaty 5 adiuns
savun Tnsuisthooenduaendgu Tnengud 1 163
nseirdnldansdalanzdntats 1 f nguil 2 165
nsrndirldangBalangdiutans 2 f Foyaiugiuves
fureivhmsfnwuandliiiulumsed 2 engadsves
fUhenguil 1 wihiu 30.8214.3 U nguit 2 Wiy
33.8+16.5 U (Jumavislungud 1 1w 42 518

'
oA

(Foway 84) nquil 2 F1uu 43 57 (Faway 86) IS

'
=

gulunguil 1 $1uau 5 518 Fewaz 10) nguil 2 1w
6 918 (Fovay 12) fsaUszddnduummulungui 1
whiudmau 1 518 Gosar 2) dnalanisuiadu
MngtAmnsadnsetusudlunguil 1 $wau 37 e
($ouay 74) nguit 2 S1u2u 40 318 (Feway 80) Hszewiia
Tunsueulssweuianguil 1 wihiu 14.2¢10.6 Fu
Nl 2 Wiy 12.9+10.6 Fu nszgvinuuuTslunguil 1
$1uru 40 518 (Feway 80) nguil 2 F1uru 46 31
(Feay 92) MunmisvaenszanAuYIinaguT @ IuNaNs
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nguil 1 $1uu 37 518 (Gevar 74) nguil 2 Sy
34 578 (Sogag 68) ANUTULIIVBINTLANTINAIY Winquist
classification Tumjmﬁl 1 19y type Il §1uau 18 518
(Yoway 36) type IV 4w 7 518 (Fovay 14) nguil 2
type Il 971U 17 578 (59883 34) type IV 41U 17 578
(Souay 34) 1938n159mnTeanuuY closed reduction
nguil 1 $1uru 26 T (Fovay 52) nguil 2 $1uu 33
519 (Fovaz 66) Tangdalavzdudu 1 flungud 1
$10u 31 319 (Gevay 62) nduil 2 $1uru 33 8

(Fowaz 66) vurAdUHUALINA1N 10 Hadwns vedlany
aalutesnszgnlunguil 1 $1um 28 519 (Fevaz 56)
naufl 2 $1uau 26 519 (Fevay 52)
Lifiannuunnnsegnadided fynisadilubos
493 919 1A BMI n1sguy3 nalanisuinidu seezian
284n15uaUlTINEIU1a nTzgnnuuuln fA1unus
Y9INTERNAUVITARD AIUTUUTIVBINTEYNTTNAIY
Winquist classification 33n159ansean S1uiuanjoalany
dudu wazaunveslavzannszan (p> 0.05) (34l 2)

M13199 2 Jayaitugiunarteyalavieaunsegn (Demographics and implant detail)

1-screw 2-screw
(n=50) (n=50) p-value
U (Bewaz)  d1udu (3ewaz)
81y (U+SD) 30.8+14.3 33.8£16.5 0.333
LNAYE 42 (84.0) 43 (86.0) 0.779
BMI (Alan3usian1319iun5+SD) 22.2+4.4 22.5+4.9 0.726
TsAUszAFUININU 1.0 (2.0) 0 (0) 1.00
NsguUYY3
Hagtudaguym 5(10.0) 6 (12.0)
\EgUYYE 3 (6.0) 3 (6.0) 0.948
liweguys 42 (84) 41 (82)
nalnn1sunalu
gURWInIINTEUEUA 37 (74.0) 40 (80.0)
guRWIn U 7(14.0) 6 (12.0)
ALLALIUNYNIATY 2(4.0) 2(4.0) 065
mnmmﬁqq 4 (8.0) 2(4.0)
sygzIaInNIsuaulsanegIuna (3u+SD) 14.2+10.6 12.9+10.6 0.510
nszgsinuuula (Closed fracture) 40 (80.0) 46 (92.0) 0.084
AUnUINIZANAUYIAN
du@u (Proximal diaphysis) 11 (22.0) 10 (20.0)
dunane (Middle diaphysis) 37 (74.0) 34 (68.0) 0.337
dquuany (Distal diaphysis) 2 (4.0) 6 (12.0)
Winquist classification
Type | 8 (16.0) 5(10.0)
Type |l 17 (34.0) 11 (22.0)
Type i 18 (36.0) 17 (34.0) 0102
Type IV 7 (14.0) 17 (34.0)
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A19197 2 Teyaiiugiunazdeyalanen1unsyan (Demographics and implant detail) (Cont.)

1-screw 2-screw
(n=50) (n=50) p-value
oy Gewaz)  d1udu (Fevas)
n1sdanszgniinlidni
Closed reduction 26 (52.0) 33 (66.0)
Open reduction 24 (48.0) 17 (34.0) 0155
Fuauangdadiusiu
1an3 31 (62.0) 33 (66.0)
2@n3 19 (38.0) 17 (34.0) vert
vuadurugudnadlanzauludasnszan (adiuns)
9 5(10.0) 1(2.0)
9.5 7(14.0) 7(14.0)
10 28 (56.0) 26 (52.0)
10.5 0(0.0) 6 (12.0) he
11 8 (16.0) 7(14.0)
115 2(4.0) 3(6.0)

a o

*AULANANRENTT ALY anAdlonT p< 0.05

nsUseliu RUST score MidUaiil 24 naudl 1
Winfu 9.7+1.1 nguil 2 Wiy 9.41.3 Sasn1sdnves
n3EQN (union rate) fidUM¥T 24 wdamssindinnuIngs
i 1 $1uau 43 519 (Gesaz 86) nguil 2 $1uau 42 51

(Fovay 84) dUnmiadeninisinvensean (union time)
nAuA 1 9 19.8+4.9 &% nquil 2 1 20.7+5.9 dUann

FaldwumuuansnsiusesitdedAyneads (p>0.05)
(13799 3)

M13199 3 RUST score wagnsfinveinsegniiduannil 24 waansnidin duamiiadeninisinresnseen

1-screw 2-screw
p-value
(n=50) (n=50)
RUST score fiunn1ft 24 (fniadie+SD) 9.7:1.1 9.4+1.3 0.242
dasmsiinuaansygnildunniil 24, s (Fevaz) 43 (86.0) 42 (84.0) 0.779
Faniladefifinisinveinszgn @Unn1i+SD) 19.8+4.9 20.745.9 0.621

*AULANANeE1TTsARYsanALlaAT p<0.05

nsUswiiu RUST score semrinsvisdesnaaluusas
FpmifiinsanaunsSnunludUaviai 8, 12, 24 uag 52
ndansdn nudnluwdazduanidan RUST score
launnensiusgeiitud1Agyni9ada (p=0.245, 95% Cl
-0.87-0.22) (5U#1 3) waziilewSouifisu RUST score
spradUnTiinnsRnmumsinuvesiiaesngumui

finsuiintueeaifodfynnead (p<0.001, 95% CI
0.09-0.11)

ToyansHdnnuinAgunsailanenunszgnves
Q’ﬂaamjuﬁ 1 57A1 12,380+1,288 U™ mjm*ﬁ 2 5101
13,140+1,367 U™ s?fqLmnsmﬁ’uasmﬁﬁaﬁwﬁagmaaa
(p=0.005) szezanlunsesdia nauil 1 Wiy 153.6£29.7
Uil nguil 2 Wity 164.6+40.2 unit nMsLdeLdensziing
WIRA U 1 Wiy 205:127 fadans naud 2 ity
267+254 fadans nmanesaandinisiidatugdluwug
coronal wag sagittal lunguil 1 Wiifu 1.6:2.6 uag
4.6+3.9 09 AWAIRU Nl 2 WAy 1.7+2.1 wag
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3.5+3.4 93A1 ANUAINU LAZIEELLIAINAINITNIANIUY
anunsaiuas AT (full weight bearing) ﬂzjm‘ﬁ
191 9.0+4.1 &Uni il 2 71 9.2+4.5 dUnnsi Falaiuan
insfuegnafituddyneda (ansed 4)

amwuvsndounuininshnderiusarndalungudi
1 40y 3 78 Govar 6) nguil 2 1w 1 518 (Gewaz
2) Toeviamunldfunisinuwdenislfesiienuy
Futsnunarlifimsfnidosziuinaudosiinatigadns
ua limuanzunsndeuanlaveaunsegnlungud 1
Tasnunnzunsndeuanlanzaunszgniamizngui 2
Fmam 4 5w (Gewar 8) Fdluumnsnafiuesnedifedfny
N9adA (p=0.177) (3137 4) Tnenzunsndeuainlane
munszgrlunguil 2 fimsinvesangBndauuans (oroken
distal interlocking screw) 97uU 2 97 (E‘U‘ﬁ a, 7)
nsvinveansegnaILUate (cortical break) 3113 2 518
(U1 5, 6) e 2 1elunga 2 Anszgndndn (delayed
union) 3dlesumsidinthienangiindautansesntitevi
dynamization ludUn1% 24 wazendadanunissnw
fidnn9h 12 ndmshdnaSaiaemuiiinsfnvesnssgn
(@A 36 ndnssiniaadausn) Ui 7)

Radiographic Healing

Screws

—

RUST Score

8 weeks 12 weeks 24 weeks 52 weeks

5UM 3 wnuniiuanan15useidiu RUST score Lansaiagey
LAYYIAIULTBLU (95% Confidence interval) a1n
ANEBTAF L ULFATEUAUNINTAARILNITTNEN

SUTl 4 (A, B) {theiinszgnéuvsinldiunssidinldlans
aunseanuarldansdadiuvatediuiu 2 63 (C, D)
amene¥eEludUaiil 12 ndnisinde Tnsggniing
Ushaangaulane (cortical break) uagangaiutangvin
(broken screw) (E, F) nwene$saludunnsidl 24 wdanns
Wginfin1sadns callus 7 medial waz posterior cortex
Useldlu RUST score Winfiu 6 (G, H) MweneSadluduniv
7l 52 wdsmssinda TnszgnAndl mediolateral cortex Way
posterior cortex Usgtliu RUST score wifiu 11

UM 5 (A, B) mmangSsdvdanisrdanuiinsygniing
nnnsldangBadiudane (cortical break)
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gﬂﬁ 6 (A, B) mweingFadnaanisidanszgnauvimelangaulugensegnuuiniinszgniinainlaneaunsegnmeg
(anterior cortical perforation) Lﬁawué’ﬂwmzﬁé’ﬂqsﬁ%’umﬁﬂﬂLauLLUUhJaqﬁmﬁﬂ (non-weight bearing) uaglaRnnu
amine¥sdegsioiiles (C, D) nmaeSsdludUniil 52 ndsmsndaiinsfinuesnsegnildumisnszgninuazuinn
ﬁiawmmiz@ﬂmzq

UM 7 (A, B) amaededluduanin 12 ndamsiidanseansunimelaveauludesnsegnnuindnisinvesansdn

drulanguazusunszanivinlidiinsashe callus YusnuSnainseaniin (C, D) mwineSedluda1viv 24 ndansiidia
nuiinszgnind (delayed union) uazdUleldsunsiidn dynamization Tnenisuneransdadiulangeen (E, F)
INNSARMIUNNABTENTUAMN 12 ndsn1sHdnaTIfiaeInuIiinishavenszaninty
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M157197 4 Fayan1sriein szeznanmaiuaahninlednd waznzumsndoundnsiga

1-screw 2-screw
(n=50) (n=50) prvalue
s1A1guUnsallavigAansegn (UMN=SD) 12,380+1,288 13,140+1,367 0.005*
33U2AINIHGR (U17+SD) 153.6+29.7 164.6+40.2 0.123
MIdeLaanIzNINNIAn (Jadans+SD) 205+127 267+254 0.132
WNYBINTENdITHNRTAUAMAT 24
n3ingailuuud Coronal (84¢1n£SD) 1.6+2.6 1.7+2.1 0.899
nsdnyaluuun Sagittal (84/1£SD) 4.6+3.9 3.5+3.4 0.151
svznaianiinlisiud @Uanviso) 9.0+4.1 9.2+4.5 0.844
nszgnAnt (Delayed union), 31U (Feeaz) 0(0.0) 2(4.0) 0.295
AMzuNINgou
unardnRnde, S1uau (Gevaz) 3 (6.0) 1(2.0) 0.295
amzunIngauaingunsallanzaiunszan (Hardware
) N 0(0.0) 4 (8.0) 0.117

complication), 91u2u (§owaz)

o o

*AULANANEENETA A EDAlonAT p< 0.05

mMsUszidiusaandedevesifussiiiu (intra-rater
reliability) RUST score wu31en ICC Wiy 0.875 aglu
NEU9IA NFUTTIUMLINTEANIINA AT IFVSINITH R
WudA1 ICC Wity 0.900 aglunauid wagnsuseiily

AuLnTefeveussiiuiisuiugussidudnau
(inter-rater reliability) RUST score wui1@1 ICC WAy
0.733 agluinaeinaldnsusziiuwuinszgnainaineng
S sdanuIe ICC Wiy 0.857 aglunusia
(15747 5)

A15199 5 1WSguiiiguan Reliability v0938n15Tnvesiuseiduiassevinesuseiiiy

Intraclass Correlation Coefficients(ICC)

Parameter

Intra-Observation

Inter-Observation

RUST score

WWIBINTEANNAINTENGA

(Post-operative alignments)

0.875 0.733

0.900 0.857

150d

m'ﬁﬁﬂmm%ﬂﬁlﬂumiﬁﬂmmz@ﬂﬁumﬁﬂmé’%“u
nswsinselaveanuludensegnilSeuiieuseninanis
ldangdadiudane 1 waz 2 67 wudnnsuseiiu
nanesedlagld RUST score vaemislaldanggndau
Uae 1 uaz 2 6 91 26 §Unn 9.7+1.1 waw 9.4+1.3 §i
8nsINTANYRINTEYNUAINSHRRTosay 86 uay 84 i
dpviededisinisinuesnszgnil 19.8 dUaw 20.7
FUas anudndu msAnwneuntinuiinisHdage
Ia‘vwmaﬂ,uﬁzj'mﬂiz@Jﬂé}’umﬁé“mﬂmiammmz@ﬂagujﬁ

UszanaSevay 84.2-97.82% FaaenndasfunisAne
Tuadsdl 9nnsfinwves Grover uay Wiss® Tunguiild
angBadiuans 1 uax 2 M fdUnviedeiinsioves
nsEqn 23.8 uay 24.6 dUA Audey FannsAnwnil
Lalgfaazuuuiidaiaunnldlunisuszidfiunisinves
NSEN WAINNMNIANYIVEY Kook uavams™ Uay Tahir
wasAnz? g RUST score urldlunsuszidiunuin
é’ﬂmﬁmﬁaﬁﬁmsamamsz@jﬂag’ﬁ 15-21 dUani
N"5AN®1v89 Brumback wazans' Tunsudanszgneu
PuuUiidinsuandeos (comminuted femoral shaft
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fracture, Winquist classification type Ill IV) Ingldlany
aulutoansegnouin 12 Tadwns YNAUAINITOAY
dminldduiivuiioendimsindalaeilinunisane
AUWAIINNTEANTEANMElane N13ANYIVed Flanagan

S NUIINTAIUNNUNTUT A ENFINITHIH A

wazAuy’
sgfinsfinvesnszgnanawaneadfiduava 12 lng
Linunmgdumarnnlavenulugeinsean vaiediu
Tunquilliasiuinlffudif 8 dansi Snmsfaveansean
a1 ETEUAT 17 Tasnnsanivinitud
fudraindaidudsiannsanssdunsairamasaidon
snidsanaiivinlduerUanudesamanssdunsiaialé”
M3fANw1ves Serrano UagAmy” NUINTWIAYR larizany
Tugeansegniilnzauiie 10 fadiuns fagli3uach
winlaviudl nsfnwIves Arazi uazaney™ wuilia
mislAsevedlavemulugainsvgniuunienamsliau
asthwiinlfudivuiindsnsindadadalugiasilasy
nsldansindiuduuiazUatgegisaednuu 1 67 39
vosffideieafifirudrlngldsunisindnselanza
Tudesnszgnuwa 10 fadns dnsAnvesnsegndl 20
&t Tnglainuiunsndeunnlanzaunszgnlungud
TansBalangdutats 1 # iesanguaelunduils
Tsimaiuasiminduiifivssaa o dUai dadiu
lginsldansBalanedmianemion 1 1 onvacldnadns
Ladwnnsngainnisldansialanegdiulate 2 67 w1n
yEndssmaiuasimiinlutausnudinisig
nsfnwinouniihidwuiinngunsndouainians
aunsegntulaneaulutesnszaniosay 3.8-6.87
Feannsfnuluedsinuindfenas 8.0 FutamuaiAn
Tugtnedildsunisldansiadiudats 2 & Taoiinang
wndman 2 518 nsggnvinudinisldansiiuau 1 se
nszgniinanlangmunsEANMEaduIL 1 918 31NN13
AnwineunthinwuinansBalandruuasitldlunsd
vasnsygnuvindruansazidunisifiy stress riser
effect ylnAnangiin wazinszaniinudenisldans
auunla” Asiiansegniinainlangaunsennnes
(anterior cortex perforation) iflosnndeailaidnduves
Fafianulasweslanzaiunsegniuai1ulAaveansegn
furn uazgaidlunisldlansanslugesnszgniiegmii
AauuILNUYeInTEANAuYININAUlY™ > nsAinwineu
sthiives Karadimas wazanuy” nuudanszgniinlsiidon
AnSosay 2.2 Tunsldlaneauludensean ann1sAny
VBAITLDUAANTEANFATITINIU 2 518 Baammainan

nsldangBadrutaediuu 2 f iflesanmsldansie
drulanedau 2 @ Junmsiiligunsaldanunszgn
fimnuudansauinnisdansansegnlisgrsuiununuin
dawatlesiulaliAn auto-dynamization LitenszsulviAn
nsmeveanszgniu warluduasiisassauildiunis
rdntenansdalavzdiuUatgooniie dynamization
uannsansefuMsmevesnsegnlaluiian Wefinnsan

v '

Foyanssidinnuinnguildansindiuvatediuom 1 ¢
fifadeszezinainisiidntosndn (150 uidl) n1side
@onsesnineAntesndl (250 Nadans) uwelifiaau
wANFA1IRE1ST T A N0 ilosannisandunou
nsH1iaSsannisuiniureniiode uazanlenaiiay
Aulassdla n1sfinwives Levin uazanz' wulnisld
ansindrudansidunsifinuiinunsdudasdssning
nsHndnegfiussann 12 Jadlsu donisldldansdn
dlane 1 61 NMsfinwvesidueanuingadgunsal
lunisedintunquansdadiudatgdiuan 1 fr 1A
gnnineehsiifoddynieadid (p=0.005) ilesannisld
gunsalflanasdadudsivanzaulunsanduyuaiing
YoslsaneIuIa

n1sAn¥Ives Karaman wazaz™ wuinislalans

a

anilugosnszgnduvifinsDayuiiaguitiu 10 ssm
Sowvay 42 lpudwanonaansniendinine (Lysholm,
WOMAC hip, WOMAC knee) agnafiiedAgnivada
(p<0.0001) BsaumnvessDavyuAnannsdnnszgn
Faustupoumsshdaiilalldumisiigndes nsfinwmes
Hajek wagAmg' Aa8n1SNAdoUNISTINaAIERINUI
nstdansalanegaiulatediuiy 1 wag 2 daunse
nusoussdauazusafingzyimunuinnullsiunnsng
o819l AYN9ana (p>0.05) N13ANEIUBI Hapa waz
Anie” Tunisiidansegnuiudainiaeldlaveaiuly
FosnseaniUSeuiisunisldanstnlangdiudate 1 uay
2 1 NUHNTTAMINAINNITATIATNNE 3.39 Uae 1.72
99F1 AUEIRU Bawanansegafifeddynieadf
(p=0.027) uin1sTanyuasiuiissdntiosenvaslyle
damadeyindiin Mnnisfnwadsinuhnmsiauuves
nszgnFuvINANENEEndsssdindidUnsin 24 Tu
wul coronal wag sagittal ldlafinauunnaieiu
agalided1AyN19ada (p=0.899, 0.151 A1UEIRU)
wandbiiiuinnslaansialanediudate 1§ 01998
Wisanodmsunsaieasiuasiiulangdanunszgn
msfnwadsisedidediialunmsysaiiunisdanyuiingy
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Az ? inlflunsegnavuawindildsunssivdinsesmelany
aulutesnszganuindiauiiofoveadusziiiy
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