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A = |U-Jy| = absolute difference between two means

O,, O, = variance of mean #1 and #2

n; = sample size for group #1

n, = sample size for group #2
Ol = probability of type I error (usually 0.05)
B = probability of type Il error (usually 0.2)
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ratio of sample size for group #2 to group #1
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Sample size:

treatments = 10, controls = 10
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SPAIRE approach
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AaUsAu(surgical approach)

Randomization protocal by block randomization (10+10 and dropout = 3)

original posterior approach(13) SPAIRE approach(Sparing Piriformis
and Internus, Repair Externus)(13)
clinical outcome collection
(functional result and stem position)

interpretation and discussion
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Proposal writing
Ethical approval
randomization protocol use block randomization

Data collection
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i.  Demographic Data

Age

Sex

Body weight
BMI

ASA status
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Tuthavdanda 23u 1 iWeulas 3 WWeu nmendsmsrdaasudeayinn
il YinsanenInSeEnenaInNIsHIfawainNTInLN varus/valgus of femroal
stem
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2. Yoyawnely chi square test lumsiAsIERsEninangy
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6.1 ToyaviluvaerUae

Demographic data SPAIRE approach Original posterior | P value
approach
Age(years)(Mean+SD) 71.54+4.50 72.08+5.30 0.782
SEX(F:M) 11:2 11:2 Not sig
Height(cm) (Mean+SD) 149.31+6.26 152.85+7.17 0.193
Weight(Kg) (Mean+SD) 58.31+9.63 56.38+9.82 0.619
BMI(Mean+SD) 26.02+3.01 23.94+2.21 0.058
ASA(Mean=+SD) 2.38+0.51 2.31+0.48 0.695

neFIEnuULIzkansliiuiteyare e maenguiuianulndifesiulddanuuaneieiu
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6.2 AzluuNsIdUdeaslnnnuLUUaB AN HOOS MIsesiinamain1siisin 2 Ju

HOQS score 2 day SPAIRE approach Original posterior | P value
approach

Symptom(Mean+SD) 7.50+0.77 7.69+1.00 0.587

Pain(Mean+SD) 11.97+1.39 12.01+1.25 0.927

ADL(Mean=SD) 11.30+1.38 1156+1.59 0.659
S/R(Mean=+SD) 0.1+0.23 0.1+0.23 1
Qol(Mean+SD) 0.0+0.0 0.0+0.0 -

Total(Mean+SD) 30.87+1.83 31.37+2.22 0.535
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HOOS score 1 month SPAIRE approach Original posterior | P value
approach
Symptom(Mean+SD) 8.27+0.73 8.13+0.77 0.627
Pain(Mean+SD) 15.19+0.59 15.04+1.00 0.659
ADL(Mean+SD) 25.34+1.16 25.34+1.21 0.999
S/R(Mean+SD) 2.55+0.54 2.60+0.50 0.816




Qol(Mean+SD) 5.53+0.50 5.53+0.50

1

Total(Mean+SD) 56.88+1.37 56.64+2.10

0.733

PnassnuuLaziansliiiiuideyavesieiassnguiuianulndidesiulddanuuansieiu
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HOQS score 3 months SPAIRE approach Original posterior | P value
approach

Symptom(Mean+SD) 8.65+0.50 8.70+0.54 0.816
Pain(Mean+SD) 18.85+1.14 18.51+1.13 0.456
ADL(Mean+SD) 26.49+0.94 26.73+£0.85 0.501
S/R(Mean+SD) 3.37+4.41 3.22+0.62 0.488
Qol(Mean+SD) 6.01+0.32 6.06+0.30 0.695
Total(Mean+SD) 63.37+2.16 63.22+1.89 0.858
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Stem position SPAIRE approach Original posterior

approach

P value

STEM POSITION ANGLE (VARUS+
VALGUS-)XMean+SD) -0.23+0.75 -0.23+0.75
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The Sparing Piriformis and Internus, Repair Externus (SPAIRE) technique Junsunda
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