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B EEEERE Ic B W, ATHEAFIEEM (total hip arthroplasty : THA) %, & OB
W& B e 7r & NI (@B Quality of Life DEER b 72532 L M b T 5 [1].354E,
THA oEiffiom et > ABEHE oEiED 72 0, BEICGEY R iRREZIRET 5 2 L BB L 7
2 T3, B Th, HEEEORIEOEBIEIRREEROERLERTH S Z LBMbhTY
%[2], THA flittBFicks 2 RAOEERIE L X, HfToRNEZERTs L TH Y., Bflic
Y 7RI % RE T 5 72 0 I 3Tk 0 HT B ERORE AT O RE2» O TFHlT 2 2 L BHE
EHTh b2, 3],

Z OHSRERIE I E R RIS TINRTOR T & L <, Fhn, M. body-massindex (BMID). Pafi
A[Bh% (range of motion : ROM) 7z & T3, H—LERBIEELL TV W[4,
5l =T, EBIEE DT 4 —w v 2T R M FREEORET L B L <. HREERO FHlicEH
THBAREESHE T h T3 [6], Fic, ilis X CRASITHEHE L., MR ERzERE I
FMTEARLBELIEECH Y., BRALANRICHGTE L EBHMONTWB[7], 207D,
HITHEE AR THTEIECH 5 LR 528, Rk O FICRRSTEEO FHRITEE L LT
OF MR IR L 28T R L 2B A% oW TRyt i T hTwizn, 2 2T,
AR B, firai ol s X CRIHITHEE OWEERE O FRIRES) Z ik L. THA fiite 8%
KEFBHTHEREOFHfEEL L CoFRAEsHL TRz L E L,
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A3 A B X B CfTo 72, 2015 4E 11 A5 2018 4 3 A ¥ cofflic, dLEKXER
Be-cwlmE Ao THA %2 EfT X 7z 336 AD 5 b, fiifid b HTARTH - 72 11 Ak X ORI
HAEPHEIC X 2HERRBPZEBLETH o7 8 AZERL, 317 NENfRE L,
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HRETF L LT, FEilif, 9. BMIL, HHEREA, W10 S @i, ABEEZ b CciERez 8
FANTHOUEL 7z, HifiD S AREHEIE, KR, 71, ROM 7t b ICHTHEZ, FMio 1-3
H Rl i B 2R i 053l L 7z ORI, DRI BRE D 4TI DR % . visual analog scale % V>
THIEL 2. HHiZ. iflo BB iEs X CREEHEOFRER KA /1%, handheld
dynamometer (u Tas; ANIMA, ¥&, BA) %AW CHlE L. #EIL (%body weight : %BW)
ZIEHTIC RV 72, ROM 1%, #iflo A EEl ROM %2 HIE L7z, ATEE IR, 10m OPEHT
HEB X UCBRRHTEEZAEL 7,

Main Outcome (FHEEEETE & L, HEEEEIIHTHBIEOFRICBID b3, 50m OEHEZ HiZ
BITAMRE L 10 B 2 & LEFR L 7o, BEREEIR OBRUCE L 72 Bk X Otk 5 H B icHEBERIE 2
KL 7-BEOFAEZRRKL 7.
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£F. Cox ERAMTEMAL 2 207 A<, HIEREOEIICET 5 AN L Yilis b VI i
KATHE O BhE 25T L 72 (Model 1 5 4Eff+1E]. Model 2 5 Model 1 +RBIEISMER 7R © UV
RS EG 1+ ROM), Kic, itk 5 H B OMEERIE O O AIEIZ D1 T D receiver operating
characteristic (ROC) Ml % fERL L FHIBEA O Hlik %, POlAITHE & BB THE, & X U5
TTHEE L Elh. MR, TR % 50 ROM 2 BB L ZBERE T A2 WV TiTo 72, ZH%E
o ROC o dh#i FHifE (The areas under the curves : AUCs) %, DeLong eral. [8]D 75k
% FAVWTHIBE L 72, % L T, Kaplan-Meier Bifift % i\ C, 20 RE & BT HEE O =06l VR
R, BOREO 3 BT, SEICE T B EEEE OZR 0BG 0= R & HBRE L 72, &R
Ic. BEREEE L BT EE O EEIC oW, ¥ 7 A — 7D Cox BlIRSHT % Filiv I X ORI % FA%
LiTo7ze ¥ 72— 7% 65 meoRith, 65 mLAL 75 k. 75 ML, BlEARS Wieki:e L
s

R, PHEEERED LLB%ZHAWTERRL &, Cox BIFSHTICI VTl hazard ratios

(HRs) 1 95%EEX M (confidence intervals : Cls) #&b¥ CREL 7z, TRTOFTICE L

T, P<0.05 zHEKMEL LT,

[#3R])

LEBEFOERIT 64.7+ 11.8 5%, BMI i3 24.5 +4.6kg/m2TH V., 82.3% (261 4/317 ) BLK
WThotr, T, BERENEEROESEICH W 50m HTOEMICELZH#IZ 64+31 HT
B o 7z, Cox BRI & AV 2 BATHEE & HEERIE DK ICE 3 5 HEDBHEIC DT, Fif,
PR, BiS17e 5 TNC ROM 2T LTy (Model 2)., B F L CBRASITHEE IIHERERIE O R
IKOWTOMYZLZRFTH otz (FNFh HR:2.32,95%Cl:1.30-4.12, P=0.004 ; HR: 1.97,
95%CI : 1.30-2.97, P=0.001), #REEEZER DO AIR IC2>T D ROC HiffIcs VT, s XU
BT O fiiR PR % ik % &, BRAHTHRE ZPLEATEE R L TREICHER
Tl (P=0.028), %7, BABTHEOMMR FEHE (0.70,95%C1:0.64-0.76) (X, Fiin, ¥
Al BB X ORISR 1. ROM 25 7 3 ERE F A O THEE (0.70, 95%CI :
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0.64-0.76) LRZTH o 7= (P=0.947), Kaplan-Meier HifRIC B\ Tk, RABITEE OB WH
R & DB B L HBE L T, BEERE 0RO EIA I BB ICEMEE R L 72 (log-rank, P
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& 25 ik R O MRERIE PRIICEED CERTH 5 2 L LN IC L 72,

hits OHEREEIE FHIC BT 2 AFZILBRIC S WL 2»OMER D 5, Oosting b i, Elliy (Fifs
70 A L), BFFRES S 5 Z &, timed up-and-go test (TUG) A 2 723 10.5 A k. 72 b gtk
BATEED 1.0m/s Ko, BREEIE OMEIEY X 7 Th 5 Z & ke LT\ 5[6], Elings & 13,
B, FE#RH 70 AL, BMI 23 25 kg/m?BA I, American Society of Anesthesiologists score 73
3. Charnley score B b L {1Z C, %&b Wic TUG a7 125 WU EREER Y R Z7EFT
HBHTEERBELTWB[9], /2. Unnanuntana & 1%, BEEREOA1THERE 2 MRERIE OB L L
T, fElp. BRI ARSI BMI 2 Y A7 RAF L LTHREL T 3[10], 20 b i3EEERETR & BEE
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IR D 5, AFFFRORRIL, AT BARFITHEE 18 CElp. M. #7175 Ui ROM %
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