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6. Ect….

This study found no significant difference in
objective functional outcomes at either three- or
twelve- months post-operative. The data supports
that anterior and posterior approaches are equally
effective in restoring function among THA patients in
both the early and late post-operative period.
However, the anterior group did show a significant
improvement in HOOS JR score compared to the
posterior group at three-months post-operatively
(p=0.045). This difference did not persist beyond this
time point, and improvement in HOOS JR scores
were nearly identical between the groups at the
twelve-months post-operative visit (anterior 8.52,
posterior 8.51; p=0.99). The similarity of outcomes
following anterior and posterior THA under these
circumstances suggest that surgeons’ experience and
preference are likely the most important factors in
determining surgical approach to THA.
Limitation: potential recall bias, selection bias and
confounding variables; low follow up rate; small
study size.

Introduction Results
Patients (18 to 90 years) undergoing primary total
hip arthroplasty between April 2015 and December
2018 were prospectively enrolled in the cohort.
Two surgeons performed all surgeries at a single
institution. Results from the pre-operative, the
three-month post-operative and the twelve-month
post-operative assessment were compared using a
two tailed, two sample t-test. The change from pre-
operative assessment to either three- or twelve-
month post-operative assessment for HOOS JR, TUG
test, 30STS, and 4MWT were tested for significance
using two sample t-tests. The frequency of adverse
outcomes was compared using a chi-squared test of
risk ratios.
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The number of hip arthroplasty procedures
performed has increased from 138,700 in 2000 to
an estimated 310,800 in 2010(2) in United States.
Objective functional measures represent a novel
technique to assess outcomes after THA with
respect to surgical approach. As noted in previous
studies regarding THA as well as total knee
arthroplasty, patient reported outcomes and
objective functional measures do not necessarily
correlate(19). The primary aim of this study is to
determine if the direct anterior approach to total
hip arthroplasty differs in objective functional
outcomes when compared to the posterior
approach. The secondary aim is to compare patient
reported outcomes, complications, and other
operative criteria.
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