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TABLE E-1 Factors Considered as Potential Predictors for Revision in the Present Analyses*

Appendix

Moderate Risk

Criteria Low Risk Groupt Groupt High Risk Groupt
Patient-related factors
Yes, men with
1. Dysplasia No HR Yes, women with HR
2. UCLA activity level <4 5-6 7-10
Symptoms
Slight or mild Moderate, marked, or severe
3. Local hip symptoms No pain pain pain
4. Systemic symptoms None Yes
Clinical status
5. Harris hip score 80-100 70-79 <70
Implant type
Small head (<36 mm) or Large head (236 mm) or HR 250
6. Femoral head HR <50 mm in men mm in men or any HR in women
7. Recalled MoM prosthesis No Yes
Radiographs
8. Acetabular inclination Optimal placement Suboptimal placement
9. Acetabular anteversion Optimal placement Suboptimal placement
10. Osteolysis and/or loosening No Yes
Metal ion levels
11. Cobalt or chromium (ppb) <3 3-10 >10

*Adapted from Kwon et al.®. +HR = hip resurfacing.
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