ENAX NEOX TPOIIOX TAZEINOMHXHX I'TA TA KATAI'MATA

TQN MAKPQN OXTQN:
HEPITPA®H, XTATIXTIKH ANAAYXH, KAINIKH EINIKYPQXH

X. T'apvaPoc, N. Kavaxdpnc, N. Aacaviavog, I1. TCoptln,
K. NtovvrtovAaxng, I1. ITarayiavvomovAog,
I. IIpotonamaodknc, 11. Koaxkapadc

OpBomaioid Tunuo I'NA « O Evayyeiiouocy, AOnvo

Academic Unit of Trauma & Orthopaedics, University of Leeds U.K.
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Opyavwoape 2 MEAETEZ

1) Intra/Inter-Observer variation agreement yia cuykpion pe tnv AO

2) Emkupwon “Neplexopévou” ko “KAtvikov amoteAécpotoc”’

Audige L, Bhandari M, Hanson B, Kellam J. .
A concept for the validation of fracture classifications. J Orthop Trauma 2005;19-6:401- '




1) Intra/Inter Observer variation agreement yia cuykplon pe AO

MeBodoAoyia

= AP kou lateral x-rays Tuyaio
emAeypevwy (40 punplaia, 40 kvAapec and 40 Bpoyiovia)

L opOonadikoi yratpoi (4 etbLKEVUEVOL, 2 ELBLKEVOMEVOL
teEAEvuTAlOU £TOUC) QOO OL Xwpic va yvwpilouv tnv
NPOEAEVUON TNC VEAC KaTAToENnC

= Taéwwounoav ta emAsypEVa Kataypata (rmapovoiaon (e
powerpoint) pe tnv xprnon ¢uAAadiwv nouv nepleypadav Tig

KOTATAEELC

= H idia dwadikaocia emavaAndpOnke peta



AmoteAEopata

AC-Mdller “New Classification™
mean k 03288 0487
Mnpuwio | Strength of Fair WModerate
agresment
mean k 0242 0 .24
Kvrun Strength of Fair Moderate
agreement
mean k 0.3 0661
Bpayovio | Strength of Eair (zo0d
agreement

Landis JR, Koch GG.

The measurement of observer agreement for categorical data. Biometrics 1977;33-1:159-74.




AmoteAEopata

AO-Mdller “Mew Classification”
mean k 0.38 0574
Mnpuoio | =trength of Fair Moderate
agresment
mean k 038 0452
Kviun | =trength of Fair Moderate
agresment
mean k 038 0562
Bpayiovio | Strangth of Fair Moderate
agresment

Landis JR, Koch GG.
The measurement of observer agreement for categorical data. Biometrics 1977;33-1:159-74.
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2) MEeAETN EMKUPWONG OXETLKA LLE TO “TTEPLEXOUEVO» KOlL TO
“kAvIKO amotéAeopa” os eva deiypa aocBevwv
[“Content” and “Clinical Outcome” validation study]

MeOBodoAoyia

= MeA€tn Latplkwv pakEAAwV Ko aktwvoypadlwv acBevwv >16
ETWV UE HEMOVWHEVO KATAYHA TNG KVvnuaiac dtaduong oe
MEPLOSO TPLWV ETWV, LE TOUVAAXLOTOV £V £TOC TApakoAoUOnonc.

= Agv ouuneplteAndpOnoav avoikta kotaypata, Gustilo tunov 2
& 3, katL aoOeveic pe MPOBARHATO KLVNTLKOTNTOG 1 LOTPLKA
npofnpata nov enBpaduvaoyv To MTPOYPOHHA ANMOKATACTOONC.

* Kateypadnoav: Anpoypadikd otolxeia, MnYaviopog KaAKwongc,
OVTIMETWTILON, XPOVOC XELpOUpPYELlov, SLApKELa VOONAELOC, TPOTIOC
amoKataotooncg, Poodoc Kvntomnolnong, EMUTAOKEC, XPOVOC
NWPWoNC Kol xpovoc dlakormnc tapakoAovbnonc.
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; AmntoteAéopota

122 neputtwoelc cupnepleAndOnoav otnv peAéTn

Méon nAwkia 32 £tn (17-72), 89/33 4/2,

Aitio Tpavpatiopou: 50% ntwoelcg, 24.6% abAnon, 23.8% tpoxaio atuxnua
23.8% kanvioteg, 11.5% aAkooAikol
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AnoteAéopota

122 neputtwoelc cupnepleAndOnoav otnv peAéTn

Méon nAwkia 32 £tn (17-72), 89/33 4/2,

Aitio Tpavpatiopou: 50% ntwoelg, 24.6% abAnon, 23.8% tpoxaio atuxnua,
23.8% kanvioteg, 11.5% aAkooAikol

Avtipetwrion: 67.2% IMN, 15.6% EXFIX, 14.8% uvinpntika, 2.5% ORIF

LECOC XPOVOC EMEUBaoNC: 1 nuépa (0-19)

HEon SLapkela voonAeiag: 7 nuépec (0-28)
LECOC XpOVvoC un poptione: 4 eBfbopadec (0-16)
LECOC XpOVoC yLa Evapén nAnpouc ¢optiong 12 eBdopadec (3-50)
LECOC XPOVOC MWPEWONGC: 22 eBdopadec (16-58)

LECOC XpOVvoC dLakomng mapoakoAouOnong: 7 months (5-33)
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AnoteAéopota

122 neputtwoelc cupnepleAndOnoav otnv peAéTn

Méon nAwkia 32 £tn (17-72), 89/33 4/2,

Aitio Tpavpatiopou: 50% ntwoelg, 24.6% abAnon, 23.8% tpoxaio atuxnua,
23.8% kanvioteg, 11.5% aAkooAikol

Avtipetwrion: 67.2% IMN, 15,6% EXFIX, 14.8% Zuvinpntika, 2.5% ORIF

LECOC XPOVOC EMEUBaoNC: 1 nuépa (0-19)

HEon SLapkela voonAeiag: 7 nuépec (0-28)

LECOC XpOVvoC un poptione: 4 eBfbopadec (0-16)

LECOC XpOVoC yLa Evapén nAnpouc ¢optiong 12 eBdopadec (3-50)

LECOC XPOVOC MWPEWONGC: 22 eBdopadec (16-58)

LECOC XpOVvoC dLakomng mapoakoAouOnong: 7 months (5-33)
ErutAoKEC

KaBuotépnon nwpwong 19 (15.6%) NAnUpeAnC nwpwon 8 (6.6%)

[Movoc oTo yovato 15(12.3%) Mn nwpwon 3(2.5%)

DAeypovni 12 (9.8%) PE 3 (2.5%)

2. Alapepiopatog 12 (9.8%) FES 3(2.5%)



2) MEeAETN EMKUPWONG OXETLKA LLE TO “TTEPLEXOUEVO» KOlL TO
“kAvIKO amotéAeopa” os eva deiypa aocBevwv
[“Content” and “Clinical Outcome” validation study]

Me0BodoAoyia

" Ta Kataypota taéivopunonkav pe to “Neo” Zuotnua Katataénc.

= Aie€nxOnoav otatiotikeC avaAvoelc Univariate kat Multivariate,
t-test, one-way Anova yLa va dltepeuvnBel av uTTAPYXEL CUCKETLON
¢ “Neac” katataénc pe To KALVIKO QITOTEAECHAL.



H karara¢n “Garnavos”

Total
Zones N, (%) or I; F’#M I:I M#D E Segn;ental
(range)
Epidemiology
122 3 18, 16 55 17 3
Total Number 100% | 49% | 147% | 131% | 533% | 13.9% 7 59,




H kararagn “Garnavos”

H avaAvon Multivariate Regression emikevtpwOnKe oTtov Xpovo
MWPWONC KOl OTLC ETIITAOKEC

Coefficient SE ‘ t | P={t | [95% CI]
TIME to UNION
Age
0.0s84 0.044 1.92 0.057 -0.003 to 0171
(per year)
- W
Smoking 282 1.36 207 0.04 0.12 to 5.52
Time to FWB —
0.731 0.071 10.35 ~L.000~ 0.59 to 057
{815 weeks)
Fracture Topography
1.8 1.26 1.43 0.156 0.7 to4.29
PM or MD
Bracture Marpholooy 0.14 1.18 0.12 0.904 2210248
lorC
COMPLICATIONS
Time to FIVB 14.07 5.09 4.10 0.000 3.97 to 49.58
{813 weeks)
Fracture Topography
364 1.85 254 @I. 1.35 to 9.84
PM or MD -
Fracture Morphology
2% 1.02 1.81 - 0.93 to 5.45
lorC




D The “Garnavos” Classification

Otav 10 KATaYUO EMEKTEIVETOL O MEPLOCOTEPEC amo pia {wveg (PM,
MD, PMD) avéavetat kata oAU o kivéuvog emttmAokwyv (OR=3.64).

H popdoloyia “Complex” (C) dutAaocitalel tov Kivduvo EMLITAOKWV.

Ta kataypata otnv wvn MD dgv Ba npemeL val avTipeTwni{ovtat
ouvTNPENTKA, KAOwWCc 79% amno avta aAAaéov TPOTO OVILHETWTILONC.

-H evéopueAikn NAwon Atav n HEBodoc eKAOYNC yial OAa Ta KOTAYLOTOL
¢ {wvng M kot ta meplocotepa kataypota tne {wvng MD.

80% Twv KaBuoTtePNUEVWV MTWPWOEWV (16 /19) kot OAEC ot
NANUUEAELC TwPWOELC cuVvEBNnoav otnv {wvn MD.

H kaBuotépnon tnc nwpwong ¢paivetol va oXeTI{ETAL LE KOTAYLOTO
pnopdoloyiag St (10 our of 22).

>50% Ttwv Aotpwéswv cuveERnoav otnv {wvn PM.
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