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Monoblock Stems — What’s old is new
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Advantages to Monoblock Stems
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No difference in complications/outcomes

Modular versus monoblock stem in revision total hip arthroplasty:
a systematic review and meta-analysis
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Figure 4 Harris Hip Score. SD, standard deviation; IV, inverse variance; Test for overall effect: Z = 0.71 0.48)
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Figure 7 Intraoperative fracture. M-H, Mantel-Haenszel; CI, confidence interval.
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Figure 5 Dislocation. M-H, Mantel-Haenszel; CI, confidence interval.
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Figure 6 Infection. M-H, Mantel-Haenszel; CI, confide:
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Figure 8 Postoperative periprosthetic fracture. M-F, Mantel-Haenszel; CI, confidence interval.
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Potential Complications Avoided

= Junction Fracture
- Metal debris

- Mal-seating of the proximal body
- Cortical Perforation (femoral bow)
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Modular Monobloc
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