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Conform to Reality
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Conformity AT LAY AT LDy 7 ROBENBRERIFIROBEY) TY,

ARA—RKNxwo 1355 mm

N F Ty hxvy 40.5 mm

Coxa varaxwvZ : 37.5 mm

a—hxvy 28.5mm

MERR g Ay RE 7Y b (mm) % (il

Carmona et al. (2019)® SOMA 40.6 / 44.3 (female/male) -

de Sousa et al. (2010)"" 110 Brazil 42.0 / 42.6 (left/right) 28.5~65.0
Siwach (2018)® 150 India 38 29~47
Rubinetal.  (1992)® 32 Caucasian 47 33.2~62.8
Noble etal.  (1988)" 200 Caucasian 43 23.6~61
Rawal etal.  (2012)" 98 India 374/ 42.83 (female/male) 32~54
Husmann et al. (1997)"? 310 France 40.5 23.4~60.8
Conformity A7 A 43.25 (mid of range) 28.9~57.6*
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Conformity Stem
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Conformity, Collared

ARVHE—NR NATEY b ARAVE—RK NN FTEY bk
1110 - 1001 1110 - 1201 #1
1110- 1002 1110 - 1202 #2
1110 - 1003 1110 - 1203 #3
1110 - 1004 1110 - 1204 #4
1110- 1005 1110 - 1205 #5
1110 - 1006 1110 - 1206 #6
1110 - 1007 1110 - 1207 #7
1110 - 1008 1110 - 1208 #8
1110 - 1009 1110 - 1209 #9
1110-1010 1110 - 1210 #10
1110 - 1011 1110 - 1211 #11
Conformity, Collarless
ARV EH—NR NMFTEY b ABZVE—=RK  IMFATEY K
%1110 - 3001 % 1110 - 3201 #1
%1110 -3002 % 1110 - 3202 #2
%1110 - 3003 % 1110 - 3203 #3
%1110 - 3004 X 1110 - 3204 #4
% 1110 -3005 % 1110 - 3205 #5
% 1110 -3006 % 1110 - 3206 #6
%1110 - 3007 % 1110 - 3207 #7
%1110 -3008 % 1110 - 3208 #8
%1110 -3009 % 1110 - 3209 #9
%1110 - 3010 % 1110 - 3210 #10
X% 1110 - 3011 X 1110 - 3211 #11
Conformity, Coxa Vara Coxa Vara
% 1110 - 5202 #2
% 1110 - 5203 #3
* 1110 - 5204 #4
% 1110 - 5205 #5
% 1110 - 5206 #6
X 1110 - 5207 #7
% 1110 - 5208 #8
% 1110 - 5209 #9
% 1110 - 5210 #10
% 1110 - 5211 # 11
Conformity, >’ 3 — MRV Y a—hxvy
1110 - 1401 #1
1110 - 1402 #2
1110 - 1403 #3
1110 - 1404 #4
1110 - 1405 #5
1110 - 1406 #6
1110 - 1407 #7
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Collared & Collarless

Conformity Stem

(A (5 o (E
HE | maf 17 xR AN
b AThiR
M =N | MATEYR AMaT=N | MATEYb
#1 95.0 36.0 43.0 34.0 5.5 40.5 115.0
#2 99.5 36.5 43.5 34.0 35.5 40.5 119.5
#3 104.0 7.5 44.5 34.0 o5 40.5 124.0
#4 108.5 38.0 45.0 34.0 35.5 40.5 128.5
#5 113.0 39.0 46.0 34.0 3.5 40.5 133.0
#6 17.5 39.5 46.5 34.0 35.5 40.5 1375
#7 122.0 40.0 47.0 34.0 5.5 40.5 142.0
#8 126.5 41.0 48.0 34.0 35.5 40.5 146.5
#9 131.0 415 48.5 34.0 5.5 40.5 151.0
#10 135.5 42.5 49.5 34.0 35.5 40.5 155.5
# 11 140.0 43.5 50.5 34.0 55,15 40.5 160.0
BGT : mm
Coxa vara
o (E
Wik 4448
AThiR
#2 99.5 43.5 29.0 375 119.5
#3 104.0 44.5 29.0 7.5 124.0
#4 108.5 45.0 29.0 37.5 128.5
#5 113.0 46.0 29.0 875 133.0
#6 117.5 46.5 29.0 375 137.5
#7 122.0 47.0 29.0 7.5 142.0
#8 126.5 48.0 29.0 37.5 146.5
#9 131.0 48.5 29.0 375 151.0
#10 135.5 49.5 29.0 375 155.5
# 11 140.0 50.5 29.0 7.5 160.0
B4 mm
a—bxvy

#1 95.0 31.0 29.0 28.5 115.0
#2 L. S 29.0 28.5 119.5
#3 104.0 32.5 29.0 28.5 124.0
#4 108.5 33.0 29.0 28.5 128.5
#5 113.0 34.0 29.0 28.5 133.0
#6 117.5 34.5 29.0 28.5 137.5
#7 122.0 35.6 29.0 285 142.0

B{T: mm
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A= BT T4 A=
Conformity, EX>F7v K
ABRE—=NK NMFATEY b AAVE—RK NAAXTEY
% 1110 - 7001 21110 - 7201 #1
% 1110 - 7002 X% 1110 - 7202 #2
% 1110 - 7003 %1110 - 7203 #3
% 1110 - 7004 X 1110 - 7204 #4
% 1110 - 7005 #1110 - 7205 #5
%% 1110 - 7006 2% 1110 - 7206 #6
%% 1110 - 7007 %1110 - 7207 #7
% 1110 - 7008 #1110 - 7208 #8
% 1110 - 7009 %1110 - 7209 #9
% 1110 - 7010 X 1110 - 7210 # 10

¢ )
D -
1 AN | MA7kob 288N | MATR9
135° : #1 95.0 36.0 43.0 34.0 5.5 40.5 115.0
: #2 99.5 36.5 43.5 34.0 35.5 40.5 119.5
E G #3 104.0 375 445 34.0 5.5 40.5 124.0
© : #4 108.5 38.0 45.0 34.0 3b6.5 40.5 128.5
. #5 113.0 39.0 46.0 34.0 5.5 40.5 133.0
E #6 1175 395 46.5 34.0 356.56 40.5 137.5
E #7 122.0 40.0 470 34.0 5.5 40.5 142.0
| #8 126.5 41.0 48.0 34.0 36.5 40.5 146.5
#9 131.0 41.5 48.5 34.0 5.8 40.5 151.0
#10 | 135.5 42.5 495 34.0 3565 40.5 155.5

Bf: mm
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v

F—=Z)IJA T F RXR—==

LB PR BERERE (mm)
AN ANI) I E—
1907 - 1008 #8 8-9
1907 - 1010 #10 10-1M
1907 - 1012 #12 12 -13
1907 - 1014 #14 14 -15
1907 - 1016 #16 16 -17
1907 - 1018 #18 18 -19
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