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Suspected periprosthetic joint infection after total knee arthroplasty under propof
ol versus sevoflurane anesthesia: a retrospective cohort study
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[HF& ANTEAEEBREY (periprosthetic joint infection; PJI) 1%, A LEEEAEEHATNT
(total knee arthroplasty; TKA) #BOERRBREHHETH 5D, PJL ITiFKA RV AT 757 7 Z—)»
FETH, RT3 —NVITLFHIRFEE (total intravenous anesthesia; TIVA) IZHWDHILB DS,
RERAELBI D=, WHREGED ) X7 ZHEE S B AR H S, LL, FHoMEMEE cofH
FHIL PII OFEHEOREILX, THETHD, RFRIZ. TrRT7+—MT X5 TIVA I X D5
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[ 5] AaF22i%. DPC (diagnostic combination database) T —Z&Z X—ZAZFWTH AR XITIT
bz, X&%. NITRESERTZHIT LI-BE L Lz, PJI SV OREREEL LT, i 30
ALUNOBESERIOEITS LLIZT 7V F~r2fAnk, ERRAa7~yFr ik, 7uirz
=X B TIVA THEHER 21T o128 (e RT3 —NE) | BRT7LT T X 0 BBsER %
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X2 EE (0=21,899) b, FuRT7+—/VEE (n=7,439) . ERTZNLT U8 (n=14, 460) ZHiH
Lz, AT~y F o 7%n, 7aR7+—/LVE (n=5,140) LR T7VT5 8 (n=5, 140) [H
T, BEZERHS LIXT 7Y RV OTRIZAEZIRD o7 [Tu R 7 3 —1LEE 1.3% vs.
BRTNVTUFELTh (FEXY R2 0.76; 95%EREXM 0.55 - 1.04; P = 0.10) 1, FHABEHEK
CRWTIE, 7uRT7 =N, ERTANT UVH LR TERREREZRD T, [FTeRT7+—
JVEE 32.5 (BEMERZE :18.4) H vs. BRI T U8 31.4 (14.4) H; FHENZE 1.1 (95%
fE8EX 0.5 — 1.8; P<0.001) ]

[#53E])
EE R 2T/ OFER., S5 FREMESFERE L | TKA iTREHRE PII 28l b EH] D34 JEE
2. AERBEEITROD RN AR ENT,



