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Analysis of influencing factors of acromioclavicular joint reduction loss after hook plate treatment of acromiocla-
vicular joint dislocation and internal fixation removal LIU Lei, NIAN Kundang, LU Chaofeng, et al.Bengbu Medical
College , Bengbu 233000, China.

[Abstract] Objective To analyze the factors that influence the loss of reduction in the acromioclavicular joint after re-
moving internal fixation with a hook plate in the treatment of acromioclavicular joint dislocation. Methods A total of 80
patients who had acromioclavicular joint dislocation were treated with a clavicular hook plate fixation system and in-
volved the removal of internal fixation devices.They were divided into the restoration maintenance group and the restora-
tion loss group according to whether the patients have loss of restoration or not.The potential risk factors associated with
loss of restoration following clavicular hook plate treatment for acromioclavicular joint dislocation were conducted by uni-
variate and multivariate logistic regression analysis. Results There were 18 patients with loss of restoration of acromio-
clavicular joint after removal of internal fixation, the incidence rate was 22.50%.There were statistically significant differ-
ences in the number of nails placed,the angle between the clavicle and hook planes,and the osteoarthritis of the acromio-
clavicular joint combined with osteolysis or not in the restoration loss group and the restoration maintenance group (1=
2.64,2.54, x’=46.97, P<<0.05).The results of multivariate logistic analysis showed that the angle between the clavicle
and the osteoarthritis of the acromioclavicular joint combined with osteolysis or not were the influencing factors of restora-
tion loss after clavicular hook plate fixation for acromioclavicular joint dislocation (OR=1.13,0.02, P<<0.05). Conclu-

sions The angle between the clavicle and hook
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