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However, the optimal irrigation
solution in hip-specific revision
arthroplasty remains unclear.

Table 1: Patient Demographics and Clinical
Characteristics

Methods

e A retrospective study
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hospitals
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10% povidone-iodine offers rapid,
broad-spectrum antimicrobial action,
whereas 0.05% chlorhexidine
gluconate may provide biofilm control
with prolonged exposure, though
cytotoxicity remains a consideration.

irrigation type and outcomes,
adjusting for antibiotic duration,
culture status, Charlson
Comorbidity Index, ASA class, sex,
body mass index, diabetes,
smoking, erythrocyte
sedimentation rate, C-reactive
protein, and hemoglobin A1c.




