
BHR in Hip registries 2018 

National hip registries have demonstrated good to excellent, medium to long-term 
survivorship results with certain HRA designs such as the Birmingham Hip Resurfacing (BHR; 
Smith&Nephew PLC, London, UK). In the Australian Joint Registry (AOAJRR) 2018 report[12] 
the cumulative survival at 10 and 15 years of the BHR (all genders, all diagnoses) was 
respectively 93.3% (95%CI:92.8-93.7%) and 90.0% (95%CI:89.3-90.7%); the National Joint 
Registry (UK NJR) Annual Report 2018[13] reported a 92.05% (95%CI:91.63-92.44%) 
cumulative survival of the BHR at 10 years and 88.98% (95%CI:88.32-89.60%) at 14 years (all 
cases); and the SHR[1] reported 98,4% (95%CI:97.7-99.2%) 10-year HRA survival in 
osteoarthritis (OA) (revisions for aseptic loosening). The national registries have also 
confirmed significantly better results from experienced high-volume centers compared to 
low-volume centers [14,15] corroborating the importance of adequate surgical technique and 
correct component positioning as one of the major factors in the outcome of HRA. Moreover, 
superior functional and activity results[16], closer to normal gait patterns[17], and 
significantly lower mortality rates[18,19] were reported with HRA compared to THA. 
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