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Abstract

The main purpose of medical care is to improve patients’ satisfaction and quality of life

rather than to fulfil clinicians’ preferences in providing care. Recent years have witnessed a

paradigm shift in the measurement of clinical outcomes, with increased focus on the patient’s

perspective. There is a growing interest in patient-reported outcomes (PROs) in the medical

field, which goes along with a global trend calling for more ‘patient-centered care’. The author

studied a patient-reported outcome study carried out at the University of Michigan, in which a

representative study of the effectiveness of using an implant in the proximal interphalangeal

joint is introduced. Based on PROs measures, patients were found to be satisfied when pain

was relieved and appearance improved, even if there was a relatively high rate of

complications; complications did not affect patients’ satisfaction, even when hand function was

impaired, for example. PROs measures have a potential impact on our daily clinical practice

and may become key tools in clinical practice in the near future.

(HARBERR AR 2 MRS 2018; 14: 8-13)
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Functional Qutcome
Pre-op  Long-term pE
« Grip strength (kg) 11.0 12.4 0.692
+ Key pinch (kg) 6.3 4.8 0.301
+ Arc of motion (°) 43 51 0.182
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Pre-op Long-term Effect Sizet
« Overall 43 7 62 1.2
- Function 54 /69 1.0
- ADL s3 /S 70 0.8
« Work 53 58 0.2
« Pain 66 N\ 31 1.7
+ Aesthetics 32 .4 44 0.5
« Satisfaction 29 /7 62 1.8
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Prognostic factors

Outcomes

Pt characteristics Treatment Possible cvents
Injury severity timing (e.g., Infection, Flap loss)
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10 Decision-making tree (FEIEAR)
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11 Economical analysis
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