FTREF 2011 4 A% 40 55 10 4

SRS BTN B OR B BIR T AN AR 1A B R TR BT
IRAS T T i T Ay TN T O e 2 T AR
Do R Ho— BB 3 0™ 5 R+ IR0 7 08 T R 386 B ik
T A BT L AEE A AR (DR KT 65 25 () & Bk
DL AR LT RE I 32 56 B TR 5 (3) AR B & A 1 [ A2 1) I B L
(R ASS 4 37 5 (4 B JoR A% T I G A 4 ] 9 S B R AT A
TR SR GRS TOX T B E B I AT L I Y [ E TR
T o RN BB R [ 3« 007 25 MR B0 AS (] £ 4 S R
PR A IS A AN TR D5 i R BEOC T A A L s B A I 4 N
TR PR K AL 8 T A DB » D20 I A E ) S 4B

2% 3k

(1] BRE .22 R R MR 37 o0 B &b yr g )], oK
L5 P25 ,2009,5(6) : 148-150.

(2] 2= M0k, el 45, B ML R [0 - Br 0 36 7 SR [T .
L I 2 B 24 4% » 2008, 16 (1) 1 117-119.

[3] Gundle R. How to minimize failure of fixation of unstable
intertrochanteris fractures[ J]. Injury, 1995, 26 (9).611-
613.

[4] Muller ME, Nazarian S,Koch P. The comprehensive clas-
sification of fractures of the long bones[ M]. New York:

Springer-Verlag,1990:118-136.

A 75 3
c BIETTR -

985

[5] TIgbal MM. Osteoporosis epidem iclology diagnosis and
treatment[ ] ]. South Med J,2000,93(1) :2-5.

[6] Audige L, Hanson B, Swiontkowski MF. Implant-related
complications in the treatment of unstable intertochanter-
ic fractures: meta-analysis of dynamic screw-plate versus
dynamic screw-intramedullary nail devices [ J ]. Int Or-
thop,2003,27(4) :197-199.

[7] Adams CL, Robinson CM, Cout-Brown CM, et al. Pro-
spective randomized controlled trial of an intramedullary
nail versus dynamic screw and plate for intertochanteric
fractures of the femur[J]. ] Orthop Trauma,2001,15(7):
394-396.

[8] BRKH.ZEJFpE, E¥ %, 5. Gamma £ P [& & # 12 )5 B
R PRI hEEE RS 4, 2010,24(1) . 78-
80.

(9] WA%EZ:, Euk, PROC. . N T XY BHRABIT BB KE
ML) B 7 LT 1. v B b B 4 B 2 3K, 2010, 18 (1) : 50-
53.

L10] sk, B 5%, milt R EH FHarm T RGBT P
B 2575 ,2005,21(8)  582-584.

USRS B 3. 2010-12-25 &[] H #9.2011-01-25)

FRAEISHARETr Z B INR MBI T

A KA
(& B KAMNAKRERETI =4 671000

i E:Bm

Wt MR G T EFIRB N R ARl R T . Ak RBEARR#TBIMA N B TS TRE

A F R T EE 306 T OANAZIF L CEH IBAA KN AGATHEFGRAS, R AA0HAEFEEF. AL
Bl HF A AN KT 29 PG RA ARG 1 S TR ERTRARF . BN EE L BEA T IRALRKRELET  RAR,
FHHELS, ARFEAR23B 246, T246 KR FEB. 1YW, BHALFEF . FHELEFAXTHHRANEH W, LHF%
T HHARERBAB LS, Fit EABIANKAB L ETXFHRERADAEETRDRRLBE, R HRRTL

G THIMANIE AERGTELOETRE.
KRR R AR A B E s R R SR B B AT
doi:10. 3969/j. issn. 1671-8348. 2011. 10. 022

Vs B AR S5 2 B T B S R 0 Sk s R 5 A A
LT SR 50 2~3 om kb S AAE I B BEER S K A E .
PLEAE N 22 B I R R BN S8 AT P9 00 % A 908 I B 1
PR SBUE MK . B L T A A R s P A L R B A
RO S . PR B RS R R B 9T R 5 R M AR Ik
B AMRF SR BB T A BB AR 2 R EBUIE TR B IT M K
A BE 2006 4F 2 H & 2010 45 1 H WA 09 Bk B S8 B 3508 85 1
Priv 48 B 36 i, o 30 1 8 B8 A ik B A0 ) SR BE
P 2R AR AR P [ 52 R AR YT IF A R B 2
RGBT .

1 #ME5HE

L1 —fgwekt A4 30 flaE .5 18 fil, L& 12 fi]; 4F
Wy 61~85 % .34 71.5 % . 20 f R Z2 0, 10 @ A, 30
151 He 2 35 o 8 T B I A AR A 8 CRLCT 5 g /R 4 T
Y SR I AR SR R B . BE Y TG 1~2.5d
WABE FARTE 5~7 d WikFT. T % 1 35 5% P AR 30 0 A il
B 30 ¥ PN [ 52

X wk#RiIRES ;B

N EHS:1671-8348(2011)10-0985-02

L2 FARJE A 10 64 IO i 5k & HO m il i 85 R
B A7 4 B ORR T 1) 7 35 LAt 20 1) SR B DA ol 22 L R
BT ¥ o R JE R I N O AT TR DD A B 3B O Sk T K 45
3 AE N TS = A ULTE] B A 3l 6 1 — Sk JUL A Sk JULARE 452 473 »
o7 L B AR B R 4T AR AL B L 0 R Rl AT A A L B A TR R
028 R X 5T 2 L el A I B SR IR ER DR A BT 1)
V14 2 2 R L 5 R D 3 R o DR A T R 2 T AR L 90 B
HOCEA R T AP BCE T, AT 10 mm 1.5
mm 57 F RS 3T T T A% B T BT LA I RE S 2R 5
i 3T i AT SR A TE LA B BRSO R Sk AR SR A
ik ¥ A o SR B Jo R MR I s I b B R A MR U TR
RET IR B T I . 5E MR A F A I T R Y T ER BT AR An SR
OB Sk AR AR B AT AT A S B AT I AR BB R AT B E . X R
AT AR 04 R B AT B AL 7 B U S T R T RS R Lk
L. AR P K S 4 A 0T el e A A R T O o
AT B RS .

L3 RIGAHE  BETEARE I ERIGEE 0 & LT E



986

ELINHAANAREAFERTER. H=AMEREEHK. £
ARG 1~2d HEBRFREOWSIHE. RGHTHEE L
I TH M R HUERIIRT . RIGEE 2 KBS RE SR D6
BB SR A G B ARG 2 MAGEG &G EHF
2R ARJE T BT B AL BN R E G 0 — AR B CR
HA . EAEIRBRIG 8 EHET IR T SRR 2 JE )
REB . AR B TR E I AEEAR G 6~8 B L 47T H LT
SMRIIBEW E M B . EARJEHT 3 M A B HEBFE A R
HHFAEARIE 34 F F 500 A K xR 6T 1Y £ T 2 RE
RS HBH  TE REAING . 2Z5 , LAEE 3 AN H b I ) B A A A,
Xt BT AA N AT T A
14 HERITE XEEMGONHEIFECFH R 184N,
KUK A Neer B 31 9 53 45 X HOR ST 92, B4 A
100 43, H# W& 3h 68 J1 4 30 4, EWLAR AR EHM o5 35 43, B 9T
FIE AL 10 4, & MAEFRJE X WG 8 B o 25 40t 90~
100 43 B2l 80~89 43, A2 70~79 43,258 70 4+ LA F .
2 % 3

AL 30 AR B AE T LA 1 BERE RAEAM TR A
BIIE B A 29 BIBRE TR, HoAh 28 I HEAR)E 3 4~ A&
HRRESAER. BT REN. BELSRZIN%GEH P 26
BIARJE 3 A B AT B0 Sk BE Sl AR 55 41 3 ] A1 35 41 0« Wk
HIReRs 2 RSB H W AEW T aifE . ARG 1AEXTE 7
PRALIEAT S A R BT RTE R JH SR S RE Y BE A A IR
TSI BTG . BORIPER 23 6], B4 LA 2 L pE B
2 93.1% ., E¥REFBH. BITEA G E LT R8T
R TORR IR AN IE L SO SR AR B R N E E .
3 i ®
3.1 AR RAE B SR BUR YTIR YT T 1 0 B R DR A AR
o B 3T s T AR R SRR B & 1~ 2 em ) il Sk 56T i
AL Sk R NGS5 A A T
file ) A5 A WSS BT SR O R AR BT . AR B RS R A
REE BT B B4 AR 805 . 5 8 I R AL S LA A 2
[0 Y 1) ST 4 23 57 30 5 R L B 3 R JRDRS 7 L = 3k L L R
2 LR PR B ] A0 [ 2 5 38 B2 40 B0 0 G T A Bt 4T UH
ST 1) Ty B BB I e AR R R T R A I Sk R R D
FEXVRYT F LT E R B R E 2 SR T
REMRAE B A i Sk % 4 40 58 B R I VAT 3 5% e R/
LM EE, WEG T AN KA 0BT RBEEFR
FG T  RE IR B I BT . ABBRASCR T 0 =8 43 R I 43
HHT A A E A JE T DI RE AT I BT R R R
10% . BEF R R K &AM AR E 565 2h g 2R i $ 5 Bk
B2 I IR AR 25 2R T ARG ST BB AR B 3T, 280 1
WA A R R T A, T S R R
AR 1 DU 43 B T RS A W S ) A R AT P R AE
— R D) FF AL 1 AR A A 28 B A A T R D6 R
AR . ABFA G ST B TN & A B A 0 BB 3T s B AT AN BE A
B WE AL H M B R B R R E . YT S AL E N
M 2 WA T RS R AT R BK I 5 N 22 L 3 T o 1Y
LR AE TR T-HE /0 5 X 32 20 3¢ 85 /0 SR BT ARVA T I B 2
G GR AP B Sk VG BF L 35 B B0, O W] SR A R0 N
W6 2 AT IR0 2 4 0 T e AR M B R DG T RE AR B R A
=7,
3.2 fRFISRA N [ 2 TR YT A L SRR SORS B B T A R

FRES 2011 % 4 A% 40 5% 10

Sk E5 AR -5 G S/ SR AL ) it 75 4 L LIS A o B T AT AR
T B+ X R O A9 185 B R 3 SRR IR . 73 MR ) B0 A Y O i
SR IR TR R BT N BT A2 10T 3 o T] 22 A 4 R O B R BT I [
FE B TR B 8 LR . AT AE IR AT IE LA H Y T Ak
S T A B SR S R A I ) 3SR TR R A £ TR
TR R B R 2E T XS 5% YT T RE UK A N B R A e AR
F A T BT 0 A 5 3012 RE B RS Y S A AR e
3.3 RITHRARERET (D) ARFTXE A B B AR B
PR S AT AN TR XA O I B R IR Y R T A T
VRS R HEAT IR T L B T AR AL A X R A TR Y 52
(2) AR BRI 3Kk LA Sk UURRE Sk 80 R Al DR 4 o I 22 B8 O
BRI — 3T E E R REZ MR =MLY ks, (D
X% B S LR A0 A O R A R A T ) R I 20
BE . S5 A A0 B . BEHEAT R R A Bk Ja Bk Sk AL
KK NURE A 51 R JH F A IR 9 R A o () 22 8 B B o
BUMERG . (O WIRE KA 73 8 B RS I e, T 5 A 22 4R 4L
TP i, (6) USRS SR AT 25 1 A T2 A 7 B 1 MR B 2 1)
S B E . (DRSS AT ML IS 2 # D) RE RE AL
MR (8T BB A e BE B o L e Oy DU o A AT . I
S A Il Sk R PR AT — AT IR Sk B e, B AR R AR R T 4

2/}]\’1”0
SE

(1) Z5E 2EREBSERRThRel]l PEERE
#j,2009,16(7):197-198.

[2] Neer CS. Displaced proximal humanral fracture. I. Classi-
fication and evaluation[J]. J Bone Joint Surg(Am),1970,
52(8):1077-1089.

(3] sk, 3K 5=, 7 & WA IT & 48 Ik B A A BUB 8 1 - 3T
(17, W PR ZE 2% 7% 7, 2010, 38(3) : 344-346.

[4] & 4o, R 55, BUE WAR 5 W T ARG 97 BEH
T 3 B AT R R LT ] T E B R AR 4 7, 2004, 12(6) ¢
728-731.

[5] Lill H, Hepp P,Komer J,et al. Proximal humeral frac-
mres: how stiff should an implant be ? A comparative
mechanical study with new implants in human specimens
[J]. Arch Orthop Trauma Surg,2003,123(2) ;74-81.

L6 XUBCZEMM . M e k. B IRREH -+ SBR[ 1R 07 & 4F
i SRRSO W M BT LT . b B BS 24 4], 2008,5(7)
36-37.

L7] PERC SRR bRt WG, 55, BIUE He B W AOR 7 BE B 1T % ™
FA A EE T L)) T E 5 O i  4¢ 5& . 2005, 20
(12) .832-834.

(8] MR3CH . TkME SR, 2t or ., 5. 248 Bl B 3T S i 1 B 7K U
WBHIT L], AR B B 4, 2004, 6(6) :622-624.

[9] sk Wl LCP YR Y7 B & s & 3 LT 1. b B e Sh R
Z,2004,12(14) :1055-1057.

L10] yuwy, A7 AR A 2R L 55 B oK U FEBLES & N B E VR T
EARPE AL 3T o Neer = | U &8 438 47 19 18] 2k 43 BT [T ].
rhE ST 24 4, 2007,7(22) :560-562.

e H 7 :2010-12-25 &[] A #1:2011-01-25)



