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HE.BH BB F L EM NAT(PFNA) Ao 3h 1 332 4T (DHS ) 78 77 2 SF BB AL 16 18 B 3 69 77 2 £ 31
Tk SRS 2012 55 9 A -2014 £ 7 AN T L ARKE R KT HRIFR 569 85 # SF M R HLIE )
BB AT RF X ARE, 854 PENA 28 45 4], DHS 28 40 4], i dmAP KX e F Kad i F R+ b
h# FREIRE FARE TR FHEeatE . FRBE A ELM LT Harris 7755454, &R A
BRI RMIT T T~14 /A, 39 8 AR PFNA LAEF Kt Kbk & REH 23R KETHAE
B IE B8 T DHS 41(P<0.05); KJ& % F ¥ E M7, A F I &4t 8 o &% 2 & & 3% Harris #F
M EF G FEL(P>0.05), 458 PFNA & 77 & 5 BB HLIE R B 37 69 57 20K T DHS, 57 &6 i
[ I8 B 35 B i PENA W& 57 .
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PFNA and DHS in treatment of intertrochanteric fracture*

Fan-guo Lin', Yong-ming Sun? Jun Hua?, Dong Liu*, Zhao-yao Yang*
(1. Department of Orthopedics, the Seventh People's Hospital of Suzhou, Suzhou,
Jiangsu 215151, China; 2. Department of Orthopedics, Second Affiliated Hospital of
Soochow University, Suzhou, Jiangsu 215004, China)

Abstract: Objective To compare the clinical effects of PFNA and DHS in the treatment of intertrochanteric
fracture. Methods We retrospected 85 cases with femoral intertrochanteric fracture who were treated in our hospital
from September 2009 to October 2013. Patients were classified into two groups according to the way of operation, 45
of 85 cases were done by PFNA, and 40 of 85 cases were done by DHS. The operative time, bleeding volume,
wound drainage, walking time, fracture healing time, postoperative complications and hip function of each group were
collected for statistical analysis. Results All patients were followed up for 8 months (7-14 months). The mean opera-
tive time, bleeding, wound drainage, walking time in PFNA group were significantly lower than the DHS group (P <
0.05). Walking time, fracture healing time, postoperative complications and hip function were similar in two groups
(P> 0.05). Conclusions PFNA is more suitable for intertrochanteric fracture in elderly patients, especially for the
intertrochanteric femoral fracture with serious osteoporosis.
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EXPIETRYT o
121 RATEEZRETFE ARG PRES 2
g1 IFHAT AT 2 PPAG BB AR O . AR AR 2
IR S b, e e e I BT FARIGYT -
1.2.2 F AR & PFNA 4 . B R EE 2 ) 0 Fib
TaRES R E, BN 10 ~ 15°,CEPLEM T
A0 G ATE Yo, U4 om 2 A0 B S THEE T
KBTI S 72 3 ~5 em W1, 3B 2T, Btk
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DHS 4H . F8 3 BRI T 5 R T3 B2 51 R
b B 10 ~ 15° ,CEHLIBI T a5 2 BT
Uiy , DB 4 2 A6 T R T EE BRI B DG T A
YIE A JOH BT 46 ) i AE 4 8 em, & )JZVIFF, T
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FEr A AR
1.4 JTROEMAE
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2. REHO5IR. KRG T i B E &

HLE P AL B TFRE [a] AR b i RS
F5lR . FARJE T M FE A PENA 47 TR B
[B] FA A i ASEG A5 TR T
A ] 4 F DHS 4H(P<0.05), DLE& 1.
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1 4E VAS 14343 5 DHS 4l Fb i 22 RS2 5
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PfE 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.077
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