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Comparison of the effect of PFNA internal fixation and artificial femoral head replacement

in the treatment of elderly femoral intertrochanteric fractures

Xin Huo
The Second Hospital of Chifeng City Chifeng, Inner Mongolia

[ Abstract] Objective To analyze the effect of PFNA internal fixation and artificial femoral head replacement in
the treatment of elderly femoral intertrochanteric fractures. Methods A total of 33 patients who received surgical
treatment of femoral intertrochanteric fractures in our hospital from August 2018 to December 2021 were selected as the
research objects. According to the method of computer blind selection, the patients were randomly divided into the
control group and the observation group. The control group was intervened by artificial femoral head replacement; the
observation group was intervened by PFNA internal fixation. The treatment effective rate, operation-related indicators,
Harris score, and complication rate of the control group and the observation group were compared and analyzed. Results
Postoperative comparative analysis showed that the effective rate and Harris score of the observation group were
significantly better than those of the control group. In terms of surgery-related indicators: the operation time,
intraoperative blood loss, and the observation group were better than the control group, and the control group was better
than the control group in terms of complete weight-bearing time. better than the observation group, P<0.05, the
difference was statistically significant. Conclusion Compared with artificial femoral head replacement, PFNA internal
fixation has better clinical effect in the treatment of elderly intertrochanteric fractures, and it is worthy of promotion and
application.
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Effect comparison; Harris score

;

= AU B R AT 2 R T AMRE R TSR, e
BB FBE R B 2 Kk T2ERA, mTHERM SRR, BB B R A ) AT B S
ZEE, HWEFRERERDAES, BERE kA RafERE, 2RI HEEES, BTZEN
SN RIS AORE, AN Tk S e R A BEIFE GRS, A I AL E I
g B RKHIENR, SREP RS IO ARER S IO AR R o B R 8] 3 — Al PR R
-32-

o
=

o o8


https://ijmd.oajrc.org/�

i

PFNA W [ %€ 5 N LA kB HIG )T

e Js B RELE (B 4T R RCR LR

WA HMA G R I, AN AT LR TR IR I
BE, Zh)a ARG 2R, S, TR ThREZ By
Wiy (AR, RORHBE S IR . IR IR SN, B
AR PSR s R T i/ s REL e I o R
B kI, IR TR R B RTE B FRAK T R
UL AR 56 9 RORE IR R AR R AR S5 DT 1T, AR SRR 5840
#r PENA W[ E 5 N T Sk B 3a 7 m i i R
BB T R, VEI N 20 R SCATR

1 ERSHE

1.1 —AFH

HY 2018 4 8 H % 2021 4F 12 H¥AMR, FTHEi#E
2 1B RH I T8 B T T AR VEIT 1R B8 2 3L 33 A AR
TR, B EERNTTR, KRB AT
HEMEH, Wgdrh, BrEsE o fl, LiE#F 7
i, F#H 60-85 %, “FYJFEN (68.86+£5.01) %,
I 16 fil; xPHEAAP B 7 B, LotEEE 10 61,
RS AR 60-85 %, TR N (69.56 15.83) 4
174, WAHBRFH - RERX EER TSR I F =L
H P>0.05, BHAHE.

PNFRE: OZE LW, WHAHRF &R K
HAHEREYT; @QWAREAEFKBYCRZESSAR
D TL: @RI T2 AR A0 B2 22 Wi fttodd

HeBppriE: O @I AR AR B @k M
SR VBRSBTS EIREE .

1.2 ik
(1) XRAR AN THE Sk BRI RTT TBrit
(i

ORI 77 R FH R R K5 SRR 5 A R, FR AR R
FIABU BN, H R OG5 AMUN B o TE B /IR
b 1.0-1.5 JEOK BB S8R J5 R BCH 2k . ek
KHEG AL, A 5 REH 5822 5k it AT e .
SR I/ INHH 2 U 7 B SR A L, DK /N B AT B A
[ A PR SRR 4L . FEHHATY B S b )a, 3 A Tk
AR I A IE R S A AR . R PR R
FRIERR MR BE, ORRE I Sk ot 5 B ORI Tl
iy T A A, B AE TR — P 1T P 2238 A E X i Sk
X DR AT AL

(2) MEHRH PENA W IEE 6T F BT T
Til

PRI 7 2R PRI & BRI 5 A 0K, o B
TRl IR b, g25] B BT & S0, i C
X LS R H F I AL, RS R,
TR KRR T i v G — A 2-7 ERIAAT Y

M, ZBEVIF, BEaCE OB R . IEAE KR BE
T R A 0.4 JEK, ML R R =4y 2 — S Fhbhy
BEE R, TR B E AR BB, 2HEEAT
BATY BEERAE, R R A AT, T D
BT o TINARRTAERS LF ) PFNA 45T H 2 K05
A BEFF5 o VR A B o 28 30 20 oty 5 1) 25 ) J i 2007
[ TN 8 A7 DR R 18 A L AR T A . 56 AR 3
O E, WBMEAER. MIANBTMNERSEEME
UF, FENEET) R, BRI . o 2 v i o
&, BENEuEAT, wRFEERRE.

1.3 MEAR AR

Xof L HRAH S5 SR 29697 5 IR IT B 3R F
ARAAEHR Harris W58 RJEHRERKESR, Hib
T %= (RGN BBIED LS8 51H X 100%. 3
3R AR BALL R TE R . Harris YF4 154> 100 43,
90 Zr LA FoNR R, 80-89 41 NHLLF, 70-79 4 AT,
INT 70 S NEE . TR HE: FAREE, R
&, e ENE . REIFRIERER=RKEIK
B B E e T REELEE T R B ik I A% T
HATE N e R R

1.4 %tk

FHARIIN SPSS17.0 A 43 Hr, THE TR
FH K5, UL (x+s5) Fom, FHEERERA
I, LR (%) Fir, (P<0.05) NEREE, H
GuitEE o

2 H#R

2.1 XFRRLA 5 LI LH 4 I A A E AT I

ST TG, W S S5 A R A
A, WERMART AR SN THE, K P<
0.05, ZRAAGIMEE . FEHBWTFR:

XTREZ . BAIECH: 76, BAERN: 42%;
AR 3 B, FREN: 17%: TREN: 7
B, TREN: 41%; BIRITTAREN: 59%.

WA 124, BRCEN: 75%; HRBIEN:
36, BRER: 19%: TRIECH 1B, TEREFEN:
0%; EVRITH RN 93%. XL 5 M e .
2’=10.252, P=0.001.

2.2 3 RRLE 5 AR F RAR £ 48 AT L

SRy TG, 6 E 82 20 5 6 IR L T R AR
KAbr, FETFARRE], A i & 77 1 W 2 20 B A
TxiRa, H P<0.05, ZRHEERIAE S 5
4 5 B[R] J7 T R AR TSR 4H, Horf P<<0.05, %
R AASRIEEL, HEEWN TR

-33-



i

PFNA W [ %€ 5 N LA kB HIG )T

e Js B RELE (B 4T R RCR LR

WELH T FAWE Y. (49.114+14.19) min, W
IBAFFARBE Y  (66.83+16.29) min; FH =33

23, P=0.002; MEHARPHIMEH: (209.12+£35.63)
ml, XSTHAFRFHMER: (422.17442.84) ml,
Horb 1=16.932, P=0.001; W& H5E 4 6 I ]
(59.33+£5.28) d, WA TEERAENE:  (19.23
+4.89) d, Hr+=22.652, P=0.001.

2.3 ATRRLH 5 LI LA Harris 3455 b

SIS, A HEW SR S X R Harris PF
55, %L Harris v B1RAL T X HEAH, Hort P<<0.05,
ZR BRI EE . TEHW T FR:

SHBA AR S 3 AN H Harris $F20 N:  (72.61£8.4
3) g5, MHHAPARE 3 A Haris P40 4:  (83.10
+5.62) 4, Hr=4.178, P=0.001; XA FR)E 6
A~ A Harris ¥ 04:  (82.53+£4.27) 43, WEHAHA
J& 6 ™ H Harris #/43~: (87.29+3.83) 4y, Hr r=3.
363, P=0.001.

2.4 xR G IR G L IR A F AT

SIIRIT IR, SR X R AR S5 I
RIERAZR, WHRHAPRA T4, Hrh P<0.05,
Z BA GRS FEEWT FR:

SPREZE e RSP 3 B, & 17%; B REREK I
TR 2 B, 7 12%; WAk TE R 2 B o 12%;
IR 1], & 6%. RIEHKIERKEERN: 47%.

WELA . KRR 0 6, TREEKIARER 1
B, 5 6.25%;: VHALTE R 161, 5 6.25%; fi
RS 0 1, ARG I RRERAERN: 13%. XI5
EHT: Y=4.661, P=0.031.

3 g

S R 10 T SR AR M I e 7 Il T, %R
MFELZ R T EZ T EE, HTZ2HENERBGARE
RIE, WSEREAEESEPE R e, %
o S i KR B )i T E S AR R AR R B o A B
11 5.5%, HAATEHEHTH 30%-45%, ~EFEDIRE
RS SR EBEA AT EL S AN ZR
TE A0, i [RDRE & 47 (1 R 3 H A 438
%, ERAEIE, HARERH MR, . i
Y. T RERE KA e R BT REE, e
N ER IR RS AR R R AR (¥ s 5 ANED s R IT
I 3 AP R TT T, — R ARSEIRIT: OX TH™
R B R RORE . Q& RAHIEST
ZJE A B B et 3 AR EE e S
JRRABERZ FARIBITH: @3 MH WA SO

_34-

HU G A E ) R, SRR AT R AR T
AR R ILFRKT . @6 NHWH LIRRERI &
H, T TR, — s T #ERIRSFIRTT o
RAFiayT T N F B K EE AL, —FK AR
TR ATRE NHATE: N—RNBITEAAE N
1738 WTRBATENEE#HAT AT b, RO
FEVRIT TR AT A AR F AT EM RS, TR
M8t EER B Sl N X &R T E
B, AR S PRAE LA T R, B KRR R AR TR
TR ZRFARBIT: RASMNEE S AT
WEIA . MITETBEFAR. BN RS T
R,

X} T e B R R () B T R T SR 2R AR AT
BRIV, WA S A ) R R ST F RV YT, R
DA R T [B] R RGN, 8 ) BN AR 72 A 1R 9
fE, EOKATRERIARTH B E AT iR . 4l K e (i
TGRS, N TR Sk B AR AEB YT I R BE )
HH RIS T RIG G R, BT 77 R A
ERGIRERERR . SR, B2,
TE I AR B AR B e B 7 R 7 . 1T 7R R
PFNA P [ 2 367 5 20, 8t FeAR ] g ie 7] g
AR EELR, R RSB 3 el ke,
B&PIABIYIEE. EIRRMHSEA, YIH/h, il
BIG. FAREMELM. RE. S0, FEEE 20k
DFRIERE IR A H . FEARIRBFFEH, i HRAR H
N L sk B ARG TT FBOMT T WEAHRH]
PFNA A [ 5 3697 F- Btk A7 T, % bbb s 2EL 36
TR, WMHRAR 59%, WEHN 93%, Hf P<
0.05, Z R BA G L, 1ERTT BRI 52413
BART XA, EFARMIRHXT T, mFAR
i) AR AR b i R SR A IR T A, H
i P<0.05, ZRBEAGIFE S, MAETE M ER(E
J5 R R R LT s, Ho P<0.05, ZR AR
Gt R ERGEIHRAEREZRTTI, WA NI
R BN TR R, T A S 0 S AR R 2 %) R
(1 B PRI L= A2 B2, 78 Harris VP25 He, 3
H UK 6 4~ H Ja M 2241 11 Harris Y53 FIREDL T 5 HR AL,
He P<0.05, ZRBEASRII¥E L.

ZE LR, FEIRTT SR s R R R AR
NTRESLEHAS PENA W ERGIT B S
RFA, FEIRTT e EA TR, TR I R
ATE#E, oA PENA WEDE SRS, MEHS
ST, T EEENEAT RS R TR S EE



PFNA W [ %€ 5 N LA kB HIG )T

e Js B RELE (B 4T R RCR LR

IR ALt AR, SRENEEARE, FARK
WS Fe o AESEBRIRIRPR I, NEARYE 3 R ALK
B, . B H S BRI TR PR, R
A A ERE N HATHE: H TR AT A S T T 2 U
R AT AT ER G oM, B BIRTHAIT A RCR,
IR ARG IR R EUR B F AR, PFNA
W I 5E (36T T BUNAZ SO I Se % e a7 T K.

SE

SCHERAE =) 2R A LR PENA W IEE S5 A
TR S B A A v JE B A 18] B 4 R VR 97 2
1IN H E X PR 1,2020,36(35):55-56.

W EPLPFNA WA e AR5 N TR LB #AIRITT
o 0 AN A o 2R I R R B [A) B T 00 R A B [0
ANEE 24AIF 5T,2020,18(17):143-145.

O KA T E Sk B AR 5 PFNA A [ &
TRIT 1 0 AN AR 8 I RE I TR 4T 1R 28 R WL 5T,
3R B ZE 2 4% 75,2020, 18(02):139-140.

B3 PENA P e 5 N TRk B ARG 7 ke
% v KEL I 1) i 7 PR 3R EU R[], R B B2 4,201
9,4(13):80-82.
PRZNIPFNA A E 5 N TRE R EHRARBIT &
4 S AL I [ i 7 23K L[] 002 5 A, 2019,
28(09):95-96.

TR N TR AL EHS PENA KN [E E 1697 il
AT Y 5 B R ] B 47 110 28R 43 #T (3.9 e A0

(1]

(3]

-35-

(7]

Rl 2 E,2019,25(02):54-55.

W LR B B 47, R SH FLL, o L 5 R, ¥ B, L
2 TR, F B AR B A N T 3k B e R
456 I REL I B VR T i e AR E i R R (A
Hr{I BB 5 S 2% £,2021,36(12):1284-12
86.

ik 2 Ty, T RO, B Bt S0, 2 e KU AR SR T
JBE B S B ARG TT mhe AR I R TR B H [0].
Hh S 5T 4 76,2021,36(06):592-594.
FHRERBE N T Sk B BRI TT mke H R PR
JI5E i REL o [0 o B A2 4T (107 Z0OWL 8% [ 0] P 7RV IR
24,2021,41(02):13-15.

WA HE: 20224E6 H 15 H

HPEE: 202247 19

BIAASC: E&, PFNA WiEE 5 A T E L BHiGTT
e TR REL R R T R RO LR [T]. 1 B s 2 5 S al
&, 2022, 6(2) : 32-35

DOI: 10.12208/ j.ijmd.20220044

BWREE: RCCSE BB OF ARIATIEIEE. o E 50
M (CNKI Scholar) « /i7%5dE (WANFANG DATA) .
Google Scholar ZF¥fs 2R AT

FRAFE B ©2022 1E 5 T A3k B FIAF 5E A O
(OAIRC)FTH o AR CEILIRMIRIL ZF LV 3Rk

% . https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

(@O 1 orEN AcCESs



https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/�

	前言
	1 资料与方法
	1.1 一般资料
	1.2 方法
	1.3 观察指标
	1.4 统计学方法

	2 结果
	2.1 对照组与观察组治疗有效率对比
	2.2 对照组与观察组手术相关指标对比
	2.3 对照组与观察组Harris评分对比
	2.4 对照组与观察组术后并发症发生率对比

	3 讨论

