J Med Res,Sep 2015,Vol. 44 No.9

==
O

DHS 5 PFNA & 47 % & iz & #H 2 8 & T #Y Meta 53 47

B%F% I FThk LRKE

M T BB ZH Meta 247Xl DHS 5 PFNA IRYT 2 4F B MLBE A& 47 i7 SR 2 VAR T . 738 IR R T
J5 B i | Cochrane [&1 45 4R 1 [E 1 ( CNKI) \MEDLINE , Pubmed % %415 /4 Wit 5 5C T 2 4F OB ML e 18] & 4fr PENA [ £ 55 DHS
FE B W R oF BRAIE S, 38 Ao 1 ) ) AR R R AR VA G SR £ IBCBEORL , BT i T A, SR ] Revman 5.0 B £ 0 AH SC BIF 5
BORHEAT Meta 7347 o R RALIAT G TR 12 F SCIRBEAT DT ST, 3% 924 {4, M DHS 21 462 {4 , PFNA 4 462 {4l , /3 47 45 5
Y1 :DHS 5 PENA 75 T AR AR E] A v i it B RS BEOCTT I8 R RS MG Harris 3148 R 585 56T 981 & £ 5 N 8 E
DI A A A 5% 2 L. DHS 5 PENA 7R B Jr @ & wf ] TR KL AE A R I, 2R TR ¥ E X &1k EIRTE
A Jhe B oML 18] B 3T B, PENA D9[] 5E B 0% BT S0 40 0 T R I (0], 20 oA v iy o &, LA B 0 ) R 05 DG 59 000 IR 6, O o ) R s B OG5
Harris 3% 73, SEAR B9 A J 858 5795 P T80 4 A 25 (D9 [T 5 U0 1 24 A 35 ELTE 1 37 A el 180 4% 0 Ik o A 28 2 05 T, — 2% o DL B 28 49 I

Il o
XgR  E kRS DHS PFNA  Meta 43 #r
PESES  R683.42 XHEEARIRES A DOI 10.11969/j. issn. 1673-548X.2015.09. 030

Meta — analysis of DHS Versus PFNA in Treatment of Intertrochanteric Fractures in Elderly Patients. Lii Manman, Wang Weishan, Dong
Jinbo, et al. The First Affiliated Hospital, School of Medicine, Shihezi University, Xinjiang 832000, China
Abstract

Objective Use Meta — analysis to compare therapeutic effects and security of DHS and PFNA for treating intertrochanter-

ic fracture in aged patients. Methods Use computer to search Wan Fang database, Cochrane Library, CNKI, MEDLINE and Pubmed to
collect the database for clinical compare research of DHS and PFNA for treating intertrochanteric fracture in aged patients. According to
the inclusion and excluding criteria to include literature, extract data and evaluate quality. Use Revman 5.0 software to handle the data
according to the Meta — analysis. Results Twelve articles meet the requirement with a total of 924 patients. Group DHS has 462 patients
and group PFNA has 462 patients. Analysis results show that there was significant difference of operation time, intraoperative blood loss,
hip joint postoperative excellent rate, hip joint postoperative Harris score, hip joint postoperative varus rate and internal fixation cut out
rate. There is no significant difference of fracture healing time and occurring rate of deep venous thrombosis between the two groups.
Conclusion To treat intertrochanteric fracture in aged patients, PFNA can obviously shorten operation time, reduce intraoperative blood
loss, that has a better hip joint postoperative excellent rate, a higher hip joint postoperative Harris score, a lower hip joint postoperative
varus rate and internal fixation cut out rate. But the two groups have no significant difference of fracture healing time and occurring rate of
deep venous thrombosis.
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