1 EE 55 2008 4F 12 HE 21 %455 12 ] China J Orthop & Trauma, Dec.2008,Vol.21,No.12 . 919«

e R

P AT BRI P28 B S T A T I T
WIS AT

WA, WAL, B R A
(U ERERE, /I #H 610041)

(EZE] B8y @547 28 4 M4 3A R TF 2% F 4T B R 36 77 ik B 056 7 36 2 B 37 69 s SR 77 20, 3R 3878 77 4k
A BHFA, FTik:2005 4F 11 A £ 2006 5F 11 A KR A AR A I 2 8 F AT B T 0% 97 Parg s 33k 58 4 28 41, B
124,30 16 61 586 31~73 &, F-3) 54.7 % ¥ A4S, BAARIE Neer 58 . 3 5 9P E I 18 61, M ik 4
PSR HIT 1046, LR AT 39 F Kot 42 min, 023 [ @S X & A BRBIALH &, @R A LR
HrRiE IR IE TR KT I T ARKRIT 69T 38 175°(160°0~200°) % . Z F 3 136°(128°~142°) , K 45 #54%
DT 3mm, K7 6~13 A A ,-F3¥ 103 AR, B3 aE, R IR E ks R %, KRG 8~10 Bk W EE B
ASES % Constant—Murley /& & ¥ 34~ & %5, A48 ASES ##4-F 3 91.2 5-(63~100 %) , Constant—Murley ##4~-F 34 90.4 %
(67~100 57) , AL 12 4], B 14 4], — % 2 B , G538 . & A PRI 22 % F 4T B T 08 7 MevB 354 W 3R o B 37 e 4
FAGG XS AR ZEAT #4T A2 LA Fids D R E G F R R E U sh I A ik, FREL
kT B AL ALY e B

[£iF) mEFH;, FIHEER,A; FTHdds

Treatment of two-part proximal humeral fracture with closed or mini-open assisted reduction and percutaneous pin-
ning X/IANG Ming,CHEN Hang,TANG Hao-chen,XIE Jie. Sichuan Orthopaedics Hospital ,Chengdu 610041 ,Sichuan,China
ABSTRACT Objective:To discuss the therapeutic effects of closed or mini-open assisted reduction and percutaneous pin-
ning for the treatment of two-part proximal humeral fracture. Methods: Twenty-eight patients with two-part proximal humeral
fractures were treated with closed or mini-open assisted reduction and percutaneous pinning from November 2005 to November
2006. There were 12 males and 16 females. The mean age was 54.7 years,ranging from 31 to 73 years. The two-part proximal
humeral fractures of 28 patients were all fresh fractures. According to Neer classification,there were 18 patients with two-part
surgical neck fractures and 10 patients with impacted valgus two-part greater tuberosity fractures. Results: The average opera-
tion time was 42 minutes and the wound healed at the primary stage. The X-ray showed all fracture had good reduction with al-
most no anterior angulation. The average neck shaft angle was changed from 175°(ranged, 160° to 200° ) preoperatively to 136°
(ranged, 128° to 142° )postoperatively,and the displacement of greater tuberosity was reduced to less than 3 mm postopera-
tively in impacted valgus two-part greater tuberosity fracture group. The average clinical follow-up time was 10.3 months
(ranged, 6 to 13 months). All fractures healed and had no avascular necrosis of the humeral head. The wires were removed 8 to
10 weeks post-op. According to the shoulder score of Constant—Murley and ASES, the mean ASES score was 91.2 points
(ranged, 63 to 100 points) and Constant—Murley score was 90.4 points(ranged, 67 to 100 points). After the treatment, 12 cases
got an excellent result, 14 good and 2 moderate. Conclusion: Closed or mini-open assisted reduction and percutaneous pinning
is not as easy as it looks and must be applied with fluoroscopy. But it is the effective method for managing the certain types of
proximal humeral fracture with the advantage of less injury and faster recovery. The bone condition of proximal humerus is the
key factor to the stability of fixation.
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Jianbei manipulation for treating the dislocation of elbow joint WANG Zhuang-ping, MA Hong-wei,ZHANG Xiao-ping.
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