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Abstract

Subtrochanteric fracture refers to the fracture between the lesser trochanteric of the femur and
the isthmus of the femoral shaft. It usually refers to the fracture within 5 cm below the lesser tro-
chanteric of the femur, accounting for about 25% of hip fractures. This type of fracture is usually
treated with surgery. Without surgical reduction and fixation, patients are at high risk of malunion
or non-union. At present, there are two main surgical options for subtrochanteric fractures of the
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femur: extramedullary fixation and intramedullary fixation; intramedullary fixation is considered
to be the “gold standard”. However, the treatment of subtrochanteric fractures is still a great chal-
lenge for orthopedic surgeons due to the special anatomical structure of the subtrochanteric re-
gion of the femur, especially due to the difficulty of reduction at the fracture site. The purpose of
this review is to introduce the current surgical protocols for subtrochanteric fractures and their
advantages and disadvantages, to provide some references for clinicians in the treatment of sub-
trochanteric fractures.
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1. 51§

FELREE T DX 3 A ol 1) R 5 11 a9 DX L A AN R 1 DX 3 o KL T i 47 R0 8 A 6 0 AT 52 LU 93 A
HERNGEREZ)EERNmEE, WEdEen5E, SEUREEmmEEEdT, A2 ENE
HrivromFeAr . PR SR AGFNE 4 AL I pE S Wy T A AR (M e 2) F MR 20U, an ] ) 2
5, BEZHEEEREWE, SEBORE TSR T3 AT X A MU AR 2R v 1 i
HIXIR, KM AEDRET RSN, MR IERT & mAEmeE . TR : 5
Wi, BRI NG RSN, SEIENLS R, SRV GUARIL. LA ML BTl AL,
NI SIS E: R AT, ARV A WOUL S RS ORI R . X 8 T AR 5 B A i A R
[FF AR A A B AR O[] A EE T B EEFARIG T I8 2 8 R W T 8eE i A
ah, MHAGEEDIReRIKE, [RIRJEFARIG YT 7 K m) (A B [ e DL EMNR, AR AhA TR il 28 |
AR ZE AR ARIE R RN, AR Rt 3m. PReE AH R B S AR ARG T A
e NAATHERE . AR, DS RFAEATNZ T AR EH B B2 AR B E ] HEHTAE
FARIBIT[2]. FHEE T B I BITFARIGTT AT 73 8841 e FEE A [ AR D720 T RSN E e r e B A
FE R T 0B e AR . 95" AR . TBIE B RS BN I MIRET SR . BE EE AN I S A R E
K, ARITaifeis, WHEMGEDIFER HHBEA B A4 AR A, bR, 4%
FARBAE ARGFMEAER A TRk & G057 L T 88 5MNEE[3]. Bk, HAvileR Bl AEE
W TE VR IR T E i “ ehrdE” o HRTHE N [ E H 3 E 35 PFNA. Intertan 45,
2. BESMEIREIRTT AR
2.1. BB i in & £ ZE $WAR (PF-LCP)

PF-LCP Bttt 1 LRI B B i s MR, (751 - 45 A B 0 & i i, I ELARET SLBE 2N |,
T ke e 4544 o[RS, PF-LCP &I A NALANEE 35, AT SR % I Befil, AR ZERKER
BT, T DA R PR b o B R G A S, TSI AP AR B . [ PR-LCP 1
BRETRA I AT A 2 AL HE, NG 80 & B4 RE 7 I H PR-LCP fE M i i v 4R ET BAR/DN, Wi
it AR R, 8O0 R AR I Sk BRI SR BE . Krishna [4]55 A A PE-LCP 697 ANFa e ML & 4 FO
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FuH, fE 30 Bl T, 90% (n = 27)W B A KAER G I KAE, 6.66% (n = 2) ) & H I P B 55 Fe A1 R
TR R N A G, KB PR-LCP TEWK S ANYEREE 3T 5 (ARSI S5 A A ) 2 s e MR RE D R B3
HEM. TSNP TR, PF-LCP X T4 fa e Mk N EHraeas s T T S e, (HILHHiH
) R4 HAE KBR300 IR e 778 PENA B SR9855, X5 PF-LCP [RESMi O 2 77 X 6. R,
PF-LCP 7E & HIE 5 9T IR 7 FRoR AT I 88, JLHX T8 i B 2 B Ak BANER 8 B 1 I B
AR BE T E T .

2.2. 95° AR

FHAAARZ — R A FRe s HL T B2 (e RELIE T B I IO BEA T B S R B, I A AR TR R T AT I T
ARARIERAE: (1) BEANETEARBEIR; (2) 2B s e R T N . Berkes [6]58 N fiH] 95
PtRTT 2R R R S B B EE S E I R, B S A RIAE] 92%, “IRTFAREM, KEIH
FIERD, WA NI RGO, ST, Polat [7]55 A I¥I A4 71 2% SEBF 5842 W A ANAR K AR 70
FPERERLZE . BRI, HATASKE AR R N B3 S R P AR IS — k8, WHEEHATHET
HIEATERBBET A, Vicenti [8]5 N 95 FEMMIRIAGYT 15 Bl v MM 7 N E A REHE
#, RNEEVI 6 A, ReEh@aRe, FROERERI, IWRER BRI #2915 AL MK
HITIE T N EIAREEANERTT S, 20 BlEFHFLSRGEEES, TAREERE. BEEamAak
AR BRI, 95 BRI — R R T RLEE R BT TR, RN TA RS A
Bl .

2.3. Bh1EEER$T (Dynamic Hip Screw, DHS)

DHS & ity LR R i R 0, (He g Z T3 7 T EIriiasr. Wang [101558 N RBL, £
F] DHS #4817 T W BB RSS2 84, LLanAz g i) Seinsheimer &4 1 B4A0 11 L. 7EHE 7~ A&
B RA SR DL, B A ER € 1) Seinsheimer 11 AUAT IV BUEHT, KB B AN B2 2 L m RN J) 2%
%5 DHS itk T8 DHS BE i, MM SRR, Guan [11]15 NHIBTFTFFERET, AT HEN
£T, DHSEFARYIO. K. ARJGIKERE . IR R ERET IR ZE . BERU, X FAE
(PRI N B3 AT BLIESE DHS, UM HBEA N EE, JCHREXN TAFEARIEMDORE; X T AFeE
(RRHRE TE9T, DHS SRAMEH .

2.4. REBIFEE RS (Reverse Less Invasive Stabilization System, LISS)

WAOTRE RGN E T I RISk, — e H m) F T w0 o i A (8 97
HEAS T —EHI7 Rk, SHARIATTEEA : (1) LISS BUAT LALE B i X 3k 55 5 B4 B B
B A S AR ) R R AR A (2) T DM R IBET S AT 2 A B [, SER T B A .
Wang [12]% A FIHF 5228 B, T8 (RFL R T 37 (Seinsheimer | 2 111 AY), LISS w] LLFR A KA Fa e 1,
BHA BT AN )15 308« Hanke [1317EI6I7 RGBS T B 9 EIE F AR 6 FH s m) LISS B &
SRS T A NI 1097 R AR 1T, Wang [14]45 NAERT LISS i 24E4 J1 2400 58 b R B0 LISS %l ) W B A T PENA,
XATRERRN LISS XPRHRE T ) A B S REAS 2, AT L A2 1) 7 s g2 s 7). Bk, LISS
AAEARE B R BT E RFARMIESE, (2 LISS J& A [ e RIS TR M SEE .

3. BABERTAR
3.1. BB R ERER$T (PFNA)
PENA E AL Bt ruRiE T) F, AT LR 46 FA o LB Sl R 2, 16 mT LA N 5 ik T
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B NG SRS e PEAT DU PERE . PENA A I E J6 T e LR N B R PRI (a4 . A i
MRS PENA S RIRET R GE, B8, B Sk SR 4R0 58 /N . Wang [14]155 A 8 TR B,
PENA [ ZEM) 7722 PERELE R RO EE L S RCar AR 57 il R 15 R B 75 . Guan [1417EEL# PFNA 5
DHS 7EGITHLEE T &3 I RST BRI S K, PENA AT ARYIA L K MUF 4 L [E) 39/ T- DHS 41
ARAPIEM R EZ T DHS 41. [Ff PENA 4L A AR E @& wE, REE AT a E, &
ARG Harris BESSTI1EI> . A BIISIRIRTTTA I PENA AT & B & 3t 2 ALARXS R 3, PRl
FRZ AR FZEM. H PENA J&TREIEFAR, FARBIGEN, RbhmEdED. ii[16]558A
FELEBOINK Y PENA Jz Gamma3 A77 A FE T8 4 I AT Rk e b A B, 55 Gamma3 AHLE, PENA 41
ARAPEM R . R, Gtk AR, RRFNINKA Gamma3 477 22 Ky il ST
FERRERSE N, R RmER 2. ArRUL, PENA SRR N BT SEEss, JHRN T Sk
FAFBE HANREMS 52 K 18] TR 1 B

3.2. BB iRimEEE 3z HiBEPIET (InterTan)

InterTan SEH—RERENET, HEATEumBEaET 26K, v B0 INEE A A maR, et
[17]0 "R URAET 50 R T SUBET 18T, 2 MOBET & 22 BT RO Ul B Sk i, b R
HRRERIR AR, BIANET F 3R HBRIRI 46, S0 N BR B R DL R 0040 0 55 . 7B NI R BRET (i F v
IS0 ARET SR TRET Z (B IR AR AL, Al BB JIRET S8 5, MG HUIE B 5 A8 x4 Wi (1) 2
PEII,  ATITRT DAY 238 S R AT (R Hi ) Ve R, 845 2 MOBRET A L TR KA S BiE A “ 27 - RUN[18] .
Wu [19]158 NI FCR A IIK AL InterTan 8 P9 4T [# 52 X} Seinsheimer V 451 R BT VA TT /&2 2 NI
SR1M0, INTERTAN RS NILRET Beit, LI S8R E 2R, AR Z, FARRE
PR . BRIk, KT B Sk R iy BB SRR s AR R JR 3, InterTan B8 4T R RE 2 B8 4 116 9%

3.3. KEEHEAST

FEREE T H A, BENETRET O vt ebnte. B MEME N IR 8 T I, AR s =
S BEAh, IR MRET FLEE AT, AFERTUREITINE. Viberg [20]58 A meta 20 M, X
FHEE T BT, MBENETHRARIG T ARED 8.4%, MKHEANLT4N 4.0%, BEREENERTHE T EITE
FRMIASEERE, ERAGYTFESG I BRI RERE A T iR 7 51 N B39 10 (A A BB 3
fIELEIE . Linhart [21760 TR EHE A ETHZED 1220 TR W], AR SS MINIEE T &, AL PENA
5K PENA B XA, SKEEAFTAHEL, FEEEANET I E IR A Frigin. WBAamt R[22, W
P R BRAT KRB AT R T NI BUE I B ik xS T 7 FEdT, BN R
FIATHIE S, Kk, B8 d A T B 3T AR T P B SE e B FCBE AT -

4. WEIERAR: ARVIAENMARKEFILAK

ERBENEIGIT T T E R, BRI RS EAREIFAEIA DI B ATIRK B A
BROITFIFRENIAFLER I T 2R DRI T B 788 P9 8 AR R IR AORE IR A AR, BT RASS 58 3T SE )
AL, EE i BRsE AN, IR AR IS, Rl LN GBI i LR SR = AL, A aT
PLE e I EAL TR . Panteli [231AUBT FUR M, (IR SLEIR YT IR RLEE T & T A TS 4 pa] & = A7
HATMRMA TSR, Hoskins [24155 N W TERIFER BT, IRFLAAE B I EALRE 75 i BA W S0 %, x
T e B A Seinsheimer 737 4 Bl 5 R EE, A ILARYEEEA G HITAZER. It
i, MITVONE L 2 S BURCE SR SR PE XS (8 0, T S B0@ &2k M. #R1, Forch [25]55 A /£
FE A ALARIS AN FRE R B S, T SRR R, Bos MR SRS A OGRS s A% e A
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Bt TR BB BE R8T 5 o Lenz [26]/% AP A H (TS Pk S BF Stt— IR S T 3% — A4,
R 7E S PR AL I B R LB RS IS . RN, Panteli [231) WHLIE B4 (04 IRV T SLALAR AR 22
ALK TR DR R ST, ARIXH ARG IR R, ARG 48 /N Py 5 (R 2 5 36 %
DRIt R P A 7 SRR SRBLFS 5 SO B 4TS T SR O, DRI T il GBSO L B 9 R0 KU
Mo BRKBL XTSRS TR T, A P A R YT SO G PSR T LU T AR BT

5 45iF

X REMT 52 PR IR T 3, RE R T AREEAT A EDEA T ReBok . R T B T DO
Al A/ Bl A P T 06T o T RS ] S 125 A BB A S I B AR L 95° AR . TRl Bl ] 2 AR 4
2N SIBRAT o BEANE € RARRA I AL, R RS R X Bl A [ 5 A BN GE DR BB Ah ] (7548
ST R R T BT TR X TR R 2 IR 2 HARANERE BRI B AT, B 3 s
SE AR AT B s X T BB AT [ RIS 8, TEAEBIME & 2 95° Fi AR s e B 1 € R 5t 2R
117, BESNE E AR B, DS AR VEEHESNE e E R T a9 s — FARESE . BN EE
WS PENA, Intertan 55, BEWNEE LT & ULk, AMTHafeid, ERAaEM 2R, IF B
W E RGERAPESE /N, AR R D, EART RS RN RERUIZR. It H kG A FT 2 sl
BE T EATIRITIN “EhrE” o PENA BAAHRIERISE, B DR, &R T SR %082 HA RN 2
K B TR B - InterTan P [ E ARSI ACRERLD 38 T SRS ARl HEOR B m AR f8 3« [
TR ARBIBCE AR TR T, Al S B A RIE R RIFEAL, 7 EZ A A IRUIDT R B FLA R AR
TR BIFERIR AL SR YE, o R T DK IR A I 454, H ATIG AL B I R s ik 3t
W, PRI AR LS EREN, BA TR TR b & 200 8 AT 780 ORAT A, DUEF S ERIaIT
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