* 40 2002

1

15 1 China J Orthop & Trauma, Jan 2002, Vol. 15, No. 1

Giannoudis PV, Furlong AJ, Macdonald DA, et al. Reamed aganst urr
reamed nailing of the femoral diaphysis:aretrospective study of h ealing
time. Injury, 1997, 28( 1) : 15 18.

Anglen JO, Blue JM. A comparison of ream ed and unream ed nailing of
the tibia. ] Trauma, 1995, 39( 2) : 35F 355.

’

, 1999, 19(4) : 440- 441.

, 1998, 18(8): 796-797.
Mayr E, Barnikel C, Braun W, et al. Closed tibial fracture reamed of
unreamed intramedllary nailing. Zentralbl Chir, 1995, 120( 1) : 24 31.
, 1995. 147.
Templeman D, Thomas M, Varecka T, et al. Exchange reamed ir
tramedullary naling for delayed union and nonunion of the tibia. Clin

O1thop, 1995, 21(5) : 169-175

1 Clatworthy MG, Clark DI, Gray DH, et al. Reamed versus unreamed , , 1996, 12
femoral nails. A randomised prospective trial. J Bone Jomnt Surg (Br), (6): 267 268.
1998, 80( 3) : 485 489. ( . 2000 08 09 : )
° °
( R 065000)
1988 1 ~199 6 s s
s 32 2 Hippocrates
48 s s
1
32 , 27 5 18~ 62 31 R
s 1, 6~ 58 18 Stimson s
14 Hip
pocrates  Kocher 32 s
3, 2, 4 Stimson
2
s 70 ~ 8¢, 3~ 5kg s s
5~ 10 R R s
3 , ,
5~ 10 28 L 15 s
s «“ ? , Dugas s O s 5kg, @
. X . ®
s 32 s 50mg,
@ .50
4
, Hippocrates ( :200F 1610 : )



