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Comparison of two methods for the treament of femoral neck fractures L/ U Zishan, L1U Xuguang, GONG
Hongguo, et al. Longhui Hospital of T radition Chinese Medicine(H unan Longhui, 422200, China)

[ Abstractl Objective To investigate the effect and the indications for the treatment of the femoral neck
fractures with closed and open reduction fixation Methods 98 patients with femoral neck fractures were divided
into tw o groups randomly, 56 cases with closed reduction and internal fixation and 42 cases with open group,
with respective adoption of the treatment of internal fixations of closed and open reduction and internal fixa
tion. Results After 1 to 5 years follow- up ( average 2 6 years) ,33 are cured, 20 improved and 3 uncured in
closed group. 21 are cured, 19 improved and 2 uncured in open group. There is no significant differences be
tween the two methods ( P> 0. 05) . Condusion The closed reduction should be selected firstly for the treat-
ment for fresh femoral neck fractures. The combined internal fixation and muscle pedicle bone grafts should be
used for the treat ment of old femoral neck fractures with communicated fragments or posterior defects and un-
satisfied closed reduction.
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