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ARdAE =] ZQl FA43] soju Sl wEHEY F
7tz HZ F7F FA e vlTEEL 1L oyAd ofg
£yoluz F3) AlA9 tE 2o F8 AV EFE F
dish= ol7h gol Ao $¥e xsk:s A9t B,
ol Qlate] xv] A&yt AQEE BY dS A8s}717t
3Eol7t}, vl FReHog AR 94X3le] £&F
=99 ojglgo] Bon o] BytHsln sjuIe 54
4 AgE A8 2 Ang 1go| oy}

HF249] R8s Z7] FHEIME BEH AB=
&S G ol AnE RasgAn”, Al £
A8 Nty FEY Augt Wuge goex =7
BEEES A7l Ao| wopsaia Q= FAoje ™™,
azd A4 HFEHEY &3 X8 ARFEHT
oM 54 (learning curve)o] S8TEE do|E7} =
& ZHY B olg} AF 3l B FHolme FF
Az §gZo] Fukd = ok old] ArEL ¥lF34
B ¢34 X85S ¥ A A8 £F e A8 F
of Wshs oy 7Hx| S FgHo BAasle] B
3 3 peke mAstaa) g

AT Ol %

1988\ 39 197E 20001d 129 31U7k4) H9A ulT
A2 sty #84 BEE ¢ 345 Wiges MY
g 23399 7 @A F 1d o] FAIRE| 7heEtad
195¢o] thall A £A 2 OPARISH £48 Alwdia

oist YEeastud

I FSEE BAsgY. 729 FeFe 249 39
2 Qlat A EoMAA (instability), ®=F BgAd AHE
(incongruity)o]} o] FHHoR CTA 40% oo FH
F4o] & AY, B fg W] Sl A4S, 3 mm
ol el FHH AW} sl AFE 3

duulE G2z} 14990 (77%), SR 469 (23%)E F
At Y53 Ben, 9% X 17AdA 76A7HAR
Bt 38.64%E FA 71 HY 10/ HF 185 @
o2 it 49301} Yo g: g ol Al
7} 989 (50%)E 71 WQkal FEARILZ} 234 (18%), B
2} ALz} 339 (16%), QLEHI] ARz} 324 (15%), 7
71 ALt 99 (2%) welSict. BN &doee AHA
1959 F 1424 (7200000 AlA| €} B9 &8 FukEol
4 R 379 (18.8%), #4309 (15.5.%), &
F3 700 3.2%), Bl=AANA £ 64 (3.1%), AAIE
A 9 Qluiiido] 1234 (63%)llA FukERI. o] F 27
gl olite] Fuk £AE 340 (17%) ATt E=F TSI
o] JukE &40l 109] (5.2%) Yo = gy 2%
FAE 159 (7.4%)°1A4 ATt

Ul BA] Hejlollq 3y AFw WA Alzls Apa
o, AFE SGFBAL AFsison dxe 715 9 4}
A ARE Edz BHe Assield 24 Ei=
Letournel e} ¥-Fol| we} TE31gon 34 FHo| 714
(TLAWE 7FF B33, & AF 24 439 22.1%), T3
4 209 (10.3%), 33 4 ¢ F9 ZH 219 (10.8%),
3 24 149 6.0, A% 2 9 39 93y A 1
o (5.6w), 9 2 Fx AF - 79 (3.6%), AL AF
24 79 3.60), T AF 4 49 (2.1%), A 4 1
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o (0.5%)¢] ME EX3IU}. BE 742 o
A7} e @ HEE wE Ald Jd $£&3s A
oz sglon Adol 3F ool A=Y, +=
EEe 24 P gl AR Y =2ol
1340 (69%), A4 =e&o] 380 (19%), AL A &7
e 239 (12%)0lA ARS-EITE (Table 1), S49] 142
A o] F4734, AlolE, 53 9 WAL ol Al
SE9=d AREe] A9 20009 o|AellE F& A &
E AolEE F 4L JEuAsla A B4t 4
AU 7ol Hadk e ol AREE AR
e 20009 o]Fol= St ¥ AR 2gee F
TR og NdEga, ¥y 2 AldAe 2 5%
g JARES AR Y (Table 2).

QA xgads 2 hpasa Agdds Maa 5
o] 7159 W} 9 (excellent), Y3 (good), & (fair),

Table 1. Operative approach for each fracture type

QIE2, OIZM

EF (poor) & EF3L, SR AFE ¢ 24
ZERHBES AFdE AR 29 ¢ AP A #9
3 e 9F #Y9E Algste] Al dld AeE mm
2 ¥AR Maita”e] 7)%0] W} anatomical (0~1 mm),
imperfect (2~3 mm), poor (>3 mm) %= surgical sec-
ondary congruence (H]7<= 7814 o] oy F
FEe] AR #d FAo] olFE AR TEIHAU2H,
TS ¢ A WET, & T S, & F ] P
o FEdt FABEL, SR TS dFE /A
Zlgla AZEE oy 248 dste SASE B4S
ahlct. SAIEEQ] #4e T A4 9FE 713
o BEs dAEES spss A ZEaPS o] &3t
Pearson Chi-square test @ Fisher's exact testS AR&-3ha]
A3 pgkol 0.05 olsiel B9E FAEHCR fofdt
Ao Hrkergict.

Number Operative approach
Fracture type o

(%) Kocher-Langenbeck [lioinguinal Combined
Anterior wall 1 (0.5%) 1
Anterior column 7 (3.6%) 7
Posterior wall 71 (36.4%) 71
Posterior column 4 (2.1%) 4
Transverse 11 (5.6%) 7 2 2
Post. wall + Post. column 7 (3.6%) 7
Transverse + Post. wall 21 (10.8%) 21
T-shaped 20 (10.3%) 13 5 2
Ant.column + Post. hemitransverse 11 (5.6%) 3 S 3
Both column 43 (22.1%) 8 18 16
Total 195 (100%) 134 (69%) 38 (19%) 23 (12%)
Table 2. Method of fixation

Fixation method
Fracture type

Wire/cable ~ Wire/cable+screw ~ Wire/cable + plate Screw Plate
Anterior wall 1
Anterior column 3 1 3
Posterior wall 32 39
Posterior column 2 2
Transverse 8 2
Post. wall+ Post. column 2 5
Transverse + Post. wall 5 1 15
T-shaped 12 2 6
Ant. column-+ Post. hemitransverse 3 1 1 1 5
Both column 14 1 9 19
Total 42 (21%) 9 (5%) 14 (7%) 33 (17%) 97 (50%)




HI? 2 $20| 85

Aol Y o

F49 8 dHe & AFTHAM EARET} o5
ABLE 1912 Al9Jgt Adlollr] 3~571Y ool Fh/3%
S 94L& £ U A AEAEE anatomical 151¢]
(78%), imperfect 339l (14%), poor 79| (5%), surgical
secondary congruence 49 (3%)7} Ui, wWAMAEHA A
7 A= HAAHOR excellent 138¢] (72%), good 204
(10%), fair 109l (5%), poor 276l (13%)2 VEREo™, 9
A4 28 AIR=  excellent 143¢]  (74%), good 209
(10%), fair 99 (5%), poor 239 (11%)& H7}=Ack
(Table 3). 349 AE Aol ©& J3H A5 A=
3l A$17F 3 mm o]} (anatomical & imperfect reduc-
tion)l 1840] F 1400] (76.19%)lX %% ool A
g AYE 4o 3 mm o4 (poor reduction)’] 7]
% 59 (714904 & olate] A Aw AIE Eo
HE Fgr} $25E UET U 94 A AHE o
2 F U8S ¢ F UMT (p<0.05), surgical secondary
congruence 49l 39 (75%)olld 7% AAH 2w A
= AU} (Table 3), %35 o]de] X Av= WAME
2 grtellA 1840l (92%), A3H 7oA 1634 (83%)=
QA A} 23 Ugka 28] oide AolE Mol
dx= glo} Mg Xz dip}l F254F 93 A=
AT F2 A5 ¢ 5 AR (p<0.05), BAK 2244
g A 9] P 278 RAx JHeE: A7
3 %2 e IS & F U (Table 4). & A &
HEogy F4d Fikd e A7) &3 o3 gEFE
Ao3tar vl AR Q1F PHFoRE & A FHF AT
&ako] AA 1959 F 224 (11wl JeRder 1 9]
SAF AAFER] 14, FoFFN o] 14 At
T 7 PEFeEs HIANAEY 8o (4w), UETY
o 1d], hEAAoH] 1], FdES st 34, o=

Table 3. Clinical results according to quality of reduction
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e FoAASA 100 (5%), VAR BAEU 4] 30
5ol A3tk & F PEFo=E o3 #EY ==
A vpRs} 209 (10%), F33 dESF FEEIAL 8
o (4%), ARZY 74l (4%), TALA 34 (2%), °]&A
284 14e] (%), BT 19, AR A sl=y
o} 14 o] AUt

e

1. 448 &4

1) &34E &4

% A FBAZ &3 249 $£ =F A7 F2A
AeA 84 5 #3k 304 (15%)9] FHEF AAEI0]
ALY o]EL ARdle Byl Bobd FHIAAviE| 24,
S FH|FAZeH] 180, Bk FHlF AZvH|7E 10
dgict, olE HIAAvhb|e FARF FE BY B¢
A 2227k 29 F 19 A 3B 1dE 29
g EEon, Fu|F ¢dvpy] 184 F 70 &d 3B
EQA 8ol EehA 3jEEglon], Yuia] 3o AF 3
BrZo| qigich Fu|EAlZ 2¢d vl 109 F 70l
A sjEEglon 3el= Bod FEIJG F& Ad
& Foll A7 F3217 £4L A Bd oA 318
g o] 154 00, B 3|8o] 124 (40%), W
3|BEx] e ALE 34 (1) Ut 7= A FZF A
A £ dgte] & 27344 HF AFe] g sidd
A% glol 5 F B ol9fe ¥WgE AA glo]
ZA] BFBch YukHow HF AR e & A &
AR & F &3] ol ¢ HE Bl gore
A & A AP destn gutHeg & A &9
397} 26~38% A= BuEy Yo & A A3
b Westy ouie glot & A vh|EAE & Fo
T e vho YPAL Zta 9louR (high risk) 3
T2y Adle £49 A73E Zelstoor dc} gy FF
o v} AN} ul T F9) 2H 8 FH FE 3F F

Clinical result Table 4. Clinical result by radiological grade
Quality of reduction
Excellent Good  Fair Poor Clinical result
- Radiologic results -
Antomical (n=151) (78%) ¢ 5:,) : 5;) {; " {8';,} Tecler o dar Bor
i w g g Excellent (n=138) (72%) 135 3
- 0 =
Imperfect (n=33) (14%) (3% (33%) (10%) (23%) Good (n=20) (10%) 8 10 2
e Fair (n=10) (5%) 7 3
Poor (n=7) (5%) 0 2 2 3
; Poor (n=27) (13%) 4 23
Surgical secondary 3 0 | 0
congruence (n=4) (3%) Total 143 (74%) 20 (10%) 9 (5%) 23 (11%)

(p<0.05)

(p<0.05)
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Az} gkl 7¢ gol LAEHH, difE Ebd o
I 8F AZAER A$ oF 30%elM 3EE 7|UE &
gom & ¥ 3T FErpsAe] dukn . &
=% UgE 232 A & YRR ¢ =3 I4x A
Qo ofsf WG Aor FHHEZ & F HAEF ANA9Y
234 Z0)7] 93 A A, F £FH 25, 194
AR aga g2 dEZe] AgRERe] A, re-
ractore] 91X Sof ZpEE FolE s)gojel Fp T
F2 5 oy 9 3o syl Eslal HE A
o] A 7z} $abAL A} (SSEP)E ofd 4 glom H
A 5N FEASAEAL (spontaneous EMG)7F B -8
stk 2t Q. ARte] A$ME 8o F 7ele ¥
b sG], 1de A5 BA =89y A 2Asilon,
Letournel S 8.6%olA], Matta E7¢ suelM & F FHEF
AR Agscka Baskeitt,

2) 2| gl mAZL&Y (lateral femoral cutaneous
nerve injury)

o|& g FAA &4 BF 109 (%)elA A3
B ol BF ArEy T APl FAREY Al 2
g Ao £& ©F ARAGo FHxg 7l oJ%
&l ZQletng & Al 5¥E FoE astal, dF
L o5 F 99 (o BokE H=olidzt (meralgia
paresthetica)o|u 74z}AA 5o HoE F4o] figlen 1
ool vl Z2AjgE AR oPdizte] 224 ug”.

2 2£ YnNSo| BHELY MZ (intraarticular hardware)

AREL £& Ao FElngEs dEY HA ==
FEY HFE s A8 e =F F5InE F @
Ae FHorol FAY olgAe] EARTE EUsAU
JAER= A AR BAIZ #EY SRR EA)
F22 Ao £E 8 F WA A #9
o2 Fépage] wEd SiA7E ERlE A9t 39 3o
AejolA Bl FA] A5ES ot FEY AEd YA
g AASGY. FEY SERe dAFe #He A
A9 sl FAGE FE olg FY] Hl3 HE
WAL ZA] AlA=olol @tk Helferst Schmeling” e
g2, v gy A £E F R P RIR
Judet viewS Elsta 1 o] ¥ =Y T £5HE 4
= R uEEd g e A}t 7€ A
“saw bone”od AgE WnAL vlg AHPs) Bo=H
I 7FsAS 29 & AT FEol Bl A Ees
= A% e 8] uigAEch Azie] FEdlA 34

T 1o olfo] FARE =F oA #HYY e
Bl AIWE NP2 AP UuiA 29 F 14
dMe WWEE AAE F diE A7ehaEe 2oy
FARE =5 EUE FR3F flo] AFHU.

3. @34 (vascular injury)

AL AQ%EM (liolumbar artery) 3+ 19, AlF
%9 (superior gluteal artery) £4 34|, tjE5Y (femoral
artery) 3% 1618 A3t vTEH & Fol Y
43 BRagLsicr YRR YERE $RlE A8F
A g3 dF2Yee 53 qAEE A= A
EFY &4 3¢ £ =5 A 28 29EA o
£ e A ov] RIHAA FHo] & £F AETIHA
| AR ol £ £F AW ALYE A &
o] olEfen o] F 2d= FE &F AL 14
AZo] BIFs3te FHRYPEL T8 AR AH3|
HoE 355 glo] &=t dEFHEd 1¢ds A
=94 (ilioinguinal approach) ©% = Zi2le] 9% %
Mgk oz s A ol2E (vein graf)E 2313
=3

4. I™AA (loss of fixation)

5 A% Akl nALAL 30 2u)olA FAEHA
g 244 $2del 49 AAY 24 € FOITFL
Qg B3E3 1oz g AW 197k USit
Z B4 3oz Alo] 34 A 24 AR 2
7GR Ao FEFdE vTFEEe] & Aol AN
i, SFEe Qiley Ay 33 ¢ ujFE @AY
e TH 27o] Asle FEARIE Ada AFHH] A
Hr oEgd FHE 3592 o83 A £& AF 14
A0 Ho Ares o 94, WAMAEHE S
2 B 298 Bg3 A AR dE 25 784
A} 274 F ogRAEGe] 478 By AF 1WA A
A8 AFeidt. E=oE Qg FHL el
APY F2AH IEAM FEAIAE AP FE
e FEUARRY ojgide Ho F5% Afuy g
Aol ¥} 1A4EE AFPsFoy FARE =F A4
#EYe 271 B AFTWAEAFES AFsIG. ol
1A 2Ae Maa”s 3%, Helfet 579 560l
Bzl HJELAS BTF vl Qo)

a e e

|
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5. A2 (deep infection)

AR e Aalge] A9 74 2wl A=
olE ¥ 29 vizE 2 FHSY AL £ AR AR
Holal UmA] 3¢ PROSTALAC (BHUAl H7b dAl9lF
#4) A8 % 2gA 2EEg oF3ddR gAskd ol
gk HTFEE A9 AR e ARE ¢ 29 ¢
g £ F7I2 Qg 7 ARE A%e] AY dAlHY
e A3 2l 9ol =l BT arxF
H7petelel] o3t EF FAolu TN, 53 o &
Aol o8l 1 7FsAde] Eolrlgta stlom”, kel 3}
dol /A Ed, € A 3H ZAAdL 9% H9 Y,
A7 83 AY 2 AV AUFAY AY Al 2 W
w7} Z7FE 4 itk Morel-Lavalle lesione 2ol ]3]
H5o}l matzAo] 1 sy ZvtogRE FelHe] gt
o o2t ¥R g R} HAY = HHo
2 3E4 " A ol A AA=ojol . & A ¢
€ 3 A Foq ¢ & T 982F &3 FHis 2
g1 8% 7%E Fo= 1 7FsAE Eok 3 & F
1097 F3E B2 AgEHe 8Fo) e BF olE
golgh daA (F ool x T} FAele 7Y
o2 o] gixsjo} stk Letournel’ 5.6%, Mattas}
Merritt ' 3%old € ¥ 729S Basgch

6. QA UAEA (posttraumatic osteoarthritis)

oy #Ege 71 583 T F E Az
79 200 (10%)9ll4 EAZP e 1 fgleges Yy
2] &4l 23 Aol T AT A& #
AEdxz 3 HzAHQ dZvdE E 4+ ok
Letournel®} Judet” & 17%, Matta”= 5%olA A¥stcka
Bttt AAEY] Feolr <A FEge] LAEkl
9 20¢] F dAHoE 9 16, ¥ 4e, §-8 64, B
F ode] £2 &L X5 ANE BT} dyHHoz FHP
33 A& Al & 10%, BF B8 Al oF 360 A= TS
ga dusEin glom AzkEel 9= swsty AHx
Al 5.3%, Bk AE Al 71.4%2] Y AEE Mo R}
2 AEulo] o]z FHFS €Y F UL Ao 7
. AE Pl w2 A FHGe] PN E AE9]
Ax7t 3 mm oYl 1884 F 15¢] (8%), 3 mm o<l
76 F 5ol (71.4%)014 A BEYPo] TAEte] E49
AE et F25 A #EG] waIes) A
T ¢ F UG (p<0.09).
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7. & tHE|BF FEYAS (posttraumatic avas—
cular necrosis)

5 5o 784 Al 84 (4w)olld LABsIHeH,
duirog I ¥eE o 2~10% FAEE EuHI 3
g7 9 5 4| sy Ay &3 Az AS o
5 F5 F4o] 1090lA FWrERl o} FHEAIALR Z18)
g A9 9l TR} 8ol F 4ol I 1WA
AxEES Ao 4os Ay #AF Fo|d
Letournel 5 5.9%, Matta 5”2 9%, Matta” = 3%9]|A]
U724 ¢ ¥ dF 25 7849 E A4
Bustlct, Azt A diE 79 FEAIAY 2
e AF AL, o #EY, FA FE SHolY YA
R Fol o3t &4 npmele] 7hHo] of2len MY FL2
b CTE 53 A} FH9] Aol ¥4 AEo|y
HEY olEA= QI3 viRe] AFfol= FAFEH dFEYIL
702 o8 Ik Aol Fasi ™,

2 £

vl F4A A 23 259 PHFL 7] dsM=
< 7 A A3 AARE AABlaL e A &4
ARl Hegh 729 ¥4 2 & F #xke A9l 7
He Fo8 aftosN ANPEFE Aol dn, &
A= A AR 9 HFE JdEEy, A AFH
d3EYoE F& A AT AYS At A s
vl Yig AES F3ko] nlsgst 7)ol H|EEo] @
Ak TS Eoof s, 7Fsd BRe =Ee
T3 FEAIME GEAA T SRNEE TAAA
of 3HAct, & F A AR#EYeE @A ofgT, o
25 FAAIA 2 o @ de AR E A&H
oF FA| FF3tolof 3t A HBo] & T A
BAGe MIEE AT 83 oF S &
T AUt
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