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Abstract

Objective: This study aimed to evaluate and compare the clinical and functional outcomes of
dynamic hip screw (DHS) and proximal femoral nail antirotation (PFNA) treatment of intertrochanteric
fractures in Samutsakhon Hospital’s patients, from January 2016 to December 2019.

Methods: This study retrospectively reviewed 85 consecutive patients with intertrochanteric
femoral fractures who were treated with DHS (n = 40) or PFNA (n = 45). The operation time,
intraoperative blood loss, pain after surgery, fracture union, sliding of hip screw, hospital stay, and
presence of complications were evaluated.

Results: The mean operation time (p = .001), blood losses (p = .039), pain score, time to
union (p = .03) were significantly lower for the PFNA group, but hospital stay and sliding of hip screws
decreased to a similar way for both groups without significance (p = .21, .815 respectively).

Conclusion: In the treatment of intertrochanteric fractures, PFNA is better than DHS in term

of less blood loss, shorter operation time, less severe pain after surgery and shorter union time.
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DHS

PFNA

SLHE P-value
* (n = 40) (n = 45)
LA 373°
¥e n (%) 18 (45.0) 15 (33.3)
ni n (%) 22 (55.0) 30 (66.7)
a1y (V) 654°
Mean (SD) 69.8 (15.7) 71.4(17.7)
Min—max 34-89 21-92
AUNAVBINTLANIAN 643
aul n (%) 26 (65.0) 32 (71.1)
9URALYMARI1T n (%) 14 (35.0) 13 (28.9)
Classification type .046°
31A1 n (%) 14 (35.0) 7 (15.6)
31A2 n (%) 26 (65.0) 38 (84.4)
S2ULANIAA (W17) .001°
Mean (SD) 93.8 (15.6) 83.7 (11.6)
Min—max 60-120 45-60
Usunansideifenvnzeinnn (Iaddnsg) .039°
Mean (SD) 82.5(22.5) 72.2 (22.6)
Min—max 50-150 50-100
nsurandeingia Sufl 3 (VAS) <.001°
Mean (SD) 6.0 (0.98) 3.40 (1.3)
Min—max 4-9 1-6
AsUannaunautIu (VAS) 017°
Mean (SD) 2.4(0.7) 2.0 (0.87)
Min—-max 1-4 1-4
szezansuaululsesnetuia (Ju) 210°
Mean (SD) 12.56 (4.23) 11.44 (3.89)
Min—max 7-22 5-21
N13YUATYBINTZANUUY Sliding 815°
Taigi n (%) 27 (67.5) 32 (71.1)
X n (%) 13 (32.5) 13 (28.9)
Mean (SD) daaLuns 14.5 (5.7) 11.8 (2.7)
Min-max Uadlung 8-27 5-15
F2YLIAINTENLYRINTEYN (FUAM) .030°
Mean (SD) 19.7 (5.5) 17.3 (4.4)
Min—max 8-32 8-24

*p-value from the chi-square, ® p-value from the independent samples t test
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