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Abstract

Objective: To review the intramedullary fixation techniques of femoral intertrochanteric fractures.
Methods: Search the relevant literature at home and abroad, and summarize the characteristics,
improvement direction, advantages and disadvantages, and clinical efficacy of different intrame-
dullary fixation devices over the years in chronological order. Results: There have been more than
ten kinds of intramedullary nails developed so far. After gradually improving the simple Ender
nail in the early stage to various instruments in line with biomechanics, various clinical complica-
tions have decreased significantly. Conclusion: The current mainstream intramedullary fixation
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instruments have good clinical efficacy, but there are still low probability complications. The new
intramedullary nails designed based on the “lever fulcrum balance reconstruction” theory are ex-
pected to change this situation.
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1. 518

Ji% 1 ¥H % 1) B 37 (intertrochanteric femoral fracture, IFF) XY B 6 FlR)E 41, 2&f8 &4 T8 8 sk
JBE B S R B /N T 7 R T[] B FRE N O 2 AR AR WT BT, B AR T i R R
Kiblisy, 10 IFF 53 50% L L[2]. B E T EURE LI R, IFF B2 “NERE —KEHT” Z
PR, DRI RE A& 1R IT 7 Xt A TS HCNE 2. M 20 th2d 70 SEARTFAG, B8P ET [ e i )7 R A
iy BAERE, Befaw. REIFRRERER S, EETHUEE SN E w O I R IE YT 1) BE R3], 2R
T 68 P ET 1190 8 AN 2 — IR XU, T 18 A2 AR S 4R 1Y Ender £T & J& B 404> )72 8 FH ¥ Gamma 3. PFNA,
Intertan Z¢HE 4T, B2 B2 H BTRIFE NG IRIR R FIHT EBE N AT, BB RESZ A 7 RIRHIG R I SEBR
e R I, T A SO AR & 2R N ET AT 4514

2. BEAISTRYAEE
2.1. Ender §7

1970 4= B A Ender ZE[4]24 3 1 AR IE ) — PPl 5+ HL ol 25 dh g s v BE 1 [ 47 . Ender 4138
ik Bzt v 9 RN D B N, TEBE IS I g i T R BIA B Sk, Ender £] W] BN Z K, Z4R Ender
ETTERERE N BRI, HEAT 7 I 5 1E % A&7 M KRB A . FIHBEHR Ender 41 X8 Frim il A e AN
SRIESS, S HBIEINEY . BERSIERRE[S], TEIRIR L Wik
2.2. Zickel §T

Zickel 57T 1967 43 [E %3 Zickel [6]f etk HRIEIGIKIZH, Zickel T HH =740k F4T.
ST AN AT I N R [ 8 AT . TR 27, FEim kb 3gA, SRR 12° HRiii. SkETimu 2 3
MR IR AR, SmimA 4 AN B R AT 25 4930 vt [ e W T I i fei A\ LA GiB 4T o Zickel T 8 5K A V1T
BAM T ABANEESRE, HP 1985 A4 ¥ H IR M-S BN IR RI[7]. Zickel £T1E A FHH)
BENET, REFUTEZAEZL, EHEEEABUREENE R e T 3.

2.3. Gamma §7J

7 1990 4= ik [E #4% Grosse [8] & Jetiki& I+ N T IFF JAY7, GammafI REZSCHIM T =R, 5
—AX Gamma £] & 7E Zickel £] f9JEat it RIEALH, BE& =80 E41. kTR mBE . FE & —
BRIN R HI K 200 mm 25 088N 4T, T BLAAA 12 mm. 14 mm. 16 mm, JT3 A BLAR R % 17 mm,
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HMiw Ff T Zickel £TH) 127206k 107, SEAETARFIEANRERS s SKEN— M OW SN R IRET, mIdvsE 4T
WEETFLAE AT I B, SCBIG B AT (0 ER AS IR AR S ASTE SRR s @A B BE T T LA E AT
B ik SR ATE R AR L iess . RO Gamma £T R 4T EARI AR AMBI AR BOR B 1 SkAET HUie e A
JEEEIEIN, o BB BB TEHT . SRR JBAT. BEE KRS 9], Rk MR BE AT £
| % 2 T R AN ST ) e i e i

% 48 Gamma 47 (Asian intramedullary hip system, IMHS)/& 1996 4F Leung [10]2% 52 # 75 55 — LAY 1
LN N e A, E4AT R s BRI /N A 16.25mm, i AR/, A 11 mm-12 mm-13 mm,
FAETHIAMm 4N 4 NS M2 130° 75 & W N BERRRI 250, EATK Sy 180 mm, i /12
ETFLIMZ #2201 10 mm.

% =1 Gamma %47 (Third generation of gamma nail, TGN);& 2004 4 (1 Stryker /A ] 2§ K 511111 i) : O
FATEHAAK 2Dl Ui B AR/ 2 15.5 mm, iz B A2 2 11 mm, KZ45 170 mm. 180 mm
2. FATAMEMOAN 40, HFTMAE 1200, 125°, 130°HLRIEESE. 55— ML, $=RITEAN
TN, TERE S TE KB O T R LBk G “ 9 88 7 X —3A0F, 4050 TR R, 76 F A [11]5 5 10— IMHS
5 Gamma-3 £T Il IRST RO L e, IMHS B B A R FARAFH 6.3%, 1M Gamma-3
ETHTE— 0 kA, E—DUEsE T Gamma-3 £] A/ F4T AR RERR IR B BT IR A%, @ fEF4ET
I Ui PRI ET Js PO SN T — MO TR MR, 3T i 7 MR AT R S5 ok R AE B TR AT AN BRI L, R BH R )
WRET TR e A1, AN SO VR T URAT 57 [e) [e) S MV B TR B A i AT B A N . @ SATHKAR R BAT R 4,
ERRET g P D) E A Ve v 0 w8 S [ By T MRAT T8 75 Be2e ] KR4 B F R[] FLis > i &2k, 3
R PIRIGE 1[12]. @ EATIm M BET AU IR B, o DR RS B A e . A
Xt B4R Gamma ST AN E Z A B R G, B RTEE =48 Gamma 5T A B AOERAK[13], HiEH T %8 IFF,
B A VNI R AW SEIRITIESE, (EIRR L)z [12] [14].

2.4. BB iEimBEAI%T (Proximal Femoral Nail, PFN)

£ 1996 £, AO HZA[15])5F %) 5 — X Gamma £ HUlEs: e 1A & B AR Jol 1 i v 46 I i iy o5 R e vt 1
B i AE N 4T PEN. PFN 5 Gamma £TAHML, BDUBSI- AR F4T. WMCKAT. mumBisl . BiE. &
BEXHET: @O PEN FSLETAXET RS0, $L MR EHAAN 115 mm, BB — Gamma £7 5% 41, H1E L
T T —HCEATH AR EAE 6.5 mm FIBTHEIRET, KRS T HUIEFERE/1[16]. @ F4THISMm 8/
£ 6°, 5 ANREBRI ST, B> TRSMUBER RN ARG KR 240 mm, T EARRD 2
14 mm, G EARRNE 9 mm, EATE K EANR O A B R T e TR TS, © EAT @
BTSN Bt v AR LS S8 e, H5 14T R HFE B 51 (58 mm), A FI T KN )
. PEN BRME— 2R Fib T e Sk ie e Ks TR 8 R AR [17], ARARIRFRILH 40 1] &L
I “Z 087 WRET D) H ™ E A IR T BE NS AT RE S TR S /N BB T Y ENARAE
PRIME 7™ E o s B8 DA 8] 2 [18]

2.5. WBIFEERES TAN

TAN JZ17E Gamma £] (At vt ), 7EH & 30k TAN 58EFR 9 Gamma %], TAN #Z i il
()i P9 T S D IE S 90 N B AR 4544, TAN 55 PEN IS5 92800, R AT 7 XUAT R4, (HMEL 134T H
BE6.4 mm), FETimdE— SN E AN 13 mm, AMRAE/NE 57, EATKESEMEE 150 mm. TAN
BIRIEER EXT AR A LS, AU/ AR 85T TR SR L 2 08 IR S8R, 1 H S0 P 38
WrET AN R I ARIE[19], 75 B I PR H o 1 [F I A ) PENA BITEUR.
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2.6. Be B inimB B B $i BYEEPI$T (Expandable Proximal Femoral Nail, EPFN)

EPFN /2 1999 4 i LAt %1 Disc-O-Tech A& 7E PFN (3£l E #3877 &, 7E 2002 4% 3E [E FDA
WIEE AR TEAERT V2 N FH[20]. EPFN B 3 3802l : F24T . ST Knaas] . E4T: B 1 ARF SR
A MRAR AR R A, EAAA 10 mmy 12 mm PR HE, EETAMmA 57, FET i L AL A BRA HN B $n)
1], g A TEEATHRARERS G, R N AR K, AT R R SR 4 ARAE
A E 2 A B Bl A R, FL S R o4 BE IS & T BB e , TG 7R 73 DB T [ 5 [21]. 5 FET sk —#%,
AT H 3 ARAE AR SR, FEFT AN M a i E NAE IR K, EAAT H 8 mm EZAKE] 12 mm, 7ERZIKH)
S A RSt FE L PR SSOREAT B S R B, I SRAT S Sk AT PATHT NN K S Buiedh e /1. EPFN 4T
AT I (s i, B T /E— e FE R B ey i A2, SR AEBIRBRAR . TR (r 46 55,
AFERRA ) B FUAAFEUR [22], R EIRET AR /), SEIE T8 BUBAA IO N . Warschawski 552318/ 78
FR EPFN 7EI6Y7 A3 ZUE i Lk Gamma 3 J7 2 £, (H R f 7 T XE /K JE B2 e 2R e GRET R )
EL{E 70~120 Bar, F41)JE /1 EHAE 50~70 Bar [24]), &1 K& S FECE KRR, & AR SO LRt
SEREIRREE[22], LS ARE MERELRERR S, — e LR T 8 S,

2.7. ¥AF&a18EM%T (Trochanteric Fixation Nail, TFN)

TFEN ZTEENGT PEN 7E8 R B b S h e A SR 5 ML “Z 3087 S5 in) i =42 1, 7 2006
SEH Lenich S5 [25]2% 3 B e OB IGIR B » TEN B EBR 20 © SkET: RH T —HEAF 4 %] 71 H)IZ
WEJTI b, WETET) I MSKATAT B o — ki, SRETRA &7 RN, FEEE SR N, TR
TR A 7 ke JE R R SROEEAT B, RO T KRR )5 [RIRESRET Rk IS8, O S Ak
AR 5377 T — 3, A KRl e BiE P T DT 8 R T Bl P DK JB A/ R 2H SO 1 s (@) ST Dzt g
FAEPAT G BT, 5 FATIE R I dmaE 2% BICE T T80, 7ERHIESRET RFE IR, 3 m] fRAIFH B 7
W INERE[26]. @ FATKER PFN 45, 170 mm~235 mm, H4£H 10 mm. 11 mm. 12 mm #f
1%, HAT 6° ()5 Mm A A 10° R HT A « Liu S5 [2718F 78R W TEN 55 T BUR T 70 v A2 1B B Sk 1m) e 1) i #%
TEN SKETFRRE J) Fr e vt B SCab A, (RE AR AN A (AR UL BB 0 S 2 () PENA FIREUAR,  ZEIRIR 2 3F
RAFEIREH, FRUERST R = K= FEIE SR

2.8. BB ikimBrEREI$T (Proximal Femoral Nail, PFNA)

PFNA 2t AO/ASIF AR —FH ABENET, T 2004 FAEIER P IFMEH KL, 2008 4 H
Simmermacher 25£[28]%# & X IRIE T IRIRIT ZWF 7. PFNA 55 TFN fOgE ML, AUAE SLET i e
JIF EAFTX A PENA FISEHE T ARt 180 7] A FngT Bl i iR ar e 28 Bk i, th2imad
fii 5 SRET N B kR, H5 TEN FTIX A2, PENA 88T )] A ] LUt NI iess, Faghesk )
243 S0 it 30T S5 R T R, o LB SR AT IS /E T B TN AR [26], RS L AE% & &8 Fsiia il IFF,
R ) BAGIEA B, WBRNE ] AR B B BUE A R . 1B ) R EE RN B R KT, Bk
GUIRETH RIUF MDA E R, [ SLET vk i S MOS8 dE— P3G s P e Re /1. Goffin S5 [29] FH 1 BA AR
L PENA J697 IFF BB SRR, 2l 2 BEIA BIRR AT 759%0T, WRTe ) it T 8o ia =, iR
BEATG I B Sk R ATt XU, 6] 7 PENA ZEB BB AA TR IFF o LA B (A 35

PENA TEIPRIE T — BTG, A 2 5 S0kl 7 Wl ABER B E 4. KRR k4T
VI A R F4F[30], 2009 45, AO ZH LR VI NI B 30w s A i) 465 KA RO RE R 60T 77 PENA-IL, 3222
SOEEE: © FETAMmAH 6°9/NE 57, Hirumakiin HIR T s e, kb 73 aMuEEf . @ F4T
I ELAR 17 mm J&/N2E 16.5 mm, B25E ) A B H 11 mm 9&/NE 10.5 mm, 98> T SkETEBCE LU
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AR BB T EAT T RE . SR G A PENA-IL JEAERE— B FEAR[31], By H AT R LR 2k —,
JUHIE F T BB AL AL B SR A0 1 (8

2.9. BRERIHZHIBERIST (InterTannail, IN)

2 H1 3% [H Smith-Nephew 2 =] 7E PFN il b Sk i A BE N 4T, T 2005 AEJFaR3E N im AR5, 2009
T Ruecker Z5[32]JF IR RIE IR IRIT R 78 . FEARF R © KRETCRAXET RS,  bomBOR R 85T ~J7
NI, PTGV R ARET, MEXUET A i — AR, F S8 ET R N AP {EMREL, Bl N g
TR, s shbs 718 s i 2eia 5, iR 7785 T AIBURERE B F7 %% A8 %ot 5 Hr i i I A FH [26] 0 XUET
—IRAHI BT BRBE A SPUIEFEAb, IEREEE G “Z FRN” o @ EETAMRAN 47, BTN BEIE R AT
Xo M BE R T I sk T AR I, RT3 N AT 7E RIS N A BUIERE 1R s SR 4T Jz oty R F ¥ SRR 54,
R R BOR G B TR [33], BRI B T8 47 (1 XU A KBRS B8 . Zhang 45 [341F 7R IHTE Ui %
I InterTan Eb PENA SR 4T, (HAEH BRI B35 PENA 5 AE K ; 2020 4E Liu %524 [35]%F PFNA
F1 InterTan B RIT R03#4T Meta 2047, WF 55 5o InterTan H B BB H1 B AT Ao o8 B0 I HE R 45 PENA
FAR, TEIRIT AR IFF BIRRRILUEL T PFNA.

2.10. FHBEIE)NBBVEEPIET (Trochanteric Fixation Nail Advanced, TFNA)

ik BRK PENA (IR BRI RE, 2015 4 Synths A& it T TFNA. TFNA [ SET: © *
£T: a) I EAA/NE 15.66 mm, i ELAA/NE 13.4 mm, AMmfE/NE 5°, i 25,
ARG AN B SR b) RSB CE T S A AR, AT i Z AR WAL S RE N AT () 1.5 m sk F
1.0m, Yuan ZZ[36]2EH M A EH 5 1.5 m ROC 1) PENA 2] #HEE, 1.0 m ROC ] TENA %] 76 4 A\ 45 B 1)
FNSTFET AR B B/, BREGIENBIER N ©) I S22 SEFFL R VRIS e B, nlgEd
SLETAEFT AR IE . @ SkET: a) W) A7) 7) 8 4 kb2 3 %, HREHIMIEbRicA] LA
TRAUEERAERT HERARE ) 5 “ B =7 BT NCE SKEB[37], ARHBEAK T 8 3 R ) 5 & B i#l; b) Sk
ET AR iR FHHIF B, I S 2R ) SKkETRER AT e vF B /K e it N Bk Sk H AR B i, B
JRGAS B R R IEARTS, Sermon S5 [38]HF 5T B /K Y B 5 1) TENA )46 w7 [ i 1 B 7m tH Pi A i) 3R
TARR =5 (AR, AT B IG5 TENA 7] FRET (W [ e FesE v d) SkAT BuRTe 7] v FET 5 o — 1k, 8
PENA 3 PR QBT RESR AL 5 0 (1 S5 RN, STl 3/ i Ab (Ve A4 285 B 40 5, TREINA R (R0 A 1 o e %
i, RS e FIIERE 1 IR REXTEHrim s 2 mm. @ M BRI HAAR D2 S8
SRJEPEAC, TENA AR RLER FEKEH & 42 (Tiel5Mo), RN FibA Rk b — AR08 ek B e s R AR AL &
SR, ELA R R % 55 R A 25 [39]. Lambers [40]f— T T TENA %7 i 24 XU HF 78 25 B TENA
A PN T AR BBET W XS A2 AR R, HLAR 5 R AETE SR ET i it FLAL . TENA FEVRIT A B
JRBRA B ) IFF s BT, (EAE FLAh 2RI (R B A b R W A %5 . Schmitz [41]H) — B i fy
K Gamma 3 £TFIl TENA [Jxf ELF 7R 3R BH, th T3 R B Y 2 2] i 48, 5 Gamma 3 £TAHEL, TENA
A T 7 S R R B T S v, {HLH AR 2238 Matsumura [42] (0 78 2o TENA RIS 3 T A8 L8555 15 A Fa g
R, MDA REFIIT R BT RA BRI R FL 8, X TENA [ SEBRIE RTT R84 Fr i
— W5

2.11. BB ILiRBEPI$T (Zimmer Natural Nail, ZNN)

A RGBR R BR 22 2 3 VE R B A 5 AR B AR R S B, TR SR AT O AT Wi, 5K
R SR AEZE S, H SRR R RIRAR, ST UM R, Zimmer it 7B RBEN ST ZNN. ZNN =
PSP AL AT AR RET MU AT o R R [43] R IE 14T B © I EARI/N 2 15.5 mm,
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HIOAA 15°, SMmA 4°, BTMAA 125°F0 130 H ARl @ ARETMBET 2k, #4TK 180 mm, imiy
HA&E 10 mm, SEEGHEPNET I RASF IR iR RN 1275 mm, W NS TIRRE, Rl R B D
XHE R RN G FATE G R ISR A vt (T 7ESEAS A AN FIEH, 34T R o sR FH 4y X it
A PR RBEAE; @ 76 JBET TN S350 5, 3 AT R 5 32 4T U i Sl 2 b (R R S o1 W o A 0
J£ o Chen S5 [44]2% 35 (1) — WA ) 50 5t R BIAE [ 3% 180 IFF wf ZNN A4 7754 B PENA-IL S84, 7ERE
JE PR 5 — DU 72 SR 7 [43] InterTan i 3 B IA ELA B B IHRPTIE T, 0 Mkl LI ZNN Py [
SE, IRJEoN Gamma 3 P [ESE . Pietro Z5[45]1F 7L K B Gamma 475 ZNN Ja 97 B #6 7[RI s 3r, T Lk
FIVHE R AR T2, H ZNN Py [ 58 AR S5 B s B, JUH T e ar = B B K s, nTioe
JEA#FH ZNN.

2.12. BB iEim{h4EERI$T (Proximal Femur Bionic Nail, PFBN)

Bt BB AR R ) A A 0 S AN SN U BRI A RS, H RTBORE S )24 B E 3 “Ward = ffi 2E
W IMEEN, I HEIRBUESRE AT R I BGE[46], TRIBSEBER LT St R T RO - S5 Pl
- EEBIR” [47]: WONIEHE NRBCE T im A TALAT G54, H SR AL T BB Sk s 708 NGk I /N
ALCAL, HRAEE T, BT RGN, KRR E N RRAT SRR BL DHS RN
AN E (1 Ik B NREE A7), B RS JIBARK, BMANITMESBURET . W E 4
PG BIALAF (P71 A% SERE AT A FE 1 I A0 B /N A, SR B AR RB I A, BB A ] o ik
B TV, WU RCELS, BS54RS AR R 22, MR TCVR T S BT S N BB i E
FARRAE . AR ALA - SCRPlT - T R “5KIR N =7 BB RISZIE T [48], PFBN Hstitit,
PFBN 5 KI5 A2 E Gamma 3 #] B5EaE_EXTIN 1 — Ao i SO IRET,  ardid 4 7788 4] E &R L 54
JIRET SN E AR BEE I O = A SCHE I E R0, = MARRRIR R TR E R E . B SO
ET 55K D1 E /N RAEAT —E0[49], AT RGRGU BT im oKk g, #E A EE DI BTSN E . PFBN (1
SCHEET 50 JJRAT I A8 s PTAR JTRE IRSEA, T PRBIN (RS2 s BSE AT FIT AT PR [ 5 5 49 08 B 0 A 3 S
Ding ££[50]4EW) 715 5T R 1 5 Gamma £ AH L, PFBN 1] BEAR . g 48 o DX 3R R 77 W AF 25038 L 77 43
WP 1 AR

HAr, /% PFBN 5T TR L AR R b, (HBh BN ARORBE N AT 1A R 8 B 18 75 A,
DB AR R IR RGBT R A B EY, Wi £ BRI BABLTHE TPENA. 1 B8 5 i
T TR 8 = A SR B UE AR [50] - SR PFBN b5 AR L) B3 50 T A A i 2L P [l o W00 340 K A
TR B AR, (B H AR TR, IR TR it — PR R

3. BEERE

HHT, R RS 3 0ia T 07 SR, B P ] DA IR ) S 25 0 =2 25 D T R 4 i 4 17
L AL, KR A AT FEEA TR R SR 2 2 AT, FHLL Gamma £ AQR RS AT FE 15011
SERMRILEKE AL, FISBORT. VIR BAS. d TEhE A REANRLE, 23 ET R,
TR AMmAE S BUHA . R4 KRR, BRI UE T A TS R, AT eI PR b 24l
FIf Gamma 3. PFNA % Intertan ¥JRER I RAFHITUG, I HAE % A RICH LR RIE, 7RI R 2 b
25 RSB E B R Wim B AAMI BB A sE B8 1k L ST A S BRI ORISR B SR G R OURE . T
PIAERRERE “ALAT - SORCPHT - EEENS” FEH, WABT B Hr 1 =m0 3 i Py ] € S M i i A
[52]. &N, HEILEG BT RO U im 7 AL BN AT 2L V02 FARILTEAL, BRI Gk = A 25 I PR
T, ABAKNARKRBENET R ETTAZ .
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