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Abstract

Proximal humerus fractures are usually treated with open reduction plates and internal fixation.
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The complication rate and revision rate in elderly patients with proximal femoral fractures re-
main high due to the difficulty of screw anchorage due to osteoporosis. In fact, the ideal internal
fixation is not only flexible enough to release the forces at the bone-implant interface, but also
biomechanical strong enough to reduce the movement of the fracture end. Bone cement, in com-
bination with plates and other fixation techniques, has been proposed as an alternative treatment
for osteoporotic proximal humerus fractures. The objective of this study was to analyze the clini-
cal application of bone cement in patients with osteoporotic proximal humerus fractures.
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1. 518

BEE 4B AN D BRI B 0 s B AT B R B AE AT N [1] . fEZE A, R I v
H AR B VYRR WAERE R, (2 E T SR AE RN =2 —[2].

IR IR BA P BB it B AT ) B A ] SRS e AT BRI BEAE R AT R T AN IR [ e B
A, BFEBENET BUEMNR . L5k A IO BHR, (HERARM J7 v M R 2 [3] [4]. BHUE AN INIRET
li] 72 A AR B B T I 8 T, RS TR R R B AT R, (H B SRR IE 1 RE K A 2R
155575 49% [5] [6] [7]. WEEMBIRIE 14%~22.2%, SR EIA 29% [8] [9]. WRET Z L& Sk N EII5
R 2 5 i DL IR 9 ACRE[10]

R FE BRI SR = R SCHE R VR Y7 R B 32 BB RN [10] [12]0 AR %5 B s A3 MR AT 4 ] PR
LR ESE P [ 5 AR E 1 S N AR ST AR ) ) 2 RS AR E - Gardner 55N BT SRR T B2 S
5 g 5 2 AL Rk Z A28 &R [13]. Jung 5 NI [F) R DA N 3RAT PN SR 2 TR i 47 R 5 IR ACRE
(B LR R [14] 0 O 1 MR I jn) 8, BEAE (G RN A9 70 500 58 35000 T - RN A AR [ e [ 07 v . A
g PR TR o S5 A D SHC 08 S oA 1 41T i A 0 S 43 P e PS8 ATk 81 o i [ 5 7 H AT RV STk Pt
A NEFERE &G RIFRIERE R, (A2 RERPER S 1 X LT EEIRIR R 2 - (B AR E
MIRIERRE . HATIRIGE . FIRhSFAAE 1 A [15] [16]. FETF ik, B /KJ8 -5 AR HoAh [ & SR 45
G, O TR B TR PR 30 v i 38 s AR 1 B ARG 9T i

AT H BT B A K VETE B 0B P P B 30 i B A A AR PRI R R P o

2. ANIBREKY - Bk

FH T35 A= 4 77 2 58 B ) HE AR ZE DA R 1 B S8 45 WU RE (2 BRIE 78 B8 7 « 45 1) < 357 R[] o 44 55%)
FUAEYEERECE S BB S g ). 2R, ElmRSLEEA, %H —FEYM R e ITE
IXYCHEAE . JRI7 W E I sm B HT i, e R A R B AT R B RS BB K Ye, AR KPS AE
F1EE R A 2R B S ARAREI[17] [18] [19]. WnEE 1 i
2.1. PMMA Bk

PMMA ‘B 7K Ve Bl B8 FF 5 TR 5 82 FR S B 7K U8 , PMIMA B 7K 20 tH 20 30 44 1 Uik I8 A8 37 FH R o BHE
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Table 1. Mechanical and biological characteristics of different types of cement
1. TEIEEBKENZEREMFRE

BKIE LKA EANESGYE R W AL ) HAL T IR T k4 I [A]
PMMA ‘& 7K¥e 85~110 MPa 1.18 mg/mm? - MMe&s 9~15 min
TERRAS & 7K 36~66 MPa 1.29~1.78 mg/mm® 6 ~10 4F & 4.5~10 min
RS K 10~40 MPa ~ 2 mg/mm® 6 H~3 H ax 5~11 min

FAATEH20]. Kiaer A1 Haboush Wiz 2f3 2 IFE 1952 4EF1 1953 4E4RIE T 7EE Sk B AR N PMMA
HKIERNF & 5B TAERL] [22]. HAEBRFARKNHCH 70 RERI L, FBE BRI
TN TR B e, B4 28 | MEA 5 R (percutaneous vertebroplasty, PVP). EREEY sKME(R 5 ™ Bl
A (percutaneous kyphoplasty, PKP)% Z FhF A, Il AR 2. [23]. #5500 PMMA H/KEEA LN —&
IR s © R RISNERTIE, EFKIeEECmr, BEE T TEEREE: @ MEleertieik
U, TEARN G A NAR AR, @ thdstiass, J15 A aiAn] . [N, PMMA Bk
WAFAELL P — 255 O PMMA 7E RS M BLREIA R 100°C K sR, X ] BE 2 S8UE s R B0 L K i
BRI EVIRAEN[24]. @ /KRB vl BeA R — e FEEE A PR EE v . DA B /KR TE B T B AL SR A S

HHBEIBEL[25]. @ PMMA FKIENEVIEHEME, 5 NEEHRLE SR HMEE, 2555 AR
F[26]. @ PMMA B 7KIR R 1 J1 WU S RS 5 5 AT IR MR B . ® PMMA 2 2EWHE 144
B ANEAEE SR, WA SR E L.

REAE A =T 5T T PMMA B 7K F TR T7 558 OB AA T B B 3 o i 4r . 600 I 96 ) i,
PR 75.86 % (64~92 %), FAREINMEH PMMA ‘B /K e B 76 SR AL RAT 5 B2 fl 1 i3 55 Wi E
WRSRE E M H . EX =T, R#E A2 OIBEDEE B e iR L, SR )E RIS A8 0.5~1 ml (1)
PMMA ‘& 7K 8 25 OB AT N . PMMA ZEAKIR R Bk 4E 18]/ 15 min, [E46 J5 51K 55 5 7F 85 MPa £ 4 .
Katthagen %5 A [27]4E 2018 ST A FERTHETEAN N 1 24 15148 H PMMA & 7K e s Ak 1) B 1 30 o i 47 (1 2
FEE. FER 24 Z4EH PMMA EKTE R B E BB R, R PMMA EKTEERIE 24
HEFHERENNIRA, B KRB RA T, RIS A ZAKRE EBE MNP = 0.037), 4 #EH
(16.6%)1EARJG 6 N H WA EIRET 5 th . fESRAGZ D, WA WS BNRET 28 B A KRG I ROE, (HA 2 4
(8%) B B 1 AW I R (— BB B Sk SR MRS SE A — 1 B ANE) . RJF 12 H, {E& 8] CONSTANT
Vo vEE B B TEE, SRALALT CONSTAN “F154) 5 72.9 + 18.1 43, Xt HRAL 1)1 355304 73.0 £ 13.1 47,
gt e X (p = 0.62). Siebenburger 55 \[28]7F 2019 4F4fiE | — W=l Bt A 7T, Hrh 55 44 k& ik
Uiy B 47 B B AT B ANAROINRAT VR YT, 39 LB E B BIARUINIRET (1 Al FRH PMMA B 7K e 8
WiRIT . SRAALYF) CONSTAN 73k 63.7 43, XTHEA1[Y) CONSTAN “F3450 0 62.6 73« FEIGIRSE RI7
[, XTHRZHM B IFRIER A F N 16.3%, 5L N 12.8% (p = 0.086). H A7 FE %K AEF N 10.9%Et 5.1% (p
=0.074). FAT, XEEFEREA SR X . Hengg 58 A [29]7E — I % RO REALN IGRIG o, $H55 T 67 4
65 % LA AN RS B T BAA VR 1 3 o B A SR . ARATTERES T R SR E) PHILOS WA IR ET (6 A2,
34 H HBE)MNZ PMMA & 7Kg 50 PHILOS SWOINIRET (sAb A, 33 44 ) iayr b a i im g 5 28 —
T HUR R ) RS . SRR 9 44 B (13.4%) TEVR YT G I —E N LI b (9 B B AL Rk, 4 ZREE
SLHRZE, 1 ZABETINERAZN, 5 R4k R MEMRAT 5 ). VE& R A BLFEIE 7 L AEAUB ik & 26 3 0 T A 4t
e B 2 R GRLA N 16.1%, XFIR4LN 14.8%). SxIRALL, SRALARIHIXS RN 1.09 (p =
1000). 3E{LZHE) CONSTAN 15404 66.6 4, XTHRAL AN 64.4, ZF LG X (p = 0.665). th4b, 7E1
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TRV, SAZMPA RFHEBA S LR EER
2.2. BBRI5IKIE

BERR S B K e 2 Q5 AR B - B W, B T A TimE =0, fREH TRE S
HHT[30]. H FIG AR b 32 BER K 0 R A5 - 7K U B BN B Sk Bl i 2 oM T AT B MR T S T 1 54k
[31]. 5 PMMA ‘B /KJEAHEL, BEERES B /K Ve i E AL I A%, BERRES H /K JEnT LAZE 6 AN H 2 10 4E 9 4
FRSOF A R B . MIEET PMMA KV, RS /K U (8 FE B 2 — 2% HLU I 98 7 5 {1 (36~66
MPa). #RTf, BEERESE/KIECH) 2 H THAMEE-F S ARG RS TR, RIS e e E
JERIE T RIAFIPUEMREE . BB o AME IR o MER ISR 52 21 7 R 4 307, BERR S
IKPRHEAN A A2 UL S F Bl B - B i BT 1) 7 e M [32] o (E AR RN 2 T IS RRAS S = B 16 S itk . IR,
7 T G S R R R A K Ve . At A I R R IR S

PRI Fe4R s 1 R S R A K Ve SRR T BB s B AT R AE B, S 52 B, CPIAERS 64.1 B
(22~84 %/). 2003 4, Robinson % A [33]1H SCHEANHR Bl o BRET ANy 5 B R A5 B K Ve s AL ARIE YT T 25 43l
Ui 0T i B A7 7 B ) B AT R o AR SR BB R AT B /K Ve I S M R SR B A 50 MPa, S A TR (1) 4~10
% . RE GG FIWIR, RETHEEME, F7ES 8 ml (5~10 ml). HE{L A E PMMA 7K e (4
15 43818 . SR F AR e ST AN AR (11 ) 3l 2 MR 4ET (14 B e B 1. FAREFEEEN FITH, LA
WG KT RERALINE ., ARG L FEVH, LEERERMER, LEWNE. BAEERE.
ARJF 12 N HEF, CONSTAN “FHJ755 4 80 43 . Egol %5 \[3414F 2012 4E8ET T % —WiHE 7t . WEFR LN
7 92 B EESZ PHILOS AWHI6 TT 1Mk 0T i B 37 B & (PHILOS Synthes, West Chester, PA, USA). . 27
BB B A 10 ml BERES B KV AT T SR (BEER S B /K VB Ak 2E), 29 5 F [RIFh AR hA B gk AT T
SRAL (R Fh SR B s AL A), 36 B ARBEATAT A SR Ak (6 R ZH) o &5 S SR R IR A5 B 7K Ve SR AL AL AR 75 AT AT WL
Wk, MR, ERD SRR S SRR AL 4 51(13.8%), XTHELLAT 7 91(19.4%) K AE M LI MR . 4] E A
BRI N (p = 0.02). MAl, BERRAS H K JE iR R AL — BRI G o BRI VR AR AT ThERETP 40
PRI R B B8 BT A

2.3. MERISEKIE

TR IR /K e 2 o — s MR i B AR . R BRAS B /K Ve A IR AF (AR MRl e . B 3, (EHE
5 B PR T AR B R S VG . SR, SRS B KR AR L, BRRRES K VRVE R E AR
WA JUNBERR R, © BEERRERR 2 5 248, © EEEAE A ERXENE, @ HikmE
BB FA U E (10~40 MPa), @ JLRI7E 6~12 A N 58 A SO F gl ba i U, X a2 it A e il o R
A REFMELSVE. B TR S /KERTREERC, HERUT R E AL ERE. FHik, &
I PR TIE TS B AR, 215 3 5 45 ) SCHE I (P9 0 g o R Z Ak - 3 ) 2t S i o At BRR S H K TR
B AR, A7AE )2 SN B O TR RS, TeVE R SR A S R B 2 A, WS EE AL E K,
PR [ 5 SR U [35] o B AR ) B 5 A AN TR Bl R AR 2 2 R A 0 S 7~ B PR 5 B K Ve A e T i 5
SR 0 LR 1) 9 J IV [36] o

I [ R TS, I 3 T FUARGE T R IERES B /K Ve F TR YT B SRS 1 2 A I 3 v i T A
i3, LW K 65 BIEFEHSZIBIT I EE o AT Ry 65.47 %5 (63~86 %/). Lee Al Shin [37]
£ 2009 4F R R FBIERE ST AL 1 45 191 2 BN B 52 VR YT IR RE B 0 3 i A B TSN 2 G R A5 R . 45
B 3 o 14 9 23 SR VRS P B /KR SR AL YR T (SR A ) o ARk 31 51 £ 3 Bl R FH AR I A 4T [ 72 o5k
(G IRA) . SR B RHAF I EE . mkAh RE 1 ZEET 1% EMEMELR, M4 4 48
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H(12.9%) LR AL E R . TIRELE TP BoR i ik 4 B 3 T REmS 45 HE 4H.(30.2:28.9 43), HPEZIR &
FEHIGT R o XA N [38] A [t REAF 7843 tH T A 45 5L . LR35 T 50 11 60 2 DAL Bk i iy
HT A, 29 ) 5 R TR IRES B /K Ve iR (GRALZH) , 21 ] 55 (3% %2 PHILOS ANBR DN 4T [ i 6 s Ak (ht
M) R P BT s . (H R AR T 5% HR2H PT I 38 1) G 1Y [ 5 25 2Kk %6 (1729, 4.8% vis.
6/21, 28.6%) (p < 0.05). AJ5 12 HEaVRS, PHALEF Dhaes R i3 % R (p > 0.05). Somasundaram £
[3O1FIHF FLdRk T T 22 B A BRIRES B /KR A VG T B B v 5 . fE2/D LFERIREVH, BABIEN
Z, W ERMHE . ) DASH ZhREVES> v 16.18 41, 1} CONSTAN Zjjfe 15 64 71

3. NG,

LR HER, BV TREMEIE K — BB T 330 R A ORE 2 Rl PR 22 0 P 38 21 ) 1
PRAERE . PMMA 7K YR AE B R B SRE 32 I 25068 1 R ik f6 31 4T [ 1) 2R 90 77 A AN /2 I 1)
Lo RS S R AE SO MR AT 5 T A ] (14 9 S T T AT R (A 5 A R OR - 5 s [ 5 B A
bt FENUBFAOE R A A, GRAT 28 th . ABAR Sl Bl i r RAL BRI 3 . 3552 PMMA G240 AR Y
B I ARE R BN 0% 16% A 55). SR1, Hengg 55 N#EAT I ME— —JTREALT I B0 IR Bt
PMMA & 7Kg SR AN 5 SR AR [ 8 2 [RIAFAE G it 2 BB 22 %, RSP AUS 7 IR Bl R
i3, 5 PMMA H /KU LE, BERRES /K Y i 3 20 i 1 2 [ A6 AT B A, B i A B SR AR
PRSI — 5 [ Bk of EERIT e e, MR 7K U SR A I A AR [ 5 1) RE B DL b R B A T
Ao P AR (7] 5 MR o1 SR A AR I 5 o [RIRE AR, BRLR S B /K Ve R BRI A8 A R - e AR [ 5 P
BT AT B . IR B KU B A B I ——E RO B AR B T AR B ER P
AKUesmA I B v, SN AOE R AR 0 4.8% 2 7.1%, T AE AR SR AL I B 10 o i 9 S8 v, BUGR
BERON 12.9% % 28.6%. BEIRES /K VEANBRERES F /K Ye  [MAFAE A T X G o —J5TH , BRERES 7K e 1
PURSEREARTBEIRES K Ye . 50—, BRERES B /KVELE 4 A E] 6 > H AZEII E e i, T
B R K IO AT BLRFEE 10 4R DA B Al WM B /K Je s = A% AL, TR AR 1 7K Y (1 PR i i
FBE TS E SR Z AU RF . RS ARALZY PH B R B S [ M55

B, BATIESESCRF PMMA. BERR S5 AR R £ /K8 s AU AR H 367 28 S5 IR gk PR B 30 i 3 (19
AR, H SRS INIRAT [ € SRS G, AU, FFoR SR R 0 A2 T AR XU
EAFLEIRIR Bt —20 4.
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