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Abstract

Proximal humerus fracture (PHF) refers to the fracture of the humerus head to the surgical neck
of the humerus within 2~3 cm, which is a common clinical fracture. With the aging of society, its
incidence also increases, bringing economic pressure to the society. There are many treatment
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methods, but there is no gold standard. In particular, the treatment of proximal humeral fractures
in elderly patients with complex osteoporotic conditions is controversial. Therefore, this article
summarized the current treatment methods, compared the advantages and disadvantages of var-
ious methods, analyzed their application scenarios and application value, and provided certain clin-
ical reference for the selection of individualized treatment for complex proximal humeral fractures
in the elderly.
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1. HEiR

Jil B 3 i ' 31 (Proximal Humerus Fracture, PHF) 5 4= & B BT 1T 5%~6% [1], & LTFHEFEN, &2
AR NAN IR 5% 22 S 7 8 0 AT 2 = I 4 o A [ o DX v i T B R AR R AR AR
Jt, TERKPNEE 10 5 A\H PHF KAEZN 60.1, RFNXEE y 45.7, 1M E BB SR iaE G4 5
HHTH 2.5% [2] [3] [4]. ZMEAmREI R & T 51, 208 2 f52]. BEEMHaZRL, ITFEK PHF KW
RS R, SRR BE AT B T R A A (4], RN PHF %W 2 M. BAVE . B4R 15 SR
IR, TN T &R BRI EE R, B0, 2B SACae B8 00k nT Sl [5].

2. o8I

Codman T 1934 4F &5 KB i v B 4 00 0 284, AR I Sk« R T RN AT YA Hr
ALHEAT /3 BY[6] 0 MEAr BUAT X 43 Wi E ARSI 20, 6 B T AL I AT IS M iR . NEER 7E
Codman 73 B (R 3ERE b3 — 25 5 XMALCEIT RS > 45°, BALKT 1 em), IRAEEIrEECE DA
TR = B DR A B AT 1% BUMR RS, MRS T SRR AL S T A, 2 B AT R b
B EIET. B—HASEN A0 43R, %5 BUARYE B Jr 0 il g Sk iz s m . S 152 RRE
FEXTRE B i B T AT T 4328, A BUNSCIAN AL E AT B BUOAATAMRAEHT: C BN N E T .
TR AL WA, Bk b A BT IEE Sk ME A K, B kRFERERAR; By C BUEHrxd ik
B3R ME R R, 7 53 AL E SR AE, B, B. C BUNARE T . Hi%d0Eia s, Wkl 7 H
FiA, DA NEER 438204 H iR 5 H FH PHE 194828774 (8].

3. JRIT

i 30 i i T A B AR YT T RATAEIR 2 4. FER YT SR 2 S BT IR AR B A S0, [ R
REDIRFEREE Kk iz, TR P ifetE, DMERFBIFMEINAE L. RIS, 583 HE T &4
B S Bl I OGT,  — i FEEE e T R REAE IE V5 S VG 1S BRI, 8 A 2 51 1 T ek
15[9]. DR, FEEBIRITTIERT, NG HREENER . FHrR8. P kM MR el 8 i
i, CAKEH B RGSERER,
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3.1. EEFRETT

2] 65%~85% kB I uti B HT R AEFARIGIT[3]. —MkUL, XtFErfxdfae. B/ Es, 3
FARGYT B REEUF LR R T RERCR . W I RRIT A A& AR M E . Jetk [ 52 80 8 [ 2
ZE19]. VRIT BN TR . BB AT R, PR BIFURThRR R . S IE MR S RIS TEAETF AR
SR SCEEA . Koval [ 1010 5 UE S R IR B M, RIUJTRIGIT MG 14 KRNI RERH
WRE R, TR ST IhRE . IO B RSk E T BAR T 14 R¥EE2Z 5 A RIT B . A R g
PrAEFARIGIT PG IR G RAFAE G, AR B PR BRI 58 2 AAFAEZ R . Court-Brow ZF[11]40#7 125 4
EFARIGTT I BN IRE B v E T R AR, R R AR R %2 80.6%. R1fT, Hanson %5[12]
18 _F 5 T RERE RS (DASH) VP43 Xt B 6T 0K B A5 LA ThREEAT VEAG, BE VS 1 4 5 R ILEM 8 ST VP4
SACTEM . Misra 5[ 131 2200 LW HEF RIGIT 5 W EDE FUE ST BIARIT M EE, EEFRA
ST PRI . B R ThAETE 22 . 1 il R 3R 1 — s BE AL R A 50 R I AETF ARG 97 5 FARGIT L E Ik
U E TR E 2 FRB RV EES, FARIGIT I RAE R A K[ 14]. Beks Z[15] ANHE—
WESE T FARMAEFRIGIT Z MR ThRe 4 RsAT Z 5. Wik, AEF ARG T M8 38 3 G kA A E )
PAINESIE
3.2. FARETT

AR, BB T VAT B S AN, o RS R B A P B A AN TR B AR BOR
o AP E AR T RGBS, HARSAE TR T ARG . A . 45k TR A, et
ARJGWE o P2 S AR DR BOE AR A S B, sttt R SR AL BB AR 8 M, DB e s,
BERHTEA16]. 2B)E R EHFARIIR R AE I = VU0 0 47 SCE i T AL B R TR yT it
¥, BN TR RATHI RN JE ik @ A kR m i SR FARRMUE BRI T R, Xk
RS B 3 B I (R T SR AL T E 2 AT RETEAT S AT BVR ST ROR 9]

3.2.1. AIAENERAERE

SN E AR A e AR FTIR AR AR R A, FERRAI A, HE T AR AR, X
JBEH LRGSR E A, SEGRIFBNE A, T B S . SCRRIRE
2 J7 e A [ S S AR G IR IO FARAMIEL, G045/, IR KFERE By T LA R S B, EE ARG
LE TS B T TR, RISk B MR SRS AR A5 35 55 R BF 9T - 36 [16] - Fenichel 45[17]
W 2248 B Ak O Y [ s TT AR A5 DD AR P 3] AR 24 B S A I Th B IK B . 5 — U 7 R W LI R
RGP ELREAGK[18]. Hik, W FEMEOATRE T, A oMRHE 2R A& " A5 RIKE,
IS 2 R U 24 P [ S OSBRI HE A LA BRI AT, 4R B P [ S AR A
B I R B I3 B 3T NEER — 23850 B RS A ) =350 o B 9 5B TR T IR B AR 4%

3.2.2. SERETEE

B PN Tt H R H A A B B TR —, & A TR ZHER A R B i B 3. SRS
JBCFARA L, B P9 538 5 R IUR WS AT /MU B, R e/ D) Cgh vT B s 22 B kb TR R A% 19]
AW IERT RS, MeEBENAT O T BN, BT OB, TR TR B A, 4R A
WIS 4£[20]. Lopiz 2521107, MWL T ARSI S RBE AT, BEATRAJE MR E D, MR
TR, BAE OGS dh . HEESAN IR S . —TUEHE 38 T TT 2699 4 B E T EoR, #E
PIAT Y67 Bt 30 s b A BB AR A B AT S i TR0 D Bl SR BE R AR R AR AR A [22]. RAA,
i 9 £T TR SR T AREAR SOE BT HTHE N, T DM E B et — . 38 91 2 Py 77 2K
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3.2.3. YIFEMLAEE

it o B e T PN L B AN 2D, AR G i i B H TN TV B e AR, AR P [ e
HARMW R ER#E . SEaiaiate, SUeMEay i=mae LA BERS . ELaiEsim B e
FARIAEE EAE. GIABEANE, REE TSRS RIKEERET 58 M EE et e t:, RPEg
PR EE RN E AT IE, AN TFREATEI R, B5WMWRERE, HARPX s FRIAECR, %
K7 EEERA[23] B 2R, 9 e AW AR I ik Ay 08 S0 B e R AT B AR B IR A B e fLAH R G
AL T AT E SR . TEREE SRIT AR 5 MBUEIRET, 460 EIRIRET, R RS NEE RR
IEEAR T 2R e T [24]) . BRAL, 5 482644 J8 Ml 2H SURN K /N GE 1Y [ 5 7R AW AR TR ) a2k AL, gk — 2 it
TEYEA R ENE, BRI BIR T, TR R N E A, ReEF A RE R T AL R T RS
[25].

KEIGRPF R, BieMIRIGI7 PHF A X IRe K B BUERBONY), (HEEE L Z R, HK
FERGE R T ARR M IRIE. R SR, VIITEMBUENIRIAIT PHF REIERIEREE N
20%~30%, FHFRZFRN 10%LLG, AFRSCERIAIAEMZERT, HEIERIEFIBETFH. Bl ML, &
frER WEE kIt BEAES. DLEFRERNRKESZFRRAR, WEEFER. F9E8. B85
AR Z FAREAREE, KA G B s « 6= O 5243 5 0 B 30 s DU 358 408 e B 5B [26] [27]
[28]. HR¥E Gardner WIBIFFT[29], 52 M8 R BXAR P [ 2 24 B Fr 52 A0 A R0 R 1) 32 88 TR 32 i o i s A P
HERIATRE . OIS PIRE S TR 2 B i N EE AR, 3 35 500 % 31 e P 00T i s 117 56 B4 A0 P A4
BE(RIE B 588 . Hertel Z5([27148 . SR Z i AN SCHE ] Re 2 sema ik i Sk 5 AN A i, gk
Al e g R SR sk PR IRBE . HARBE SRR 7 NSOGB E R, 48 A B3 B AL G Rede At b
B R, A TR BT AR . A A R T A S S ACRE I XURE[30] [31],

H 0 R SCHE T 5 Wi FEARET . SUMAR [ € B /KIESK3E TS . EARER & B AE AN R Fh S
S . WA RE ) PHF DU & 97 0 f g B RAN B B i dit . BB B b e (102 B A iR
B, BREETESRIT B FAEMBE, nrmemesdria @, Hik, |z TE 60
MIIEIT([32]. ZHU SF[33]HRB e RS B AR TS & # E 5 W S S Fyay 7 PUEE 0 PHF, KIEFIE
ZH P35 4 R R 7 181 R (SF-36) VE 70 i 3 i T S Ui 4H, P s BEADL VP20t B 2R T X R A4, B Bt e
PRI A B AR BR B R T DA R GE 8 R IRE, DR G R R . AR, EARE UM AR, &R
FALAAMOTFARTIO, HInFARN R AARF M E, oAb, BUF bk v] §8 tHBAE I AR, i & 5%
PR RESILMP TR, ERWRE BTSRRI, B E R DA b i R LI PRS2
ZRIPRH] . Gardner & 2008 4 1 KB H B 8 ANAR I B[R P S A JHE 1 2% BN I i B s (1) 7 %, AR HA I
PN [ 5 R RS T RRE , TR A I A e S kB e ARl & [34]. WEFCE R, HITI AIGG ST M/ T 120°
I, 2 BRI AR S BB Sk ER P XS [35]. Myers 55 [3 118 7840 € AR SR bR B 5 B0 (7] P S A4 JHE 2 L
BG9T PHF J74%,  RIVNB AL T80T F ik 220, TR AN 5°, Ui BT H B R SR REE EEN
WA SR, 5 B N SCHE . BEAME A AR e S50, R R B Sk S s, R B B P B R P
Wi SRR FO ) FERRE )R A o S — L6t 0 F RIFE B 7 VA S T AN IR R R, (H H R T-80E
WRER A HE B HENAEH RORE R AR 2 R G DhRe Tk R S I R RCR 7 AT SR AEAE 41 [36]

WAL, B AR I A A FH B 7K Ve B T DA TRE S (it B XSO S0 IR ACRE B R AR, B ek IR PR ) S L s
K Vet BONEE S B S T X R R S S HE, SBUE RS &, AT AR — D 1 5 5T A AR 1t
IR . Egol SE[370F 92 il £ PA A -4 1 ol B 3 g B 41 A P38 B DT 16 /N H I [BBPE R 78 2o,
5RAE SCHEA L, B KEERENS B35 b B AL, T — DU BRI R B R [38], ARH7EM
SN KERE I T, AT A RCCHERE Sk, HEEANME, BRFMAEREIEA. b, S % 75K
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sl SI, AR, EALERZHE . 1277k 2l AU E R L IR g0kt — AT oL .

3.24. FEXTEHRAR

o T B AR BEA: T E A T M kB RS S & PHF HUVRIT . TR R E SR, fock
M2 IER BRI E, B R GIEE ST R v B 40T g s, e FAR M, ZIERIE
fBAR[39]. Marigi 25[40] b4 PHF J5 — W5 B 47 5 800E B 47 218 T B3R YT 2 RV 5 KB, PR4LTE
RIGE BRTESIE. ASES ¥4 HAEMEFRRE BT ER. oh, FJERIT B I
A3 RCRE G D) IS P 5 (0 A, i Sk PSR BE, EARERARSR AL B, H AT A [41].
SRTT, A AT REFI K &5 9 A 1 B 2 50 F R B Th 5 B R R . SCHRRE 1 JF T B AR 5 K& 1A
WERAEFN 12%~14%, KETRENBGFZRIG BRI RMK[39]. Fik, 17486775 ik
ARG B RATIREME R A, 17 HL— BUR A B B I et & o v 1y, BB K AS R @& JEdhah
BEA 4. BEEINGRAFIN SR 2 M AR G ThRE MR R, LR EHE AR, AR5 — B IR
W HE LA IR 9]0

3.25. RABXTHER

Sz 208 7 B H R (Reverse Shoulder Arthroplasty, RSA)AE =#B84r AU #S4 PHF [ % — R 7 ik £,
T HAE B S5 B 4 S5 05 8™ B A S L N SEE o RSA )2 1 B KB b5t A Bl 3 515 R K67
S R EEHT A B BB R /0N, SR FH IS ey e vt 1R R DR AR, FOMURR (R 25 B Tt e R E T
RIGHJE R EaE, i g e feetE, BRI KRS, Jks B s, e
AETEE42]. HTAREIEFAR W 8 W B SEginyT 7 AR IRYE, B 20 tit2d 90 £,
RSA TEZ4 PHF MR T Hid s iz < M. #4il, 2012 4% 2019 4E[E] 55 [E RSA BIFARE B B3 M,
RN B E AT B X [43]. — T RSA SIS 47 N [E e 45 324 4 B H AR5 B,
S5YIFEAL N EEMEL, RSA JERTTRIEINAEEE, CMS P9 —H L ER. BIRIEAMER LR RSA &
FUIFHEAMNEE, mHEFREHEMTEE44]. Kk, MTEBRKT 65 FHI=. U5 PHF HEFE#H
F RSA [45]c X e T2 S A ARAE TG JISCRE. 281, 9 1 S AT HL PPl RSA IR, 10 %
B 22 A (1) B AT XS 6 AR K 3 i 1 s 1 S 3

4. B4

Unfer e P S BT T, DARIRE RN, IKER R IRE, JFREIRET M, RPTHE R
TIAMRER TR I ) i R, 32K BAT PRkt M ebRitE. Ik, REE T i A T T SRR H
PR, DIRREEZFE R . REWN, T RREEFEDRE N ZEER, MEERRE,
BREEBEE, HHASREANRATT . BRI T TR A, T RIRING, AL
EIERNAIT 5. Bk, 9 TAIRIRESR, 5 258t — D BT R SGE B F AT AREOR

SE
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