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A, A2, AAAS IS FAET, B A R E V2R g A A 3l

= 712 4R YR oA] B} o] FAHAASL A/ U Azt ulF, Bl
P

5] AnzAzte] Aol olalA thakat make] W97t QoA B,

o

o)

=
i

24 g 2242 &) E(anatomical neck)S 53l % l’—rQ} A2EM BAE, d D3 AIN e F
oot 24 %":FL, =oh, o] FAely d- = Agtslzo] FAFIT o] 3274
A BARE= Yol Zo| 24lEln|E o] Gelr]= Fth T éi‘:ﬂiﬂ AAF- A7Ate] A (intertubercular
groove) O & o]k o] ZHF7do] Adt}

AT gl At HE 784 AL BT 5 ok, A ST Adghol T 9] o}
e AEA sk A5 UH, ol F3l i daETe] dd3ES 9t 3 3dF
W AT T FoFow Fol7ks BAIE T A oR A2 Fie Ay HS Feett
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— 7

1. Neer =5

o} =44L physeal lineS WEth= Codmang] #&o] Neer?] 4% 4 (4-part fracture)
e 78] "}, of7|ME 45% o] ZH A e 1AIEHY o] W7t e 7 skt part
= I3, ]2 Fal (74A9] M2 THE groupo.2 FAS ERAT 197080 BEH 1] oo 2
FRjol ARk, o2 R ofl wlal xtAste] d 2] ARg-Erh(Fig. 1),

-187-



a2 P AAe BEEe] HugelA FHt 832 WejulE shtel ¢xsteg, thAH ] A A=
T Aol vlEl AL A9 A2 T FAE 4o F glo] B} A% 7|ES AEsfof shn” 2559
o 3o} FEEr} B wkE 2] @ fzapzle] A% (intraobserver and interobserver reliability) 7} L
2] EA) Zrhe= A0S 7R AL 9t

<9 e A4S 379 (A B,O) 22 WAL o] & thA] AR el o] F 27709 ofr o m
T3t} Neere] 2/l vlal AAAletut, Q7oA ARgat7lolle UF E3tsle] AA|2e 2 22o0]2] o

= o] dAx= o] GAFgFo] A=A 7}5A 0] &L valgus impacted fractureE oJE} 2] 4
=743 w2 F5F3 Tk (Fig. 2).
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Hertel@| 0|Zl 2&F: LEGO systemb)

r

2ol AQrE BFHH 0 2 Neerd] 53] Codmane] Hx9] 7|48 e Ao 2Av FHAL &
Ao oA kel BANE FA0 A4 R Hol tharh ol /1A s1e Bdwe] gl gt
w2 Z3H(binary description)& AR&-3te] 07FA] AEj o] 7 27t T, 57HA 9] Al 27hEA, E 171A] 9
U 27t BAE b 5 9ok ol J9ET 2w 3k Uz e 2] Uz arey
(medial hinge)2] 48], 24 o] AYAE, Fgd=F2] &7 o5 head impression] o] head split2] ]
35 Bl F1AH A g F e,

" {-2 mt

il il

- - -
12 il

Fig.2. LEGO system. 57}¢] 71 2ol EAoliol figt 2802 127h49) 712 B4 o= $HU.
Nuaade hads JAET, NAE 17, 2280 JAET, 2280 0, % 2% 27

A Aol o] ZA)aHct. (Hertel 2005)

AFEFE B2 35 8] 1/3 FrollA B, $ate] B o] o5 st T7kste] 504 o)
g, A ebil g ol o) 7 &l ol AT HE2E A7 B ofsiE 4 At
74 233 37 infraclavicular brachial plexuse] €=2¢o] k= 7| = gt} ti7ll o] 217E2de] 3154

wo] B3l 79 £4o] A WA 7F5 o] Eor], AR Fulos 2] 2 werEo] glo] &4l
S 5ol 915-0] wuk 220] ZHA H)A] 948 5 9k,
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5 ol T2 PARIALE A7) JE B4Vt o, =4 el ool A als AAsk=r v
+ FTastER A} ARS Ae =S mYslof dnt. A5 Ak AR ddole} HAA) =
ol staL A a3 3¢ —%7}3 2137 2defollx] Zgst=s g, febide] Al B os A7) o]y

S dgETe 2o Bl AR A sl td FUPEEE Agstez Aoz Agsise odd.
23 B4 CT & F718te] #7H4d ARE &g 5 et

X B

S 2 A v S 282 Hieed] o g X853 4 gt 2do] =AY AT FH

735 HlalA 7)o 53 Al 5 JARE, A 917} 8lof b Aol o] e A= oF 2~4F T
A7 = F BEEEHY e AN 2AQ7IEE A e A BT 1Y 5o B¢
A glom] aA7|IZbe] &2 B9 EFE B FATES oI T °":]r

Aol TA-gv B Rol dasitt, 34 e SAH-YTE R Es e A I S e A
A WA AAsliA Folstodof st A Eo] & HA| = A-olle U}-r]?ﬂ"ﬂ sl Aol nigr&fsitt,
a5 oA Rl 2AEHE B¢ ol 2o ¥ 5

A x8E o J HJ“J o] /\]-S-EW} H] 44@5‘} U] 0 2= percutaneous pin, cannulated screw,
AR B o] Fasitt =S st dl
aeafof & ARk “‘734 YﬂEHQr 7914 7§‘: 013]‘)“—:— Sate] e whE =] A FEE e
A] Ao Folof sith mEskate] 29tk E FA A Fo] B EE rigid fixationo]] )2 A Fke}lA] ko
o, 9 AFL B Eo] 9= 497 Ba, HEE screw X bladeE BE] 7)ol F281A] Eslc)s). wet
A ARzz o] vt g A7 shiA Feks e  §le(load-sharing) #A o] W& RAS) o g},

T AgHe Hie doldle 4gET e 5S &7 A3S Fastehas #EHE 3
Eato] Al AAK-e| YA FrAlske Hl Jot(Fig. 3).

=

Fig. 3. Eggshell Model. 92 W31(278) & A7 Bashs Bl elel] ofa B 927 d(da2)ol
A0 2 kR Eh (Hertel 2005).
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o} AeHETe] AP FukEe 7 7} o, [Al Aol 7-15%0 thade] Fdo] Fube
. sz 9151 € surgical neck 916 294 514 Qs 2ilsfolol gt ol Al 2
SAAE 18 A oA ool A A Aszel A9 SALEAA A gebe 2]

o]r;].L 3)

5% AnE v $EHoT ¥

FUH (e

1A T cannulated screwS A8 = Qlu Ao g HelyA]
A

o] £A GhE 5 UPAHRS] AFE-E Folsholof gt

=

22740 BE2ALe =B} Tene R3] Bilolg Alile) Aol ke $435 F7)e) AR
AL WEA Fes 2Alstoof gt 2244 AR F7] o vt At e SRS A9 ¢
oh;].
AR .

) g' 3'.5 __'-_K-I

el Aoske gel e Re)e T
ol At QlojA v &4 X5E e F
anatomical neckel] 7PAAY AYA 7 AE3SE F9=
B3E 34 P L) AR chasiet,

5 a2e 3
A= 28 AARY ey e B #94 144 1T 5 90

o, 3ol A FAY ZHA} - = —‘%%Lefﬂ%—%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ—?ﬁl‘:‘r.

ol

2 AtEax
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A~ ey
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Neer?] 250 o3t mAA ] AARZAHL 24 = 22449 AYE Fulsitt, 18|28 AZF
F2E 0] 9= segment7}h o= Aofupe]| wheh W o] A Hnt, ti-E tiAd o] A= o] By 2E
Aol 22k ksl ols] dekET e Ul3) 2 she] Bdro] $uke A Wk F o =8 el 22
o] AHE B9 FeE T 2 33dsto] I o] A& Fshl Et.

olelgh ME o= Qs PAPIAIS BB ol B ool upedt s el A7 47 3

Ao sl Adelr] PE B9 CI7F =0l 2 = 3ot

=4 A 9] 3|t A dlZol dREEde] As ‘3] AR IR o= ARS FAS L IS
AU F2 Alolo mEH o Fadhe 497t dii-olth. 4 AR oA ol 49
Fd ol9dele =20 A WA arefstofof gt Ao ‘/}O] £ A 9flAE= acute hemiarthroplasty7} 2}



et A9 % Q) Feo] BEE o|udt uAE-S AHgsltgtE articular segmente} ZAE 71| 9|9
=] — 7

Qubeo 2 ojuet A AR % U] LAES AT 60-80060l FE ool A welrha
oFeiA] glck uh A2 22 hemiathroplasy S #% Helgh 2ol 45 ol 4] Ak 50%
vjo 2 u Tk,

3. AlE23

AolAt o] ZHL articular segmentZ} W AH, 2274, @ A4= 7H n5ol Beld AL on|gic), A9
Ao g RS T ETE Ao R G E A ek 1R o] Y Fe $Aeta i AE L &
Wog AAML AWo R HAYHE BEFS ook g9 o —_rL°ﬂ"1 *}g A5 LH —7—13%9] Ao =
AT AL ALY, T B9,

Tk gAte] g & L8 G oA %ﬂrgz‘ 72‘] ﬂ’\ﬂ«] 141 IES "F%UE_EW %JJrE
J‘L’SU]E it} agog 5:—’?—9»] -2 SR A Qstar, X ZH3E-S Ax}2 hemiarthroplasyZ} 3 €},

EFdo 2= e AR AR ukld ARE-EA (valgus-impacted 4-part fracture)2 YS5-2]
?j—‘,i}_zﬂ (medial soft tissue hmoe)O] HEFo] Qlo] =T FH o 2 olgFo| AR A] ¢k7] ujjiof
AP AR AR A= vh2A] HFstofol gt 37141 &4 7HshA] =ttt 784 FArte] 7hsdo) v
7] whitell A2 H8 A JE w2 0] AT FE Fo| uAo g Ao L2 ARE IS 5 At

=

H| A A GE o o] Au]A 1A=L AFxA ] vie|2 Qg FuEe] A o] a2 s
o] 3} 7k Aol g Aol ek, B oluh AHE 25 Aud o2 ALge 4 Ik, Kirshner wire,
terminally threaded pin, Schantz pin, cannulated screw 52 AFg-8 4= gl o} F 9] loosening®} 514
e o5 Y, =4 1A A T o] 2 K-wireo} 22 vl112]g- A& ARE-SHA] @b Zlo] FT

2. ZI1El ZM(tension band wiring)

1) A B e vk »} BAs] A8 glom, ¥ F4 ¥RAekE B AT

g S50 Ao AHL A 2 3 bgAS BAl 28 S glon] AR ] A A
F2A b7t HashA] ehrke dl vk 29159 RS A -] AS T o2 SRS A
= o1, Polarus nail (Acumed, 7]5)2 thekgt ZtE 2 Q12 VAERE YI71A] ARS8 5 Qe Ao
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I AA ] tubular plated o] ¢]ol| %= blade plate, T-plate, cloverleaf plate 52 ARESF 4= dt}. o] 2]3t
EHEL oS AAH o7 Zgsh) FFo| Yl o= HAs g dy] IdEX
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