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Effect of Dynamic Cross-pinning System of Femoral Neck and
Inverted Triangle CCS on the Recovery of Femoral Neck Fracture
and Hip Function
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Abstract: Objective To investigate the effects of Femoral neck system(FNS) and inverted triangle Cannulated compression screwss (CCS) on the recovery
of femoral neck fracture and hip function. Methods The data of patients with femoral neck fractures admitted to our hospital from June 2020 to October
2023 were collected for research, and a total of 68 cases were included. Patients were grouped according to treatment methods, 29 patients with inverted
triangle CCS intervention were used as control group, and 39 patients with FNS intervention were used as observation group. The hip function scores,
indexes of intraoperative and postoperative recovery and complications were compared between the two groups after intervention. Results The hip
function score of the observation group (90.32+4.15) was higher than that of the control group (86.9614.02), and the difference was statistically significant
(t=3.346, P=0.001). The intraoperative fluoroscopy times (8.95+2.11), operative time (45.14+8.14) min and fracture healing time (102.2548.25) d in the
observation group were lower than those in the control group (12.11+2.45), (51.6649.38) min and (108.1449.11) d. The difference was significant (t=5.701,
P=0.000; t=3.061, P=0.003; t=2.785, P=0.007), but there was no significant difference in length of stay between the two groups (t=0.658, P=0.513). There
was no significant difference in complications between the two groups ( x 2=1.451, P=0.228). Conclusion FNS can promote the improvement of hip function
and postoperative recovery in patients with femoral neck fracture, and its therapeutic effect is better than inverted triangle CCS.
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