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“{ # 7. 240-460 mm B | Set
“Z@ L &R 1257 130° Set
£ & 340 - 380 - 420 mm

“¢ 3" 3003-0822S;3005-1100;05;10S;
3060-0070:130S; 1896-5025(S):5120(S);
3120;3125;3130-1180;1200;2200-S
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“in a7

BP0 (F %r)273;473.-340;345;380;385;420;425

(% %r)273;473.-540;545;580;585;620;625

pre? ¥ 4 259.260:960 ~ 459.260:960

§H 4 434.075:120

w3 47 473.080: 120

*#F 473.150

"¢ F 5.7 setscrew x 1+ End cap x 1+Lag Screw x 1+Locking
Screw x 2+ Long Nail x 1

“Ga LT P E R B 4 x1+ Locking Bolt x 2+4E %47 x 1+
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Boorie * & diengd @4k (T2 P 5 A&k ki(Long Nail R2.0) 4 &
ii’*"v-“‘}fpféﬁ"'fﬁ"a”r sk F S L E bR R R £ F
Wiz pEA e FHEBLY O FATTRER/ET Lo
L

Fe s F 7 F 47 - B Rlde i # 7 (Ipsilateral trochanteric fractures) -
LG R I o E o L :I,%JEJ_II“_{% 37 o

EREELH | R

JENF
Tk @ % % 5 o i
DS SEy [JR7 i 2]

WY 50 A%

o AR A R

REmp

!

fu

12007 &5 7 1L p oot £ FRA FRAHETR B (CADTH) ~ iRV g

FrRirFAa L R ¢ (MSAC) s B MR it & FRE S A 7 (NICE) 24 &
Srack AP FARM L FR PR L R ER AL | ¢ (PLAC)
B (4 R ) SRR P E GRS )
Queally % £ >t 2014 & #7% % *% Cochrane Database Syst Rev.z_ & ¥t < L;Jeﬁhéﬁ 5
MEATRERD P RPRFLMP &TELFRBOEPELRNL AT SR
FrEEE DIBE A H0L R G 45 S BT T 45 0 4 K AARP 477 S5 AR
TR R A VRS FE o RS E R L > ARV REET S LY
3TNy — EIE o

N L*Fizﬂvé&:}%xtdx ™ AL F /w\ﬂ]:frﬁqbo—"” ok sz.y}@ﬁ%mﬁ@—a AR TN S e
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EATHE SR EY gamma K & FBEEREM ka7 o B 4 $1.27
BE LXK E};;;c‘%%:xj\/,}ﬁp;z v ERLA 4%35‘36 o R AR ¥EE
*E SRR ARt R AT S WPl o B R HF RS
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2/31




106SMD04001_0000O0O0D0 _DOOOOO

MEBZAFESARY ©
__J Center For Drug Evaluation

A AP L H87,000 £ &5 S H TS £ B4 7 (analysis of covariance ) » 3
BT G 0 & meh A de £ 983,482 % & (12 2010 E G ARE) o

v

ISR AR RS ERFRELTFER %
i 1 R ﬁbmﬂ°*—m@§ 5o R%ﬁ% $A$%{£ 2
M—ﬁwﬂﬁtp\fvﬁ“b’l FUEFBARAFELL AL FTT I EERLSL
His> %-#I %I & j%ﬁ‘i“g‘]440/\j_ 450 A i * A % "XIL%E%
#V%B"ﬂ]ﬁﬁg BT RFRFATH G P ATH ERER Y Y Y 80F & o

-
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FLEBL CHRZ A FERRRY cFEPHER L
Lz pH: AK®I06 & 5 2 26 P
TE kA ?.‘ LR RS F R AR AR RS ATE S ATEHE A AL S
* M 75»7% mf%‘ ol B AT S oo A iR B AR AL © -,f@‘?fi#i’f-
o2 E* i ““‘]“*‘?"@F‘ﬁi%‘-”a IR 7 30 MATLF R P 7R ks R
SRR L LR il L n SRS b
A ow (T fEARY ) X FEAARTIINL o HVERE v FL G TR0
ég%ﬁ%%(”T”ﬁk@%)wﬁma%%%%ﬁ*déa% Y
BEATRRE (NTHEAFEL ) G i%xﬁﬁ-xmg%;ﬁ;ﬁv@g7 T
FNREEFREOF MFLEHT I AL P PUHATEH L EFERR A

ol

iﬁﬁiﬁ@“ﬂﬂ%%%ﬁﬂﬁ@%%iﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁé%ﬁﬁﬁ
RIS A R RS R TR SRR TR B2 E S AR
%%@m?@ REARA T AL L TRR RS T B AL R R BT
EE2p EslY A FRARL R A R TeR FE & @ s
% o

) :(;J‘-,F,F&)%B?H7 - g %EU".%rxﬂ;— L S e S A
2016 # 11 " ik > N R Fe B L HAEP 2 L FHRE X P HIT € R4 H I
&% 23 fg\zi‘ai‘vi‘q"l'% ARG TR RS2 R £ TR * Y
WA P Tl T R N RS H BT B SRR R RT o ER
PP AR SRR e £ ik B AB R J FHET R F T e
g A B R P 2o TEP A F BN AT e 2P
s FREHRFF AP 2 FRFERT BT a7 w b @
4rm%$%ﬁwﬁﬁhﬁﬁi%ﬁ-”%qkaJ{?”JlPﬁﬁ
LRER S NPT E R RN SR e 2 AR N RS
02017 £ 27 23 P & Fg ik F R P HAFES N0 RSB H >
AFHEE A FES L% MR EL R FRPHTE BB T
FREFRLEFF MRS 17 Fre@ e AT E T B EFAR
FEwE o
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sk Fr(femur fracture)sgd 2 R ¥ 538 » P g FA g ot £ 0 F ’Fm
POEBER S LRI E R AR - o kA BT B TR REa R F Y 0 T
kb 20% vt F[1] 0 oorg AR G R Ffa ATk Y 0 T e LRy
30% 2 20% vt 5[2] o £ MR RFEA 7 e (NIH)» 2001 & €. T Fan it
A -AFPREY  HPFEIPERARLIERTH R ITDE e R AR A
Fpnt FRRs $HE03 e [ - RHEERNF =2 2REEed 40
4 (Examination Survey National Health and Nutrition, NHANES 111, 1988 % 1994)
PIME T RAATFR T 50 g AT & Fa gt F 4 3 1
6% 2B (F-F72kEdtgs 133 18%)[3] - @ - 77 2 2005 & %
2006 & et g o § AN o d %”f?f&;“iﬁ Mt B 5 30% 0 AP Bt L 2
49% o @ O ER RN E A BRI E T 2% 0 gp ot R 2 10%[4] o 5 A
FHERRODAFLH T LIS feF ek A L7 5 BALH & ot AR MO
10 3 15%; +~*% 65 & § 4 f drant F 5 12% (F & &% (25 18%)[5] - =
- RN BERFY ﬁ*a‘ﬁ HET AT TR AT 5 Ep o Fank
B 218 B FHPHABE 317 B A FI 5 EQ LA KAk
166 & > @™ § 234 238 B[6] a3 > T gL FIreLEp > K34
Lfiend B[7] e FAERFFERIT LARFIFE LG TR o

i1 =39 F ¥ 47 (proximal femoral fracture) # 3= © 3% ¥ ¢ ( femoral neck
fracture ) ~ # 3 % T % I+ ( subtrochanteric fracture ) % # + % B # 37
( Intertrochanteric fracture) [8] - @ 45— & -~ A4~ 3 £ 1996 & & 'S A iE§ =&
HoRTE R A0 0 AE R e chi v L 1433621 A H P 65
%HJ%A%J6%&&&@%?5%%@%&%%%@i(4ﬁ443&m5
Gl)» He F k2616 (FEFLg91435806]) 4143196 (F&=FL7
44 453 5]) > @ 65 it & A ik 420 B (B iE 7296) [9] o FAT4 £ HiteAk €
F oA UG- o G % 400 2012 4 SR 4 2 % RRATT - 4k 50 1995 & 3 2001
EFH AT PR g o PR F R R 0 BT U5 e A F 450
WRLET S TR e fep oS A R MA BEF[10] - ¥ - /v 2015 #£d 5
AT A2 e fedn o AEIE AT 01 F AT LR 4 i 30% 5 A AT
P BERNEE R RAOEMINE T Bl A R RpM - A 20
FoRr g hosldechr = FBB[1] e mFFEhIT L FHIFITFFITERLFHS
THETE AR L8 A &S o 2wk 45.1% 53.6%% 41.3% > @ 70
379 Rl Rk 39.3%35.6%% 38.19%[11] - AT ¥ pr+ & TR 42004
£#32008 #FF o FEF g R FESEF S RFESTF A 3;;:,5&75 ]
tgd 0 X5 7,750 4 1 8,382 £ ~ 6,876 4 % 7,197 ~ ~497 «+ 1 582 4 » T35
# X % 8,010 4 (51.4%) ~ 7,026 * (45.1%) ~ 553 * (3.5%) - ﬁ%ﬁ’f B RLIR A A7
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4 Adchm g o B EF A hAfic > 15188 4 21 16,143 Az oy Tiak E XL
15,590 4 o & 2465 b X A iEd - EREE T o d 1999 & 5 18.7%3H 4
I 2005 # 1 20.5% o & 5] erid & enig 2 AR 478 5 B E 0 B Ap B BB et
SlAeen® fem g2 2 Fo Do 8 AR 2R R LIS S R < %Jﬁffrﬁig =
w12, 13] > s & A EOIEF A4 £ R R o X & A G 3T R
Zﬁﬁ’gﬂ@?ﬁ:’Zﬁﬁ%’iﬁ%%ﬁé’ﬁ%ﬁ@%‘ﬁﬁﬁ£@&
FRAZRIE > @ - &)y 53 50%[14] s kRSB s o H e
FEEL2F[l4] A ek 2 BREREREAFHERTEH & M\ 7
TFE A LBTRE & B s fa[15] -

P PR ARTIRS Y SRR e F AP MR h T AE 60 f(7)
TABEFY RN ()BT ap AT AT B TEER Y A2
AW & B o dip 2 b BB AH R g a4 2 g P S B F
TR OREES T Mfrﬁvﬁr—, BRRlERTLCFLRY £HP AuskisRn[16] 7 &
FLCAER A R FRE E G RE O TR R AL AR A LA by - &
IR 707 Jﬂr« dﬁ#%nr M F RN I7 AR R }\%ﬁjpfim*{ff
(Dynamic Hip Screw, DHS) ~ %% 4 i1 =3 %gp 4= (Proximal Femoral Nail, PFN) -
=B F A € 4e B 5% 4% 47 (Proximal Femoral Locking Compression Plate, PF-LCP)i%é
EHPM AU R H A TN 8B - L EHN FTH R EH
PEp o~ B U HA EF X P A R ORE A PR R A pnan S B [17]
P iR F A b’&%ﬁ"%ié)ﬁ%t‘ » AEE - ez 60 gk b A R Lk
TR AR kg o 8 2 Rk g8 378 52.4% (n=31,706) ~ % F # S B A 3T 5
44.1% (n=26,703) ~ % ¥ #& + T # 371k 3.1% (n=2,153); H*® ik £ HN HL
£ ket 5 5 22.5% ~ 92.2% 2 2 93.0%[11] -

ITE R E R ﬁ‘:}’-’rmﬁmi,r%ﬂéﬁ’& EFE 5; F 5o gw’:ﬂf%%ﬁ?&
FARIToApMASE e R H G EF R 300t 2 REE 2 o A% AAG
Ja A b B SRR A R e R R R A qu-x 51 f’ﬂiiﬁ‘:” W INAR F €0F A 2
[18] - B = ¥ 474 2 & ¥ 12 AO/OTA Classification 4 #g[19] - # 3¢ 2 F1# 47
R AL (e kR S B 0 AO3 B I 0 U 454
# :proximal 31 ~ diaphyseal 32 {= distal 33 ; ?X & £ F]¥ $74p A2 R £ ' A~B
C) (-2 st ) -

R ES R R rﬂ;]}% AR o 5 RS nh M E AR o R SR
ﬁf{wt:&r—g@ng,gg&f,ﬁu f‘;l;a }:b;}%,\;,};ﬂr ﬁ,zmﬂ‘,, ﬁa:i;],;a/\o

PSSR D e RRE AR AT R AR RS B

A F o EFH T A RS GEPHEINME BN Ao EEN TR RLZ
LIRS e o R I F R ITEES ES PAR S HR o T A B IR RE) &
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ERBFTE > FER BN KD DA T BN &0 AT

1. Gammanail: p e #F B3 %= & A B Nk ERBpEgEF izt 7o
RTFA T 14 FRIEP SO FR b BREFTEFEELFZ
WA EE SRR FE R R > A P feeniiA) o Sadowski & 4 [20]% 2002
£ 9 F A - B RICE TR 472 DCS hm R BGRSR 0 B If'u’a"ﬁ?
b %é‘ﬁ;‘)é‘ DA # R LR ) 32% 0 4 X B PR S 24% o

2. Proximal femur nail (PFN) 1+ 2 proximal femur nail antirotation (PFNA) : PFN
—ﬂ%ﬂ&«% cabpiegs Bt SR NRVOEEE | B i < RN Rk SIS LR R ]

FRE OEv g aitFirtiro Rt 2 E e gl F o H
ii“*?ﬁ%ﬁ‘?m,ﬁmﬁ& s e AZF 5 TRA RS Y v 4 B 3TETEE ok
T~ # A AR gy DL K EE 2 AR feeng 2 F - PENA B G -‘ﬁmeit':l
o BB E R SR R it 0B L F SN -t i
o 55 fruﬁi POEE 0 B Ak BE BN R A R e X R e 0 R TRpE
H ?Elg Pt SR It a g ¥ AR EFE R R A A R
HAEF P ABD7L o

3. InterTANail © H g A & chd 473733 R 7R E &1 F 8R4 7 o)l
FIEE L P EUF T2 254 B8 HiTh ) 2o p RV
(R REE VRIS g S O E S0 B A

4. Zimmer natural nail © 2 &gp 47 5 L3358 A5k > T 5 BaCEH > S Y VL F
#Q%ﬁ—?ié’gﬁi@%—‘ft’]‘é&_% , p;f;;—% ,’ggx;hl o ;Z;\;[ N fr#@*i 4‘;%5 T e

mT Y S RBEREY ok

BEN AR F PR 4 ARRAR S R 4 ARpRIER 4 F R R S T
ST R B e R E F A P Tip AR &R P R W AL
NEL FhmiE- - 8o

RN ﬁ% g ¢ (American Academy of Orthopaedic Surgeons, AAOS)+2 45
2014 & T #7enfisk ik 4p 51 [21] & 7 o 4 deit 48 p PR R L AR (8
Jr F SRR R FEPRAAE L S ARRE( RER) P EHLE
F 47 PIERM S EHAGLAIZER) n 4 HES TR ERB YRR &2 HN
B 2o f (58 ZER) °

# B NICE ¢ 2011 & #74f £ 2 B3N TR io i 4p 51 (CG124)[22] 4+ 44 % # # =
THRITEREN FEHN AR KA g F AT R S E Rk
TR R AR B E B s o B PF 2013 E 7 fF h#4 € (Dutch Surgical
Society) #73 4 2 ML TRAk 4p 51 [23] > %K H S 372 Rt kN 2B
FlEmr o e F FE R IR RN 9 R R e
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gete i NHS » 2009 & =73 & H 45 31 (Scotland Intercollegiate Guidelines
Networks, SIGN 111)[24] » & $H4gI" ¥ 47> mF xR b 74 S M & f p 47
(intracapsular fracture: femoral neck fracture) 2 %2 B¢ & % ¢t ¥ 47 (extracapsular
fracture: intertrochanteric and subtrochanteric fracture) = ~ #go 2 @ 32§ F 37x i% p
TRMEFET AR Garden A o FI7 ek dTEE R E LR D N E IS B R oo

| A AS l ER R AT E SR AR T R 4 5 PR (78
R AR e AR 4TIty L_ak %7 ¢ # =(Evidence 1++7) o 75 4 e
RALIS A M & ) F 3732 ) B 25 (Grade D)@ $43t 7Rt 30 4 38
P RZFESFE AR R ISR (2 REHN FE% 0 Good
Practice Points) -

I &8 ol & p B 37 H B sl P A B - S A IRGE%

Man AR EMSERIS 88 R L7 20 P QUnK ¥ G 2R
L= Fife gp *Hq_—;: HF e @ X A 1 B & % 3 r(hemiarthroplasty) ’s:fr,s— 24

-H

e ?? 4> e f B 31 5 # 5 & brbr% 13(Evidence 2+4) 5 ¥ - 7B 4

» 2,2 '“1?5 ;wbé\%‘r‘%? » ARE e A G b#&»ﬁ\r]am

BroomEEAPZRER A M S HHFT AL 4B S E $#e(Evidence
I+4) o A 0 2 em e Hipd 4 A R 2 L7 g SRl bR H
&5 (Grade A)

UL &30 & ot a7 BARR e 5 209 "R 2bm 4 & ;ﬁ%_f # & oz (Grade
B)o @ %= iR i‘&{%ﬁﬂ?\}ﬁ: LR R ERT S 1L 6B F@i}]%.?u

! LEVELS OF EVIDENCE

1++ High quality meta-analyses, systematic reviews of RCTs, or RCTs with a very low risk of bias

1+ Well conducted meta-analyses, systematic reviews, or RCTs with a low risk of bias

1 - Meta-analyses, systematic reviews, or RCTs with a high risk of bias

2++ High quality systematic reviews of case control or cohort studies
High quality case control or cohort studies with a very low risk of confounding or bias and a
high probability that the relationship is causal

2+ Well conducted case control or cohort studies with a low risk of confounding or bias and a
moderate probability that the relationship is causal

2 - Case control or cohort studies with a high risk of confounding or bias and a significant risk that
the relationship is not causal

3 Non-analytic studies, eg case reports, case series

4 Expert opinion

2 GRADES OF RECOMMENDATION

A At least one meta-analysis, systematic review, or RCT rated as 1++,
and directly applicable to the target population; or
Abody of evidence consisting principally of studies rated as 1+,
directly applicable to the target population, and demonstrating overall consistency of results

B A body of evidence including studies rated as 2++,
directly applicable to the target population, and demonstrating overall consistency of results; or
Extrapolated evidence from studies rated as 1++ or 1+

C Abody of evidence including studies rated as 2+,
directly applicable to the target population and demonstrating overall consistency of results; or
Extrapolated evidence from studies rated as 2++

D Evidence level 3 or 4; or
Extrapolated evidence from studies rated as 2+
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% 7= ZF(Evidence 1+) - 2§ % &+ > % 3L SHS(sliding hip screw):* &%
p\ érr(intramedullary nail) £ #iz § f < > “F 1A R (drig e A d
S A ES T RITE)EN 41 F 4 R (Crade A) o

I EHAESS SRR I iR EELS SRIIE S ST
BTORRIER & 4 £ U BEN 4rendp B2 4 o

I 2 g@gﬁv Meg %4 ST = S A SR RV S
WL ORERN AT - SRR BN A () 0 S "ﬁi“’,i be £ AREN 40 4 0
BAREP 4T R R B T R AT e & O O IR(REN )L e e
LIRRE B> N i e WL I T 18 CANCANT I Sl o N L e
IUF b2 B A R AN AV ETI R R ¢ 2 3(T SR AR
Bt ) thg s mF ¥ 37 PIPMEFL L AR Y 25 AP a L
IR Lol B B AR O v b o B BRIV RN R s ) S
T PR R TR AR R 0 A TR 4 TR 15 L4 [25, 26] -

Bpick FHWARL PR

ARG ML T L peliz ot AR -k s o FE ¥R
F % 020311 8. > 57 7% 5 TFBZ020311001 ; ™ % <z 2.7 BEp 4740 » o -
J%@B;%{ip\@(.a)J,fp%‘Fgagﬁﬂ F % 007866 5% &R RFE G
"FBZ007866004 ;o 7 {7 45 i 2 2 P 3§ * * g s i & R e F 47 B H R T
75 D101-1 2 %2 D101-2 - F 2 i%% o 24 B3R h 2. T EHH e mTE & [27]
2 T >3k e FAH RS 42 2(106.01 237), [28] » & 7| & & 508 i
BHOn e 2 B S R g o o

ARPRMETG B B HER

2017 # 5% 10 p o+ > 12 proximal femoral nail system % 5 B 4E 3 & 740
= ’-L%#\nggﬁgﬁlglllpﬁg "jﬁ:\zi‘

1. 4 £ 4 [29]

it £ 4 B RZ :?Pﬁ LR ( Canadian Agency for Drugs and
Technologies in Health, CADTH) 2B %7 » AFF & A2R % 20 F R BH
M F R AR A R

2.
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£k BA %5 R PRI=R: % B ¢ (Medical Services Advisory Committee, MSAC )
SBREF[E30] AFFE AERE 2 JE%H#B MO e R ~ B dmp
F

B A2t 2007 & (4 %% ) (Private Health Insurance Act 2007 ) » & F
FR R A L B L_Fgl‘mll\ R FTHEMA SO Y R B
R e A - SN ﬁg\&wﬁﬁrﬁgmﬁ%rﬁgsﬁ\41 ]\Bagﬁ\&gﬁzp%ﬁk
% o @ £ <V 5 H (Prostheses List) R+ {48 <" 3533 & J ¢ (Prostheses List
Advisory Committee » PLAC) f 7 #& #c ' 2 X5 o 4p B 2 32 >0 R W fm 2 30
(Australian Government, Department of Health) » & & T jc§t 2 %38 #0g 53 g
& 77 H (prostheses list) £ = # > fFd 3R =b[31] o 7 A kA BE 2 WL F T AL &7 A
-3avg 73t % 6 § SPECIALIST ORTHOPAEDIC ¢ 2. 06.03.01.02 & ¢ 2_ Femoral,
Proximal long (>220mm) » &35 3| & % @ — 5 “¢ JF > #odf = F F Tk Sk
grio s iR EREFE > ¥ - 3 “R@ AT RPN S - RO E R 4
()R 2 mAp M TG H SRz ) -

3. =W

R rBEE TRE L A8 7 2 (National Institute for Health and Care
Excellence, NICE) SHEREF[32] AFEEAZERE 2 B Tﬁ}% B4t 4P Fa@&%)ﬁ‘
ﬁ’lii"t'p '{l”" rjﬁ“j(‘

RS ”PF LRAPM F RS 0 I F PubMed/Cochrane
Library/EMBASE T =+ FALE T 5 > 005 F 378880 47 £ R T F AP k5
1 pew g wrFAﬁuiwﬁﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%é$’ullﬁi%%%%ﬁi
1%‘*{*’ % 2 Mo A4E2 T H PICOS (TLIFER - WHF B LAY FHBEsk
MRS digiET 2 T A ¥ ( population) ~ ;2% = 2 (lintervention) ~ # s ¥t PR 5
(comparator ) ~ # »2iR] £ ,iﬁ # (outcome) % 77 3 &+ = 2 (study design) > 2
FOF GE IR

B~ g & femur fracture

;}3@% CRENNE G

Internal fixation with:

1. “Stryker” Gamma3 Long System-Long Nail Set

2. “Synthes” Nail Implants-Proximal Femoral Nails(PFN),
long

Population

Intervention
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Comparator Other intramedullary nail system
R TR RS & 2y R AT Dl p s 3
Outcome 3 oag
6 F

Systematic Review, Meta-analysis, Randomized controlled

Study Design
y g trials, clinical trial

%5+ i PICOS > 2 [femur fracture |~ femur shaft fracture ; ~ " proximal
femoral nail(PFN) ;12 2 "'gamma long nail system | % i% 5 R 45 >t 2017 &£ 5 7
12 p & PubMed f= EMBASE £ ¢ ¢ FHET 5 0 £ W 9 fio5 i ¥

GFs-Logre ) oY e 0 HSEHRE L - 22 HTEA 1
,E;»emg #U,/T‘.% £ PICOS %%.%avzgk s » k& fs £ 5~ 1 F Cochrane Review
2 2 TRA R

Cochrane Review
1. Intramedullary nails for extracapsular hip fractures in adults[33]

Queally & 4 »t 2014 & #13 £ % Cochrane Database Syst Rev.> 1. & 3= 7 F
BN 72 Frreer % p o f’riﬂzzf‘f; Cochrane Bone, Joint and Muscle Trauma
Group Specialised Register (2014.01.06) ~ Cochrane Central Register of
Controlled Trials (The Cochrane Library Issue 12, 2013) ~ MEDLINE (1966 to
November Week 3, 2013) ~ MEDLINE In-Process& Other Non-Indexed Citations
(3 January 2014) - EMBASE (1988 to 2014, Week 1)1z 2 World Health
Organization (WHO)International Clinical Trials Registry Platform (accessed
January 2014) = 4p R < []% o B fe R R or 17 3% (2130 s ) o ik
127 Pk 2 8P 472 froxr & 2ot g e

. 3% )]?c LESS 419 5% (n=910)+* # proximal femoral nail(r+ ™ & £ PFN)
¥ Gamma nall SRBR A F AL L 7 v B (86/415 vs. 80/415 ;
risk ratio [RR] 1.08; 95%CIl 0.82 to 1.41)~ pE i g L2 L B 7
(45/555 vs. 36/555 ; RR 1.25; 95%CI 0.83 to 1.90)3=2& £ £ 4 (low quality
evidence) -

Il 257 3#5%(n=185)* # ACE trochanteric nail = Gamma nail ; 7  **3 1
F(F s s F s ¥ 37 H EEPg RN L B F)oa £ B4 (Low
quality evidence) -

. 2 58 3 % (n=200) +* # PFNA(proximal femoral nail anti-rotation) §c
Gamma nail ; ﬁ*“ it (emd ~AA - %‘#L’rr}&} EEBPRETERLR
7 H)e e p kA R (low quality evidence) °

IV. §14 958857 3 738 5% " 17 b cobgp 470 ACE trochanteric nail
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e Gamma 3 nail (n=112) ; gliding nail % px Gamma nail (n=80) ;
Russell-Taylor Recon nail #p& long Gamma nail (n=34 > 3%/t 50
#:) ; proximal femoral nail antirotation (PFNA) nail #fp& Targon PF nail
(n=80) ; dynamically %} p& statically locked intramedullary hip screw
(IMHS) nail (n=81) ; sliding # & non-sliding Gamma 3 nail (n=80 » 2 3~
360 )5 2 2 Ao £ AR @ ] PENAnails (n=40 322 3w A 2|4
Fa7) e ¥ gt 2P & £ & 2 (Low quality evidence) -

V. T2 RB%RIEARAEANASIFEIZALRY B P - 35 L DI o
1 5% (n=215)** # ENDOVIS nail £ IMHS nail & % # 75 + & .3 Ofe
i 5 (29/105 versus 18/110; RR 1.69, 95% CI 1.00 to 2.85; P=0.05) - ¥ 1
78 2% (n=113)+* # InterTan nail 22 PFNA Il nail » % % &7 PFNA Il =
¢ BB L R R ehvt ) (3/47 versus 12/46; RR: 0.24, 95% CI 0.07 to
0.81) (low quality evidence) -

it

PR ARBEFESFRETEERS 2P OOAZPRERP L BRI
RgT2 BAH LBV REEHNIFE AR APELR o L do BEP 4
& B 3 AEER 4 (sliding hip screw) ¥t 05 % B & B PRI AT T o pow
BAMKRHZIRIF N DI REED R AR X 2 AT

MR FF TSR RERETAD DR RGN EBAFE IR
Clinical Trial

2. Intramedullary nailing in femoral shaft fractures. Evaluation of a group of 101
cases[34]

#t % lacobellis & 4 % 2008 & % % 2. 2/ :#5% 0 H 7 X o~ £ 47 100 = 2 %
p R e R éfié«‘),%fi:])% AoH Y 91 5B MEITLE 10 6] 5

Bacpdfdre HP X 68T 3204 T35a# 37 ko ¥ 47k F
AR B AE(N=82) ~ I X i (n=8) ~ HIALH FT(n=6) ~ HE § T (n=2)11 %

E i L (n=2) o & * kg, 47 5 Universal Synthes (n=62) - Russel-Taylor
(n=14) ~ Gamma long (n=10) - uncannulated femoral nail (n=9) - cannulated
femoral nail (n=4) 2% proximal femoral nail (n=2) = F *x L4 4755 * @& *
# ¥ % Universal Synthes nail (n=8), Russel-Taylor nail (n=1) 2 %2 Gamma
long nail (n=1) -

it

5

Tt B2 PFR 2453 (13 12X ) e T35 5 430 = (92 1 1611
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x)o ﬁ":ﬁr}}:/ﬁ‘ & & m};— il I G b s o S - W L liﬂﬁ’:}ﬂélﬁfﬁﬁ“ Y
118 = (70 % 280%) v 80:**/[;3 zﬁpﬂkﬁ”%sfw/ﬁa4li1/§)ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ“wﬂ$
% (70 280 %) > 7HHNW$4%V%%%rm‘w%%$AJh@@
PERY 5 122 (85 1 165 X))o @ L 3ad :}Lr/jb_s)ﬁ‘ﬁﬂ?ﬁ“? - i fie B BREP 4 (static
configuration nail) 3 122 % 12 {5 4p #& >t & f& fe B & P 4 (dynamic
configuration nail)z. 112 % 12 o

x> F B4 AR =g 2 4t Universal Synthes nail (n=12), with
Russel-Taylor nail (n=3), Gamma long nail (n=2) ™ % &%t UFN1 i~ & & 7
EBEG MG 6 U PRE S EFAFRREMNE 8L 5 {84 F]
PR TV TR T L6 B kb A R P R P A

it

Flo AL A AR EFABDF AR TH AP P ATER K
REE PR 0 ATAI DR £ R D SR Al KR M faehg 4 Foe b ’f:“%%
PEE- A B B A g A 33 7 J’iﬁi}l\fr“ B S
g e AN AE Foar ﬁ‘a“r}?ﬁ’\ AR B K & A e S e SR

3. Long proximal femoral nail in ipsilateral fractures proximal femur and shaft of
femur[35]

d Gadegone % 4 % 2013 & 973 4 2. é}ﬁ% ) f’rﬁ/&%fr;érrﬁ;% 51(30 &) & 3t
A7 B4 6 b5 B 47) o g5 4 ¢ i #0539 K (28-64 ) o
WY B A AT L 20 TR T ko A AR B HO T H 3
$ 68 12005 8 18 B 7 & EBs S o s 4S04 E b K TR KR 4
(long proximal femoral nail , LPFN)4& » 755 ©

EHSE ST RF IR S A Pk bl ¢ CHORY R AR S 48 B
aéﬁ&ﬁ%“ﬁ¢ﬁﬁé62%”°ﬁﬁ$2W%‘%4R§%m&4
2 l‘—'}P‘r‘] A r]ﬁg;’é‘ # ’%rrlhl i %i’(%ﬁ:&g ;‘:P\ ‘éﬂ{gy\]g f"l"'%; °

X RREG 2 6RF i?%:}ﬁ]_ VRSN ;?%)ﬁ]@ CchA A HL
% 85w 2 6% 4 % 57 4 & 4§ 3% > (avascular necrosis of femoral head) - © %
A bR A FATONRE2 24 o

r2 Friedman and Wyman # it 3= % k=% ;gﬁ“ i 4o Js % B 59.9% (n=23)
5 4~ 30.6% (n=11)= 5 Haa F 55% (N=2)R:=5 # i * & o

gt
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e R AT E RPN T L o PR R iR S EH R AT E
T8 o

ERE TR L

EHRERES R v‘}?& s Hoe — By Lel & A 32007 & #7584 2 éﬁ%[36]o &+
$A9 imaR S e & QRPN 4 L A (18 AR e R AT R A é"r 31 i+
Fe 4o £ 3] gamma P 47) 0 0t 4o £ 3] gamma B A5 8 2 R RS H
@ LPEN Rz HAp i o 5 A T30E 80 5 53 f o I BA £ B R B 0 p A0
TH6 R e Fd 2 326 FIrIa 2 B FIR LT B R 5E | £ HFRE =Y
ME DAL U o B AR E PR L o B R BT S e & QREP 47357 F R
U AR B AT vk U T BUNE RRE

¥~ £ Bl 5 Sehat % 4 3t 2005 & w04 %»1@[5%[37]’ E rLw AT I
FREUR B G (X % ) B r O7 T B 4T 4 & % 100 & 4 &
3] gamma R 47 o s X TIDEE L T4 R (16 T 68 ) o Bt TO B 4 T IORER
5 108 M ? (2v6 B 7 )od *tpm g ¥ ﬁKfj}:[,;; L3ah AL ﬁ]ﬁa s ET Lt if EEEE
10 i A3 L2 posv= 2 15 o A 30a(s LE P 5= o st 7 018 2 B
ii»"f:}jz’4iarj)’;§’o‘ SRS E A LB AR L BIRE R LB R
SRR Y %ﬁééﬁﬁ_%ﬁi\iéﬁqxs R A i EA L S
FARIE T o }\,ﬁ SRR oW LA TS § AR F TS O 4o T R o
T F 375 F Lo 0 2 Vg R RILAE G 2 7 A
FAPM o - L EEFREEARES P ERT B e o ® ¥ 4o & 3] gamma BEp 4
VR ERNIRE T R P 2 e L 4??1}%4 ﬁimﬁﬂ)}i’“{%%gﬁ;ﬁiﬁﬁ?%
MEEFLAE RS VHEMEFE EFAFHT

F dR 0L B3

1. 22017 & 57 11 p o o4 2 ER 2 Fh #3576 4 (CADTH)
’*’%ﬁfé‘wz&:;ai B¢ (MSAC)- = RR 7it & TEREs UHU,L(MCE)
SEE SRR L i @#B&éi%vﬁrvfi#fﬁfé FL BRI HELE ¢
(PLAC) & (f * i) 2 gt e E (GRR e )

2. AREFREE LT E R

AAR 2 YT B 2 4 £ A RER 474 B 2K E ;y; s H 9 2014 & 9 4 2
Cochrane Review %77 7 [ 3 2- 2 Bgph 47 97iF 2 Fp{s35a P L B M A ¥
SRR e IR R SRR B E B N G R i G WL - N S
Al B H R AR BB A TS T %ﬁ”;ﬁ"') HaEw L VR
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=~ q‘_ﬂ\ I—r—
(<) i & ARHTA B gAeR s

* 3R £ 302017# 47 24 p r2gamma long nail ~ femoral long nail & & 4¢3 &
(1) # R WpriEBE FRES 487 7 2 (National Institute for Health and Care
Excellence, NICE) ~ (2) ;g : PE B IRF539 4 B € (Medical Services Advisory
Committee, MSAC) -~ F% F At B4 B fm 4. (Medicare Benefits Schedule, MBS ) -
#8778 (Prostheses List )~(3)4c £ ~ 14c &£« E o2 %Mﬁ%i/%@( Canadian Agency
for Drugs and Technologies in Health, CADTH ) % i & PE K TR e 3—‘:% A S
f%?ﬁ¢W$r’”?ﬁ'$%%%ﬁlw%A#%%waﬁp»@%gd
PEo 5 OB SASRAS hY § & gL o

1. CADTH/pCODR (4t £+ )
22017 &40 240 0 0 hEiHFRPHITGHL o
2. PBAC (;&)

12017 # 4% 24p 0k AEApMFRPHFRHRE 2017 £ 2 0 HATS
# ¢ Prostheses List % A %% 6 & & Specialist Orthopaedic ¢ - jz§* =220mm 5
TR RN AN ENA S A S SRR RS R (minimum benefit)
g‘fﬂﬁ”’i"i M= o

3. NICE (#R)
12007 &40 24Pk BRAMFRFEFEEL
(7) % FRPHTREL AR

~4R 4 20 2017 # 4 * 25 p 2 gamma long nail~femoral long nail % A 425 3
R HS L R § (Scottish Medicines Consortium, SMC) e sp 2> 2 2 5
PFRHRL -

1 2017#42 25p ¢ ARAHFRPHTERESL
(Z) R+ FTHEAMN
1L &2

~3p 4 * > 3&F CRD/INAHTA/Cochrane/PubMed/Embase § + 7 4L &

(\s,
N
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WP Ao

7T 5] PICOS MG HFHEE  TIFG L AIBHLEAEET LA H
(population) ~ 7% = ;# (lintervention) ~ J »c¥t BB 5 (comparator ) ~ & % ip| £
ip % (outcome) {r#= 3 3k 3+#2 = 2 (study design) - H 0% ik i FF32 4o

Population AoriER T AR

PR E AR

Intervention gamma long nail ~ femoral long nail ~ intramedullary
nails

Comparator A%

Outcome A3k

Study design Cost-consequence analysis OR cost-benefit analysis
OR cost-effectiveness analysis OR cost-utility
analysis OR cost studies OR quality of life studies

i f it 2. PICOS - 5 i CRD/INAHTA/Cochrane/PubMed/Embase * ~ p 7
FLE -3+ 2017 # 5 % 4 p > 12 (gamma long nail ~ femoral long nail ~ intramedullary
nails) i B4ET & (7H0F - H0F Kok of L s o

2. ¥H L%
%@ it & { vk > CRD/INAHTA/Cochrane/PubMed/Embase % ~ ;’;Je TALR &
F0EF > T EHRA - FEREHS £ A g = k& femoral long nail 4p B (/GG

&= L]%Je R N I e [ﬁ%ﬁb;é,;{g:’ = A2z & 47 (cost benefitanalysis) » % =
hosddgakd (letter to the editor) )tz s A adre % > 52K 5~ 24472
FoARMPN FHERACT

% - Ja[38] % safh e prw g & A »xF A 45 12 Mtrochanteric gamma ~" long
gamma  ~ " hip | ~ Tintertrochanteric ; = "gamma 3 B 45 % MEDLINE 3 #!
B 2000 & - * % 2007 &1 * 2_4phf ?)l?r?#—"-"— #rI BT 329 im# 3 I F
37 (intertrochanteric hip fractures) i Ao A Yy Jﬂ";’in F* ogamma £ 74P R
gamma ‘@47 > 1 & 2 s a3t R b ATk e d 47 (periprosthetic fractures )
HVE A o R LMD Jgkw«éﬁﬁé%%ﬁfr > i % gamma nails 329 i A ¢ § 2 =
BAT R F et 3 2 5395 06% 2 A48T 2Tt At
FEROIRSFEREE - ERESF DT 0 & * gamma ‘EéF 2 AT s
FATAp T - B 4T iE * gamma & 47 18 -5 ¢h 3 40 $26,076,659.80 F o A A o

% = 7o [3913# % 45 F (letter to the editor) £ g4 ¥ i § - 5 & Asc i A 474 )
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Al TG AL G AR ERT A B B (L)X T 5 gamma
®ATEF A MTR R E AT Agammak b7 € (> A FrenE R R R EY
¥ Medicare § * » @ 2LE R Rk o (TG PR /‘Jr& Tk Stk &
gamma£ 47 fgamma®ér  K$600% ~ > T 32 4 124 &:i PERER > 3 4 17%
ﬁiﬂm P TP R E AT R % o gammak &3 4 BRI R e b 7 enis 5ot
11% > @ gamma‘é R 5 1.7% - (T4 5 £ 3 fBh srenif L~ Lo~ i #
MEFFEABRIRARETFE I ENET R EATREE DR R 0 B
gammak & A BB REM kA T o B ABL2TRE A A o

b

E
g

FZ A0S KA HERSCE A FEY oL F R HHE L
BAEPN ok iTIE R ﬁ‘a“rrnp_ 7 R RNEE Frrt Ry =g ?r§262 ,ﬂg,*
B dregp 4o | He 125 i Ep # Az T /I LA FHEL 3
%%Wﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ&%$‘*Eﬁiﬁiﬁ$\%%pﬁ—ﬁppe$,ﬁ
REFLR ARG Y EFFUHhTHARE P EERNT - B FHE L A
£ $$7,000 £ ~ > F 5 H 75 £ g~ 47 (analysis of covariance ) » 3 B jkris i
BuPE Y o & meh Adp £ 9$3,482 3 & (12 2010 # LR ) o

3. EERFHEL P ATE A
BHRE AR E AT S A E AT
(z) HABBE

x;n;b‘;dxit;\ piq'faz“rﬁhi* -2 ;fi/,,\ﬁ I SRS -3, T I S R g
G ERE Y A AT TREEIALAE R A BEF Y R FER
ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@JwT:

L 23 fn (BX) 320 0@, 2f 1 FR7PIHZRE BT 50/
1) ?"E:fﬁz % P > :&g‘;ﬁ—ﬁ%gﬁp A N AT 2 R e AR e
R R LR & S SR R 8 Y A R A L

Z_ Jfﬂ_g_m] PeIE 4T oo

(2) #* iR ERY BRATEM EX L FERG SRR EiEFF 100
£3103F M Bio B AR F o

@)ﬁEAw@%wd@’$—& @ A #5043 170 4 s & A &
ERF - FHERGH E’¥—ﬁi¥*'quOgiLw0am’
#%mﬁ¢d¢ £ R A% §ﬁ3 ¥

2. AFRBFHEGG AP LR AR \@ﬁ»#/ EOLF R 47 E
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Tk i F B L*Fizﬂwﬂﬂﬂ\wi“ I EHZIEPEFE RS L MRE
%?%E@*B“%%#Waww °

R RAPG R R 22 103 E EFEH AT FE S T 45 FBNOS
2B O BEBREFEEHEY EpE P19 EHY 2. 957 L BN 40
Bk A ¢ 10%p 4 e r e K ADEF R 470 B G E F R4 10 4o
FhrrirpPrL{dis  F-F2 5T F A HX230 43 270 4 » & A &
ERY - moBHERD IR F - %?EﬁL%OﬁiL%Oﬁi’
AR AT G £ R R %Jl%O 2 1,900 5 ~ -

AR ERE R TR R E BT R AT

Tsk i@ * b SRR R o ks ARE R B2 R E R PR
AT H B REN SRR AR R E B oIE RER ﬁfii-ﬂﬂﬁ‘iﬁﬁ
Bhefx T o R S ’E‘:}‘r]ﬁi‘ » H o8 %ﬁip\ 2 3 By g EF bR
BTl e Tt T BRIt T \BF%ﬁ—k%a‘T:};ﬁ‘ﬁﬁ
it e ‘5—“@ FRE A AT S RTINS AR R 4 F TR S ET 2 },%& 2
A2 f o NIRRT RS T ARTRERY B R EL G

R GREATHB D ASEFD H L E.ff@ff}%é’%ﬁ’»i&/%zé.ff@fﬂiﬂﬁrr
R FLINARYE O RFHATHAS AR LA REI LR P RY A
2 EH e AR ABREE AR kP REBRASAR N ERLAEF R
' R R A2 R 2 H S F RN B € kSR o

EFARR(BA)FROPHA 27 I ERE P AR AR~ B
2 A g § o AR EAM AER R TAEP A EFEE £ Y 2 5B

B st AFRL IR H £ o

e {)%‘Egﬁ Wirg e iﬂi'é ORI AT PR, B (B
#5015  FBNOS) 2 pgl‘“' WHEE R EHAB T B L ER
Y SRR A B A RS R Y BARE 0 o F KRN 4Tk 2SI B
‘F‘J-_,E'f ’—E’ﬁ Zﬁiﬁ_ot«%giﬁ‘—ﬁ AP ET T A /l}lllfi’i—/&i*‘a'%n X gz H
BRI RBEEP > AL UL H LY .

PO B S R AR SRR PR A ATE g e (DROT R
A 64029B) feik ¥ i ¥ 4T A WAL e (LT P SAS C 64028C) 2 ¥
WFLEE > 577103 £40 104 £ ¢ g 95 23,000 ©# > A A ITH
Mg e & b g hits ntwgs %#?’fﬁﬁgk%ig%j%:ffg&ﬁyA
IMEEH R G ARAMET SRR DR CBHA - £
TRESSHLANSFL R REE R GIBREN & (FHRA T
#% 1 FBNGL) 1044 ¥ 45 £ 5 5 2400 # > & & R A # (4pi52 ¥ 42p 7
Thtle (M ABT I S FBNOS) 104 £ ¢ % 5 4,300 © o
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3. FARpAYRYPFHELE LA RIAREFGELLAED 2 L HE
# FE’%E?@JE%%"K”}M ¥ 23 =X géz Tk o B HE A s &R ak
& & PoIRREP 4 (REP 47*140047%3) 19,036 BRit B A 1 > H4ed s 4 p
Mo e tpB FRIRAEH 0 P RREERETAT L g2 AET A
AR AP NFE R R

4. i ﬂ\r‘%«‘lfﬁ‘ﬂtiééi*ﬁ%ﬁfiﬁ s 5o Ra LTET A& ARTR
B2 pAg@mt Ba 0 0 fREF AR LAY Fp 4L
HoOMBREELIRE R ARARC BRLAM R R AR v‘%; 1L R
dOH G R R TR R A SR o

B AFARIE R AELTEH
BRI RN LI o Ra > B EET A
7‘(,;’]?{ ﬁxa%iﬂxgrgwpublﬁ&gqﬁr_g

. e

W

*
Bed T o kBB G o A R ATH A E I o AT REFEAT Y
850 § ~ o

®

() g B®k

1. wrg# K NICE~SMC- £ MSAC -~ 4t £ ~ CADTH ¥ & 4p i HTA R 2 >
fa ;@4 2017 & 2 7 B AT % o Prostheses List: fc §* 2220mm T RE
MEARREER A &0 T A3 B M E R (minimum benefit)

2. MFRWLERFRELT FEPELT RS SRR H g 304 Sl
S LA e KA > LFEY AT TR HEE B A gAY R A 2
FREG RN Y B SHE G BAF R AR BT I RN
A F - DRI ENFTH 440 L 3 450 X @ F A E LR IRIE R B
P*;’:w}r“f&»é«hé"f T A F R ATHAEEA AT BEERERT Y Y

850 F ~ -
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“it47— ~ AO-OTA Classification (Femur)[19]

3 e

31 proximal (defined by a line passmg transversely through the lower end of the lesser Jod'mntev)

Al | 3m2 31-31 31-53 31

31-A icular fra 31-B  extraarticular fracture, neck 31-C articular fracture, head
31-Al pertrochanteric simple 31-B1 subcapital with slight displacement 314C1 spiit (Pipkin)

31-A2 pertrochanteric multifragmentary 3182 uanscefmnl 31C2 with depression

31-A3 intertrochanteric 31-B3 subcapi laced, i ted 31-C3  with neck fracture

32 diaphyseal

32-A1 l 32-A2 l 32A3 32-81 I 32-B2 |

)
f I

20 | 3 | nc

4

|

)/

oY

32-A simple fracture 32-B  wedge fracture 32-C complex fracture
32-A1 spiral 3281 spiral wedge 32-C1 spiral
32-A2 oblique (>30°) 32-82 bending wedge 32-C2 segmental
32-A3 transverse (< 30°) 3283 fragmented wedge 32-C3 iregular
32-A(1=3).1 == subtrochanteric fracture 32-B(1-3).1 = subtrochanteric fracture 32-C(1=3).1 = subtrochanteric fracture
33 distal
33-Al [ [ 333 3381 3383
33-A extraarticular fracture 33-8 pm articular fracture
33-A1 simple 33-81 lateral condyle, sagittal 33-C1 articular simple, metaphyseal simple
33-A2 metaphyseal wedge and/or fragmented wedge 33.82 medial condyle, sagittal 33-C2 articular simple, metaphyseal multifragmentary
33-A3 metaphyseal complex 3383 coronal 33-C3 articular multifragmentary

® Reference: AO-OTA Fracture and Dislocation Classification, accessed 2017.05.11
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FH B PR R A B AR Hiz | A HEE | Y 5F | W2 EFVRE
FE
FBNO0512202R1 | FEMORAL NAIL SYSTEM | #& % i 4|35 %8 SET | 7671.0000 | ¢ @i | e ¥ &+
WA R R L % 008696 %
FBN0512202SN | FEMORAL NAIL 12-1901:1918;12-2020:2142; SET |7671.0000 | & s+ | % F F#yF
SYSTEM(# NAIL+ 12-2262:2274;12-2276:2289;12-2290:2299 % 009981 &L
SCREW) s%¢if it 2L 4
=
FBN052236SZ1 | FEMORAL NAILSYSTEM | /e i 4|5 e & SET | 0.0000 P S EREELH
FBN052252S71 | M/DN FEMORAL NAIL Fetigle s SET | 0.0000 ] ¥ BT
SYSTEM(NAIL+CORTICA % 009325 L
L SCREW) 3% e 3 2
RS 4
FBN05274XNS1 | FEMORAL NAILSYSTEM | (271.934:946;272.034:246; 5 891001 # SET | 7671.0000 | 4 4 FEF EET
G B s L A Ly »%); (274.000:970;259.260:960; A % 007866 %L
1010101 # »%)
FBN053603NS3 | FEMORAL NAIL SYSTEM | e i 4|5 e & SET | 0.0000 LR | FEFEET
MG R L K L % 009961 &
FBN053603NS9 | FEMORAL NAIL SYSTEM | 360261:364481S;375025:376080 EA | 0.0000 LR | FEFERT

(& 7% FBNO53603NS3) 3%

% 009961 5.
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PR A LR
FBNO054102NH1 | FEMORAL NAIL SYSTEM | #& /e i 4|5 e & SET | 0.0000 RFn | FEFEHT
S R AR ¥ 008355 5
FBN056400NQ1 | FEMORAL NAILSYSTEM | /e i 3|8k & SET | 0.0000 i L S T
SRR AR A i ¥ 007025 %

2R R R HAAH R R 2 (106.01 2 37)[28]
BT DI0L-1 B AR e ™ L LERE e e AR R 4T o 200 - kg T g E i aerh L B Al s
ik £ B

26/31




106SMD04001_0000000_0OD0O0000O

M=~ (R AR H (Prostheses List)[31]
Billing | Product Name Sponsor Description Size Min. Benefit
Code
AE260 | Fixion Classic Allegra An expandable self-locking Classic Nail: Reduced Diameter 10-12mm, $1,442.00
Femoral or Orthopaedics Pty intra medullary nailing system. | Expanded Diameter 16-19mm, Length
Interlocking Nails | Ltd 300-440mm. Interlocking Nail: Reduced Diameter
10mm,Expanded Diameter 16mm, Length
220-340mm
Dz007 | F3 Femoral Nail AUSTRALIAN F3 Femoral Nail Titanium Length 320mm to 440mm, left and right $1,442.00
ORTHOPAEDIC
FIXATIONS PTY
LTD
DZz018 | Austofix Femoral | AUSTRALIAN F2 Femoral Nail 4.8/6.2; s-s Dia 9 - 12mm; Lengths 320 - 460mm $1,442.00
& Tibial Nailing ORTHOPAEDIC
System FIXATIONS PTY
LTD
SY791 | AO/ASIF Johnson & Johnson | Femoral Nail 9-15mm D > 220mm length $1,442.00
Intramedullary Medical Pty Ltd t/a
Nails DePuy Synthes
SL065 | Trigen Smith & Nephew Femoral Nail, Titanium 9, 10, 11.5 & 13mm diameter $1,442.00
Pty Ltd
SN521 | Trigen Smith & Nephew Femoral Nail 8-18mm D > 220mm length $1,442.00
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Billing | Product Name Sponsor Description Size Min. Benefit
Code
Pty Ltd
SN764 | IMHS CP Smith & Nephew Intramedullary Hip Nail, 10 - 14mm x 32 - 44cm left and right $1,442.00
Pty Ltd stainless steel
SK214 | Stryker Trauma Stryker Australia Reconstruction Nail Recon Nail Left/RightDiameter 9-15mm, $1,442.00
Locking Nail Pty Ltd Length 260-480mm
System
SK244 | Stryker Stryker Australia Gamma Long 120, 125, 130 Deg; Diameter 10-15mm; $1,442.00
Intramedullary Pty Ltd Length 280-480mm
Nailing System
(™ %= #1)
SQO086 | Pedinail - Surgical Specialties | IM Femoral Nail (Right/Left) | Right:7mm x 20cm-30cm, 8mm x 24cm- $1,350.00
cannulated, 36cm, 9mm x 28cm-38cm in 2cm increments
intramedullary Left: 7mm x 20cm-30cm, 8mm x 24cm-36¢m,
nail, left and right 9mm x28cm-38cm in 2cm increments
BH266 | VersaNail IM Zimmer Biomet Pty | Troch Entry and Universal 9-13mm x 28-48CM $1,442.00
Nailing Platform Ltd Femoral Nails, Titanium,
Locking, cannulated
BH314 | Affixus Hip Zimmer Biomet Pty | Long Hip fracture nails 9-15mm diameter, 260-460mm length $1,442.00

Fracture Nail
System

Ltd
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Billing | Product Name Sponsor Description Size Min. Benefit
Code
B1921 | EBI Paediatric Zimmer Biomet Pty | Femoral Locking Nail - 28 -42cm x 5.5 - 6.5mm $1,442.00
Locking Nail Ltd titanium
System
Z1715 | Zimmer Natural Zimmer Biomet Pty | Cephalomedullary, Femoral 10mm to 14.5mm (in 1.5mm increments) x 30 $1,442.00
Nail System Ltd Long Nails, to 48cm (in 2cm increments) x 125 & 130
Titanium CCD Left and Right
Z1722 | Zimmer Natural Zimmer Biomet Pty | Antegrade Femoral Nails, 8 to 14mm x 24 to 48cm (in 2cm increments) $1,442.00

Nail System

Ltd

Greater Trochanter,
Titanium

Left and Right

$ N E LR
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Pubmed | 2017.05.12 | #1 MeSH Terms: nails; femoral fractures; 9
femur; shaft; gamma

#2 #1 AND (Randomized Controlled 2
Trial[ptyp])

#3 #1 AND (systematic[sb]) AND 1
(meta-analysis)

#4 selected

Embase | 2017.05.12 | #1 gamma AND system AND proximal
AND femoral AND long AND shaft
(‘'nail'/exp OR nail) AND (‘femur'/exp
OR femur) AND (‘fracture'/exp OR
fracture)

#2 #1 AND (‘clinical trial'/de OR 2
‘controlled study'/de)
#3 selected 1

Cochrane | 2017.05.12 | #1 femur fracture AND gamma long nail 2
Library system AND proximal femoral long
nail

#2 #1 AND systematic review

#3 selected
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FHL | AHPD | Hetd Bl | HE R

PubMed | 2017.05.04 | (gamma long nail) AND |1 0
(Cost-consequence  analysis OR
cost-benefit analysis OR
cost-effectiveness  analysis OR
cost-utility analysis OR cost studies
OR quality of life studies)

EMBASE | 2017.05.04 | gamma AND long AND nail AND | 6 3
cost

Cochrane | 2017.05.04 | gamma long nail AND cost 21 1

Library

CRD 2017.05.04 | gamma long nail 0 0

INAHTA | 2017.05.04 | gamma long nail 0 0
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