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We have analyzed the treatment results in 841 patients with the medial and 336 patients with the
lateral femoral neck fractures. The distant results of treatment have been studied in 381 patients with the
mesial fractures and in 134 patients with lateral ones. Not-traumatic osteosynthesis application with
compression screws and osteoplastic osteosynthesis in the able-bodied patients has permitted to get positive
results in 86,5% of cases. Endoprosthetic devices implantation in elderly patients has permitted to obtain
positive results in 87,2% of cases. However, endoprosthesis of the hip joint from the functional point of
view is more preferable for this category of patients.

In the treatment of the trochanterian fractures it is possible to use conservative and surgical methods
if indicated. Comparison of the methods used in the clinic of involved and osteosynthesis with the external
fixation frame in case of trochanterian fractures with possible reposition attainment by the closed method
gives grounding to consider the later to be more effective.

Keywords: medial femoral neck fracture, trochanterian fracture, osteosynthesis, endoprosthesis,
external fixation frame
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