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Relevance. Fractures of the proximal tibia (PTF) account for 2-5% of all fractures and are
often complicated by knee joint instability, leading to disability.

Materials and Methods. A total of 87 cases treated between 2010 and 2022 were analyzed.
Clinical, radiological (X-ray, CT), and statistical methods were used. Fracture classification
was based on the Schatzker system.

Results. The most common fracture types were II (n=20), V (n=18), and III (n=15). Surgical
treatment was applied in 91.3% of cases. A “good” functional outcome was achieved in 50% of
patients, “satisfactory” in 30%, and “poor” in 20%. The main cause of poor outcomes was
knee joint instability (25%). MRI and ultrasound were rarely used for diagnostics (1% and 7%,
respectively), though they are essential for identifying soft tissue injuries of the knee joint.

Conclusion. Post-traumatic knee joint instability is a clinical issue that requires targeted
diagnostics and treatment.

AKTyaJIBHICTH

ITepenmomMu MPOKCUMAJILHOTO Bigminy BenukorominkoBoi Kictku (IIBBK) - cknagwi
BHYTPIIIHBOCYTJI000Bi TPaBMH, SIKi MOXKYTh CIPUYUHUTH TPUBAJIEe MOPYIIEHHS (YHKIIiI KOJIIHHOTO
cyrnoba. YacToTa ix BUHUKHEHHS CTaHOBUTB 2-5% yCix mmepenoMmis, ajse yCKIamHEHHS
(mecTabinbHICTh, mEeTeHepaTUBHI 3MiHM) MOXKYTh CIIocTepiratucs y 5,8-28% Bumapkis, a piBeHb
imBamigm3arii carae 9,1% [1,2].

MeToau i MmaTepiaan
YV mocnimkeHHsT BKIIOYeHO 87 icTopii xBopoOu malieHTiB BikoM Bim 21 go 74 pokiB (cepemHill BiK -
34,6 = 1,6 poky), fKi mpoxonunu jiikyBaHH4 B nepion 3 2010 mo 2022 poku. Cepen nauieHTiB 6yJio
32,8% xkiHOK i 67,2% Y0IOBIKiB.

s Tumisanii nepenomis 6yna BuKopructaHa kinacudikaiist Schatzker [1].

KpuTepil orinky pe3ynbTaTiB: 3POIIEHHS IePEeJIOMY, CTYIIiHb BifHOBJIEHHS (QYHKIIiI, PEHTTEH Ta
KOMII'IOTEPHO-TOMOTpadiyHa OIliHKa, Cy6’€KTUBHE Big4yTTsa CTAbiIbHOCTI.

«J1o6pwuii» pe3ynabTaT acoIlil0BaJIK 3 IIOBHOIO PEMO3UIIEI0 YIIaMKiB, BiICYTHICTIO IereHepaTUBHUX
3MiH Ha peHTreHi Ta KT, mOBHUM BigHOBIEHHSIM (PYHKIII KOJIIHHOTO Cyrijio0a; «3aJoBinbHUAN»
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pe3yabTaT YacTo OB’ sI3aHUM 3 ITOBHUM BiTHOBJIEHHSIM OIIOPHOCTI KiHIIiBKM, aje i3 4aCTKOBUM
BimHOBIEHHSM (QYHKIIII, 0OMeKeHHS PYXiB, BiguyTTsa HecTtabinbHOCTI, 60T, «KIallaHHI»;
«HEeTraTUBHUU» PE3y/IbTaT He BiMHOBIEHHS ab0 YaCTKOBE BiIHOBJIEHHS OIIOPHOCTI KiHITIBKY, He
BimHOBNEHHSA QYHKIIl.

Bukopucrasi kIiHiuHi, iHCTpyMeHTanbHi (PeHTreH, KOMII'toTepHa ToMorpadisa) i ctaTuctTu4Hi
METOOU OOCHIiIXKEeHHS.

Pe3ynbTaTH Ta iX 00OrOBOPEHHSI

B pe3ynbTaTti peTpOoCIEKTUBHOTO AOCTiAXKEHHS, MAieHTH Oy/IU PO3MOfifeHi 3a TUTIaM¥U TePeIoMiB
3a knacudikartieio Schatzker (Puc. 1).
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Figure 1. Po3nodia nauyieHmie 3a munom nepesomia 3a kaacugikauiero Schatzker
Ak BupmHO 3 puc. 1, HanbinkII yacTo 3ycrpivanuck nepenomu II (20%), 111 (15,6%) ta V (13%) Tumis.

ITpu pmocnimxkenHi B 100% BUKOPUCTOBYBAJIM PEHTTEHOIarHOCTUKY, KOMII'I0OTepHY ToMorpadiio B
50%, a yIbTpa3ByKOBY OiarHOCTHUKY i MarHiTope3oHaHCcHY ToMorpadito Binmosiguo B 7% Ta 1%.

HepocrtaTtae Bukopuctanusa MPT Ta Y31 npu3BOOUTE O HEOOOLIHKU CYIIyTHIX YIIKOOXKEHDb 3B’ I30K i
MEHICKIB, III0 YHEMOZXKJIMBJIIOE BCTAHOBJIEHHS BIpHOTO OiarHO3Y.

Hamwu npoaHasizoBaHO MeTOOH JIiKyBaHHS, 1110 Oy 3aCTOCOBaHi HalMM MailieHTaM. Tak,
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KOHCEPBATUBHO JIiKyBanuch 8,7% xBopux i y 91,3% Oynu BuKOHaHI xipypriuni BTpy4yanus. [laHi
ImpenacTaBieHi B Tabmuii 1.

Tun nepenomy 3a Schatzker |n % MerToq niKyBaHHS

Tun I 10 11,5 KoncepsaTuBHe liKyBaHHS

Tum 11 20 23,0 OcTeocuHTe3

Tum 111 15 17,2 OcTeocuHTe3

Tun IV 12 13,8 OcTeocuHTe3

Tun V 18 20,7 30BHIIIHSA
dikcamisi/ocTeocunTes

Tun VI 12 13,8 CKIIagHUM OCTEOCHUHTE3

Table 1. Memodu aikyeaHHA nauieHmis 8i0no8ioHO 0o muny nepesaoma

K cBiguaTk gaHi Tabnuii 1, Ha#6GiNbII YacTo malieHTaM O0yB 3aCTOCOBAaHUM OCTEOCHHTE3.
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Figure 2. OuiHka pe3ys1bmamis niKy8aHHA nauieHmie 3 nepesoMmamu NPoKcuMaabHoz20 8i00iny BI'K
AK BuOHO i3 puc. 2, «mobpi» pesynbraTu oTpuMaHi B 50% BUIIaaKiB, B TOM XKe yac pasoM 50%

CKJlaganu «3amoBinbHi» (30%) Ta «HeraTuBHi» (20%) pe3ynbTaTu. Lle 3HaUHUM BiICOTOK, IKUMU
moTpebye Ginbll rTUOOKOTO BUBUYEHHS IIPUYMH TAaKOI CUTYyaIlii.

AHamnmizyiouy IpUYUHYA BCTaHOBUIHY, 1110 B 30% Oynu TexHiuHi moMunku, a B 70% - giarHOCTHUYHI.
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HecrtabinpHicTh KOMiHHOTO CyTI00a micst IepeoMiB IPOKCUMAaJIbHOTO Bigfily BeJIMKOTOMIiTKOBOI
KiCTKU BUHWKA€E BHACIIOOK YCKIaOgHEHb, IIPEeCTaBlIeHNX Ha PUCYHKY 3.
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Figure 3. I[IpuyuHu HecmabiiabHOCMi KOAiIHHO20 cy21006a

fAK BUOHO i3 pHuc. 3, Ha MepUIXi IIJIaH BUCTYIIa€ HeJOCTaTHS peno3ullia ynaMkKiB (30%) i
TOIIKOKEeHHS epegHLoi XpecTononioHoi 3B’ 13K (25%). B MeHIIid Mipi MaioThb Miciie
TIOIIKOMKEHHS 3a0HbOI XpecTonomioHoi 3B’ s13Ku (15%), 60koBuX 3B's130K (10%), MenickiB (13%) Ta
ypaxeHHs cyrno6oBoro xpsia (7%). Bei i pakTopu mpu3BOOsSTE 0O XPOHIYHOI HECTAbITBHOCTI 3
nopyuieHHsM 6ioMexaHiku cyrino6a Ta pO3BUTKY IIBUOKUX HeTeHepPaTUBHUX 3MiH.

TakuMm 4MHOM, IIOIIPU BUCOKHUH BifCOTOK XipypridyHOTrO JIiKyBaHHS, JINIIEe II0JIOBUHA NAlli€HTiB
mocAriu mobpux GyHKIIOHAIBHUX Pe3yJIbTaTiB, 110 CBIMYUTh PO HEOOXIMHICTh YOOCKOHAIEHH
OiarHOCTHUKM (HemocTaTHE 3acTocyBaHHSI MPT/Y3][l) Ta nokpalieHHs TEXHIKU OCTEOCUHTE3Y
(apmekBaTHa PEMO3UIis KPUTUYHO BazKJIUBa [JIs1 BiMHOBJIEHHS CTabiTbHOCTI).

PanHE BUSIBJIEHHS 03HaK HeCTabGiIbHOCTI Ta€ 3MOT'y CBOEYAaCHO CKOPUTYBAaTHU TAKTUKY JIiIKyBaHHSI.
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IMTocTTpaBMaTMyHa HeCTaOiNbHICTE KOJIIHHOTO Ccyriiofa - KIIIOYOBUM YUHHUK, SIKMU CYTTEBO BIIJIMBAE
Ha QyHKIIIOHANIbHI pe3yIbTaTH.

BHCHOBKH

1.

3a pe3ynbTaTaMM PETPOCIEKTUBHOTO OOCIiAKEeHHs JacTimumu Oynu nepenomu I, Il ta V
tunis 3a Schatzker (60%).

Xipypriune mikyBaHHs Oyi1o 3acTocoBaHo B 91,3% marttieHTiB, ane nuite 50% i3 HUX OOCATIIH
moOpux pe3yIbTaTiB.

T'onoBHOIO MPUYNHOIO HE3aMOBIIbHUX Pe3yJIbTaTiB Oysla HeCcTabiIbHICTh KOJIIHHOTO cyTiioda,
siKa oTpebye 3aCTOCYBaHHS NOAATKOBOI AiaTHOCTUKU.

MPT Ta V3]l moBuHHi 6yTH BKJIIOUEHI O CTaHAAPTHOTO aJITOPUTMY OOCTEXKEHHS IIPU
MMigo3pi Ha CYIyTHI MOMKOMXKEHHS M’ SIKUX CTPYKTYP cyrioba.
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