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Birth Fracture of Femur

Ho Jung Kang, M.D., Hui Wan Park, M.D,,
Jun Seop Jahng, M.D. and Jae Do Yoo, M.IL

Department of Orthopedic Surgery, College of Medicine, Yonsei Universily

Bone injuries of the extremities can be found in 0.2-2% of all living newbomns. The
mast common location of the fracture was clavicle, and followed by humerus, femur in
arders, Fractures of the femur are relatively rare. Authors have analyzed 9 cases of the
femoral shaft fractures in the newborns, treated at Severence Hospital from Janvary 1985
to March 1992 Seven cases were born by Cesarean section, two cases were by normal
spontaneous vaginal delivery. Vertex presentation were three cases, breech presentation
were five cases, and transverse presentation was one case. The mean birth weight was
293kg and four cases were born in prematurity. The location of fracture were seven cases
in proximal shaft, one case in mid shaft, and one case in distal shaft

The type of fractures were all spiral fracture except two fractures. Five cases were
reated by splint and 4 cases were treated by traction method. No further immobibization
was needed for 8 cases but two weeks long leg cast after splint was applied for one case.
Twao cases of complication were noted. Skin necrosis developed due to the traction o the
popliteal fossa and thigh, but there was no complication due to circulatory disturbance.
Two cases showed minimal anterior angulation of femora, and no fuctional deficit were
found, but bony protrusion of proximal femora were palpated.
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= Fig. P-a. Roenlgenogram sh-
ow spiral fracture of
right proximal fema-
e,

bye. Anterior-posterior
and lateral rmoen-
tgenogram at 13
months show good
unon.
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Fig. 2—a. Roentgenogram show sprial fracture
of right proximal femur.

be. Antenior-posterior and lateral roen-
tgenogram at 12 months show god
union.
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Fig. 3-a Koentgenogram show transverse fracture of the distal fermur.
b. After 2 weeks immobilization with long leg alluminium splint, much callus was found.

e Anterior-posterior and lateral roentgenogram at 9 months show good union,
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