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Abstract: Osteoporotic fracture is one of the most common skeletal system diseases in the elderly, which has the characteristics of

high incidence, high disability rate, high mortality, and high medical cost. Because of the poor bone quality, comminuted fractures

occur frequently, the stability of internal fixation is poor, bed stay time is long, and incidence of refracture is high. Therefore, the

surgical treatment of osteoporotic fractures continues to challenge orthopedic surgeon. This paper reviews and summarizes the

principles and techniques of surgical treatment for osteoporotic fractures in recent years.
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