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Dear Editor
We recently read an article written by Leo Nherera
et al. [1]. The authors compared the clinical outcomes of
InterTAN with PFNA in intertrochanteric hip fractures.
We acknowledge their contribution to this field, and they
received some insightful conclusions; however, some
controversies need to be clarified.
First, the research conducted by Yu et al. [2] was actually a meta-analysis, rather than a retrospective observational study as the authors claimed. Besides, no patients
were treated with InterTAN in Yu’s article. There must be
a mistake that needs to be fixed.
Second, in the “Study selection and eligibility criteria”
section, the inclusion criteria were described as “Adults
with intertrochanteric hip fractures with subtrochanteric extension or subtrochanteric fractures,” which did
not correspond to the purpose of this article, because
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subtrochanteric fractures are much different from intertrochanteric fractures, not to mention that this leads to a
greater heterogeneity.
Third, only 188 patients were recruited in 2 RCTs and
these cases were far from enough, given this meta-analysis involved 987 cases and 6 researches. Furthermore,
although the authors claimed RCTs were assessed with
the Cochrane Collaboration’s risk of bias tool, the risk
of bias graph was not found in this study. Meanwhile,
the Newcastle–Ottawa Scale [3] was usually applied for
observational research, the authors claimed they use a
GRACE checklist instead, which is not common in most
meta-analysis. Despite this, the result of the GRACE
checklist was not attached in this article.
Fourth, the included researches were either conducted
in Turkey or China; however, the authors did not mention ethnic bias which could be critical to the conclusion.
Also, only 2 or 3 included researches were applied in
some subgroup analysis.
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The controversies above may weaken the reliability of
this meta-analysis. As a result, more studies need to be
carried out to clarify these issues.
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