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Summary. In article discusses the advantages and disadvantages of the
existing treatment of ankle fractures with tibiofibular syndesmosis injury. The
possibility of application of tension band fixation and developed plate in the
surgical treatment of fractures of the ankle with tibiofibular syndesmosis injury.
Clinical observations and analysis demonstrates the high efficiency of the
proposed method of treatment.

Key words: ankle fractures, tibiofibular syndesmosis, surgical treatment,
osteosynthesis, tension band fixation.




