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Total Elbow Arthroplasty for the Fracture of Elbow Arthrodesis Site
- A Case Report -

Myung-Ho Kim, M.D., Joong-Bae Seo, M .D.*, Sung-Su Hwang, M.D.

Department of Orthopeadic Surgery, Dankook University College of Medicine, Cheonan, Korea

Total elbow arthroplasty is arelatively rare procedure compared with total knee or total hip arthroplasty. Total elbow
arthroplasty for bony ankylosis is even rarer, and the results are often unsatisfactory. We report a patient who gained
good mohility of the elbow after total elbow arthroplasty for the treatment of fractured arthrodesis site with which the
patient had lived with for 12 years.
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Fig. 3. After repeating insertion and removal of trial
components until the range of motion reached 0-130
degrees, the implants were inserted finally with bone
cement.

Fig. 5. One year after operation, there was no loosening
on simple x-ray.
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Fig. 4. The fange of motion was about 10 degrees of
flexion contracture and about 130 degrees of further
flexion intraoperatively.

Fig. 6. The range of motion was 25 degrees of flexion
contracture and 120 degrees of further flexion.
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