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Posterior cruciate ligament reconstruction for chronic lesions:
clinical experience with hamstring versus ligament advanced
reinforcement system as graft.
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Abstract

PURPOSE: The aim of this study was to compare clinécal and laximedric resulls in chaonic,
isolated posterior chuciate Bgamend (PCL) rupiure repairs, using either a hamstnng grall of an
artilicial igament (garment advanced reinforcemient system (LARSE)),

METHODS: Sixieen patie mmmmﬁMurﬂuamPammmmmm in
a PCL reconstruction using a hamsiring tendon
oil, eight further patients underwent a

procasdure,

with an average age of 29.3 years. All

18 months post-injury. Pre-oparative

1.0n average for the hamsiring group and
pof 24 months, residual posbenos laxity

7 mm for the hamstring group (p < 0.05)
lﬂl..ﬂ.ﬂﬂmﬂ: =< (1.05) with a median




