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Effegt of hyarulonic acid on the tendon/tendon sheath reconstruction. An in vivo
study
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To elucidate effect of tenolysis on adhesion between tendon and pulley after

tenosuture, measurement of gliding resistance between tendon and annular pulley of fore-paw of
canines was performed in five different groups: dogs permitted active exercise under non-load
(automatic movement group), dogs performed tenolysis in third week (tenolysis group 1), dogs
performed tenolysis in sixth week gtenolysis group 11), dogs performed tendon suture only (in vitro
group), and intact normal tendon of contralateral as a control.
The resistance of tenolysis groups I and Il was significantly lower than that of automatic movement
group. The resistance of tenolysis group Il was significantly lower than that of tenolysis group 1.

The resistance of tenolysis group Il was lower than that of tenolysis group I. Sixth week may be a
more favorable term for tenolysis to improve the gliding resistance than that of the third week, in
which sutured tendon may have not been completely repaired yet in canine.
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