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Seo Doo-seok : A Study on Dead Bone Medullary Nails,

SUMMARY

Recently we used to treat the fracture by the intramedullary fixation and
uszd some kinds of metal medullary nails tegether with kuentscher’s nails in this
treatmant, However, in case of a dog and some kinds of bine, it is difficult
to get a suitable metal meduliary nail at any time, and metal nails must be
removed through the operation after cure, It, therefore, is not rational to use a
metal nail for fracture treatment.

This experiment was conducted to study the effects of the substitute bone
nails for metal with twenty heads of fractured dogs which were cared for cure
into veterinary clinic of Cheju college from March 1964 to February 1948, The
obtained results were as follows,

1) The bone nails were completely absorbed into intrameduilary, so we need
not operate the cured animals to remove the nails,

2) We were able to cure the fracture practically and economically, because
bone nails were made cheaply and easily according to various sizes and kinds
of bone,

3) The bone nail was not so strong as the metal nail. However, being filled
in the intramedullary, the bone nails around the fracture were made slow
absorption and disapzared after the osseous intergrowth, So the function of bone
nails compared favourably with the metal nails,

4) In case of simple fracture, the periods of cure averaged-twenty days, 20 we
were able to cut the cure periods by three days, as compared with the previous
treatments,
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