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A case report of longitudinal arc epiphysis of bilateral protruding toes
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Fig. 1 Feet appearance before surgery Fig.2 X-ray of feet before surgery 2A:left foot; 2B :right foot Fig.3 X-ray of feet 1 year af-

ter surgery 3 A:left foot; 3B:right foot
LR bR L, W H H TI0A J¢ MDLI Xf LEB {1 W5 JE F2 B2 0E 47 1
A5, IEH SR8 MDLI 4 1, LEB 45k & MDLI /T 1, MRI
REAS LU A BL LEB A5 28 58 8, s HOpg A8 A B2, B 7 3 it
X & AT 2 Wi 00T, I R EAR A FHOR Fi B2 i, CT
ANH TN I & W (112 18, (5 24 A~ 08 & 8B fe i,
CT =2 g AR AT REXS I 95 B2 L 2 WA 5 1)

Light'* 564 FH I 7 41 B 78 b1 R, J5 5K Lampropulos
247 PSR P DA T PR IR L0 47 9 F T o 2, AR AR
J FIRAR T IR 095 % o Scott 25 SRR N AM E
BB KT ARIGIT o Choo 45 HNRS 6 A IS ILALEAT
FAIUE B AR IR A DI BR 2 A F48 . 2007 AEBRS1E %)
— AR BE IR A RAEIY + fE + T OGRS AR
Shea %" R LEB 5192 1) 4 JIZE (AL AR XS R 19 TR 7
Jridio TIEATH S SCHR A IR 32, 45 5 A PR E 2 2 %,
FATINA X TARR BN R, T8 B ik R A,
W JUF-AS P BB AR AR, s B 7 BT) o 2 B A, AR o oz ¥
EAEERL T TR A0 s s o FH 25 BB e, i e T
R 0 A 30 i S ) R DD e IO
I SR SR TR R AR B B P 8 AT A
Yo XEFAFRRBORIEE , th T8 B 1k, BEs 2620
DI a2 T B i ) B MRS R A BB AR DL A2 , DR LA
A R AR o TR T R R O A
HKAIBRE BT ALV ER G AL B i L 5, 5 2R A IR
B IEE K o

FERPASCHGE 25 53¢, DR LA 2806 B8, it £ 15 3R 0
ATREMER (LM SR AR B AN A A Z2 48 W T 0 2
HGWR R A HAE TR, FIGE 0 2 A 4 55 13,
A G LB INME . HRTAERAT T RIG ST 45 Rk
SEE PN BRI L REAR IR IE, 1 At B R B AR I A, L
SEXFY St A NN SIS HE M ST VYT Sig
T AELH AT RE DI ) 5L, el SRR 2 SR L B P 5 A 1
kAL SR (el R N e E=RUIPN
EETEAER  SCRK RO B e eSO A BT o B 24K
BRGS0 H7 B 2 4R R SCER RS D B, 18 3G B 4 i

2 % xXx #

[1] Marcdargent FA, Gueffier X, Fraisse T, et al. Longitudinal epi-
physeal bracket of the first metatarsus ( delta bone) [J]. Rev

Chir Orthop Reparatrice Appar Mot, 2007 ,93 (5) : 486 -493.
DOI:10. 1016/50035-1040(07)90331-1.

[2] Jaeger M,Refior HJ. The congenital triangular deformity of the tu-
bular bones of the hand and foot [ J]. Clin Orthop Relat Res,
1971,81:139-150. DOI;10. 1097/00003086 - 197111000 -00023.

[3] Elliott AM,Evans JA,Chudley AE, et al. The duplicated longitu-
dinal epiphysis or “kissing delta phalanx” ; evolution and varia-
tion in three different disorders [ J]. Skeletal Radiol, 2004, 33
(6) :345-351. DOI:10. 1007/500256 -004 -0752-3.

(4] BRBLE ARG, T, T L\ m 5 oA B 8t (4“2 W e i T
[D]. #Fs : sPRgR~,2013.

Chen YL, Zhen Z,Wang JL. Preliminary Genetic Study of Longi-
tudinal Epiphyseal Bracket [ D]. Hunan: Central South Universi-
ty,2013.

[5] Choo AD, Mubarak SJ. Longitudinal epiphyseal bracket [ J].J
Child Orthop,2013,7(6) :449-454. DOI.10. 1007/511832-013
-0544-1.

[6] Light TR, Ogden JA. The longitudinal epiphyseal bracket;impli-
cations for surgical correction[ J]. J Pedia Orthop,1981,1(3):
299-305. DOI:10. 1097/01241398 -198111000-00010.

[7] Lampropulos M, Puigdevall M, Zapozko D, et al. Treatment of first
metatarsal longitudinal epiphyseal bracket by excision before clo-
sure[ J].J Foot Ankle Surg,2007,46 (4):297 -301. DOI: 10.
1053/j. jfas. 2007. 03. 009.

[8] Scott RT,Kissel C,Miller A. Correction of longitudinal epiphyseal
bracket disease with external fixation: a case report with 6-year
follow-up period[ J].J Foot Ankle Surg,2011,50(6) :714-717.
DOI:10. 1053/j. jfas. 2011.04. 0 38.

(9] BR&I, BEFIE , i, T2 m R — L) ] . rhAesh
B4, 2007, 14 (45) . 1008. DOI: 10. 3760/j. issn: 0529 -
5815.2007. 14.025.

Chen J,Yu HJ,Fan SW. A case of Longitudinal epiphyseal brack-
et [J]. Chin J Surg,2007,14(45) :1008. DOI;10.3760/j. issn:
0529 -5815.2007. 14. 025.

[10] Shea KG,Mubarek SJ, Alamin T. Preossified longitudinal epipghy-
seal bracket of the foot: treatment by partial bracket excision be-
fore ossification [ J]. J Pediatr Orthop,2001,21(3) ;360 -365.
DOI:10. 1097/00004694 -200105000-000 19.

(A3 B H9.2021-01-13)

AR5 AR R, Ze . WUt Ak IO e 1 BT ] i
RN LAMBRZR R, 2022,21 (2) £ 199 -200. DOI; 10. 3760/ cma. j.
cn. 101785-202101015-019.

Citing this article as: Qian Y, Jiang H. A case report of longitudinal
arc epiphysis of bilateral protruding toes[ J]. J Clin Ped Sur,2022,
21(2):199-200. DOI: 10. 3760/ cma. j. cn. 101785 -202101015 -
019.





