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Sonoelastography  of the  tendons  and  ligaments: 
diagnostic  potential  of the  method (literature  

review) 
A.M. Yurkovskiy 

EE  «Gomel  Stat e Medical  Universit y» 
 
 

According to the literature data the diagnostic possibilities of sonoelastografic study of tendons and ligaments in 
normal and pathological states are evaluated. The conclusion about the need for further investigation of this technology 
potential is made in order to define its diagnostic value in ligament and tendon injuries. 

Key words: sonoelastography, tendons, ligaments. 
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