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Fig. 1. Ideal position of two tunnels for PCL reconstruction.
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Fig. 2. Schematic drawing of ideal position in two bundle PCL

reconstruction for reciprocal tension

Preparation of femoral tunnel

Fig. 3. Preparation of femoral tunnel in two bundle technique
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Fig. 4. Postoperative {indings after PCL reconstruction with two bundle technique
Arow indicates the good cooperation of grafted bone in the tibial tunnal.
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