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Litigation of ELLANSE Injection in Aesthetic Medical
Practice: Reassessing the Legal Boundaries of
ELLANSE Injection and Medical Standards of Care
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This case concerns whether a physician’s administration
of Ellansé in a patient’s nasal region—previously
implanted with a permanent Goretex material—constitutes
professional negligence resulting in adverse result. The
court of first instance found that the physician failed
to adequately assess the patient’s medical history and
associated risks, and administered an excessive dosage,
thereby establishing negligence. However, the appellate
court held that causation between the injury and the
Ellansé injection could not be conclusively proven, and
that the physician’s actions did not exceed the bounds
of clinical discretion or violate the medical standard
of care, ultimately rendering a not-guilty verdict. This
case underscores the ambiguity between package insert
warnings and the scope of reasonable clinical discretion,
highlighting the complex interplay between clinical
decision-making and legal assessment. It also serves as
a cautionary note to physicians regarding the necessity
of careful risk evaluation and the critical importance of

maintaining comprehensive and accurate medical records.
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