34 o AR A A 2009 AEES 19 5 L W1 Chinese Journal of Spine and Spinal Cord,2009,V0l.19,No.1

e AR 1 3
FAARI T B FAEA AR 8] 25 B 3 K7 209477 WL

T &, FLAEE KRR ERA
(dbm R =R EE R 100083 db5iT)

(FEZ] BB GRS ORUTT B S0ME N T ME 8] 45 B 40 A 5 S00AE il 1 22 I A ) B 9 A8 1k, 77 3% 12004 41 4 A ~2007
AR 1 WA RSSO 9 A7 AR &0 0TS B 00 N A [ 28 5 4 R £ 3 23 9] P i A Bryan ACTAE R4 17 41, R i
e M AR R 12 4] 5 F Prodise—C A T HEIR] & 6 4], A F7S00ME M R B 4 61, ST 30 it iR R AT AR 3.
12 B 24 A~ A B3 IZ 070 B 300 v S 07 il F AR5 BE Cobb M AR BE 6 KA R AL FAR BT
BURE KR ARJF Odom W4 JOA HREDIHEIT 4> X 3E I VAS IF4r, &R REF 3,12 )k 24 At g
P4 SUME 7% s 3 [T S00AE v S A il TR BE Cobb M1 5 R AT EL#R TG 3 M 22 5 (P>0.05) o AR R SI0AE ih AR K1
FBE ) Bryan A A ] 45 45 5 R 30 )5 ™ I EE (P<0.05) 5 i il Prodise—C 2 3 B3 (P<0.05) , Fifs B4
) Odom JOA 1 VAS P43 55 AR RT3 18 8 (P<0.05) , 2 Bil & A HE B AR Be i A0 F Ak, 1] i BRAS U 5
B ] SR AE | G538 A 4B RUTT B SURE L T[] 48 5 40 R L AR 0 B0 T S00ME 1 |l B A2 B D BE |, Prodise—C 30TME A T
HE [ 3 56F il 8 R R AR B — R MR IEVE

(SRR ] M A TMER & il 2 shohfg |/

doi:10.3969/j.issn.1004-406X.2009.01.008

hESZES R681.5  XEARIREDA X EHS:1004-406X (2009)-01-0034-05

Initial exploration of clinical outcomes of consecutive two-level cervical artificial disc replacement/YU
Miao,SUN Yu,LIU Zhongjun,et al//Chinese Journal of Spine and Spinal Cord,2009,19(1):34~38
[Abstract] Objective:To evaluate the cervical alignment and clinical outcomes of consecutive two-level cer-
vical artificial disc replacement.Method:23 cases with cervical spondylotic myelopathy and/or radiculopathy
undergoing consecutive two—level cervical arthroplasty between April 2004 and January 2007 were analyzed
retrospectively.Of these patients,17 cases underwent Bryan disc replacement(including 12 cases with malalign-
ment of cervical spine preoperatively),6 cases underwent Prodisc —C replacement (including 4 cases with
malalignment of cervical spine preoperatively).The range of motion,neutral alignment,Cobb’s angle at disease
segment,incidence of heterotopic ossification,degeneration at adjacent level and postoperative Odom score,JOA
score and VAS score of each patient at 3th month,12th month and final follow—up were reviewed respective-
ly.Result: There showed no significant difference with respect to the range of motions,the neutral alignment
and the operative segment Cobb’s angles between pre—operation and post—operation (P>0.05).The local kypho-
sis in the patients with Bryan disc replacement worsened after operations (P <0.05),whereas those with
Prodisc—C replacement ameliorate (P<0.05).Also there showed significant difference with repect to the Odom’s
score,JOA spinal function score and VAS neckpain score between pre—operation and post—operation (P<0.05).2
cases were complicated with heterotopic ossification and lose of the range of motion,1 case was complicated
with adjacent segment degeneration.Conclusion:Two—level cervical artificial disc replacement plays its role in
maintaining of the cervical spine alignment and motion preservation.Prodisc-C artificial disc is available for
patients with cervical malalignment.
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