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How to perspect proximal junctional kyphosis of adult spine deformity
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FREAFTEABRBRERERERA L, RBAZESY, MAEETHEREFEERKTFH, LHL
AWRIRKREFHETT AS BAERENL, MAEBKFHBERL BMG LR, BB ARG mk b T B
etk J& & w5 7% (proximal junctional kyphosis, PJK) 89 & £ &5l R KX % F 469X, BT, AS RE PJK
BRI R AT s B ak A b Bl R AR RGIEAERT L AL PIK #9% 27 B A48 % A4l PJK Z )
X A7 XL EHT R A KA EARZENG R L, RSB A KA E 42T AS K& PJK
09 K AN BAR K e B F R T R E A

BRER (I AFEZRMEE _ERSR 310009 /)

BEAE N E 2 Al B FERE AN AR 8 3 1 208 3R AR VA AR O o™ B e A SR BT B 1 AR A A e AR T O R T
SRSV 4 R R AT AR OGBS A, v T AT R B, AR SR8 0 K TP B A S A BT R T IR A
HEM M rb R B9 AN W7 36 22 30T 36 28 S X 1™ (proximal junctional kyphosis , PTK)/E 4 475 B [ 2 J5 5 UL 31 &k &
FUEITZ R .
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B AR AR 5 T 5 28 B P S ™ (proximal junctional kyphosis , PJK) J2 48 78 6 H il A 7R 5 78 fil G 30 3 B A&
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AT AS (BF AT PIK A RUSE B 28 X0 T CE A0 F ARG 7 0 %, Kim 2% 99 M) i 55 /0 2 AR Bl Ui
14 [l JE Mk B 5% R B, A 5 A B RV P& 52 e PIK 19 & AR RS 8 J BRI R A (=5em) s A5 8 A, i 31
BN LL A TK<10°; AR BT IR TR 7 (= 5em) s 4R 6% 55 2 LLE AR ATA A E 8945 IFAE , Glattes S5 i 115 B A
Jo Rl G RS PIK & ARy USRI 58 & IR G N TR 2 2R G0 I 8 1T A A i 468 R 11 SR IR T 26 A 8 02 2 3 PIK
EAMAER R ZE . DeWald FF%F 13 Fl4E YT 65 % 19 AS BE AT T 5 M BETTITF ST, I h B 5T s 2> AR i 2



of A HA A 2 R 2014 AR5 24 B85 8 M1 Chinese Journal of Spine and Spinal Cord ,2014,Vol.24 ,No.8 685

PYK & AR 0 KU FRLZR 76 B BB P 14 S8 3 vy, 22719 oM A 1A [ 2 2 AN T 3l B b s B0 A 7 M8 A S i

PJK 5 I % il -G ME 4 (upper instrumented vertebra, UIV ) f£7E — € & & . Watanabe 5791 10 4 AS 35 JF & PIK
HEAT T LRI ST B PIK 43 R AN 58— 2 R A2 T ULV AH AR HEPR R A7, iX R 2T Y PIK & A FE AR J5 W0
CFEI3 A1), 2 BU™ S0 E SN R 2 DB S2 801 5 05— 28 & AR QBT MEIAR He 48 Pk Br , 08 & 2B A6 AR 5 3 16 1 39
CFY3 33 A7) A L ATAT 22 hBE B2 3 7 A Ry, B I 0% SRR T 2 7 | v % 1 B gt A8 FLR 1T & O J2 PIK
RAERFERHZ

H AT X PIK % A= B L RS 1 JE 58— & 18, PR an el 30877 PIK 19 & AR A5 AP FE 8L 2 4+, Hart SFPF58 T 28
B4R 3T 60 % AS R TR M A FHHEPR g R B 58 45 3 o | 15 R BT BB 15 0 S8 R S T8I O 28 B
W B KA T A R IR B 6 I 0 13 B R G 2 LR E T EATBE A Lattig O HE TR MMEE I
i[85 7 Ml L B FG T 0 55— AR AR R AT R K R N5, BE A ORI 22 A M TR SB35 B TR R I, B T H D AERER
PR RO A T 5T 22 06, <R i A RE St g R 1 T T AS B, Helgeson 48745 X} 283 44l 8 35 4T T [l 14 31
i HE S AR IBET A [ W 2 B0 T AR BLE T  R A R B0 JE R TR T R (EUR R R A T AR R T IR [
A PR, b3 il G T A AR A S AR MR ET B AN BB B A A AT UM T T AS B RATTXS T IR AS
BEARG LI PIK 09— 2L 2006502 . (1) B Wm0 A8 35 bk e b AL IR ST 3R L 7 P B AR 5 R R T sl i /K R a5 (2)
LA il 530 B HE K B T10 A Al AR 49 5 (3) TOUAE 3kt G 2¢ 1k 30 52 AR THT S ™ IO T7 T8 [ T9 5 (4) A v S sk e 3 43 1 of
LR Rl G AR Y L DG SR L B 5 (5 ) L s A 7 PR Al 8 R RS 5 4 sk G A 45 48 0 O T 4 5 (6) [l I i
I A NG o R R T SR Y SR AT TE AS 2 3 TR YT RSN H A B R X, A AR R U AE R T
il AR J7 S0, NS AT AR % & B PIK A DG B & 6 K 3R, 6 T Rl G5 Be Y 5 458 10 25 45 el IR T80 R0 9 0K THT A A gt
TTER6 2 I8, R R sk e RS PIK 19 & A=
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