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The progress of diagnosis and surgical treatment for

lumbar foraminal stenosis
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JUE M M (8] L B2 22 5 (lumbar foraminal stenosis, LFS)
e UL AR AT PR, B 7 1 e 1] AL AT R E
TR P 2 MR 52 AR DR 1 mT R B T ORIR R R S E
FIEEN S FRGI PR L 5 22 56 e A 1] 485 318 A8 1 o ok 760 R A
FPEIF OO, 01X HE ] FL P A AR LA L X AL
A5 FBCLFS 12, T ELRE R B3R YT S 1 1E 6 ) E
FL 2 FHUR G 80 RS 22 A 50N B 45 A T R 5k I 45
AR B, DRI TE A AR 2 W R YT LFS iR
B, EH L LFS 2 W LT AR T I R EEAR IR

1 LFS 8igln

Jenis A An"F 44 28 TV A 18] FL A% HE S R AL A
AEAR ) T =5 AR T BBl B %) 2 X3, H P 8 A e
HANMERALE A X, LR LAMES IR TS, FRART
PiMES AR 1%k, TSR b MRS T ZRIME [|) 45 )5 A 4%
Jo FE R AT GE AT MEAR R B AT L OE I BT A A L&
[ T% A4 159 T o VR T A E) FL 55 B R 20~23mm ), FE ¥ 8~
10mm, i BN 40~160mm?> M, B HE )L i1 545 4 18 28
AT i H M D7) 8 w2 R AIE G R G AR B IR
RS R | R A e I8 ol A A0 7 45 5 SO [7) FL T 25 i 2
TR RE T R TR AR AR T GE AT I R 2 AR A ST
B PRAE PRRVAAE | U4 3K LFS 12 Wi AH 56 (B2 A% 2 46 A
AV R T CE W NPl 8
11 BRI R E

LFS 7 AR AT PR R AE 1Y 8%~26%!", i A F AR 2K
W LE A AF S 1 25%~58% , EEAE ] LBk 7% 4 & F 14/5
FLS/ST 5 B, Aota ZFPURIE 14/5 A1 L5/S1 43514 52% il
48% ,Jenis 1 An 1 % Bl 13/4 L4/5 F1 L5/S1 535 5 5% .
15% 75%.
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1% (T1-weighted imaging, TIWI) HI T2 f#Lf% (T2-
weighted imaging, T2WT) b W% 5 MR AL Al o7 K 5 IR o7 HE:
[ L 2 A 5, T LT LAUR S B B 22 MO 2 K b B A7
B IR AR I PR A BORFSE R MRL K A5 44 R LES
i O R A 1) T AR,

— 2 L AL AW MY MRT, BR 4 44 7] FLAE 25 ol
2 MR BN U o 2 MR T 25 B 19 10 S | i o A ) AL e A
B9 MRI 2 9% & 48, T VA0 Al D) AL gk 78 et B0,
Wildermuth SFHEE T TIWI SR A7 HE [H] FLIE 25 Fil il 2 4R 4
LA 17 o 2 M 4 R M R FL B 22 MRL P &2 58, 40 0-~3
P (P 1) .0 G, 10 F HE ] FL 220 RE o8 B4 |, HE ) 8 5
SN FE 2 AR TR G DT 25 OE 5 1 4, e A )
FLAAE BRSPS il 57 5 AL 8 Bl 28 4R 52 9, vh L A
V) FLpe 7, i My dke 2 WY 6 4S540 B 8 1 0 AR 53 40, o A A
(AL A, w2 AR LRG0 U0 AR OR | Attias 55 P
TIWI AR ABLHE R AL = AR BR (LRI R, LR 4R,
TFGBR ), AR A ) FL A B 7 T G A A )L B 2 4
4 9.0 9, IR MER AL 1 9%, FRBMARII M %2 9, -
SRR PRAR I 53 P, LRTR IR NAR I % . Lee 55193
F TIWT ZAR A B 28 AR TR LN U7 % it 2 AR T 265 066 A i) AL
BeAEST A 4 Y% .0 G METRFLIE 5 51 S, 0 B M el AL g %%
ot 28 A PR U 8 P AN ARG D7 1] L 2 il 2 AR TR 25 T8 ek
AR 2 G, v A ] FLBE AR R 2R AR ] I B U A AT 1) L
THR ARG T 53 S, MM AL A8 i R
TEAS A

i 96 FHEMRI LA 1 MR /X R R G B8R ik =
A X M ] AL B A B B LA — o W AN AR T, Xl AR T A
I gE A Betr 4 508 X, Hih L Wildermuth 43 4% & 4t i
PR AR E3R 5 20 R AT A — SR 24k ()AL I
MRIT J AR AV b A ] FL B R |, A 45 45 4l 437 RS IR 97 1 9 B
AR5 (2) 4 P R G TS v R WA 5 (3) B > 5 DR
ARAG 5 5T, 12 W LFS 7726 50T 0 I BE 4 2% 5 (4) XHid T
W RERFARAMEPESG S B AR,
1.2.2  LFS #13¢ MRI % & iy 0 55 k& iy % BLAM ER iz
MRI #5 A5 7E 2 W1 LFS FE7E R R | — 22 3 2 il 37 1
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IAGRE A RIS £ K 3 & LES 12 W i HESH P, Eguchi %0
F 2011 4F 1 KRB MRI 78 805k & 1% (diffusion tensor
imaging, DTI) XJ LFS (2 Wi (8, %54 3% 9] DTI A& x5t
LFS 2 Wi 4 i FH 5 5 (0% ) b 35 {8 F 3 B MRT A9 {5 BH 1 %
(45.8%) , W5k DTT A% 32 41k i £ 2k 7R B3 B w] LATC A T8 Il
VLS B A0 AR EAT B R Z RO (18] 2) o Aota 551
it #E 3L PR B #E i 52 (magnetic  resonance myelography,
MRM) 2 5512 W7 LES B9 4¢3 4 [F] i 45 1 MRM JC 38
TAFAE 2719 B Ay 1] L e 74 T JC vk 5l 2 KL MR 5
SUE B LFS 4 . 2014 4F Nemoto S8F] Ji] = 4E fa 25
K B M B {8 (fast imaging employing steady state
acquisition, 3D FIESTA) H A i 5 B LU Re bk R T WL 40 £
A A 0 45 K R R B RR A R AR 12 BT LS /Y TR
S5 3R W] 3D FIESTA 5 (R (7 12 W7 1) S0 M AR S5 44 4331
1 100%F1 97% ., Beoh A 27 F O i ME R MRT A1 T3
WA L5 380 A (7] L AR 1510 45 ) B P 22 AR 52 T O, 0% B MIRI
¥4 2 R AL 1T ¢ T v Tt Sz e I LB 95 0L

IR AR A A T BEXE LFS 12 W7 00 o 0 7 R AR
JEE BT B MR, FR X0 G A B I 4 AR R A
I R 22 O RE AR B AR CIE Y
1.3 KR I L2 B

G b 2 I A AT 18] FL B 7% AN 8 R AT Wi PRAE
AR BT LLZ BT LFS B 28 45 5 I KRR B, LFS B 1l %
B 28 AR 52 T 4 RE RORAAE , R IR IR AR LTS 1 A

Q@ )

S S VAR 559 AT I — S R AR M e I A0 T PRI RN A
AL AR B Kemp fIEAF . Yamada 55O — J50 i B X
WIS & BT R R 78 LFS R 0 R LE RN 76%, B35
155 T 7R T A 45 B 25 9 R 1Y 35% ., Watanabe S5 HIZ GE A 37
AR T] N IR 1) & 2R 2205 31 50% R 4690 5 35 L2 1t R R AiE
A Bl T DR e o T AR A AR E . A A=A 4t Kemp fiE
J& LFS M B ARAE Z —  Kemp fiF S 35 W HE 1] 2 55 0] sf
S SO [ FL B A i i, DT A IR bR o D BH
HAE LFS B h W R A o 79%~85%M, 1 5 1k #i 484
BHLH & /R M AR BTZ W LFS R B PR 2 —  RHEH T £
AT BUME ) FL Bk A% v 1) i DR 5% AT 5 B o, 9K i 3ok 5%
i 2 KR BEL T AN RE AR f . 565 300 00 5 5 02 24 R A i) LA A
I A1 35 45 A 20 AR LV 2 — R AT QA A LA A IR e
A5 10 BORY 322 45 I S RER-1203

e PR AT HR | AT 20 1) 4 A B 45 45 i B G A 2 12 T LIS
RS S W B AR L (1) N R LG B R
SR U R BRSO (2)Kemp EBIYE ; (3) 518
i At 22 A AL FL B 78 5 (4) 3 16k bt 2 AR BEL oty 2 0 o 384
TR EAE T (5) A H v g UM A 00 st sk
72N, B2 LFS Ak S 30 H 35 00 b 1) 1 B AR 1k 2 g
LRI M 1) FLAE 52 45 2 1 R B0 E B A8 | N % 254 LFS
HAFTE 5 (6) 15 BB 10 B2 AR 24 46 45 Bt 40 DT MRM | &4z
MRI % 3D FIESTA %,

Bl 1 Wildermuth £ 1 A9 JEAREAE ML 2 MRL 23209 a O QIEH  MEMFLEMBDESEZIE b 1 U2 AN FLI 7 | BRI A Bk S H A5 RE
FERAALEMAM ¢ 2 b BEMER AL AT IR U Bk WL AU r L SE i 2o R d 3 S FEAE R LA MR RUR RIS T e B 2 A
MR DTL 7R EET a XU L3 (L4 L5 2 S1 M MR 35 B e 2k M IEH b A7 M LS B2 AR Afe (6] L X r B 2 | 3 7 fe ) L B 7% 2 LS
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2 LFS W&

FELES R 9 B i 0 2 2 AR ST IR YT
TEILYT | AR S AR BT R 24 10 T B 8 6 P A 28 AR B iy 419,
RS IRYT TC AL 20 IR H I N T RIAYT T
HE TB] FLAL T FE S5 0 8 e 5 P B B0 25 IRV 3R 1 22 7 1l
P, W BE A W ER B B R AR RS e R
1R e, H ETE XS HE R LA 1 T R r i 2 . MR AE )
U7 U s 19 7 2K Ry A O 2 ] 4 9 s R Dl
2.0 (AR

T )L TP 42 il 4 300 e 18 00 38 A i R /S A
T Al T 2 B AT FL 25 4, DT 6 i A [0 L o 32 0 TR
R, 35 A 1] AL 2% D HE IR T H g o AR I 1R T HL IR & 25
BN ] 43 Ay 0k 5 1] 2 8 T N M 5 ARVE TR 2R 4 [ e R ]
G AR E A
201 RSRIE A CE BN MR E s TR G AR
ERG, ML A LFS MK ZH EEA Coflex X~
stop . Wallis Fl Diam 4§, L3497 LFS M & , Hok i B 2 2
T RS () 2B TR S () 3 ) O S M T AL R B T AR BR
A AT 2o B S A R B A A B A AR MRS Celik S5
[a] JB5E 1 BF 5% % R, Coflex %% ¥ ¥ A J HE 8] L = B2 AR Ry
19.95mm 4 /il & 25.05mm , [F) B 295 F 5 45 $00 3T 43 (visual
analogue score, VAS) MR T 1Y 7.85 SR ZE 1.7 43 . Richter
SO T IS 1 B 5T R IR Coflex %€ B A AT I 25 0 35 AR 3
HIE R R B, Wan 0% 8 22 4F LFS 83517 X-Stop
NS K IR e A sk A A7 BsF ) A ] LT L 0 B v 3R
AR AT 32mm? 1.1mm & 1.8mm, Sobottke Z5!8[n]
ISP 43 B = i 2 (] 2 8 X —stop \Wallis I Diam # A Y
It R 255 MR [E) FLAB Ak, AR S5 = b 0 2 1) 2 5 X6 I PRRE R
G R R AR s M TR) L AR | T BE R B
FEHEINIC I L X=stop B 2,

RS ) 2 B I — AU R R B, PR
Pt 0B A 4ERR LS R IR D AT RYT E/N A
fRT 8, T AR WAL R R T 58 B, PR I i )3 A 2 41 M4 Jo 55
SR RS ) B EIR YT LFS — AN A W AN B, A
T MEHEAS TS AR B B DG g T IR AR T
AR AR SAIEMO 5 (8] 26 B AR DG I 9 A RE 0 45 R 5
B HE B) 25 v B R A MBS o™ S 2% ) 2 i o7 1k 2 A
s,

212 HESAREIBRGEE LBk I A HE AR
ETHE R G TIT w] X HE [B] FL B #2980 o Schlegel SFU0%) 7 A
R 10 A2 3l 1 Be AT A S AR [ IF 43 54 T Smm A
10mm, 45 8 WoR Smm £ H 0 7 4> iz 375 B i HE ] L 98
W&, 10mm I 05 9 4~32 3h 5 B 0 #E 8] AL % 45 055 1
B HEMR 5 S B B 5 S HOR " HE IR L 5 15 T ) HiE TRl LBk 7
U A . Inufusa SFP7E 6 HLBT &7 /R (1) 14 .15 J& S1
ROHE = ARATH AL ISOLA 518 R SRS 43 B XS 14/5
1 L5/ST KR PEAT 2mm 4mm .6mm  8mm F1 10mm #E 5 42
FEIT 85 5 BoR 2~6mm $ T If AE ] £ 5 2% =5 B A ) L s

JEE B Bk 38 W S, 6mm £ T B 14/5 A1 L5/ST A ] L 1
BT BN T 22.6%F1 39.2% , KT 6mm 4% JF 1 4fk 7] L K
AN IE-2 5 TN 6mm IR O ] LN R d i
1, 3 B B0 T T i 5 OB ME 2R AT B
2,13 HMEE]FL G G A ME ) A 0 TR AR ] L g
ZE T TR R — DR A a2 2 Ay s A [ il 5 44
oA T B P8 f 495 Jon A ] -FL g 3 AR TR AR 3k 300 00 B % 114 e
(] AL F] 22 980 FE 1) H Y . Chen SFRUYE 9 LT 6if )7 R 19 1.4/5
FLL5/ST e[ B A BAK HEIFL5 25, 4558 BR L4/5
L5/S1 75 Beb 8] £ )5 2 i JE 20 B3 T 37.19% M 45.1%,
(7] A4 [0 L T8 R 23 S0 38 0 T 29.0% 1 33.8% , it W Afk [A] il
i T LA S 30 A (] L 09 A B TR AR, DA TAT e S AR 7] L
BesE  Wang SFP7E 16 B /N B AR AS L3/4 HE ] Bl g
HETR] Rl 5, R LM 1) Fl 45 8 AS AL T S8 285 1 Jim Afe 18] L i
JE TR AR, L8 0% 52 A0 A0 208 1 A A I L ) B

A A 2 A PR L o A [ A 2 I N A
HR R EY [ 2 % A (5] FL A 2% [A] 4298 Oliveira EPHEAT T —
T 5 1 28 B AR A A A % A 1] 2% 52 A (extreme lateral
interbody fusion,XLIF) [A14298 K IG Y7 21 i HE ] £L Bk %5 5k
PEAEAS A SR B RS PEATIE AT 545 7 4 A I 7 A 7]
Wil v B A 7D FL o o e ) L v R AR A T AR R i 4 )
HOmT 41.9% .13.5% .24.7% 33.1%, Castellvi &3 F
A AT Y AT T AER 2 PEAT 1 — I 60 i) 8 2 1 I IR Il o 4
BE5E, 45 Rt 7n XLIF A5 B Z0HE 6] B 5 BZ 54 m T 67%
[A] LT AU I T 24%~319% MES TN T 7%, K)e 3
A FN T SR VAS P90 PF 4 S Oswestry B fiE it i 45 £
(Oswestry disability index,ODD) ¥ 5 AR {8 E MM L, 5
VLA A% 42 08 T RS B T AR L, XLIF 1T 36 5 A A i 6
TR i T A s S0 4 5 P R 8 R 4 PR B K o 4
PR, B AP S TR TR B9 I JAE Al 2 AR A r
05 RIS 8% 40 2R A Al I AR 1 XILIF A7 7E — 250K
S QNS R B SE BRURE KL T LS/ST A ) % S B i) 3G
TE 15/S1 W BT AR M AMBTE M &t AR AP 2 R
28 S AR, T 3 5 20 B AR /N BT T # K
SR W TR I R KRB
2.2 HEWE

e TR) FL L 422 08 s 2 i 3 b % e ] FL 3500 A4 45 g e
M ST GE ST B T S AR A RS S r A AR
SEHEYIR, IRBIM AR B TR 9T HE AL B 2 E 1 H
1 AR T AR A B AN [7) 73 o J5 IE B R SN B R
JRIRE AR
221 JEIETARE  EAEJS IE A B2 AT SR B U
AR T AR T AR i 2 — o ISR IE A B RE S 5T
53 4 W8 AL R 7 G5 R WSS B MEAR B T SOG4
Watanabe S5 [R] 551 23 B 28 JEARE J5 IF HP A 56 A7 M2 A A (7]
fil 5 AR (posterior lumbar interbody fusion, PLIF)JA¥7 (1) 31
i LES 585, AR v U 3 AL 4 2 AR A D) B B R 6 T 58
KT UIBR, 45 R R H A B #HPh 2 (Japanese Orthopaedic



468 ot [E 2L R 2015 4EES 25 55 5 1)

Chinese Journal of Spine and Spinal Cord,2015,Vo0l.25,No.5

Association, JOA) PF4r MR BT AY 17.1 F3- & =5 2 A& WK B 1 1)
M 24.9 453 . Seong 5525 i 24 R PLIF A3 R b 1) B3 Ak Al R ¢
TR KTIRIT 2B LES, 3+ 5712 Y B A Fn 0G5 28 6
U R R, S5 AR PR R SRR R E R 2 A
IERRE M il 380 W 3Bk 22 5 B A B s Hs [ o R TR 1
i) K H i S 2 A T O [ E AR A BRI [ E R
32 0 [ 2 AR IR R RE KRR IR, 4 42%
57%., 2012 4F- Morimoto %55 FH 8 75 1 7 3 ixf M A & 1F
rRA BB AT AR [ i B A [ FL R VA T 26 B8] LES
B ARG JOA PRA» BOME IR FLpe 25 8 35 oo, RS JG I HE
REE KA AN 1) H B TR M = B

AR B ME J5 I Hp A B A 0 285 4 O I R S BT S A
L S 08 M 1) FL 35 P 0 B T2 R B ME S LY TRl Bt Ry T
FE A3 VR AN A5 AT A R (1 4 B 4 M A0 O 5 S MEAR
U 3 T B 45 5 e AN i ) T oA B R R A Al R X
D) FL O, 7T R 3 SO AN FE R [ L Nl 28 4RO
2 AR 2 32 BIHUAOE 38 AR AF 3R] R R R R
RESEAFAE SN B J5 R 22— B R AR I R R 9T 546 LIS
7 TG A H M A e 24 I A AS g IsF o L o 39k 458 2 A )5 1 o
ABETFAR,
222 JEAMUARE Ch T G A S OE T AR XS
D5 0 LR B P A 1 B VR AR A S0 A T A S A
A B C BRIz A . HRTERXT LFS 3397 169 A 5
AMIA [ 32 A T 55 05 A (Wiltse A B ) F1 G4 T A
i) FL A FEEAE S S A I RE 0 T 42 b 08 A Il FL R G
ATl ZEAR

()57 1EH A Wilise T 1968 441 i 28 22 24 LR %
= T 1 M2 A 52 1 R A B 80 et s B E ) N
TFIEMES 2T A Wiltse A 28 WLIR] B 3% 36T 2 41 20458 44
JIN B 6 i du 5% T ME JS AN 285 K, 20 R i HE 55 UL P AR
AAFZE LG, Fujibayashi 52l B M 7357 28 Wiltse A PR
JF I LFS B 16 ), AR5 JOA W43k 2 5N 89.1%,IA N
% Wiltse A JHTT7E ELAOL T OGME (R FLUE , J2—Fhid 4
B AN /AN TR YT B2 B — AT PR BA S A Y PO
i, 2855 0E TP A ORI TR ME R FL ISR FE IR YT LES 4 39197 4L
G EH A PLIF {697 LFS Y7208 2 .

(2) BB ME D FLAE o 30T 47 R B & U1 AR (1 & R
e AR A St SR A T A ] L 98 € FE I R I
FEIE B M D PL A B A T L o T A = . DY B
2t 1 HE ) 45 R 2 8 @B I 061 61T, AT SR q
g U A i) FL s 5 DT R84 Ml 25 AR

Yamada 55BN 5 A7 26 A 1] LA % 7E 2 e R AT
HER]FLISEIR YT 1Y LIS fE & 46 ] (b 32 A5 M I A ]
™ 26 ) ARREHEMN™N 20 $1]) 44 19 (95.7% ) 85 T A
TEARJG B0 20 Z2 g ARA 9 46 (8 35 A Ji5 BE DT b 750 BT i
i bR (GRS PR AR T 8 B8] Al M 1), R IR )R
THUCH L JRRE IR 55 38 745 Tk A O 17 A7 7 R R 6 A
SRR AT A TR FL R AR T IR I AT 2R A e A 0

1 LES M35 . 2014 4F Ahn S5P22 )% A B4 T 47 HE 8] L
FEARGST 33 ) B PEME ] fL e 78 19 LES &, T RIS
] 24 55.6min, AR J5 AR 89 205 44 R 93.9% , o i R #
81.8% . LN g i AR 25 Je A S B B3 AR 27 >0 i 44K B %
FOARATHE 18] AL A T] 22 2 A7 0B 7 LIS, Jo HAS 5 4R
E AR S R MER LR AR M A ) R
OGN G G BOME AR ke B V) B R i 3 509% A R T BT 1k AR R
R HE AN TS B 1 BT

XoF T R AfE (] L™ F B A 0 LIS SR, AR E
OG5 98 61 A DI B | I 5 24 B 9 [ Fml 45 . 2014
AF Kim SR T SRR T 28 M 8] L AR A 5] kA R
(minimally invasive transforaminal lumbar interbody fu-
sion, mi—TLIF) 275 7T LA 3 540 X500 2 A A [0 FL B2 25 D 3%
B, X 66 1 LIS A 69 A~ Biny R T & AR R MRI #E47
E A A3 AT, AR R A (] FL v B I L e R E A ] AL
d5 /N BOHEAS, T AR B 3 I, BT R mi-TLIF R
ASCAT AT [5) 00 Afe 5] L e 2 4 0 e TT L W LA 5 o A ] e
B A GE B A ] LR 00 ) R A S 22K
i 3zt B i—TLIF X XS0 A AfE (1] AL B A BB 0%, 2014
4 Lin M1 Chiang ) [1JEPE 43 A 48 {51 XA A 8] L 5% 7 /14
LFS 47 (3 52 A1 B ioAR U7E B 0N B8 T a1 i)
IS5 — 0 DG 5 5 5755 B XA DK 4 OG5 98 5 19 0 A ] AL .
PWUE ARG 11 VAS Fil SF-36 AR 2 e R
A L 7 XA A [ £ TAT AR B M 0 T R A A T 2 g
T, TR EE RS G A 55 LY B2 B R AF AR, A S mi-
TLIF A % 447 06 7 SUIHE ] FL3R A% 19 LFS,

A BERIF Y e R 3 A A 5 AR AR U1 B S T ) 3k A ] AL
PWERCR . Yamada 55 PO nl 5 AfF 5% 38 o8 ME (3] LA B 76
BB AR T 474 5 AR R 23 U BRI IR T 50 ) LES B84
AR F 3 1 U1 B b AL AE A SR TR 2R 43 98 % 35 3mm,
il 52 Fe g Bl 2 AR 1) BB 7 38 3 9 e A 80CR 45 2R B s AR
FL s BE AR BT 5.4mm 35 R F AR S5 19 8.9mm , K J5 M 5 R Bt
A B AR (8.7£1.6)mm , 156 B AE 5 AR T 43 VI B& ol 47
BRI LFS, HAR S AE = AR AT T 36 12 80 18 ) P U T Y
L 2

AR T AR SR IE v A B ) FL R R, A SR A
AT AT H BT Ze e ) LA B T RIS EARA T
AP 3 . QOXF IS 7 045 L IA) B o P 445 ) T R AR A 5 )
FE 0% 75 43 Sk 98 M [0 L B B Xk A 1] L0k 5 (R i s S
il 25 A1) 2 7 D 5 (DN 2 A B S AR K 10 I A
FRRBEAS o R T St () LA B8 T R AT AR AE — L8 Ry PR
PE, AT AR B A SO e AR BRI A B BE
Ui 2 2T M2k e AMBBI T SR AR 2 E) A B A TR — SE T R E
Do R R T RS A [ e e R 28 AR 4B A A 1431361
B A RO 5800 25 380, MR JS AN B TR ol A 806 97
LES (BT 5 KAEAS 2 rbls (I B 14 1) BB X BECBIE 50 34—
A PPA A B B 2tk

223 TIEBEA AR A s 2 Uil O Bk R
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o e 78 M ] FL B HEWUE . 2013 45 Shin S5 4347 40
191 22 15 6 Gl B T M P N S AR T L 0l s R T S A ) il
K (anterior lumbar interbody fusion, ALIF) [F] B Bt & J5 %

25 B HE 75 R ] Y A ok TS AL M M A e A T L e
A, GRS I PRAE IR KA (] LR/ i 35 s | 3R
T Bl BT B2 T AR A AT 3l B AR ) J7 1 IR, BB 8 A 2K
b P (1) L HR R (EVE A LA A B T R TR IR R
S AL A L B0 i PR B AT R SR B B o A R

RIT I EE A 1 BITEARIS KA EER I, IERE (L5/S1
5 B AL B " H 1 O GG AR TR SR,

3 BREMRE

LFS J&—Fi i ILAY B AL B AT RSO . LES 2 Wi 2258 5>
S5 R R UL R A4 A, LFS (Y FRAE PRI PR 3R 2L 45
B B Kemp fiE AR SLAIRE] R JROR 45, H AR ML
M MRI & LFS B i M #8244 T B, MCHI PR
e E2A 34, Hh P Wildmuth 4090 R G007 iR, H X
S Ir G R GEXT LFS WIIRYT 7 R M T AR A HE 1048 5 &
SUATRR o ARG B — SE0 (4 5248 22 K A BRI MRM DI
T 3D FIESTA 550932 M, SEAR 2 HOR BE 45 8 i 1 3t

LWAIE IR LFS,

T ARG T AR ME I LB 7 s e 119 J7 203 D R
(5 2 i 12 Ul ) 9 AR 4 11 AL o) K i B A [
3 R ) BN A ) e A S S AR R T[]
T i XLIF (8] $s 2 A g i se iz —.
PR AR S T AR AR A [ 30 IE AR R M
B R IS A B . 5 IE H A B T AR DR A A 45 4 1
EH#FEMTU&E BB AR E YR JE AU A B TR T

TR 2R ) FLA B T AR AL LERR S5 A IR D | [a] i
n ?E%EE&#’EIHWL&EM?X’WEIEJ?LUWE,E‘{ﬁﬁ LFS )
T SR ABAT I RAR AR 22 s I RE P A B AL X R4
GEIE— P PPA AT e gz A R TR R 7 XA
6 A KA 9 S ) B o B i e BRI 12 T 7K SF 2R RS ] 4% A5
*U% DA e 7 ) 7 36 97 7 SR I L 2R B 5 I LFS (B R

B S BRI AR P45
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