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after a previous lumbar fusion surgery
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JUEHE Bl A& AR J5 4B 1 B IR % (adjacent segment
disease, ASD) J&F8 NEHE @l A A S5 78 il A 1 B9 Sk 3 A1 /3
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2.1 B R A N T E R

Ja TR Ty R T A AT . WA S D T M R R
A W E AR (posterior lumbar interbody fusion, PLIF) | JIE
HE 5 8% 0815 J AP U Fil B 7Y 5 ZE R (posterior lateral fusion,
PLF) . i ME 22 A 18] FL A 2% HE 4 8] fil & A (transforaminal
lumbar interbody fusion, TLIF)F J2 5 L MR ET (cortical
bone trajectory screw,CBT) A T SE A

PLIF 385 2R B ), BE A% A 38R 30 20 REEAE ¢ R, 7 I
PR A3 T )2 By N U5 Miwa S80I UM 347 T 18 4
PLIFJ 8 ASD 7 % # AT PLIF BB I8 %, BE SR
JOA o WARHITF- 7.7 738k ZEAR V3 11.4 70 i
Whitecloud IIfi PR 24 0 W7 4 oE 10 W F R ECR R MEEAR R
WAL BN N AP 17 158 3 (94% ) R AR5 R AR
R, HA 108 A AR 5 8CR — W, i AE AR R B 7 10
111 58 (56% ) A RBORAR B2 6158 (119%) 2B 5 B
PR A AR A2 BRI PR IR 5 2E0EAT 56 3 K PLIF, % 4E
FN T RAT Al S T AR AR 1 B m i L g s DA K
AR U0 5% D 385 5 1) AN i 7T R 0 2 X 408 0 Y B 3 R T
B TR0 LB HHATRE . PR A SCHRIESE X
PLIF il 5 B Sk g o 2 o 6 47 A AR VIR S, 1201 B
A ASD 11 RS AH L6 NS, 47 PLIEF o 78 B o 28 o 8
FU 43 U 1 ) B DR B S T A AT DA AT R I Bk AR R
A5 (1 XU

Chen 55153471 1 39 f5il 5 ASD 17 PLF #E47 814 1 1
&, H 30 B H (76.7%) % T R BRI, A 5 B8 &
FE )G 1A 5 AR BE 7 A B ARG 1 B iR AR o 2 44 A
FH(5.1%) T BHEATHE 3 WWFAR . Djurasovic S5k T 5 #ff
W IEAN ASD BB A S B I RAEAR I 8 105 00, 51A
T o /NI R 2 % (minimum  clinically important
difference , MCID) " (A &, B AR 11 5 AR J5 XF He B, 45 00 5
RIF R TR LA B A A E SRR ME#
B, A2 150 B A8 R AR [ v TEAR: T B A AR ) Bl S R (ALLF)
1 1 ,PLF 40 7] ,360°f& 1 ] BEV5 2 #mF, 7£ ODI Al
SF-36 ¥F43 Hh ik F) MCID #9233 4 38% Al 40%, $& 75 [
ASD 55 ZEHEAT BAE 14 5838 AR RE AR RN A 3 T oS OF R
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AR . Glassman S5 I R Ji5 B S8 A< P [T 8 A7 4830 1 B
A S A I DRI IR A ROCR — i ARBTE — i AR 2%
RAE IR AN, AT 25 e dE BT A ASD S E AT )5
DAY [T A o 7 Y B PR Rl 9T RCH R, X R 43
AR AR R,

NG G 05 T R 34T ASD (1 BB A7 AE — & 1
W, AR FHTEEEAT ) 2 0 2 U 3 DA BE R I [
W2, ARG U0 E A 0 A R RO R A X
PR BT ), AH DG 2 T L3 Y, Smorqick SRR 5E &
L IEHE ST % B8 T AR08 2% il - 35 S 1606ml, BRI IR T+
ARF-BIHEIN 16%., WAL, 5 B BT AR B R 2888 LIk F AR
HEAR D1 B3 5 T B0 IR 2 28, A i YOS ) IR A A
e, peAh B S BE A BT BN, HARSE Y Ber
NSy — A RE A, P B X TR 3 R AR I AN B HE
B) A By #RAF AL — € B BE IR AZ | DRt X R Ak 2k
A ASD (14 A A AH X 55 K1

U A 2 2 22l o) 10 0 5 0k ik PR HE ASD
Wong %5244 3 i F 0 A TLIF (MI-TLIF ) &b #1% HE 2% 513
o, o ASD B 11 9], R 45 4F & JF A 414 18 ASD
B ARG WA BL AL MI-TLIF % 4P, Xk 55 LA
PR A LR X B/ R R B T, S ASD BB 34 1 —Fh
TR, Yee SR I BB TLIF AR T3 TLIF ifi
FLRE B R AT ASD KA i KUK

CBT A J& 1T 4F 2k Hh B 00— Rl 24 Py i 5 F A, H
WU T AR GEME S HUBRET AY B BT D7 In) | AR B8 A A 5 £ o
BRIy N R S HE AR R AR B
JBT A 4 o DI I, 3G T SR ET By Bk ) AR e M
Rodriguez P38 1 CT S T 10 CBT Ak 34 A% HE fil A4k it
HARJE ASD B3 5 A BT EHCH R A N E
AW XI5 T5 WU AT ) 2 38 BAT Q) B/ 7 R0 B0 Y
FERL . BIXS — Sl AR BT A E I R Y A CBT AR
X TALGEME SR IRET R A A L, 29K, Wi
CBT W% 8 Y e P AR T 2 5 2% 8 (1) IR Befy
—AHETHES R P B A E A AOHE S RIRET RS R
I AR AR 23 B E A D) A —BURET 5 (2) BHEG ISR/
BRET . BEX RSO RAT CT KA AL d 2,

JJ0TR U BRET G R AR AR — S U, 2R
—, TECAMEDRBETAHE S L E A — AR B IR AT,
A7 T BE S SRR S T B B SR B [ S SR, AR TR
SEHE SRR R HE AR B AR R AN ml R S AR R ET
THE AR 1 AR A DUAS B R T BRET L B R
BRET B AT AN MBS 2 A A A 4 40 5 T 1Y
FIRE 5 Sk WA 2 Bt 00 A B TR 7 B A b2 AR Y
Al RER,
2.2 1 HE R HE R 18] Bl A& R (anterior lumbar interbody
fusion, ALIF)

Ma%5PUH B T 1§38 3 ALIF Zh ¥ L5/S1 ASD 1% &
B AEE AR A0 RS AR AR B W HIE  ALLE R] 8K 4b

ASD 1 —Fh 5 22— ALIF fEP &2 A 7] w25 B A0 A 3044 i
M BN R T ALK Al R R R T 58
A IRAZ Y, T ALIF 23 1 (7] 43 1 o ik 1) 1) 432
VR Y PR ek e R R SRR WUE AR
N RERAE SE 5 e B 22, LA, ALLF A7 75 30 495 WEHE R 7 K afiL
BT RE , — H % A T AE K ™ 5 R R R AT CT il 4 v
5% (CTA )62 7T LA A M i R A8 A2 17, DA i B AR 22 4
PERI ST HATH ALIF 4b B HE ASD B9 SCHRAR 2>, (LA
P SR 430 R A S 4RE T I DR 1 48 5 3 SO R DRt
P& ALIF A0 #IEAE ASD W75 ZAH T

2.3 M OME N 5 A M ME PR ) @l A R (lateral lumbar
interbody fusion, LLIF)

LLIF DA BEAN J5 1 SR s B A B, ELAT Q05 /0N 4 R A
cage TH B T PR, BEAE 15 K IR RS Rl G %05, K ZE cage
TR 11 XU s G B AR B % AR AR B T i S T B
TRE T A Rk VR D AR TR AT AR 5 A i
RIS G T /NI e I, Bt Bk 2k ASD 1K
W A AH X820 o Palejwala 55 P4AT Wang 55 S 1 38 2
LLIF F A g PR IEAfE ASD 59— 209 11, & Bi% A X RR
), AR5 2 I0PE 4 #A W 0 B Bl /N, Sl B HE ASD B
BARALT 53 Ah — RIS W . 44K LLIF W AE7E — 2 XURS , 4n
B 22 DA 455, Tl AR RR A | JE ) U B S N T
G AR TR WG A T, B X T SR
AETE AR AT 1) RO AT LLIF 75 B R 25 181 ghsh,
LLIF 5 ACHE 7] il £ 5 s, 3 o o 0 10 42 F 348 i Afe 1] i3 82
A [0 L v B, DA TG S 20 17 22 0 19 1 L, X T R i A
JUTE TR LB RS (W R A, T AR U R A 1 O 5
LI NE & S - N R U R T PR N R INTTES
i, 3 7707 A G Wtk A 3R AR R TR 0T LA AT LLIF,
R Z,TEAT LLIF B 75 S5 Bl 5 I 8
2.4 Al R TR

IR, A AE AR ASD 1Y B B Al R T fig
FB A% 35 5 G A RE R 00 B, AS T B2 104 T IR 1B 174 s A il
B TR EE R, —RA TR 9 T A XU A X 55 v
Bl U TR T AR LG 5 T BT AT AR AR D B D8 R 3 1 T
P T IR F AR

Phillips %P9 ] B4 20 B T 33 451 == 2 3¢ B0 oM A 45
AN ASD B 17 ) O F R Horh 26 14K 45 B
Vi, BT AR AT 6 BT B T PR FAR T MEE L,
Xof 302 2 AR Ol A A A Y ASD SRAE, PRAL Y ME
AR I3 Ul T A X e e [R] B B AT PR 5 A A A, TR i
302 i R DR SR — e, AR i 7 ke O o R R
AR A BB . Schlegel 2500l i 43 #r T 37
BIREAE R ASD 75 B2 EAT B 19 88 35, 14 613047 ME A V) B
W ARG A HAy 23 BIAT A HEAR R AR AR 2 4R
BT & B, 26 B R R B0 (R R ), Kbl & 41
11 ), W 20 15 1,7 40 =5 B R AT PR TR o 5 41 58
RAT B2l TR 5 T B AT 0 A F AR 2 BTN
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i B o AE N X ASD dEAT BB B 9 [ B il B
il R B . Zhu S5 TG 45 B8 B8 A% U AR b 3
1 7] ASD 3%, BE AT L4/5 15 B PLIF, vy 2 i
L.3/4 HE ] 45 98 1 I B AR N AE R, 5@t i B AR A B A8
FOE RS B U] AR BT 2 SRR IR KR

T STk i Y 285 S L1 I DR 2 A= B A 328 5 IR HE 1
Bi o WAL 2y s TR AR R BN G s s i
TR HS A B G R E I RHETRLG T AR, mian R
AlG TR WAATERG 5 A AT 1 BLak 22 & A ASD (1 RURKS .
kT R B A TR R U Y B L T B AR A R ) U
BFARMBENUE, XX ASD A LR T EE W
DS
25 BB EMmARL

S H HE B2 R SR, LR B B
B AR, 1 0 5 1) 45 O e RAE ) 2 6 (total
disc replacement, TDR) %58 4E— & B2 2> ASD () &
A2 %, Nachanakian 551z 5 (0] 145 FF %5¢ & 40 30 2 HE 1R
AR PR R E 134 ), o ASD 3 47 11, & BN i
AR 2 BE o3 B 0 T BE R A 0 B A 6 A BB E — o R
BE B> ASD (9% B3R . Bertagnoli SEMRIEPE 43 #7120
K ASD 47 TDR WY &3 , AR5 3 A H B U7 I £ 50 2 e oF
SRR TS A W, BT 2 AF 45 ST 43 e A5 L4k
£, MEF I TDR Al AR BEHE ASD BHE (1 25 1L S W 2
— . BRI 38 FH TDR B i 5 28 6 88 5 09 D AR
A TR AR A0 A AR A A AR ™ T 061 58 T IR AR B
J T AR BOA RO L, WA HL L #% TDR #E4T #1& ., 3
A E RS (U0 Dynesys) , BEWE L BB+ iz 15 B 1936 3
B NS ok U, T I > ASD (& A= %, Mashaly 5540
XF 28 1) 7= e I Ay B HE A B 78 0 R 1 HEEAE ASD SR 3 E
AT 1B 43 A7, & BEAE 3843 0 9 1) B 32 ] Dynesys %
4 [ I RASCR WY W, R85 & TP 40 BOR B ) Bl A
J5 8 2~8 ARM VT, C R H T IR AR T AR N 18
FHEh A2 R 58 51 g ARG RIT R, HOHAE /b A
L85 Bt ASD 1 & A= Jr it B

3 BEMRE

B % A ASD 119 kb BEHS it AT 22 D, TR 0w 11 ik
BN E A TR LA B AR B X ASD Y B AN 45 H K AR
KWK R, PR NMEEEEZEUTILAH
T2 (1) S5 00 4 B A DL AR % | X T 18 0 G O e 4 22 M
AT 52 0T AR (1 A8 25 R 5 A G ) A AR X, il i
B A E TR, (2)ASD W2, st ASD EE R
Sk — A T 45 58 H ROAR A5 B A T S0k 5 A ) L BE T R B
FHIRR B A B AR A ASD RN B
JB B AR AE TS T ) V2 WA D 5 2 X & I Y B AT [ il
A FAR b T DUAR S B B A E AR =L (3)
ok R WG H B ASD | 12 W A HL AR 3 AE I 22 R
T8 R AIE TN 1 5 A 58 3k R T A 40530 T B

7350, R 5 UL AF 7R — 5 19 R IR AE < (1) % T ASD
Ak RS W A 4 SCTIR R 22 8 T 4 3 IV A, UE 9 45 2%
AT B AR, A7 WD ) 3 3 O ey R AT 5 Ml oy 5 R 20 SC
R A 1) 5 ke A A I D7 285 SR B9 SCFF L (2) ELRIG 1
TEA K BRAERT ASD 189 2E BUF™ 5 A2 AT IFHr . (3) 48
IRHHR LA BB 1 B R DL K8 BT B AR B R
JEATREWL ASD KA WAL, AT TR R SRt — B E R
WSS, AT LAWTA B2 O T A ASD B9 %2 A 01 TR il
TR AR L LA RS B el /D B R AR 1 X TR ASD
B R AR R SCHER 5 X R ASD i R AT R TR Bl
B R e A3 OO A T A SR U A R 8 s Ok ) i R 2
HESR B8 5 LR B IR B A BB IR ) 2
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