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Progress in research and treatment of distal junctional kyphosis after

correction and fusion of spinal deformities
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W A A W T 2 0 38 1 L FERUE AT 55 TE 4 B S I
SF L EZHEMAERBTWEFROER L, HEmAEAR
JE T8 A 1] Rl R B AR R BEOR B IE A R R T 5
R TR 1 TRl Rz BR A 0T LA RO
IEEERE , &R REN, BT A AT LIEL
53 9 A2 19 B 114 S 0 2l (EL 2 I DR B U & B, B A I T A
B B AR IT W B e R AR A BUR TR, AR 1 BB AT
P (adjacent segment disease,ASD) J&: 8 & A= T il & 1y
Bl Nz sh W BB AT OB R A T AR R ASD
E &N H G RS BRI RRE Z — i om A8 AP
™ (distal junctional kyphosis, DJK)J& ASD ) —Ff , J& 48 &
Rl R R P ] A2 328 i S o7 3 3 48 110y B4 B, SC ik 4 3
HHERG AR DIK & 4% H 6.1%~50% A% . HHEi DJK
KRR EARBLE S BT84, E2 X DIK & A i fa i KR
I IATRTE A W I o DIK 7575 1R A 25 0 IR 1T 5215 2 1
G ORI S 7T s = - N D)7 X TN e 5 e
FAMBET B, DIK 8 T AR 0997 BT, T IR e A Witk
L BR TAE GG TR JE SR BT AR AL Bk B 22 i B
FHENIG PR o BIFFE AT UL AE B PR R T vk, DA JZE 3 il 5 A1 17
AL e B0 B S DT T BT DIK kAR B
[l DJK P WF5EHE % DIK 1@ R A 3 faf R &
PRI WSl TE=S 4y 1

1 DJKBHEXENX
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DJK /& — AR E X, Lowe SPE 1994 FE XS KT
G5 ™ B JE (Scheuermann’s kyphosis , SK) i # #E47 AR )5 Bl
VIl B A T DIK, 8 DIK & SR FERL G A S N [
328 i Ji A W RIS . Lowe S5PIEE 2006 4F 2R H 3z Ui
fil & #E (lower instrumented vertebra, LIV) 19 I & 5 Hac
Uity 55— S HER (LIV4+1) B T 28 2 18] 19 J5 ™ f = 10°1E
DJK B2 Wibs . Ghasemi F197E 2017 4F- 2k H Cobb £l
i kI e v AC A XS Y /8 (distal junctional angle,
DJA), B LIV Y b 28 A 55 Hoa v 55 — S HE MR (LIV+1) R
LM B e A, A7 R % A B >100, ELIRR BT AR LE 44 m
10°L4 I AR & £ T DJK,

2 DJKWEEZE

H M Harrington [ 72 ¥ i H 76 8 #E il A AR b , DJK
BTT b il S g 3, A 25 AR 3 TR 28 B0 BB, RS DIK
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b 1S 2 iR VD e a2 ) i < D) ) G
KT AIS T SK BHEMEHA ARG, @ EHFRI
T, T o G BT AT T T B R il E R E MBI AR
TG A 3 BT IE AR HR TR 5 A A AR AR T B il 2k
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IR AR P A A 220 vR 7 A e ml LR Sl DIK, il 5
T R B A ) 8% S M T ol L S A DR Y
AT B R 2 B JHEME 45 e 2 45 I IR R S W T8 R
ot 25 B LA K T R o i A IR

MRS H i i 7 58 ,SK R JG DIK 19 & 24 5% 11.9%~
50% ,AIS K G DJK 1 & £ 2K 6.8%~9.9% ,ASD A J&
DJK i % 5N 6.1%~23.9% (3 1)P¢8,
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H BT T DJK &4 a3 AR TE AR Wom i (3%
2)B09.15.1620200 AT P Shy B 25 AH OGP R RN RAH CRE
31 BEAMKHEER

SR OC R R AT A - AR B 0 Lot T O
Y6 25 J5 T BTN A8 P R S [ mEE BR AR AR YT
WEOCAT R 25U AR AT A JS ™ A (thoracic kyphosis,
TK) #HE R ™ A (cervical lordosis, CL) . 25 #E 2 IR T n 72
(sagittal vertical axis,SVA).T1 6L ARk £ 5 250 ME R A G 22
fH (T1 slope minus cervical lordosis, TS—CL) i K #14: &
484 I E A . Ghasemi 55058 1 [l B 5245 % 4 T K 1L
DJK 2H 58 TR I 1 48 1 0 250K T X B, Ak B ) I
FARAE W W AR KA DIK YGRS 2R, H 5 ) g AT
it £ AR A TSR 9 A W ) o Kwon SFRUIXS 13 45175 22
AT FARBE W DIK 83 4T 1 BUBUE 5387, % B DJK /Y
FER R R T B AR BT R MU . Passias

A0Sl 543 BT T 101 51 SUAE B Y 1 R R BB R R Wi
TK>50.6° . AR Hi CL<-12°, AR {l SVA>56.3mm TS-CL>
36.4° M4 R G A IHE (W& AR5 B IE Al LA ) &
DJK MfER: % . Arlet SFHHA N | mi i B B B AS AR
O TR T 2 A5 I 5 B H B e PR R
32 FARMKEZE

TR AL ¢ il A K k£ (R il A 58 B2
AT 325 3 A5 ME A 35 B FLV 5% SSV K 1S /B LIV) I
HBARM 2 (5 FAR 2B G L M AR g
K JF BB AR AL LU IR LR AR A e | TG A A
) ARG SRR ARSI [TK 57 1F a3 BE AR T B HE B £
(lumbar lordosis,LL) i/, ARJ55& 8 T10~L2 5 Mg |
LIV 8 FEL 5 B %5, Ghasemi 2599 TK W7 1E i BE S 80
LL ¥/ LIV A 205 78 02 kA5 DIK I AR R 3 . Kwon
SRS S [P S BT B HE LS AR SR i G A T RE
B LA/5 HEMI @A A8 T U0, SR IR ET b sh MRS N7, e A 33

#1 xX#® DJK 7 SK.AIS.ASD REM KX £ =X

SRl ik DIKHHS  MEGE RO pasme)  FEED Rk
Dikici % 11 39 J5 % 18.6 8 28.20%
ChoZ 7 31 JG % 18 3.8 22.60%
RITIRJE ™ Denis % 8 67 I % 37 6.1 11.90%
T & LundineZ£? 11 22 J& 4% 18 - 50.00%
Kim &5 7 44 JE ¥ 18.9 3.1 15.90%
GhasemiZ 6 40 JG % 25.2 43 15.00%
YunZgi 36 216 J5 % - 3.9 16.70%
AR LoweZ: 37 375 i} 15/ 1% 14.5 2 9.90%
BEAF RIS Yang% 8 113 J5 B 144 3 710%
Miller:04 24 353 T /) - 2 6.80%
AmeriZgn 9 130 J5 % 15.6 3 6.90%
JRN R B Passias 2115 24 101 T B/ 5 60.1 2 23.80%
2 Prntnpsaltis%“& 16 67 T B/ )5 % 62 - 23.90%
Meredith %1 24 392 il B/ K 67 3 6.10%
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ik SRR I BE o TR (%) P Fifi 17 Bs) ] e 16 R 2%
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. . —_— ’ - . AR TK 5 IE 3 22 20 LL
Ghasemi PRI EC I i W 6 16.8 Bl 2-10 4 SN LIV B2
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Cho%5# PRI T 7 e 2~8.1 4 LIV ik #] SSV
Passias 41" SR AT 24 60.1 % 3aatf RHTRCL SYA To-CL
Protopsaltis 19 HUHE il W4 16 e N I A FU R
£ i A & B v | 045 R \j_'
KwonZ2! I A 3 A R T 13 55.2 JIEPN 2~7 4F N ’iﬁ;*’jﬁffgﬁuijm
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DJK. Lowe SEPIEI B 1 375 Gl Big A AIS 84, A& BUA J5 5%
T10~L2 Ja e | ANl & 28 A= T2 DIK & AR 16 1
F 00 BAH LG HT s S R S BT AR A 5 5 5 DIK,
Protopsaltis 5519 % B, 215 B il | 1= 43 9 B0 R R
DJK M fE R R 3R, — 2o 2 B4 7 A S AR i i
A HERBEPES DIK WA CHE A I i 5 Ml R 3K B
ANET Y HEAR (first lordotic vertebra, FLV ) 5 4 IR 1 £ 2 HE
(sagittal stable vertebra,SSV )& DJK &k H % . Arlet 45
N, FARZ B G EB )RR IR LA R 7 AR P
Al 4 A 8 o v 2 5 S R S L IR B R R R RS R
SR T G A5 75 S 2 9 ML T e e 2 2 M 1 P FHE,

4 DJK HiafT

DJK AL 235 1R 58 35 47 252 35 JR8 1) A6 A SRR T 52 15 2%
B B F RG] R I RRE IR, — ELVRBE 5 P R
DU R 3200 H8 2 R AT IPAR SR A RO B TR YT L 3
FITT 4 JC 48 5 DIK R DJF VA7 i % 5l Har £
I T HAE T ARBIT AT ARIGIF I
41 AEFARRIY

Arlet SFHHA A, A AR G I R AR IR B TE AE R 8 R T
WYY, BUCEAT IR SFIRYT . IR SFIRYT A4 R 3E 3 4
CIPEREATEY NP A e 9Tk N
42 FARRBIT

TSR AR BRI RS, W AT B T
Ko BUET ARG EADH AP E AL N P 20
JE R RGBT BRI TR BT I 46 4 ] fiE i
B DK 52 % 1 fe e A2

RZBAF LT e T AR5 B FEAT,  dn i HE J5 S
il fil A AR (posterolateral fusion, PLF) | & 1 I HE AfE 1] fil &
K (posterior lumber interbody fusion,PLIF) | £ HE ] L &
M ME ] @l & AR (transforaminal lumbar interbody fusion,
TLIF) &5, B o J5 AR ] DU R AE 3R 75 B i A= 9 g 2%
SCHE L BEAE AR N T R0 R A Rl G R B R
TRt 2L | AE 5 8% 04 BIE T AR IT A9 00 o T S A A
[8] ik & R (anterior lumbar interbody fusion, ALIF) f# #& T
S S Tl B G AR 1 RS TR R, T LA S AU b 2 AR
i) 5k TR0 B 38 B 17 X A 5 JUL A0 Al 5 1) il DRI 25 440G 7 1] B
N 65 Bl 1) TS G A [B) il R (Axdal lumbar interbody fusion,
Axia LIF) v L5/S1 A [] B ik 51 25 K 5 3 100 G4 A7 4% 4 il
BT AR 10 A R e R A 0 T AR A 8] S R (exc-
treme lateral interbody fusion/direct lateral interbody fu-
sion , XLIF/DLIF) A il \™ Jg 2 5 44 S 3000 A A8 pe 7 i S %
PEOET A RO Py 28 TR BT LA RS e 2 1 N R 2 4
B g R AMU A HE [ @l R (oblique lateral interbody
fusion, OLLF) £ B T OG5 5 &5 M55 WL A5 4 21450 |, I
R b A 4 A AR 0 e | 3l SR A 22 B 40, Meredith 25013
HRIE T 10 GIHTR IS TR BB 2 BCE A R)F
DJK (5 4], 3G T AR UF 197 3

e F AR LR LN LA, (1) 328 35 jil A5 45 A
JBUHE A %8 B Y B il £ 1) FLV K SSV LT 9F Bl
B B S G PG B A DR L P S S B
AR ALHG % B B (liac screw, IS) £ AR | 85 — #f ME A% 4%
(second sacral ala—iliac,S2AD)MRET H AR %5, () Ik K K
TR E) AR A % RO 5, 0TI R A A R S B A Y
FH L, 45 Smith—Petersen 8B K (Smith-Petersen
osteotomy ,SPO) . 2 M 5 4R # & R (pedicle subtraction
osteotomy ,PSO) , 4= i & # & K (vertebral column
resection, VCR) 55 5 (3) X W 2 3 15 A J& 580 3 6 10 ] g
Bk — 25 1 38 TP IR sl B AR N ST, 120 R A
(4)NEiZ sk F Gl Rl A 2R b, 7E R A SRR A 1 E ATy
B2 [0 3 A B0 M A e 22 B O, A 8 K 8 A AR T AR
2z N7 DIK &% .

5 DJK HTks

AR, FAERLG AR LIV 9 3E £ 8L T BB DIK 11
R AL W) S FE TN TR ALS BB T AR bl BLk
PEVERL A BN R M, Rl #iCHE TP 28 (central sacral
vertebral line, CSVL) 43 1 d5¢ /i ] %) Ak AR 41 S LIVED, A
TR LA B WA 5 B i3z 3l , 6 H: A g 1E 3K 2008 B9 4K T
S o A ARE A8 R A T A — AU JE #5 B Harrington 4
[5 A R g ny 3 ml FHEH 0, 240 F 3] Cotrel-Dubousset .
TSRH %555 =AU IE 4 [ 5 s Al i, RJS DIK (88 1 4+i8
JZ R AIE T TR AR B PR LIV I 5 3 AT
PRA5 AT B Oz 3 19 3k 4 19 DIK B9 v 7E KUK, R AT B
R FARBEE,

Lowe S50 FLV i 9 A M0z 7 b &b 18] 5 5
1 e S A A, R SE ATV SR PR FLV @S E A LIV,
AR RE R DL e A AR TS DIK, B FLV A S o 1)
BN T FLV AR5 5 2 1R 00 AR HE 1A, T L 3 R
AT R RE PR T 8 R RS A 5ok, A AT 2 80 SSV e
SR E e b AR TR 2k N GF R B0 09 e s HE A
Yang S5 SSV 19 & itk — 28 58 % 2 i i 50% 14 B
FHEE J& L 1 T2k (posterior sacral vertical line, PSVL) i
7 B B 30T S AfEAAS JBIT 5 2 BLE 4 SSV AR LIV 7E B DJIK
J5 1H RO 30 T FLV . Gong S X SK & 5 78 B 4
filG AR LIV (9 P 855X — BT 1 25350, 45 R AR
R IEFE SSV VEN LIV BiBi DIK CR AT, A58 # A]i6
R, HBEPE SSV VESN LIV B DIK 3 5 20 B AR e
BIAE SR GRS, ek s FLV J7 1 SSV AH L FLV 19 {15 %
PETE T+ (1) 7 H WA 5 S5 A, A i) 45k ) B2 o iy 4 B ) 3 2%
AR /N, 3 UE LA VE AR A 5 4527 00 e L e ] 4 TR) B ) £ 5
45 FLV e LU E 5 (2) BAE R O 2 23 S BOUB HE AU B2 1
B FLV PO AR w82, AT 5 2wk
B 1 B R 80 DIK, T SSV U £ 2k B E — A R
FIAT B, Yang SFURI I & IR SSV Rl 45 B [ o #E L 385
NS — W H B, B 19% M E# TR EER 152
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EHER S XU R A3 R AT R TT N T S A 2 i
PR3 Mk 7T L 3 AR RS DIK f UK 9 i gl it
PSSV VESN LIV IR b A 24 48 L T R % i 0l
Yanik ZFF0A Ny K AlA bR 2] SSV I ASBERE T DIK 1Y &
AR IRHETENE FLV 1y SK T AR of AR A 32 O 5 7K
-, BORE T DA A Rl B KT BRI T AR AL 2 | R AR e S5 O
RAE 1) A A2 B

AN, AN BIEGE N Ry N A% ks LS HE R VR R
LIV, T4 7% E 4 Rl 5 ZEH0H . Kwon PR K% LS 1B
LIV #] fig 3 80 14/5 HEM @A 28 F U0, SR EETA 3 A
L T LB A 75 AR D0 A8 AR O A A S 2 A R
IR TP B 8007 15 Bridwell S592003 2 8 15 ME 5 MR K
A AR B I SE A R T, L ) P
1o XA RE R BOICE T I G KR AHE SRR ET S S HE S
R FAEE Bz T, 300 B A7 09 XURS: , AT 530 DJK, Tan 5540,
A CRE GRS LS MEGPE LIV, 1 B8ORS [ 5 52 1 2
LASE 5 B2 o O'Neill FBIT BT T 74 1] 4E < 45 AL 5 A 2
MEWEE, KAMLRERKGEH, ERKABEN
Oswestry Y] BE % 15 75 20 (Oswestry disability index,ODI)
AR 5T 24 2 PE 5 (Scoliosis Research Society,SRS)
MG EERESIEARTG S FENEA W E N BE .
Meredith 55EMA Sy, 44 il G 45 48 5 J 245 B 3 0] DL 20
B A5 B BT AR ARG IR L, o R A K A
L IF A Z A, O RS T L5/S1 N Biis g, i
T Bt S EHE A 12 30 BE Y 159659, AR B T TR AE
B LUK WA Sl W54 ATV IR BIRAE 0GR AR 45 O
KA g R 201

AN A BIE T  E H R AR P LA 114 R T L) AT AL T
Bi DIK. BG4 Jr =X — 75 T2 00 A o e ), A0 4
PEAIE 1 42 Wk 43 s AT A A P I e R D SRR A A
AT B T 328 5 A [ i J3E 1 A (] ) (90 o ol P v i B P [
T THEAT HEC AT A R A TR T e A DU e B AT T P
[T ), (ELJR: 3 8 5 0 AL A i B 28 1) IR 5 7 — 7 T 2 D
D58 B A5 e O HE 5 MM B P A0 A R R R i [ s [
B BT, LA I HE R B ME S AR A HEAR T 22 9F B AT 4
AT By 0 45 178 [T 5, DA TG A R A 1 R R g 8 Y i
P BT, b3 Jr AT AT S T Py [ R R R iR
A5 B g A i T 2 (I R RIS R AIE S B AT A R

6 BHESRE

2 LTIk DIK 75 R W T8 5 Al S RS BAT —E
B A A A AT LR A AR AT AR BN TE L DIK 2 AR
& MAR > DIK A5 T 7 AR Rl B i 52 S X (IR
M2 AEAOR, B R R B TR, 5 DIK &
ARXKERRRARL 5ZMEE SRR FARR
FRATK, N T BB DIK, 6 AR 1 AR A1 75 B4 0k 4 4o o i
A, JF LS TSR A Bl AR . FET X DIK BORT 5 i
AT T 75 2 22 0w SN IE B ~E BT 50 25 T i
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