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Guideline for Surgical Treatment of Cervical Radiculopathy in Cervical Spondylosis and Disc Hernia

iz T TN E Y b0
HAFHIVH 2R AR R R
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[ Fi: I

IhTwd (LANJL Q).

1. ¥160~90% N BREMRL, AEIEK25~30%, BILIIE%H» 5K 10%FETS (LANILCO).
2. HEBRALZTICEET 2MHEIRE T, NV T7H BRI S MZIRED BRIBREICV 2010 SHHRE

I

g!ll:l

HAREEICHE T 2 G IIBA SN LD, Ty AL
AOVDE VL, W OHE D B HIRIE R
EIRLTWAD,

S FEERA A | X — R 9 1213 E SR IG I Y i PR A
THY, 75% 1 BRERDHE S NS 72O IV DS
WANCERBSNAHEE LTHEHYITH L. IEVEHIHE
TYE/DE SN, T 723 EE LR R & 220
b b EICHEH R ERIRDS L E D Ll v, BiET
Ta—F, BAE7 7 O0—=FOWTNTH EHEOERI
80~90% THSN 5,

51 Bl ORAFHIERIBERT KRB BT 5 24E0 5 19 D%
WEIEECIE, RO 5 B 361 & ZiFORD 2 Bl 2
Bl L %), T b bR AR L ZTD %
MolzTBlD S B 56 (71%) HdkEL, 26 (29%) &
AEFZIWERR L2 75 -5, 18 #1241

RO E 725 LS, B9 — DA oik#EETh
256 15 6] (7 A4 X LFEF] 20 126, ~=
Cal—Ta vy 4Ff 2, BEEE1FP1HF) T
EEDFED S, AL IET B/ AR D E N (S
LB DT o 722,

137 BB 5 10 7 H~164F (P 543 71 H) Ofk
WEIZETIE, 8161 (59%) HLE, 386 (28%) 1A
75 186 (13%) 7MKL 7%,

MRI "CHE BRI e~ B S HERR S, MR IR 221
WCHEMERPEE TE L KM A T —DHRTHEL
114 ) (GBEIZHE  6~93 7 H, F¥217 7 H) O
T, 1080 (9%) 1AV THOEEN L, 32 4]
(28%) THiE/NBAH SN Tz, FMERICWZ-72
10 B (CF34 50 77 B CTF AT« MESEROIEE 4 B, 1
A 2 B, SMERTIC D HERIBUBEH 2 61, PRI T4l -
AMEE 1B ZBR\72104 B0 (91%) TRARFIVIGHET
IR IEEE L, 4361 (38%) TIXHEREIRIZEAI

Toshihiko Inui, M.D.*!, Nobuyuki Shimokawa, M.D.*?, Satoshi Yamaguchi, M.D.*?, Izumi Koyanagi, M.D.**
Lo BB R BRI L v & —, *2 U AP RIREEREIEE, *Y N BRI R

PR RRAEAEE, BRI S
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MW 2161 (18%) HSHEAEAIIC b IR TH - 725,
38 {3 O ZEMEMERI K~V =7 (cervical disk herniation :
CDH) OHEFNKT LT, #hEL MRI TNV =T %%
FIRENZ IR L2 5 T, 1561 (40%) O~V =T 12
BWTEOEMANEM L7z SAEA S MRURIGI M 2%
WIEBIIZZ% <, extrusion type D)L= 7 A H AR X
NDHMEZD > 7. FNSIZEFURFERINFEIC X < U
LEE 03 b7z, FEEF O MRUC TIILE & ~ v =7
Y% MRI L CHBIZ L TV B REMEIE R E TE 2 \vas, 58
ERANICIZ 2 OEMITBMET 5. %AW (posterior
longitudinal ligament : PLL) BIZFAAET 5 & D X 1) ffif
MBS L 72~V = 7 BLOBIN SR W o l, O &
L C vascular supply 2K & & HEZH L TWhH EEZ 5

114 . Migration type X lateral type O~V =7 |3Z DT[]
REMEDSH VO T, IRAFMIIREZ FERE L, # D& L MRI T
BRI ETH LY.

26 51> CDH D EBIZ 3 L CIEFFFIYIGHE (traction,
specific physical therapeutic exercise, ¥T45ER] D PR,
HH) 2T, k- MRRE T 2RRTIE, 24 Bl
good & L < X excellent T, 19 %% extrusion type @
CDH T » 72%7.

FEMEMRIE 7 38E L 72 CDH 13 61 (#4MiAl~k =
% CDH) % Wil &2°F 6 7 HBHFRAL, FiE12 7
F 1212 MRI % B8R4 L 723805 <, 1340+ 12411 CDH
OBfE R ROz B L e h o7z 1HIDAL, ERIESEE
L7z, BESHMCFMOMAIHEL 2 ETH2Y

—IESHEHEI S AR —

[ Ei:

PHEINS (LANILB).

1. ABHRHOERSE ZEET 221, @5 L WREFNAE (wait and see policy) & V) HIEAFREINT AEE

2. F5|EE YZEalb—Yval, AT7-EE FERIV/ERRAOZITOC FEAKCEALT, BEHICHAER
WARENTWBIIET > ARBFELEV. BUYLHETTIARBREERLTHLW. 2L, BRZHizSE
RICTTHhEWIZE2AL—Ya L RBEBBRFANBRENI HE5ZE2EBINETHS (LNILC).

)2

FEMERE 100 B &2 FEfeEs |, MRS, manual trac-
tion, #5|7% LD 4HETZEOME % MAEL I L 72 H
HTIE, 6o TAREL IR & FEME T Bl
(ROM) I AEICUGE L7z, MIRMEST B2 % L
X0 PdE, FilfE ROM OB B @ - 7259

C7 MFERRE 30 B2 B\ CTHAZE D (physiotherapy :
PT) O & & PTICHIRIYFEMEZES NGHRZIT 72 20T
v ¥ AMLRREGRER (RCT) % HEfT L7246 R, o
HECEFHIY 2 L GBS 5 EM BRI L Y RET o7
A%, 10 SHE 2 TR ZEIEERD B h o 7. FHA oo 147 1L 28HE
G K B MRS L) L & o A5k X
7oz EHRE LTz T ORCT DRRFUIIEBI DA 7 2
Ll FMEREMELC X 25500 OIEEESNIT & E N
§, HHEANV=T ORISR N TWE I ETH DY,

FEMERE AR AE 81 1124 L C manual therapy and
exercise X ATV, FHHEFEG [ OBIMOH BT Z DR H
DEALT D 2 2R L 72 S R i A 2 BRR AR T UL, 2
1%, 4 A% @ Numeric Pain Rating Scale, Patient-Spe-
cific Functional Scale, Neck Disability Index (NDI) T,

BRI EEEZBOR D129,

N 7 — L HETOHMEFETIZ X 2 81 Bl MM
AR O 1R B % B2 T R L2 T, 698
1% 63 B (78%) DHEMHARIEIRGLEZ R L. ZDH b
SBIAIERFER TFMAZE L7, A O 6 M TIERD
AL TWTY, 2~6 BADBINOHEM Y T — LT D4
FEHITRIRIC 5% DREBNE L S BT 57255 9 L OfE
Thotz., TOmLITEELLEHBRTRZ , BEO
myelopathy & & £ 4T\ 5%,

Good-Samaritan {2 & % fMEReE S IEIE 21T - 72
91 Bl GEMEAN =T &) OB TIE, 7361 (80%) @
JERDSEE L, D D 1861 (20%) IIAETH -7z #
5 BIEBA T % 4 B, A% 4 BIoER 8 B CF Al
WifT Sz, BAFmiEEY 6 AU ERETHES5 1 A,
W3 24E8 M H) 1o 7259 BB VT, 23 48 6
(81%) LAfEFF STz, BRIREGE I 5 2 5 IHT
TREHRICTH Y, TERBOREB D 91% DLUED TR
SN LT, 14EMERITIE63%THY), HED
B AR H 7z (p<0.01)%,

S5AEMICY =YL —3 3 Y227 172 4% review
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L, EARAHEDSHIE L 72 BEREI 22 B (13%) = s
L7z#E g, ~=¥ 2L — a v Btk radiculopathy
21 %] (12%), myelopathy 11 %] (6%), Brown-Séquard
syndrome 2 %51 (1%), vertebral artery occlusion 1 5] T
Holz. MEREINTVBHEELYSZWZ L. BFED
FHEANIVZ TV 2 L — 3 3 v & SRR %
RS A & MO GEFEASEE L LY,

1995~2001 4F D 6 4FE [ 12 = = — T — 7 MEBIL D i
AR 3 R BEIZ BT A spinal manipulation £ ZFEAR D1
o 7-HERB 18 B (cervical 6 %1, thoracic 4 B, lumbar
8 1) @ review TlZ, spinal manipulation 1% & & 12133
R B BHEIC DR S5 2 L 2% Sz, 3 BIATH
ENTOVEERAEMICEIVRE L, vx=Eal—
voa A ﬁﬁ@ﬁfgﬁ¥ﬁﬁ7b‘ﬁﬁ’( & EIEEMETAEY
IR % W B & f L 7257,

MM~ =¥EY 2l — 3 »iZX Y radiculopathy %
myelopathy % 3&4E L 72 HE# B 4 Bl OFEFIHE TlX, ~=
Eal—va VHOFEEFIZEECTH 2 & L7z

FEIE 1 71 A LA O FEMERREAAE 275 B 2 Xf 512, O
W 7 —H, @PTEE, O d L7\ control #ED 3 HEIZ
6 A E TR A IBES 72 RCT CTl, FEHESN 7 — 12
semi-hard type (Cerviflex) %L, B“?)N) 3R
—HEA L, TELW)HERLHE Iro72. 2O,
31_F'3 32 CEERHZ DR LTwE, 6AMZIZIE

EEAELBWEI)IC L FBRELT OO
QICHLIHB L O LEROW S 2t iR 7
(AT AEEAD V). ZFDiE WL, visual analog scale
(VAS) T 12~17 mm OfETd -7z, NDI b [AEEDOHE R
Tholz. 6 THRIZIIINGDEIIEO LD -T2 5
IE 6 AR LI, D% &5 IZQD I ADBEET, AEHY
NARZDBREBTRETH D LEHRDT Y.

SRR IEIVR A AR IR L CIBRIRiE 018
PEEETR i D 50 22120 LIEVEZS 12, 2511 AT (cervical
epidural steroid/lidocaine injection Ti&#) & 17l B
T (PR TEN O steroid/lidocaine injection TiHH#) O

2HEVIR Y T - BRI ZE Tk, B 8 BliX, fRFE=
BEOBHCTHBEEITA Do 72, BEWMEIZVAS T
75% LL_EDEr3E % very good, 50~74% DL % good T
SR L, % injection f2 1 8 H OIEFRLGERE L, ATET
76% |2 very good F 721 good T&H V), BHETIL355% T
& o7z 14EZIZIE, ATET68% 12 very good % 7213 good
ORFDF L, BETIZ 11.8% T - 72,

B E Ve C5-6, C6-7 DFEHMER [ T OREfEAL 7
0y 7 % 215 BlZxt L 790 [EIAT - 72 A HRE ORIl & O
FeCiE, 2BNCHIEIES (BUEEZtEw7T 9 v Mty F%
BEL72), 3BNI RS, 1 B G Eh 2 A i e
23, SOHERIE 6/215 61 (2.8%) TdH - 7257,

FEH T2 C6-7, CT-T1 OREMES M COMWES 71 v &
% 157 BIZx L 345 AT - 72 B HEDH AN E 2K — k
e i, 2361 (6.7%) (ZFEEROMEE 16 5] (4.6%)
(2 24 BRI LANIZIE R L 72— B O BEALIZBIFR L 72 WA
Ja, 611 (1.7%) 12 injection 24 H O HANE, 6 61 (1.7%)
(RS, 561 (1.5%) \ZHEEEALE, 161 (0.3%)
WZHIATH %%, 161 (0.3%) (SRR S ), Bh
PHEZRIE 16.8% Td - 722

BT ICHER LI COMBIR 7 1 v 7 % 844 BILZxf L
1,036 [E11T - 72 A PHEDWFZETIL, 0.59% |ZHERG /0 F
16 B (4.6%) 12 24 BRI LAICIE S L7 — @ O BENT 12
BEIAR L 72 WEESE, 0.71% 12— @0 ALBi 1, 0.12% 12
M, 0.12% 12— MRS, 0.12% (2K EMRE R
5, 0.36% AR OBE WA H - 72, MRS, &
B, 3C7% EOERNZAIHEIRRO T, BEPHERIE
14/844 B (1.66%) Td - 723,

MRS 7 0 21%, ZOFHI k- 2B REE R
HOUWATHEN TN TEH LRI VL 2 &%, HifT
BT 5 XETHDH. HHS multi-slice ® CT
HAFR Tf@ﬁﬁ??%?&ég‘j‘51821294454>,

HARRE RS CH I L 72 3CHk 27, 5512, 71 7 — 2555
7 EIHVEHI A ABEE DO R S Tw b
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— P —

L

i (LANILB).

1. ARBYEEIAHNARLIVEEL TITHONEXNETH 5. BULFEREPEOENEE LI ARE
233 B EDGIP, BRRERS L UHREEHNAROEBERGFATHBPABEEICKEZ S L, XL HIERS
EEHLETHHCHBBERIHE SIS, /20, SBRERIGMEREERE T, FFARBERICHERL T
BRERAAEICEN 27, MR 1 FLIEORBTRERBRERRFICESZEVIIET > ADFEEEELT, 5t
MWABBOREEZTONETHS. £, HABNBEROEV G ZHEETI IMENRIAZRIIET X

2. BIARRIEM (anterior cervical decompression : ACD), #iARREREET (anterior cervical decompression with
fusion : ACDF) (3 ZMHEBICED (EHEMMIREDERZRXHICHESI LS (LANILB).

)2 )

371 H DL L o ZE i CHSAE L 72 ZEMEAE PE AR AE 81 51
PR, OF4THE, @PT#, O#HMr 7, 03
FELZ VAo X\ SRR L 72 WF g <, iife3~4 4 A
DI T CIEFANHRE & 0 FAHEIZ B CEIF S L T
DD, Mite15~16 71 HIZBWTEIZ L WT EHE S
7. L L, COmXoMEMIIHETREE MR E v 5
9, FEBRICOE FEOICLTWDEEFHTFME D
37% L EVMETH > 728 TH B2,

ACDF (Cloward #), PT, v 7 # 7 —[EED 3HD
EHEO RCT 2B 5 1AERORBEREEOMREE, 37 HL
FEoEEH~ ER Ao 72 8161 (K137 %4, B 44
%) ORI, 2~4 H A12B1F 5 ACDF B A DL
BEEFROENTBY, PTHTIIRIEELFEADL
HEIIFETH LD, REBIEROFHAIAELRUEE
ROwmrotz. Fizo, HT7—EEHIEELRUEGELY RO
otz I OUEEE L ACDF #25, PT, 71 7 — 5%
LD OENTWZ, Wiy THERIITIFEEL BICH
EOYHKEE - 729,

FEMEAIRARSE 1259 5 ACD (F) ©F FiTE® systematic
review Tlx, itk 3~4 7 H M CTIXEI, LW,
KT, BRREE QU TIERHEE CH S 212 BIT
Th, HietEd B RTH 5. 127 AR TIZIE
PEHEIREE L DI T dp o 125,

FEMEFFEARSE D L < 1% myelopathy (X3 5 ERAFHIIE
e & g L 72 BTG O systematic review Tld, ko
IR IE BRI CH L 0%, 1K TIIEH ST, riskand
benefit O Biri D b FAEE & BELET 5 I2IEARTH5TH
LEL72W,

FEMEE L AR ARAE |26 L C ACDF & PT %47 72# 31
%1 (group1l) & PT HLpi#E 32 ) (group2) O TIZL,

12 /1 AW 15 CTlid, better/much better 7% group 1 Tl
87%, group2 T 62% & FHEEMNH BN, 24 1 AR T
1381% & 69% &7 > TBY, groupl, 2 TOREEEN
Ho7zDIF 12 AEETOMRTH - 72, Fili & PTHHIE
PT Hijfi & T, iR 1 AFERETIE, & ) Bl 2 iEIREL
TR, Lo, WEEORERIIME 2 F TR L
LLTHEY, FMEYEICPT @RI NETHHY

FEMEAE AR 12 X 2 SHER AR 63 B2 X L C,
ACDF % Jiif7#212 PT % 9&ti L 72#F & PT BLSEIEREIZ 55
\F T functional outcome % ¥ L 72 RCT Tid, neck
muscle endurance, manual dexterity, right-handgrip
strength |&, {GI&HT, HHE 3, 6, 12, 24 7 J TWHEC
HEET o7z PTHMGRE & B L T, MM
£ 2 PSRRI R ro7z. FREAET L0 E T
BIOWAr Y 2 — VIZEDSW PTIZFMEELD b
TICEBTNETHD & LW,

246 ) O FEARE O HHR A R O T & Z s 78 T
X, 51 BIAHEHRR % =), SEIROFEMERm L L
THHTH o7z, 1 IhDFEYFERIFIFIN AR %
EONEHYER & OB T, 1ERTOKRICHEE
E Ao 72

i an OFERFFBIH I 28 ACDF O FAliks Rl 85 %
EI)WEMFETHILEEABEMELT 1dLIE2LR
V@ ACDF %17 - 72 i3 58 B2 xT L CT1T - 7= i1 X i
PRIFZECld (BEES L LRI VAS %, QOL i% SF-36 %*
5 physical component summary, mental component sum-
mary %, 1810 HH A G E X NDI % 5¢+if), 71 37.2
71 A @ follow-up |2 BT, JFERDOFEHEIAK A E N IZ S
6 7 BN 28 LR OUGEIIFEICBIFE o7z,
T D VAS I XA BN Ao 720

AMEIFIZEME ~ OV = 712k 9 % dorsal foraminotomy %
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1T5 7254 B DT, PR TFMETICET 5 HiH & W%
T, FI9364 HD follow-up T, 94%Z5e4mEDL L
IEFERR72. APHEIITEREE % 2 61 (4%) 12729
7. MR ORI T D Z & (good outcome 13
F¥4 58 H, bad outcome (3373 243 H), EHIOMREH
WSEIR (& B 5 13 good outcome 2835 65 H, bad

outcome 723 158 H, HEjFRE 1L good outcome 73F-
¥ 46 H, bad outcome %335 168 H) %% bad results (pain
grading score T 75% LL T OaE=) OFHNTTH -
7’:61>.

FETVELAY A AHR T I L 72 3CHk 25, 55 T, MR
I NIBEEZ OV EHGR I T 2 E0H 5.

—H SV G —

1] BTHBREMT (anterior cervical decompression : ACD), RiIABREEEMT (anterior cervical
decompression with fusion : ACDF) (Z2W\ T

W &

E(BhBZEPHRESINTNVS (LANILB).

1. ACD, ACDF (3IRERRE CIIREMNX & L THETE S (LA B).
2. BEHREICIT> 7% ACD & ACDF DERFRBHE X [F1% T % % #*, ACDF (3 ACD (CHE L TRIKEDT 71 X > bk

)2

DRAF 19 16 8 MR 1 o0 SEAE AR AR RE 42 191 2 B4 725 12
ACD L HZEWE %/ L 72 ACDF, ACDFI (I: instru-
mentation) #EIZIR Y 200 FLEORGET L 73Rk UL, FEHER
., LR, BHREEEORAL L TIZSF-36 DAa7T
IZB8 L C 2 4 o follow up THREFIFHI A ZEITRD %2
o572, ACD 63%, ACDF 93%, ACDFI100% CE#EE&
SNz RFHAE X ACD B0 75% (i 17%) 12
2 57z, ACDF, ACDFI # Tid sagittal balance D%
IbIZRBD 72 2o 7252,

FEMEME AR 2 B 125 5 2, Mmicrodiscectomy, @
microdiscectomy & HZE H#4H, Gmicrodiscectomy & K
) X% 7))V X 5V (polymethylmethacrylate :
PMMA) A, @microdiscectomy & threaded titanium
cage, D 4MEIZ3 72 AEA RN 2 WFFETlE, Odom's
criteria T £ % 5-H 9 % &, 4ii#% 6 /1 A T excellent and
good results (X, @D 91.6%12xf L, OEET72.7%, @
HT66.6%CThHolz. 127 ARIZBWTIE, @ 94.4%
IR L, OB 75.5% CH -7z, ACDF DT ) 28
BZORDY, BHEFBOMIZBW TR ZFHRTH -
72,

FEMEAHARSE 86 9 % titanium threaded cage % ff [ L
7z ACDF # & ACD BE\Z 531 7z SR Ay i) & L bR ©
&, FiT 2 £ D self-reported satisfaction & FH#(3H X O
FEiE, ACDF # good outcome 86.1% (24} L ACD #f
76.6% (FWFt#MAEEELRL) ThHho7z. BEAFIZ
ACDF #£: 83.3% 12xF L ACD # 81.0% (WFt#nA =&

%) Tholo, BEEHERMES D MM RET RO
Tdpo 2t

FEMEARREAUE 20 B112% 3% ACD # & allograft % {4 H
L 72 ACDF #: (semi-rigid plate /) O EAEZ RN X
BEABRTIE, ML DEFMEEEOFHRIIRITTH -
7278, FEEVFICEA L CACD #EICH L ACDF T L ik
#EL72 LBORCIRRAZETH 72, HEMECHER LIS
% 1UAETHEE L AR & D A LT/, ACDF, i
semi-rigid plate {Ji7 5 7% O {1 CHERM = LM FLO &
SHEFRICEH TH 2 75%, EHIZA T subsidence % 1 %
ZEIXTERWVAYACD B L 2 DREE I 70D

FEMEIREARAE 91 B2 L C ACD, HEEBEIIZL S
ACDF & %\ 7 L — Mf ACDF %47 o 7= #:E 25 Hi i)
EHEGERBR T, 7L — NEFHBECTRE OETIS N
@ (BEREXBOBD 625%, 40%, 44%) ThH-
T2 DVE IR Lk h o 72 Clinical outcome 3 [f]
BT o7z (good ix 76%, 82%, 73%, poor % 0%,
4%, 4%)%.

HZ W % 72 ACDF & %\ & ACD % Hifln) & S
£V AR Y 4313 72 27 51 (ACDF with anterior plating 15 1,
ACD 12 Bll) 2% L -CAT o 7988 12 B L COME T,
M #E T VAS 2 H V72 BRIR BGRE IS 2 IZRED G B2 o 72
5, 7L — MEHBICBRELIEOETT D R W E T
o7,

G2 T FEMERE S0P L€, BEBE 2 vz
ACDF & 7' L — PRI & 0 T 2 mi T & M0E 24 1 23R
Do 7-BEICiE, 7L — MEREICB W TEIEE O
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ERHEE I N TV, FE TR W2SD T 2 func-
tional outcome b & WiERTH - 721,
3HEM @ ACDF % 47 o 72 FEMEMIRIRAE 59 B 2 7L —

OF BE & JEOF BRI 0T 7o MRd U, B BE B 7L —
MER#ET18%, 7L — MIEBEARET37% 5 L72A®
MR B2 LR & e o 7299

2] BIAHERIFLIEKAT (anterior cervical foraminotomy : ACF) (Z2WLT

[ Ei:

E, REBEICH T 2BREIMAIC

BWISEGIZER 5 h 55, ACD, ACDF ERENRRKENEAFETE, HEBTZIMTH 2. L L, BRINE
—ELEVWCEEEBLTCETNERETZINETHD (LXILC).

) )
FEMEAIREAYE L2303 5 BT T BRIEA O F1% @ system-
atic review ClZ, anterior cervical foraminotomy D %fF: 12
DWTIIHR T 5T AD3H 5  HREIE 52~99%
7205, JERFEFFEIEHRA30%I12EF 5. ACF I clinical
function DUEEIZEE L TW 5D, 77— % OEDES <,
MRIZDIZEOEDH D (52~99%)%.

ERYTER

6 4E LI Lo follow % 521} 72 44 BIDBEZ IOV T DA
M EFgEClE, EEEFRFET, 20% 0B & ITERAAIER Y —
BIZHET 5D 0D, 98%HFEZ /R L. —EEOE
FHOE IR T REEHEIL % <, FI98.84ED follow
WM T OwmMHEERTIE, 89% %% excellent %* good out-
come TH Y, FULNNVTOFFMBAILL L, 24
(4.5%) THEMEE: D BEEAMERARZ D W TEINO FHif %
L7, ACFTHhoTh, kit follow B TIE, HisfiX

T L OV OHERIBE X 4B TRHA L, 93% TZEM
Fr AR 7z WM O &I EA T 6%, RMAT
119% 12788 57240

FIRZGEROFET 2 HIbE L, MM ZIBG 5 2 L7 <
He L~ 7 7 10 —F § % small keyhole transuncal
approach 17 72 13 2D\ CH3 19 1 H @ follow %
fTolelr —A30) = AT, &P Chltdohnseeify %
‘o, FAHER O EE LR AL, ANEEEILFRD 7
o 7»,26)

ACF (T3 uncoforaminotomy & 3R¥) %17 - C,
2~17 7 H (F¥ 824 H) dfollow i7-727r— A
1) = AT, EfICHHRERCIZHE, WEROUEEN
oz, R T 97 % 3R R L7z, 34 B,
260 T — @YD FAIFFERRE %2, 1FITTAT L v o)L
ST HEEYEL, BRNEELZY, KT b AHHE

EBD Do 724,

FIRZERE D AMEl 2 FHI B L TR 2 BRIE 5 5 T8 T

ACF #1T- 7219 B2 DT, 12~36 4 H ® follow %
Frofzr—A ) = AT, 17/19 6 (89.5%) 13HEREF
P, SEIRZA L SEIRE L 22 16 (5.3%) 12580
7o, ABHEE LT, 161 (5.3%) T—i#PE® Horner JiE
BehE, 160 (5.3%) THifzlZ Tl & SO ok Lk %2
% &7:L, ACDF %479 LEHdH - 722

ACF #4757z 21 fllc oW, 6~36 7 H follow L 72
F=AT) = AT, 1961 (91%) IHFEROUEE T 7213
DRI, 260 (9%) IEAERAFR L 72729, 87
FaE L7 14 (4.8%) TLWEBEMZEMEL Z72L
7278, 3 ACeEE L7z, SBINTFAR 2 B0 ERIL, Smith-
Robinson %12 & % ACDF 1 % &, & 5HERIFLIL AT 1 %1
f@ézml

Anterolateral approach |2 & 4 microforaminotomy % 40
Bl (1L~ 1560, 2 LAV 2360, 3 LAV 2 61) 125
L7z — A1) — A TlE, AEF68ARDIEE MR %f
T LBENPTDOI. P 4.3 4 follow up T 85% 1L f
RERMGREANH R, 94% 1 ZZHImE % L. 90% MEEREE S
mAE L, 83% CTld:EBEED 5 M4E, Odom’s criteria T
13 95% 7* excellent or good T&H - 72, — A PHE X
75% 1 2H B, FETFAT L v o> C5 s 161, AIERIIE
TERAZ & 2 — PR 1 BT - 72, kit 5 & if
JiElX 2.5% C, Horner FEfERED 18I TH - 721,

BERIER

PR B SR ARREARE L2 A ACF 23 Bl oo r — R &
1) = XTI, 30%DEFITIX, #Im#E 2 EM~14 7 A
DORNZ, NIV T OFFEI L D HREIEDFSE, H5H\0»
BHEEMEOHEE R O 72012, A7 L 1 EoBINTA
%% L7z, Good, excellent outcome 13 712 52% (12
Bl TLAESNT, fair 13%, poor 35% &\ ) fERT
Hotz. FMICETE L 2ABHEE LT, MEEG Tl
(ZEEE R PRI R 2 &L, R L M%‘
stand-alone T3 & LT ACF IZHESE L v & aw L
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\/\ZJIS).

BEHEHREZ(LOEE

24 15, 6 £E D follow T anterior microforaminotomy
BITRZ 5 2L IO W T DR AN XHFZETIE,
Odom’s criteria T3 91.6% | favorable outcome % %% =
EDITE, VAS OFI5fE1L 8.3 2*5 3, NDI iZ 27.9 »»
B 73NEWE L7 18 41(75%) THERIBR R 25384 L,
MEFIA A~ DR EE (disc invasion during surgery) & HERIHK
OWE L IAELREEND -7z T2, HERROEE I,
MERIAR 2325 2 B F oOMRM O M EOER, Bi2{ts
S OB A T B L T 7Y,

FEHEMART A HERIFLIL KT (transvertebral anterior
cervical foraminotomy : TVACF)

ACF OZHD 1 25TdH 5 TVACF 12OV, TRk
HEWL L RIREICET A2 ET AR FZZ LW,

30 B (#f71% follow HiRH 6 71 A LL L) O FAlipiikiRis <
X, 90% DL D EF] THFIEIRDCLHED A 511 (excel-
lent 21 %1, good 7 5, fair 2 5, poor 0 %), FHEEEAM LS
TEHE 7 Ao 728

FAIMEORERARANL =7 & L < IXBEPBL - HERFLIEAZ 12
X D FEFAEARIE 20 L C TVACF %175 72 34 BllZHRF L
T, /24D follow AT - 7= EBI D42 A M X 4 % 52
i L 72 HE T, SERIE 94.2% T, fiTth o C2-7 ROM
1336.6£16.6 £ TH o7z, HAMXME(GTIE, HeRK
7, functional spinal unit (FSU) @ ROM & & & 134i7 %
BEGBAZBDORro7. ARERPETY, TVACF Hi
BOMROBEIZAEERZI P72, 1% (29%) TH
PR EO T 2 B L7228, MEROABHEIX R 2>
7o RRHEREEE, T L OV & ZF OB O T B
flfR%Z 2729 2 & <, HERIIR, HEfRom S bR
B EDRENTD.

35 2 4R LI E @ follow % 4T - 72 transcorporeal tunnel
anterior foraminotomy % 175 72 30 fliIZ 2V T D — A
) = X TUE, EfITRE R, S ERSE 2 1572, 341
(10%) IIERIZ LN EFA 7205, Wb 37 AL
WIZEzs L7z, NDLIEATHT O 55.16% %> 5 17 4 5.82% ™~
HRElcereE, e & 285 O VAS b AiHT o 8.15 & 4.05
Mh, MRIEFENEIL05, 1.23 L AFICSE L. M
I 2T %, P 9% DA Hd - 7. BIHRHEIZE
e, KERGHHEE R o727,

#AHEBFLIEKHT (posterior cervical foraminotomy : PCF) (Z2WL\ T

[ Ei:

HEBIRAILZTH L < IHEBFLIRZE(CX % PCF & ACDF OESREIEIRRIZETH S (LANIVB). =1L, REH
IZ1%, ACDF IZEERT PCF TR E—H#HEOBFMES ZVWETIHMEN HS (LANILC).

g!ll:l

&
BERRER

Witk 2 £ TOR— L NV TOFHTFHZIZDOWT, pro-
pensity score ¥ v F » 7 &7 ACDF 1885, PCF 140
B % g L 72455 Tk, ACDF @il — L ~OV R4 IE
4.8% (9/627 %1), PCF X 6.4% (9/140 %) T, FHTAlr
LD (1.6%) \THEEN D o72. PCFIEHFMAS
WERLHNTW A, FHHEYMBHEIZE — LNV ofT
MHENREH V) ) A7 EZBEIIB DEL I LR,
PCF # EMi§ 2 2 £ TE 5B Lism L7,

M FLERZE &AM BLSEHEME AR~ OV = 7712 X B FfEAR
JE 22> T minimally invasive surgery (MIS)-PCF/pos-
terior cervical discectomy (PCD) %47 7z 70 fil O
T, MR REIZ DWW T 32.1 1 H o follow #AMH T
A X ENT & 4T o 7245 F, 5 6112 ACDF 254 mlfli #4573
444 71 A TitbivTw/z. AOHEIR 361 (4.3%) 12584

L, Wil (160), BIEBmEREL (1 61), #hkR
% (1B)) Thotz. ZOMKT, FREA—LNVOF
M a B9 5313 < (1.1% per index level per year), [
FEHER L NV O FAT 2 B 2313 & b o TRV (0.9%
per adjacent level per year) & iz L 720,

PCF %475 72 178 Bl 2>\, 44 31.7 1 A @ follow
FEHE L 72 Tl R o — L ~ovicx L < ACDF
THFM AT 72513, “PIEIEIR 31.7 47 HT5% (9/
178 1) TH o7z, BFEMOERLIC L B HIHEDFEAEHE
WWEHEBEER o7 (BFHOIHET11%, 2 LEET
4%). EROELT - BEE RV 2AIHEONETIL, Wk
PCF CTHIEBES: 7 61 (4%), /MK 23 61 (14%) T
FFFERE D ACDF T, AIEES 16 (11%), FiET
261 (22%) THo7z. HFMO ACDF (22725 728 H
IFETRMRAREOHITH A, LLEL Y, PCF OFFAir
IR, BN ACDF AT o 72856 O FAlr s &[5
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ThbERELY.

Full-endoscopic PCF 89 #4, conventional anterior
microsurgical technique |2 X %5 ACDF 86 5 T, #frfk 2 4E
M OB % 1T - 72 RCT Tlx, &PHEIX ACDF T, —i
M T EEE 361 (3%), K NImAE 141 (1%), TArglo
BR 160 (1%) T2 Y, full-endoscopic PCF Tld, —
WD FEEMARIC K L 2 EREREES 36 (3%) 1278
W7z TP, SIHERRW T TAEEZEL , endo-
scopic technique I T BPEDHERE, FIHME SR, R
B, LW ETT RN T —Uhidh 59,

FRIOHEBIARAN LY =7 & 5 WIEEBC X B HER T %2
\22W T PCF %475 72 67 B2k L CTH¥I9 3.1 4 (1.5~
74E) O follow & AT o 7= AN MR TIE, AHHEIZE
HHEB CHTM 2 L2 1680 (1.5%) DA TH-72. 18
FER OBEE & 5 I 93%, ZEHTBF OLULFEIL 93% TS
N, 79% 3AEMATHETH - 725

Follow H]ff i Jefitins 7.1 4, 303 51 single level PCF
IZOWTOBAM ST, fEREEOR—B & MR
HERPRZ D FEZIZOW TR Th Iz, FEFEEOR
FEMERTRZZ 13 1561 4.9% T, 4ER 0.7% O BEaHE e 28
ERETHo72. 6, itk 104ETIL6.7% LR o7z,
[F—#EMBEE D) 2 713 3.9/1000 person-years, 54T
3.2%, 104ETH0% TH-7z. YL LD, PCFIZX AIH
—, BEBEMERTREE o SRR & L 22

35 10 4 follow % 1T - 72 338 f51® cervical lamino-
foraminotomy THEIK & FRRED L IZDOWTEFEA ~ ¥
Y a—%4To28&ETIE, #90% CTRiA, MK, #%
REDUGEDE SN2, 93% 130 N ISEM L 72, Fili %
B4 BT 6.2% TH o 72, AER O JE P A3HERIH
ANVZT Th-o72139 05, BRIZL 20 L) bEFIC
YA BT H - 72

C4/5, 5/6, 6/7 @ disc hernia H L < (& foraminal ste-
nosis 22T PCF # %t L, 36 77 H VL L follow %17 -
723161 &, [ ACDF % %1) 7 % 30 T, fiifk
FM: ROM OZEAL % [l | 728 ¢ ld, PCF #f( &x70ME
® ROM IZl7RT & il 7 + 0 —CHERE I L o72. T
MLzt Z 22 s ROMITHEIZHEA L, Ao
SR BEEAERT © ROM (23 2228800, A o BEEEHE
@ ROM Z3A L C\w7z. —7, ACDFHETIE, FArf
20> ROM (i L7z, $72, PCF & 870, RAMER
® ROM [ FA N L Tz, PCRIEFAit 7 2~ b
OUEMER MR L 2055, B~ A L 2134 7%
VI LA TH B

BEREFR

PCF %17 72 151 2%} 3 % retrospective review T
1%, P 4.15 E 0 follow A T, &EOFHFAMFI1L9.9%
([f—L ), L NvE®72b0) T, HFMICV22
FTOFHIMMIL 24 FETH o7z, FBFRMOME LT
(£ 80% A¥ACDF T o 7z. [l — L )V T O HFAif 1&
6.6%C, BifEHER (adjacent segment) TTFAlTx Z L 72
#(1.3%), 1HERI LI E#E 72304, (distant segment) T
FrzZL72%E (19%) LT, FEICE -T2 &
ROFTAHHIL 9.9% TH 5 2%, follow P A2 FE % i#8 2
% L FTAME183%, 104EE MR B L 243% ThH 72,

HERIFAN IV = 712 & 2 BAHREAREE & 292 112k L C,
i J7kE PMMA [E % (ACDF #) & PCF (PCF #) o
W17 %A M & WZECld, mihBE PMMA B 5E &
124 1 (42.5%), PCF X168 % (57.5%) TirhiL7z.
A BFEEIL ACDF #EC 6.5% (W7 4 f1], e ™[Rk 2 1,
HRGEIRE L 1B, IfE 150), PCF#E (FERIEAL 1
B, BIEBIEG: 16, #iE 161) T 1.8% &, A2 ACDF
HECTHMIEN S o7z, —H, FHT721+259 7 D
follow ¥/ T success rate (Odom'’s criteria I + II) {&H]
J71593.6%, 14771 85.1% LRI TEN A EICENRLTWY
f:24).

Open surgery & tubular retractor & B U 7= mini-
mally invasive surgery (MIS) DI

PCF |22\ T open surgery (open %) & tubular retrac-
tor & H\v>72 MIS (MIS i) @ clinical outcome (Odom’
s criteria, Prolo criteria, [ & ZHE R 2DV T D VAS)
% [ L 72 systematic review ($FF L 72 3CHkiZ, open 3
6w, MIS#:3#i) Tlx, clinical success rate (% open 7
92.7%, MIS £ 94.9% CHERE I D o7z, HEMFLIEA
12 & 5 FBHEBAEAE X, WTROFEIZL > THHERIC
BRTEDY,

Open 35 X U7 9 laminoforaminotomy (PCLF) (2
DT D systematic review T, Y7 TIT - 72%E
B, open i TFAM & 21T 72 ERB] & LT IS 7
< (LLF, openiE:PCLF & LT 173.5m/:52.8ml), T
IER 2% < (108.3 43 = 58.3 47), Al rh o dEa #l i
w275 (276 Eq:25Eq), AR o7z (3.2
H:10H). L»L, sl =424 E—Th
5728, ZOfmEHEROGEEMIEIZIZBEM TS > <. PCLF
DYAY - RXET A4y PePLPIZTEICNE, S6%5
NIATNDLETH B,

Open foraminotomy/discectomy (group1:19 fl) &

tubular retractor assisted foraminotomy/discectomy
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(group 2 : 22 ) # Ml L 7-#is ClE, Tl L i
THEER L, REYHOY A X, AR, $#mH8m
Wik, #ifeoEEE I group 2 DI D BSEIFTH - 722,
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