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Uniportal Full Endoscopic Treatment for
Foraminal and Extraforaminal lesions.
Comparison of Two Methods : Paramedian
and Transforaminal Approach

HER LA B HERT FLR % (Extraforaminal and foraminal lesions) fLHAERTAFZEH ~
HEFLIRAE ~ BUERIE R ; MEALKAERIEA >t SAP impingement, ostephyte formation
of end plate o JBFERRALBHEIIERZ H TR (exiting root) » R&ZEITIR (traversing root) o
Pt DU AR 5@ AR S5 Hll BN &t AMES (spinal canal) ©

DUA: B3 14 45 () 3% RS #E 5 7L (transforaminal approach) Wil 8 (075 i@k > ST 4E
A iR B 1) % ¥ E R % (interlaminar approach) > # & 35 1E A% (parapmedian
approach) » —HkA] LA R D HE R FLAV B ME R FLIpa 5 o M0 — 1 {1 B RS HE RS L i 852 (full
endoscopic transforaminal approach) Hy S 41 » FAHE L EE MM SRIG R AR > 3
B WBARRPE -

Fig 1 B/R=ERFRMHER#2¢H /30 > foraminal & extraforaminal HIVD {# Fi {87
B i ##% (posterior approach) LR » 4 JHfE ] Wiltse approach 417 Fig2
i B LN R SE AR TR > HIJE4REX transforaminal approach 5% paramedian approach ©

Fig 1. =l ERAENHEBEREE K
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Fig 2.Wiltse approach

/e 48 paramedian approach. EEZE RS ¢

Percutaneous Stenoscopic Lumbar Decompression with Paramedian Approach for
Foraminal/ Extraforaminal Lesions. Asian Spine J 2019;13(4):672-681

Paramedian approach * 8 A\ F % 5 il ( 2% S #E## conscious sedation > £
BN ) 0 — % i A stenoscope ° (Fig 3 #L## & & skin incision > 3 ZZHY A i 2 K

4,

obturator ¥4 £ isthmus > #EHATIR exiting root (935 Il B 4AHEST & YIFR (bony work)
W S HHATAR o SBE SRS 245 o MH#K transforaminal approach HiE K& @ #h2R

Fig 3.Paramedian approach (Percutaneous Stenoscopic Lumbar Decompression
with Paramedian Approach for Foraminal/ Extraforaminal Lesions. Asian
Spine J 2019;13(4):672-681 )
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Fig 4. £ [8] 4 paramedian
approach » GE %A
transforaminal approach °
(Percutaneous Stenoscopic
Lumbar Decompression with
Paramedian Approach for
Foraminal/ Extraforaminal
Lesions. Asian Spine J
2019;13(4):672-681 )

B3 e AT AR R B B R AT B 2 1Y 15 VI BB S A 2 15 © Transforaminal approach i H
B M 8% > AORELE exiting root 5538 T.{F > transforaminal approach K¢ obturator
R 75 1E SAP > SAP BRI ATARTE AR ZAUVREE » g 7 imiE ZG R btk o H LAy E
HENEREGHEER ] (IVG, local anesthesia) #5 H A FBIVHRE [a] 8 BT AT AR 96> i 6 52
1BRYATEE » JHEERE ] FRE 2 transforaminal approach HIEZ o

BT AR ERE YRR 0 Fig 5 /R H paramedian approach R #EERY
HYIE o (Fig 6 BUR{E transforaminal approach FEffi F B HE YIBR o 38 2 iRIE XA
B YIBR B REARYR iR B AN LB ARAE B o 7 &R E AR transforaminal approach
HE UIRRER D > F BB RIS o

Fig 5.Paramedian approach - % [E &8 & extraforaminal lesion IFFTEEN B VIR - AE
%38 % foraminal lesion BSFTEER B IR -
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Fig 6.Transforaminal approach. Z[E A& extraforaminal lesion FTE E/E TIBR o R
HI[E %A & foraminal lesion FTEEEZME VIR - AE &S HIAE foraminal &

extraforaminal lesions FREE B LR -

Fig 7 MIEHEAIEE paramedian approach FTEENE R BB YR o SBH &9
BB isthmus > SAP > DU SEI &Y transverse process o 2 % & YIFRHT 43 isthmus
B SAP ©

Fig 7.
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Fig 8 #EHERIAI KB % transforaminal approach AR & B 5 b B YIRR o SEH
& PE AR 2 5 SAP LUK pedicle UHERR foramen @ & YIBR IV 2 £ B2 SAP BEHIE (SAP
ip) °

—t

Fig 8

T R B R R FL BB A5 R e B YIBR o Paramedian approach ¥ 53 s & ER
245 » Transforaminal approach ZE il 1% F i N2 LAY Z4) o

Fig 9 & H paramedian approach Y75 1\ Left L4~5 foraminal stenosis °(A)
(B)(C) & fiini MRI k& CT ° (D)(E)(F) i MRI & CT © (C) B (F) bt# a] %8 B & 1 Y] BR
[r#EEE f4E T SAP tip K&l % isthmus o

Fig 9
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Fig 10 f{# i transforaminal approach 75 Right L4~5 foraminal stenosis > 7
3 IR T HEAT T > BRI MRT MRI & CT » TAEEM# CT @ LLe R B &
YRR RS SAP tip » isthmus fR¥F52E  BBBIR RAT -

Fig 10
Fig 11 &M paramedian approach 5% Right L4~5 foraminal stenosis ° (A)

i wi MRI > (B) fli #2 MRI * (C) 8 T 52 1% o H 8 T s A5 1 2 i AS AR R JE 3 2 8 g 1%
MRI 73 #1 Al RYIBR I KR 5572 isthmus > SAP tip SEYIFRIEH o

Fig 11
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Itk ZE—HZR A Right L5~S1 foraminal stenosis * ¢ fig 12 % fig 14 -

fig 12 BinisG o &R R K o Hrh =2

1.Disc protrusion. 2.SAP impingement. 3.L5 lower end plate osteophyte °

18 R BIFREY transforaminal approach FHEER J] > iR bk =B > 3278 57 18R o

Fig 12

Fig 13 X Ffig 14 Sfinisisai CT 74tk » (Fig 13 v Rl UIER T SAP
tip M osteophyte of L5 lower end plate » 43 foramen #AKLGEF] exiting root U o
i % % osteophyte of L5 lower end plate 7 paramedian approach AJ BE¥2 55 K & > 7£

transforaminal approach RIAH¥I ¥ o 'Fig 14 1l o Bl £2 L v RUIBR A &4 SAP
tip » isthmus 2 H YIFR o

Fig 13
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Fig 14

T3R5 W A 77 BB U2 B AR DR HE ] FL A R ME RS LS B8 B 4F 75 7% o Transforaminal
approach JH NIHEEFM > MR MY  REDMZFM A ER o BEYIRES » HFM
B BRS8N BT il B AR R ok o

Paraspinal approach & A % & Jif B¢ 88 24 v] LU S EAT FTR S 80 o B YIFRKRZ —
o HRRBRZNRIBERNE S G -

DER/INEEAERE  BEAGESZ > REEH7 AR BEEZ 2R
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Abstract

Lumbar foraminal stenosis is a degenerative disease that causes lumbar
radiculopathy, mainly due to compression of the exiting nerve roots caused by the
bony structure and hypertrophic ligaments around the intervertebral foramen. This
disease manifestation usually belongs to the late stage of lumbar degeneration.
Conventional lumbar foraminotomy may lead to iatrogenic instability due to
intrusion into the facet joints. Fusion surgery is usually recommended. Over the
past two decades, decompression alone using full-endoscopic lumbar foraminotomy
has emerged as an alternative treatment option that preserves spinal motion by

enlarging the foraminal nerves while also avoiding fusion and instrumentation.

However, full-endoscopic lumbar foraminotomy techniques include paraspinal,
transforaminal, and contralateral laminar approaches. Typically, surgery is guided
by X-ray fluoroscopic imaging. The exit nerve root is the main source of pain and is
susceptible to iatrogenic injury during surgery. Therefore, it is crucial to be familiar
with the surgical anatomy and safe decompression techniques. Therefore, this

article will provide an overview of endoscopic lumbar foraminoplasty.
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FEEMEAE R FL K7 2 5 RS A A AR A3 Y — RSB AL M5 2 DRI R A T L1 3B B - P
A B B )7 5 B H A AR RS > IR 2 B B I RSB AL R B R B o {8 I
HHEAE F] FL A 96k IR -1l m E RSN /)i B T S BB IR AR o [RR BB W R TR S
TTERE o FEB KRR 4R > M F PR il 55 A 1L U7) el B A AT TR R 2 8 8 S — R U8R
TH > SRR A PR OHE R AL IR e S [ PR sl S il 5 BN [ 40 0 OREE T B ME R
HTEENE

PRI > PRt 5 PR AEE AL Y1) BR T B0 B2 45 25 A ~ REHERA LA BUAEAR A % o S5 I T
T FlirhEE X EHERE ARG E > WO AR AR TR > HEFINERETES

R ETR LR - AORT ARSI DU 2 IR S E R o K ASGRFE iR
B EHEHEFLYIBAT o
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TEHE AR A2 E 2 15 rh L ME B BUHE RS FL R IR % » S B0M RS A5 A 52 B B o JEMEME A LR A2
(Lumbar Foraminal Stenosis, LFS) 2 H 72— #@ESEH DMSRIEE - BF
LFS F5 A & 30 B QU BRSO 1R - 2R R ET RIS i 0 TRE(RBE R AL 1%
Bl o B RSFIRFER BT E RN - 8 BT e o BniiaE LFS BYFiii kg vl
3 5% LR AR B T AE R & R o RS 0N R A R B R AR TR (AR e A M
i) BB 1l £ A B TR AN AR E BB AR N o BURRY BRI GRI 22 A B8 Ta R LFS @HEH
AT B A MEN I BRI BAHENR I BAMT - #80 XPRrP RIHERI B ET > DURBR S AR © 38 L3R
77 R JE B 2 A — 0 EME R B T AR E o AL > TSR A ZE (S ME R FL A S - £ 0 3 1 )
A& ] BESETE ST TS 7 O TR o

1988 £ Wiltse 1 Spencer [®F5x & KA 55 F HEAEFL YIBA M (paraspinal foraminotomy)
IR B 25 e > ) R L i T AT DR MR e A AR )[R IR CR ¥ AR 1 AR 16 3 LFS fli
AR S RE (far-lateral syndrome) (B[13E S HIHE g 22 ) FURSHEFAiT o AT > AN
WATRTE JR PR » Tl b 2 aas U 360 10 S AR A58 B 28 5 | B MR T B L B e RN 2 > T
FMTiR B 52 R ] REE B e R AT R ©

2 A B B ME T T Y B ) 98 B T B2 3 50 A ] LAY RS ME R FL A B8 (transforaminal
approach) Ji 5 2% R Y FEME HE RS A3 28 10 > T35 90 AR A L RSO A8 [0 3 -t ] DRI A Py i 5% 28 9
B TR B 232 BRI TR A P FL AR S i 5 AMEE 0 o JRTTT > PR 54 S i 3 [ o B B P Y
RIS 8 T AR RS A PR A DREE o DRI - BRHERY 2 N 85 B R TR A8 8 i R X
JEERGE > FEHER LA AE H Kambin =/ » £ X GZEH 5 35 T & A NS5 B B
B i RS AR o 35 B A AR 4R 1 B T A R o 55 AT i B AE R L U BA A (paraspinal
endoscopic foraminotomy) A LATEG | A Pk 5 IR 5 AR B2 k0 HS TS AR FR 455 o PRIt
A A 55 B R A BB £ 233 RSOHE R L BURR

][

eCl

fgEl 2

A T L2 A A R e B — AR (B o 1 > PE R RS 3 o8 1 1 M IS ARA T E R MERR fL 2 v o
HER FLAYIE T 38 5 bl 2 A M M A HE R R A HE R A 2 HER LRV IR E 5 > B IS 5
35 ) MR BT 2SR A > B O ME R T ME YA i ME R _E ME TIBIE BOHE R FL Y SH 2 3 57
(8 1) o HER LAY F AR VDT A K/ 40 3 160 7R 77 2= KA S5 HE R LAY 0K B v 5 B 156
Ry 20 3| 23 2K o W CIEE AR AT AR RS AT (DRG) L 72 #E [ £L A SR (I 15 43R > 58 5 0 %51K
TE A R FLTED R A K9 309 > DRG AH 3T 172 ME R FL A A7 & 1 7] B Br R £ 2 > L4 A1 LS Y DRG
R RS HERIFLA > 170 S1 DRG N7 B SETHMI s F B AL E o
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1. MREFLAVEEEI 4 - (R HOMKIR ; SAP : L
BAENZR ; IAP @ TRAENE ; LF : =&HF)

TEHEMERT FLIR %S (LFS) RUH FW I A S B MEE IR ~ /NI ED (facet joint) IEE ~ % #)
AR ~ BIGE S B BRLME R A8 28 1D BOHE RS 1R i W R IRF B8 4 B SR L MR B R T e T ME
FFLAY KN o LFS B S e R 8 5 T A LR A2 S B 5 AR S T (DRG) A H 1 i A AR
FYIRR3E o HME R 208 3R b M s A e 25 SOME ] v B2 T 9% 3 SO o L 7 2R PR 70 T ) 3 R 765 e A
R o TITME SR R A S )~ SRR )N T R L T S M L AL R SR U T A W B 1S R B
7 ETE B RE o SEE FRAMAE LFS B %MK U T AT 52 3 18 12 8RS B A A A s 2 B
B3 I B EIZE (SAP) o T H i RS AR B 7 ) BEAE R FL7E B AR B S RSB R AR mT Loy
B = s (I 2) 0 3% 5 B B DU ME RS A% 28 HH AY A 44 35 0 | Ui 28 3 U o0 5 B B T 1R
(subarticular zone) ~ HEffLI® (foraminal zone) ~ #EfLA4 & (extraforaminal zone) > B
T 1 2 /) T R P9 R HE S AR IR (medial pedicular) 2 B RV IES » FEHE 5 AR P IR
(medial pedicle line) fl 4+ ] ## (lateral pedicle
line) 2 f (Y [ 382 #E i fLIE (foraminal zone) »

P 7 T ) R g B 4 3 5 L 2583 {1 [t 3 it IR 38

I iHASAR o MEFLAVIE AL FMERTFLIEAYAMA) > B - 85

{5 FIATHE R A% 28 AT AE 2 A I A B > 3D 32

JRAE [ I 3 A B S T SRS Y8R B L2 R Y

HERHRERZ— o

2. EIIMIER pA=EES - K ARAIZEIZMAMK
FREAETE (48) - #EILE (Fee)

EBALIMIE (BR) - KBAREGAHE
B8 > FIEERENFMAR
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ENREEEEL I RETNRERE

2 i 95 ME FL YT BE 9 AT DA o0 5 A A R L P i 5 B ME ME £L Y B i (Transforaminal
endoscopic lumbar foraminotomy, TELF) ~ ¥ {fI] #£ ¥ & 79 ikl 8% % A A FL U7 B 1l
(Interlaminar contralateral endoscopic lumbar foraminotomy, IC-ELF) 155 #& £ 14
RS IEHEMEFLYI BT (Paraspinal endoscopic lumbar foraminotomy, PELF) » 58%£ 75 7%
ZEFE—2 25 o TELF A A BB A # i m E R AR TED > 177 IC-ELF Rl 77 3 A AE A
B e A B BIMERT FL » ICELF DAP{I g S0 7 75 2 sk R A P AL o

TF- 10 R s 2 L R R R R 32 T B AT YRS B o BESR TELF 2% RAVF AR
BHR L5-S1 BIRSHERTFLA RS » WIRBEIEG (iliac crest) B FE#E » TELF IER & 2[R
FHEME AR (paraspinal approach) &2 E B IH = R o thst - BSH L5-S1 Hi Bk
H K far-out syndrome AY 28 2 &8 ATl AR o HERFLIRAE A IRF B {th s 3 1 R R ]
IRF AL AAE R A 2 L BOME BB R AR A5 5 (L B ) ~ BRI E B P I ME B IR 2SS o AT
B3R b TR R R A S B Y S K o S5 AR AR BR T R TR ME R ALK S 0 thA]
(7] PR i P [ L BSOS AE R AR 22 o v (L B /K MEAR B 6 1 3R - A SRR T T2 Y
CTAREAR » 55 AT PRy i 555 i R ME R LR 2 AT DAl % 1 328 o

HMEARE (Indications)

DA P HE AE ] LKA B B A AR P A R s AR BB LA ) > CT B MRI WUFFMb 2P R E
HERTFLARZE > HERPRAE AR B rp B 28 B B HE R AL — B0 2D /SEIR ST IB IR R BEX
# o Lee SF N2 7 — 18 B A A PR Ih AR AR P FL AR 72 B9 MIRT o3 #BCR AR > 8 IE T1 ARERY
MRI KAREAR > S ARBRIE A IR 8 R s RS AR S b > BIVRS Fb R 22 B R A R L IR AR Y
W BBRE o LT R EDER R A HEE AP B A e R E -

1. Degenerative lumbar foraminal stenosis
2. Lumbar adjacent segment disease with foraminal stenosis
3. Foraminal / Extraforaminal disc herniation

4. Far-out syndrome
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55 F A P i EHE A FL YT BA T4l 50l

FEFAE 2 B R O A A R T
&7 3 L A RS R SE A 00 R L o Tl
HhHE 6 FH IEAE 8 B 10 mm HYBLEE N
Wi o TEIET X E&EB T > 207 H Ak
LA A O > HOHE S ARAMARR (lateral
pedicle line) 4l 1 & 1.5 X7 EEN R
ABh o 1A B — 8 1 R rryya (&
3) A% KiEIR S (dilator) HEE = [F M
HEBE B (isthmus) SMiE o ([ 4)

B 3. t10 (41%) URESRAILZ (&
BLAR) MM ENS RDEE

4. BRITFEEREEHESRIREBFIMA -

Tife TE R AR 15 AL BN 1% 0 R IEER 836 A TAFEH (working cannula) » iR 2R IK
HEEREAEARSEEH TEEEEA o ENREEHE T o 6 &8 PR S i & L
B 28 (SAP) Y _E AN IR 53 o % Pl &5 4k ) P9 R 30 32 B3 A4 B AT A 28 (transverse
process) Z B H RS LU E B SRR 5 HEE R IR By B0 HE R LB SE 58 % o
EREERAERR SAP Rig > WIRETFBANHEN TIERETALE 720 ; Bk &E
REAKA] SAP AR KAV » RATREZ2 R R R B 22 o 75 il ST SH [ HE =5 AR T #5158 B I W) B
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BEZE B W RIMER FLEI A 7% > BN AT 383
FIAEE TR O SR o« sl F % > Al
i F v O 25 PR ME B AR A Y 5 ol > 4R E
MREN ARG 7 LAk I o A Kerrison &
S IR AR A ] AL B B9 4% 0w A
|t 7 (dissector) B 7 % #7 (hook) £
RS AR o 41 R R G R AR A 0 AT
HEAT RE R o AR B H B HEM FL A e 2
B AT 3% P b 5 0 i RS AR AE e 13 ARG Y
HEAT BH AL AU AE R LAV U - — B i
REAR AT B B 9% B B A 5 8 I AT e 2 ek iR
TERHIESR ©
5. RTRET Al RABREHHN L OMEIR -

T TE DR 3 AE

e SR PR 5 T 00T S A R O AR BEHE B o (B0 TR R OF S0E B > RO RE R ~ T
SRR ~ PR EEESE ~ BEIRRER « HITMHEARBG R B IR A IRE - TEET il Simt
LU BT IR > 3 BT 22 5 | RS AR AT B8 35 B0 1 IR B2 3 i 2 UL <5 e S 4 153 AH T 2 O 3
RE © SHFAETIT A BETE 7T 70 188 AOHE R FL 22 Wi R S8 A ] FL B0 A v i R R B8 e (B S AR R A5 L
B o TEFEAMERST FLAY [RTHRE > S0 90 500 R M S5 W51 i /) T B T D 9 38 B 47 B SR E MR A
A o TE C 38 BEHEMEAR YT PR IR H 5 B8 > AT 55 3 AR ME L U B 8RR tH 7 v Y L P S 2
He= & #T (pars fracture) °

PRI H ML CRARE PR 52 T bt 7 ) R S o PO bl 5 98 A 9B B ] A D L 70 B Al PP SR 2

B 22 I o RS A 0 G A L T P B R A L I o T 00T 2 I LR 3 B S IR IR > T
# R R i (Gelfoam) B¢ 1k I JE 2 BT Iy HE 28 DUPER HA I

g
1

55 AT PR S5 A A P L U7 B 98 ) DR i B R E A P LK 72 B 5 DEMERT B 28 1 ~ M
HE IR R ) S P > R TR PR S 0 AT DURR ) A 55 ) REL e B L R S AR
P RRAE RS R B 5 B 2 A S IR > R HETR BN © BER > HRTAYER REL
ﬂ?%ﬁi&@@?ﬁIEEﬁjL_IUJEM,J?;&&ﬁ%lﬁ {EL 2 I PR 5l 5 90 471 5 B 2 2R A RO B
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R R BRI e B HERE T IE B #r
BREREN 2 T Bl R TURRFE

Percutaneous Sacroplasty Treating Sacral Insufficiency Fracture (SIF)
A Case Series of Clinical Outcome

SRR e
AT SR EEE e 2 AHER
(RE : AR O 3 REH BB 2 @58 No. FJMD-D-24-00025)

=

AU

o

BEMERR 1M 3T (Sacral Insufficiency Fractures, SIF) & HHBE )7 5 EE R HE &
i PR BEPFERBEATERBRIEE - R L HEEXRBEHEENTH B R
HETTE B E R Y REPRE TR > R EMERIFFEALT o BT RECH 28H0 - B0 « RUBHe
TH o S E AR P S ER 0 KIHGER SR T RER G E - 750K E R I T RERR % o
SR » 38 LEREAR I A J2 1 AR 5-6% HY B8 & M B AR (LU HE i AR s 52 A i 68 2
itk o BRIEHRTAREBAI 0 B=H | REH -~ B HERUEMT (percutaneous sacroplasty)
R MG E o BRI E AT A B AR BRI RS ) 0 HER B ERREES » HRET0
M55 & B RS E M) AR R R o AE BT ME Rt HI 2 52 8/ N TURE B 7K T T 5 B ME A 4
B BAMAN I ROR A B R AT B AR I IRIE AU B S o JRT 0 B KIR I3 IR EART i S
ARATELE g AT 7R 2 MEET i o MR TR AR TE B RH R P RS 5 4R FH A B T8 A BT il T B RS A
BT > B TR R W R R R AT E IR IR o ABEA B TR EE 7
ABEH 2019 4 3 HE 2022 4 12 A M2 RBMEBIE MG R 2 BB E R G HER K
BB Z SCERR L » DURETEMERE ) MR B 4 2 1R R Ry B e B o

RiE

AT ZE R 2L BREB RS E 2019 4 3 A% 2022 4F 12 AR > BARERES I fE
2B EMEM )11 F ¥ (Sacral Insufficiency Fractures, SIF) 2 B3 o g B & K HEMR
I B S BUR 2 EE BUE AOR . B R TR R IR MR — D R E - 2
ARG E 2 B R AME 2 X Ot R & 0 i 4T 8 58 & X O & (Dual-energy X-ray
Absorptiometry, DEXA) UFF 2 & & Hf B EHiFE o WA > Frf BE /R %2 E R fa
(CT) > RiRB R EEMB MG 2 A G2 RE - 2R 5 REMTERPEMES
TECE P AR 5 R A 0 2B B SR % 2 THonda signy » E— S TR BT o AW HE
PrEA R EE » R 12 RIS BB B E AT 54T o
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Fli 0 BREE T -

1. #RA%E A B (short-axis approach) #47 o

2. HRENRER X R GmERR B AR E A > B4E ¢« L5-S1 HEREI A% ~ ST K S2 i#E AL ~
HEHE B (ST joint) ©

3. EEHEAREAR @ 1 LS MESRAMEERTRERIIMIE L75 0.5 276 » Rk
£ S1 i fL_E MR KRB BT B S1 B B E 2P AT AL -

4. MH—1E 0.5 R NYIT o
5. TEENIRFAY X 6B 5| B A —3¢ 13-gauge ‘& #t (trocar) » B HEMER FHTE o
6. A 25 2 30 BERALE R 7 B AERR ST 52 A AL R H AR T il L

7. EHERE PMMA 8K > B EMIRH E (dough-like consistency) % » & {A
HHEA 3-5mL e

8. TEGHEE A LUE {7 (anteroposterior) ~ iz (lateral) BINR X 6 5 {5 B 4% 7K Jé AL
THIE °

9. EHHER  EM A ITIER B sEE a2 ) B EER RN EER S B
HEH B BGET ©
10. ARl 7 T3 5 1 7K TR ] P9 AR A0 o 28 FES A e S F L BT 1T /7 128 U ZE TR A 1 Tk o
il 12 i 1
1. RS —Kbtn > EYVHEBRIMIEET > BERGEHBITSRITE - WHEIGHE
fifi £ T Sk B HUATE AR

2. SEHIEEZEHE > WHTFHR 3 WA 6 A ~ 12 8 H 2R EgFE—2

\

AT H AL
1. BRPRFRAY -
® HHATEIIEE 1. Oswestry JIaEREBEEE (ODI) #F 0 KIKTEZ 2. (F fBHTAR1T
7E W PR RfE e IR AR o

® JRIL R E R (VAS) -
2. BB
® (il X B REE B KER RGN -
AT s B e BB HEE D 6 A H > JBHEESE 100% ©
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BB NG BRI — R o

RPN A 12 (L ERE > AR 67 F 88 Rzl » FHERT 79.3 £ 8.7 5% - Z#
B2 M 10 A1) 0 B 2R G BT B A0S - EBE MR I %5 47 (SIF)
TEHEHEHTREER o G0 E FEEZM P EMERE (sacral ala) » #5H FR& 0F 1 #% B &
(sacroiliac joint) 40 > BE —HIE R EHME L%k o IEARBRBERZFRERAR 2 XE 3
EH 2 M > ZERT AR R 7.5 8 o MR PFHER KBS 6 X o KR AR
B2 E MM AR 3 A4 F 0 RERE OF 300 > a0 ~ RS E S S D BERE o

BTG > FTE BB IR R S kB e (CT) M & DUERR B HE IR T i 4 > 59
A 2 FIE RS % (MRD 287 - THonda sign {E R EHER 1 M8 4 (R B 22 B s
£ 12 (B EE 9 M ERGIE > S HAEZE ERYEENY: -

B ERMG YT >  T-score FR & HBTRZE > @B -1.2 E 4.4 HiH 8 L&
#H T-score {Kf> -2.5 » FF & B E S HEFR ° & SIF RYEEFERRRK T o

TEMERDR 270 > AW B RS BRI > B EERE - B i1
SERE > Horb— IR T SR IE K B Al (diffuse large B-cell lymphoma) ° 54
H 5 MLEBE R H > ATRE U RO B0 BRGREIESS > SE RS HERE ) 1 5 4 1 L
b o

FMih A ES A KREENTE 3 E 12mL 2/ » i EmER R T 2 L EEGE
IKTESMBIETE » (Hi B Bt & R RS S AEAR o

i ARG SR AN ekt o o

FEIRFE S 77T 0 Al nn DU B R I & 3R (Visual Analog Scale, VAS) Il & & EE » K%
BEERROBB 6 27 7 o e —EREEEENE > BRIMTERE 2 E 35 BRK
TR EERR I o MR RCR ATHER? 6 2 20 18 A HB R o [EBIAE ) BLDIRE/T T » fii e AP
TTREJVEIT BTG » UERAFEHIATE BB ITIERE o Hi0 BEM R UBTIRP
173 40 AR i BE MRS ITRERNRE -

Ty e I gt 5 B T 0 Al W1 BT £% B DL Oswestry B i [ s 15 B (Oswestry Disability
Index, ODD) #EATF {4 o fiwT ODI ¥R B2 D RE R R (58% ZE 86%) » ZHUEE iRk
EE 30% E 56% » BUREMESOE ML REKE 77 TH B A IEFRER -
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R

— 4 82 I M EFR A B AR R TR - BRI 2 IR BER M - BB TERERA
AR BT IR ) SE RS SR AR AR o RREAR RN 4 18 H > HAERL B nil— 8 R 2R E - i
I ZERZ LR > IR T BRI S i3 R 2EY) ~ P BIa i ROIR G R  (EER AR 2
BEEARGE TR o

I BEMPFREATE AT RIIRT o i S E R A Vg R E 0 HRA
HREE B D e SR o S HE AR A1 (SI joint) MR ke FABER RIGA 251 - & ZBLIEHE X XK
AREHEREY o P LHEEMERSE (CD g > BRAEMEMEE (sacrum ala) AR
F BT HIE Kaeding-Miller 73 $E@AEE IV M (R — ~ B KERE =) - 25 F R
MEURIA T Honda B (RE =) > BB EREHERB ST - BEOETEMEBUR
(sacroplasty) °

FRB T A B R A B O RS B2 B HE R 9l b oR B A 7K TRV B B HL Al BF 3R AE o 1177
H BN EIKTERTERAT > BB ER (REY) - TR > BEERE 22K M
WU DT BRI RGEAT D BATIE o 018K 38R THERZWRE > 25 6 ER ErEHEmR
BATATAE © fifftR3s 1238 > BESERERAE > WIKERA H & LB -

o

EEHERE 1145 47 (Sacral Insufficiency Fractures, SIFS) ZLU T #H ~ AN EBHIEE
PR R > L S R AN A5 B o TRk A IR T B I ME R AL R R 0 BRI A A
Gaenslen’s test #il FABER test FJREE 51 o & BT K EHERER: - #5025 m e H Bl
BREAR 0 AR E AR « BRER R B R E RSN ALY RERERE o RERE AR o
IREZET 5 34 -

H > S HE R RE R ik o AR O HE BIEAE > B0 XOOURR & B> RO B IS Ak 5 T U
o AW RN EEEES B R IGHR o FENGET e (CT) B B e 7 1 4 U U I 7
50-75% > KRILERE & PHkIRE 2 (MRD #1778 4 © Kaeding-Miller 733 7] 273 # SIF >
Hop i —RIBEMEST > FRESHEREE -

R B R A TcO9m-MDP 185 S e Al B HEIE 1 P& i 2 W B e
ML > SCRRHOE HBUEIEE 969% » PR ETHRIERT 92% o HAp i iR Honda sign) R A
RE MR BT o 280 > BMER B 2 Hrdh > G D1 50% BUEEHER 1 M 4 i fE X
T EWFIE SR -

27



4449

TEARMZEH > 12 AL FE A 11 £2(92%) 13 Honda sign > A B EEHEZ CTRE
A A HERZ B RS S HEIR I P B 3 o B HHR SRR E T RIEAREG » RHEEEEREIREK - B
HEROE AT RSB IS AR R > D EHERZ 2 S & & BT R EYRR > BORELE -

AWEZEH > H 10 AL 8 &R R X EB U (DEXA) flS T-score /MiE -2.5 » F2H1S
BHEBLRR o AT A B T A B A 1R R 2 PE AR R TR 0 4K JEIE B A Raloxifene

(Evista®) » Denosumab(Prolia®) ~ Romosozumab(Evenity®)s Teriparatide(Forteo®) °

BRI R TR R R T a2~ Sl G755 ~ DURKEEE - BistiEt
TEHZ B R R I R & R R R > SIF #4200 5% 9.5% & 11.4% o At #9 33%
HY SIF il & BrBL B B 4T o AWTZEr A 5 MLEHE BE RAEHREE - BN 41.7% -

FE HE BT T BRI VAS FEi o 8 FEAHTZE A > itk 1 5EEHE 2 5 VAS 28R
1.8 + 1.0 FUEIRER 4.6 £ 2.4(AERKT) o |EFHIER - TRTR G BE G it
(A ZE S M fLERE AR IE S > TRESE e KTE B I E T HEE 1R R  IRIECRUECE » Bk
TEANBEENTS 1.9% E 12.2% K7 - 2 Bl E 3 A H KNS ZEEMEmRE AL - (B 1)

ARl AT B 0 B WAL E 0 IR 78 B 88 A M 0 Wil B2 W 1 S L I R Wi 4
(T-score : -2.2) » BB R EE FHBIFR (T-score : -3.2) MM GHURW A & REMEE ST
HAIHRIEHZEMAELL > RKRBIRIEZERRE T o iR~ REE S KRN R REA
iAs AL o AIAE RS B RRAR R T RURE A B o BT S 0 BEMERUE AT OF SEE S AR AR
A SCRREL AT 7237 38 T 1 RS 10 0 B S B ME P 2 B AT I S3R 0E o PR iR 988 T 1o 1) S5 D
IR EEARE > (e E R ITTE) - D THE MR B AR AR ZESF OF SR -

1l Wir 52 160 RUR & 31 B 12 B M R EMEm RS FLB B MERT 77 > RIZKJESL 2 EBa g hn o &
FENERZEERBAREEH)  EABERS L o (WA F ¥ s@Em s fL - JlAf
AE FCRS 7K T 5% M SRS o 5 R fEC I SRR » AR A SZ i A B R ~ PRI TS B A &
A A R R FE 15 7K o M — 2 R] 3 S8 1E e 5% 1 8 1T SO EK 8 Bh 5O i (Balloon-assisted
sacroplasty) » LAE @ Fli & M B Ry

2
-

FEHERE 1 M5 4T (Sacral Insufficiency Fractures, SIFs) & —THE E R EE - R Al
RIS EE S RN 20 R I R B E o 2B L B RIE R
929% A BlE MR THonda signy o FEILIEI T » &R EMHERIE T (percutaneous
sacroplasty) #0852 — AR AR X » MERFH B RRERE - BOFER R
K o
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Figure legends

76 M Ala -2.5 - No + 20

Bone scan,
CT
81 M Ala Bone scan, 19 Prostate Yes + 1
CT cancer
AEET Bone scan
67 F Sacroiliac cT ’ -3.0 Cervical SCC Yes AF 14
Joint
Bone scan,
78 F Ala cT -2.2 - No + 12
i Bone scan
74 F Sacroiliac ’ -2.8 Cervical SCC Yes F 6
X CT
Joint
Bone scan,
- - +
87 F Ala cT 4.4 No 11
Bone scan,
- - +
7 F Ala cT 1.2 No 20
83 F Superior Bone scan, 29 ) No i 12
sacrum CT
Bone scan,
75 F Ala CT -3.0 Cervical SCC Yes AF 9
MRI
Bone scan,
88 F Ala cT -3.2 - No + 6
Bone scan,
87 F Ala cT 4.2 %'::::: Yes + 9
MRI
Bone scan,
84 F Ala cT -3.4 - No + 15

K& — (Table 1)

SRBEHRE SEERFEEAANORFERNEGIHNE SN - o EREESHEE
Honda B85 ~ B2 ZEER G X UKEGE & E G R aEER % (SCC : fig ik b 57 Hi A
&) o
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P20

Can walk
5 nil 7 0 7 3 m with 30m 62% 30%
walker

Can walk
4 nil 7 1 6 3 m with 40m 76% 32%
walker

12 nil 6 3 3 (ST 8m 58% 42%
walk

4 5 7 2 5 (STl 12m 84% 52%
walk

Can walk
6 nil 7 2 5 3 m with 25m 80% 48%
walker

4 nil 5 3 2 (e 5m 76% 56%
walk

Can walk
5 nil 6 2 4 3 m with 30m 58% 42%
walker

6 nil 7 2 5 (CED: 25m 86% 50%
stand

Can walk
3 nil 7 1 6 3 m with 28m 66% 36%
walker

4 3 6 2 4 (CETO 30m 74% 38%
stand

5 nil 6 1 5 (G 12m 68% 46%
stand

5 nil 7 3 4 (e 10m 70% 44%

stand
=& (Table 2)

R PR SR AR AR GRS FR ) VAS) ~ e DR R B ~ fiini B2 2
Oswestry MIgefEREHE 2 (ODI) °

| ) Imaging evidence of stress injury
No fracture line

Imaging evidence of stress injury
No fracture line

] + Nondisplaced fracture line
1\ + Displaced fracture (=2 mm)
\% + Nonunion

RIE= (Table 3)
Kaeding-Miller ‘Bt 3 #RH#E » F LU0 FHEHMERR /) M & i B EAR S o
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& — (Figure 1) B — (Figure 2)
TR HE TR M 5 4 ) 5t K T 75 s i fg A —m B RV L B R g G R
AL EHEE & IR IR Kaeding-Miller 7

I (Grade IV) ©

B = (Figure 3)

fite X et - SRR TS (short-
axis) HE1THIRE B HE BB T TG HEE HE
BB o

BP9 (Figure 4)
H B im R A THonda sign )
S EHEIRR ) 1% B 4 A LR R o

E# (Figure 5)
itz X esis » BUREITEMBIEMR > &
IKPESN B B EHEE LI
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2025-10-22 (wed) ~ 2025-10-25 (Sat)
EUROSPINE 2025

Bella Center, Copenhagen, Denmark
2025-11-14 (Fri) ~ 2025-11-16 (Sun)
NASS 2025

Denver, CO, USA
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