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Abstract

Cervical spondylotic myelopathy is the most serious subtype of cervical spondylosis and the most common cause of spi-

nal cord injury. At present, it is considered that mechanical compression and ischemic changes caused by spinal stenosis

constitute the pathophysiological basis of spinal stenosis, and the dynamic instability of cervical spine is also an impor-

tant factor causing spinal cord injury. Its clinical manifestations and physical examinations are complex and varied, and

often need to be differentiated from some geriatric diseases. In addition to the abnormal long bundle sign caused by up-

per motor neuron injury, about 51.9% of cervical spondylotic myelopathy patients also have root lesions. Magnetic reso-

nance imaging is the preferred method of examination in patients with suspected cervical spondylotic myelopathy. Com-

pared with magnetic resonance imaging, diffusion tensor imaging is much more sensitive in detecting early patients. It is

suggested that, patients with moderate to severe cervical spondylotic myelopathy should receive surgery, and patients

with mild cervical spondylotic myelopathy should consider conservative treatment within three years from the beginning

of diagnosis.
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T, LKA 165, miEER 2 FARMEE T
R 7R/Z LY, CSM AR 278, (HEAR L8 F—F kT
PEIRTTIEBER, FIHSWr . JRFIE Y7 TR I 0 4EH 5 T
BB 2 oG %,

ARCLER UL AT K CSM B FT ke, ¥5 B IR AL L I R
R WAL ER . R BIRYT R L5 7T
1 &R AL

WE, B AHERS , Bz KN T . RE A
SATHE A AL BREE A U SR R R, B R AR AR . LAY
IR UE T HE ) S ) PR B K B B P R B AT e 2k
Ve, TR . B, MERIBRE R, EATN AR
1T BAARHEAR, 22 AR I R, BULEHIE ot
BMESCTT L ANSETTIERD, [EE, MERIEATHEAR SEAR KR, R
W)t 32 B0 B REAZ BT A, 2 3 DR R S AT BRI AR N
PEEAL, R D) M A S T 2 B ) 2 R T A TR PR,
2, LIRNZESBORE P, —J5 T NEGE 7 ik SR S 18 v
BRI, 5 —J7 AR A s Bk R ol REZ L 22 bk e
I, BIAEEFELE & VR0, HUAE a5 B PEcas, i
LRI H4 i CSM A A1 473 149 A BRI

BRI b, 2 E A7 R A 30% sl R B 18 RN T 60 mm?
A B2 IR AR SR, I R AR AR & A AR
2R R IE R H TCRERE AU, 2 IREK, o A
I I 15 T B T MEAS A AE AR R . B R AT A
IR AR DA 007 5 M A R S TR0 PR B AN SE 4 A
XK, BZHBNFH KM, 300 B 4 HE A R
LA, S S EERIE R SR S MR, e Btk
AR, AEICTTIE Bl B A A T I AR AR ARk, N R
gkini 5| K sh s i 2 e,

B O, 18 A2 R R A 5 5 SO I
TERELT, G A O R 5 A DR R A 2 I A BT 2K T
PEO AR A R, R R M S A S R A
BRENTT, WAk RMERRE RN . HEUKM, IF KRS Mk
I AR A R I A i PR AR s I A 2 32 B, AT
AP BERE R RN, IR R T, IR, s ARk,
F B CSM I IR,

2 GRRI

CSM 2 AR B 475 P B 10 40 e 5 WL SR IR o s 2 B B
T AT 2 BEERION SR 10— RCREAR , NS0 . SRS 8h Az R
i SRR G R R, B S 2. B,
TR BT S LT g B A A st ok 2R BT 50 A A A S 7 e A o
Wi RZEML B RE Z 0 R A Rk, BE AR,
TEAK I PRIME TS B Bk sk B AT 2% B WA R4 i
®ig; B, HFHEGEEFERRASOER RS, 5 5R
FREIEAE AN AR ARG . Ik, MERFE R ATE
PR ERZE PSRRI, BN 484 CSM R J o3 4 o i
HO, R DROER, e . AR ST RGN

IR AR ), CE ST IS EN SIS 5. R4
BRI AR, ) CSM R BE FEKG BB ok iy, BT
RN “BSR T, BIF R RN 2~3 $8 Py S R o
ARREAT, BOCHIHAT IR S, Y ORREE 4E OC T At i)
T E T 1 min (1, KU T 45458 A 58 b 5% O Jd it Ah
K, teAh, B R R AT S R D RE, R

CSM — BE B N J& F— AR A Rl , BRI J& 906 )5 5 1
AT REAE R AR o SRR B 22 BRI 7R, CSM 5y
JRPESE, AARHEATARCT T, 85 01 25 1) BE B At ik ok ik
W, AT R Y DU JHR b A2 B /el AR RS, )
BRRBATRE " B R MR R LR R ZHE, (AR
BT 4y Sk 3R R B . 2 70%~75% i F R IR B B AL
MR, BDZAAS, WrBorEAt, I iR DL T RS AAE
FAXS IR 20% M FFLE It R AL 5 5% Lt e, P
WAL G, FA2W . BT I T CSM AR G2 i AR
THIRBR B AT B IR A5 5 T R 2

CSM (Wl 8 24 A E BRI 46 132 Bl il 28 oot 45 i
SR RIAE, QRS TCHE . BREE L B R K B
TEBAMESE o L rP i S S Uk DIIE — Sk LR e, i BB L
RS ME B, SR, 24 51.9% A9 CSM H 35 [F] s 1A AR M
B, EHEBET s gomit;, BB, Mk
IS ZRAE e RAE AR T AR XTFR RO o 2 D Redin s,
BOANPENU8ES . BE Fw  ARESEIE Wl iRm  BE
2 J Babinskifif . " RCTC 7 20 SR MG LS e d Sk L, 1 3 i
A>3 By AT SRR a3 27 B AR R AR T C
TR, WTERRMUCAE R ZEMILESS, R RE s iR
e TG, USRI i S G BR, Hoffman fiE AT PHAER, 835
PR BRI T, 15 s RE IR/ T 25~30 K. Lher-
mitts fiF: A PR 7R 5 R BE AT . b4, Rombergfif . 1524
B, RS TEG AE T A TRl B TR I 58
3TEE

Il PR A5 22 B P75 1 2% ] PG At ik CSM R 19 1l
RESRBEAES . HavicH YA Nurick /3% % 5 H ARG R &
(Japanese Orthopaedic Association, JOA) 431 3¢ .

Nurick 7344t FEARAE A 400 B H 1028 L B ATThRR AN A
2R A N 6 2. 0%, U IEH BAUAFARMEREIR 5
V9, TrAa e einirds, (LB, 29, LEEE,
AT SE B H ARG TG 2, ELRBSE il s 39%, ASRNE, #
s, (REAT TG 490, BATH MBI S,
R sh. H5I0A W HCHE R AF, HPAE CSMAR R,
BTG B E FRCIRE, S 228 A U R AERY

JOA V4 5 F B X CSM 8 35 i 32 2 1) | Jiz 2 (L4
RIEME) . NS (EFEBATIRE) . BSE DL BE 44> 5T
HITLGEITRE, B3 17450 T CSMIEIRB R R %
BE, =154 EE, 12~1443; SEEE, <1243 BVE AR
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TCHBE I, B R H A SR 23 (modified JOA, mJOA) i 3
VAN 4 H S Ch i ) Ul R A iune )y, O HERRSE R
PRAB A BRE R R,

AR FH 04 2 3% 30 B, 45 SIUHE 1) i i 73 46 £ (Neck Disability
Index, NDI). & 88 Ji 5% ¥ 5 % (Myelopathy Disability Index,
MDI). Berg V-t M LT7 . IR ITFor 1 R4, SR 0
UIReHEATA0VT, SR T LA IS « IPASRT H w0 3 AE
S
4 HBBRERE

TJBECSM # , MRIy B Mefe e 5, T P Al e i Bl |
[ETE2 125 NSV ) el 8 7K =R C A o K L AN T €
FRE SRR R B ARG Y, X R ] B R S sh A A,
1M CT X B P25 F i R TE B, & ¥4y MR
AN TR (AR, SRR ] R A0 ok
5B, A B THlE a7 A, (ER R A 5 FAR
PR ATH SR T 2 H AR 115 TR
4.1 X2k

X Z AT 7% CSM E A BMEMESC 1T IR R, S R AL
FEIHET AR | HERASTE | MG IR K . BB AL, HEM]
BRI . HERS DA AT WAS 60 45 . MEAS PR (7™ B R n] Sl
W AT 20 PPAL o Ry HE R AR 22 S SRE 5 s Bl ] R 15
7%, ZRHMNXHEFE PR Torg-Parlov [, BIMER JIRAE S5 HER 8
BERY LR, /T 0.8 B BN R BMEE Be7s . i T XL Tk R
HEAS 9 A S5 R X B RE DY SE A, 08 b A0 RE 3 AL 4
Z: 0,

A b, XK RIRIY FIRIRAT MU A B AR ABE TP 43
WL, ALREAVE RN BUME G T ALY AR R O, X2
CSM LSRR . a4, XA IRLTT th /el C s ey
VPR SO I 2 RO 5 )08 50, DUR TP 8 Al i R
AP, HE AR B ) X R R IS A AR s SR AT
J SR A SR R, R A . ORRAL
Cobbffi, BILLIC, Y5 C, FLMMTATLANEREL, AHEC AL
@C,~C, MR 3 H il (sagittal vertical axis, SVA)RI C, 854k 5 C,
Ji 1 AR AR 1L
42 CT

TERT VRS s S T, CTEW BIFT X4,
MRI N HABSEAR 2= Tk, AT CSM2 T 1Y B 4 B T A,
FEATFREE, 1EIMRIMANIT, EBonSHEHEARSE | 5
FBBE AR S Y3 B 1 (ossification of posterior longi-
tudinal ligament, OPLL)#14J3 55, 3 64544 (1 1R 51 AT el & F AR
THR0) 0 ) B b T A1 R
4.3 MRI

MRITE SR [E 4 A . RO s . B B AE B4 3a
ST CT, AR REIPAL CSM B E B RRR A bR 2R
O e RAIRBLLNALT, . TG i s TS . BT T,
GRS SR, W TEMAS, BB HEEG AL

R, BT PRE B R R TR EMEE R, n] WAL
1§ EHEROE S RIS A S . SR, MRIR B4l ik
ARG FRADE, AN PIRE W, IFARZ2E
B WFREIEE R, 40 LIS AR, CEBSRERIE, MRI
R I) 4 28 BOME S BB AR R 1 LU AT 29 0 25%, TR 3 40 %
R I — A1 U e 260%™

MRI T 2B AEFESE N T, . TI5 54, n] ik CSM
KRR LI & A D G5 A P A 2L B 2= e As , dnoK i B BEER
b BTG AR R BTl i A, BRI B —E 2 TN (E,
(e i 38 1] 3 P CSM T AR s i 9 1 2822 25 2R 8. 2009 4F
KR FHERIT MRS SMEE e ma b, S PR AR (S S kL
BHIGRA R LR : HFHNZTEHAK TESHE, 8
PR T K T, s, siHBERERRAE, FARIGRZE,
AN, ARG R, ARG MRUEG BT, S5, nlfeE
WHEERBIMIEE ; X — S — e R O SV BT
TR BN R, MR BB T B rh R LT R il 5 &
Kt A HELFYE, P fs B are,
4.4 SRk I8 iAZ (diffusion tensor imaging, DTI)

DTILZ — P i s AR ks ke, RE RPN
MRIFSIEAL K A FAE AL I RO, 4 2R 2 oA
AL S e v AR P 28 R B R TS R AR R R RS R . H
SR HE T R ER B (apparent diffusion coefficient, ADC),
4% 81 % (mean diffusivity, MD) F1 4% [a] 53 ¥4 43 % (fractional an-
isotropy, FA)4F . MRI Xl P20 A 25 4 1 4 407 G HL 4 e
W, BUSERAR, i EAF RN S T AR R — AR Y
ESARE RN L2, DTIRE CSM L HE R,
HURMEZE S 2, Jiah, AU BESZ R E AL DTI 2
Bk As, i HE S R Xk, W C~C, B, SEURSZ B
M, R4 E0RE R R BORT T 25 G S e CSM R 35 1 R 1 o
ZAPIRI

DTI 240N FA 55 54 S5 05 F2 B I A0 G . itk 70 i
] BT # 5 A R B RE IR B CSM, PR T R AR, O
AT FAREE S, Rt DTIEE Al FfEJCQPER T T 5.
W JEAE R A B CSMLER A I 15 1E Y

B, DTIZE CSMiZ W54l J5 T i B IR B T, (H
THRZ MR . 5T S8 B AR a v 1 i B 5
F e B RSk RS LR — B, AN R FLAS
B, TEE 2N
4.5 HAlh

B 1 52 (myelography) 38 15 ] ¥ PN 4 S 7K i P X L i 52
F, AR XL CT TR, s &R0 A K2k
WAL BT HE TR, AR, BORRAE R —
At )y AU IS AT DR R A A% 45 B R T AN AT MRIF .

Zh 2% W 3 PR A 1% (dynamic magnetic resonance imaging,
dMRI)Z3 551 3 S50 i /A Jo (02 5 47 MRLE O I AT LE o S
Ab T AL, ERERSh AT AR A, RS2 A B A i 5
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AL S M A S PRI N R AL, B REAH N AR AR, A
ERZAEINE , W BUR Ty #0525 X R Y R
(KT, dMRI e PPAL HEE B A48 4k, 38 T S vfE ff b iR )
CSM 5 9 B e 75 ol 4 1 0 B A o T I A i bR Ak
TETZE T2 5 AR SR, aOs B B BRI AE IR 19 4 F 5%
NHE,

5 BAERN

B FH E A PR I T 3 A 45 AR 8475 & HRL 37 (somatosensory-
evoked potentials, SSEPs) . £ /i Ji7 )22 12 21175 /& FAL {7 (transcranial
motor-evoked potentials, TeMEPs) 1 JJL H, ] (electromyography,
EMG)% . MLAHUGEF AEE 2B TR, FZNAT CSM
P AEE B N N R B2 el D 2% < 1 g B R R e v N R U e
BC R LRt 1 I 2= a1 DA% NI P N RN B R S 2 d
TeMEPs B4k, 8 #2703 B & M e 40, PRI ] SSEPs il Te-
MEPs Wi, 1] LAvE A T Bl B2 R P 32 2l e fis LA KR S5 i A 48
AR s RIS A L IR RS O L WA AR, AR E
SREANBE WU ELFCY A, A A g TS 4
JE5 AR PR e, ol B CSM 5 S 45 0 2R A AL S (amy -
otrophic lateral sclerosis, ALS) Fl £ & 4 #ifi ft, (multiple sclerosis,
MS)S5EBE0 -

6 AT

CSM — e H A A RH g . FEAE T RIGITIE T,
20%~60% () CSM ¥ 275 B 17 3~6 45 i) i BUR 8 Ak, il 2L
TCAE R T 6 30 8 BT 1 AR BT 2347 8% LA B i AR
Rifi 15 4 4R BT R 2 23% 5, JLT- %A IR 3R B EAEF ARIRI T BEA A
B R iR & vl M1 7 TNt s 52 e 1 E e N = [
W, WREARAETE B b . B R DR R A ma R i R AR
(7] i A5 3 40 A B A0 i e 2 AT %) DR, AR T vy o BT T
K, CSM—&i2Wr, RIRRFA, EFRIBIFARAE T
EERFNEERYT, WA TN 2 AR T A, U
B R, REAMATIRE, I RAFR KT R,

TFARZEGE, (A, \EEEELTE . RIEX CSM
EFRIBIT S PRGBS, b, EEEHREETA
AR B A FARNFIR YT, TR R R WA — 8 1
o INHIRSHIBYT TR TR B TR 45 AR 5 5
EPESF AR, HAH ST U5 2SR E itz F
AREORSFIRYT , B/OTFERETT 3AERT NG R IF T 825 5, [
MR B B 8 H 2 Wi IR 34 2 INTT % SR AR STFIR TR,

B CSM,  JU R R AR 21 2 1) 4 5% 1R B0 ol STHE AN A2 8h
BUREEE , ETFARBIT ARG —EWIEM . FEHIERH, [
M AR BT B A PETHR I UHEASFR A R A 1Y
FEARNUT R S AW AREAS, H13h 2/ AT i v A B R
ZRERE, JUHRERKERIICEME , AT ReE A R R
2 FAR W, TR CSM, i B 2 m F- K s 3k
FARFER R Z, WEFEE . —BeR0 . 2ERME . AL
IERAE AR FFLEIT A, DATR 8 e AR T A

29 23%~54% (AR T RIGYT BE B 8 AN TT 152 FARIBIT ™,
FARFRERIFLE A, FARIGITRORM2E . Bk, BT
IR L H 2 AEAE B E B R U, AR BT AR, Xt
FIRIT RGBT Ar F . IRSFIRYT TS B 22 1 P T
REALHE . BRI T 0 SRt Rl AT 6 4 H 5 Bl
MRI 8 FF PR AR 8, A W7 I/ T 40 mm®; 38 Lo 4]
K51 40%; T BEASFRATME TR AR N S T Bt
A SR R R AR FT O, s bR m R, T
I CSM P HFREE W, B EFAR,

M2, EEFASEAEFARAT, RhEA S BHE R ITA
JR LRI E R AE S . TR BE AR T 1) 3 DI A7 A e Y vl
REPE SRR, LABAET ARG YT 5 BA B0 1 43 e 1 L 22 1]
BETFRGIT . HAMABERN R, BREFRBITR
TR R AR, B W 2 T RE A
A,

6.1 IEFRIAIT

BEX R B CSM R AR FARIAYTY Jy ik £ A HkE T ) |
Yo 1R\ 259036 97 S W H A YT (physiotherapy, PT). fE AV IG YT
(occupational therapy, OT)5E 4 F R 71k ILAh, AEFARIGIT
TR R AR B BIGRYT . W0 B ETETERE SR IR 6 i
WA EIRE T ET T B N 55 . BURAFIAYT T B BLAA
o7 RIS AT R i — 2B AR, HR R CSM YR YT SR I 46 Ky
DMEGFARTHRN £ R Z N HLEAIRIT
6.2 FARIAYT

FARIGIT 0 B 0 FEE SR, ERSMEREE, R
IEBR R, IS AT RESR RO R AE B R 2T BE . AR HT
PR Bl 5 8 BT RE R E AR 8 8 R i . W AR KRB
SR NHIHE 5 RIS A
6.2.1 TP B A

Hi s 55 AR g , HEMAEER RS, — Bk
o, HIEEARRE LB A B RERE N 0 B A, R
[ 5 AR S A 45, o A ™ E k2 R 58
WYE KR, AR BN SRR B8 BRSO T CSM
RN AR BN A R [, s HER RS AR
WA —E R R IR Y, BRI . (R, Y
CSMUJA A8 R B S AT, FARWBAKE, mrps A E g4
ARMEEE NG S A, I ELREE FARWB I, FAREM S
IFRIER) R A IR W LT, 5 R R B T s 2 A
AR H I AR, DU AT PR R AN JES T 52 M B 24 T R
AR, 5 AT DA Bk A A RETT M0 3l , X T
0 30 0 585 4 B 0 P i 3 0 ) e R A ) i
VR A 0 o HORR S e AR AR K RN R, Wl 3 T
R, AF R B AR AR T S P P 0 o SR A 7 7 S o I
AN O 28 A AR A e, S B R ST RE T R
KBRS HOIRS, I REOR FIRE SR KT, 5i5h, )&
BEAR AR B IR A I E S0 S T Y XU, T B s M TR G 1
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R, SR IER LTI RE AL

AR MEEREZ TG AR, OFARWE
B FAREL -2 BiE, Fr AR myp 2 52 2]
LTI RS, MRS IFRAE R4 R 5 H AL, B R ZHOE HE
HMBFEE R T T RTES TR, X T8 BOw AR BT R R S AR
W FARNBA 3 LU LA N5 &R IFA, B IA &
SRTE JOA TE4T 45 4 A Ui Re J T T B AP 24 T i, (HAT)S i T
RGP 2T T 22 5, i BLETEAR 0 FARAN 0
5t RS WA TR . QBT Y SRoE . JRiHEM T
Ja R 13RI, SRS BT ARBORAME. WNAEY 1F1
R, TR RS AR EHE AT T 8, JE AT 3R
PRITRE AR R M, S BEARAE  J A R R AN
G =7 o7 NE2 W = 1 S R O N R A e 1 A N S 8 0 6 2 71 I
HFARALG K E W EREZ — BTG T, REas
AR PR AT REAL, TR . 255 NEE A
J BEAR ST B AR T M I, R OGS R Btk 5 A LR
PR B0 SR 5 L ) — F2 B2 I R Al P S0 174 DR TR %
QFARAHEBTY B AR AR AE L o Fi B9 B [E] fi 5 1T g 2 A
AR B AR AR R RGN, Mia & B2 EHFARN
FEFHZ —, Rl LR, W HF AR AR,
TR R AT B A I, 5 TR PR CSM 2 K il /K 4R 3T T
B ) #R AR AT E SO . @B F SR S RO EE
AR, SRR RSN, WiE A TREAN, L
EBMROEZEE, MRS S TR AR . OREE
s SRR E AR . SR BOAT AR AR R TR
AH G I A 22 A ), AE A7 AE ™ JE MRS e sl o il 3l (o o7
R T 50% 5L 60%)IF, ARG B B, 1T B ERAT O T
Je AR 0 7 B s g I R o 2 ) R Ak ) IRUBS: R
BF, LArEMBE, PR RE AR, a2, RAK
TER N EOAA A B, RN AR Y, W, S SR O ARG
T, A BE A TR AT S B G AR, e sk 5 &
21k,
6.2.2 T AR

I A TR AR G4 - SOME i B () D0 B
Fill & 7K (anterior cervical discectomy and fusion, ACDF). Zfi# fif
% HE 4 U1 B 5 Bl & K (anterior cervical corpectomy and fusion,
ACCF). RA AR I #HE 535 i JE K (cervical arthroplasty)ZF .
X TR B AR, ACDF BT v 335 [ 2 BIE 8 30 Y9 AR 45 44
EEFHERR E M, RERAF I 0 TR (92%~96%), 1REE
BRI AR LA, JFHE RIFIIGIRZE R . SR
RN LB, ACDF TR BF 2 BRAY S s F B Mok, Ao
JEASFE G309 RV, [R] B OG5 AR Rl 28 45 A A W) -1 32 54T I
N7 it TR B i e SRR ST A A [ FT 4
INFARRBA 2, AIER FTE6 W TiEs ACCF, B rMREHER KR
WORE R, Eh AR AR RIR, RERE 5. Ja3 RS
LG T ARERAEA XS R . AR 545 5 B sl o 2 AR 9 KU 0

RIGAEA RS AL S5 I B AE 1) & A 3 e S5, A8 B ] 3o
DI #iME ST BERE, A% & ACDF 5 ACCFIR & TR A AR,
T i P91 T DL e i R, I A A A G [ Y &
A,

A 5T L ACDF M ACCF, Z5R T, OMEERG
JOAFSMRT . VAS I3 T Wk Jo NDLIF- 43 Wi 4545 7 THT 245 R AH
1, $Em H I REIA 2 70 /0l B M E R HMHER N E N, @
ACDF 1T AR [ 5 A i ifiL it /T ACCF, #2785 & i AR
AR, ZEMEE K. QACDF B #H 0L BE i ) e, 42
7~ ACCF (835 i B B it R T o, FARAIMG R, WMER
1. @AY I EAE B . B %)), ACCF
WAL R, WHALIF R R AR E ARl X — s R AR MR
FIFEL, ACDF A] i A 4R AL TE 22 00 [ a2 a5 DR 45 205 1) R X A
FE. ORAFITE, HRESRBEAN— F AW TC
WEM2ES, WA —LeWF 5 WA ACDF [RAE A W) -15 £ 57
R, ARRG R m . @M YA BN C~C HER /AT ™
J% . [N ACDF Rl it A A W X HEE B S8 , OF I 32 MR 1)
JiE A A 4, T UMK i ™ 5 4 B o 3 THT 1Y 05 8 ACCF B
KW, B2, T CSM A 8 32 H i B DB X 2 Fh 24
AR YT AR 20 B 16 T AR AR 08 B e 3 i B 1 28 55
RIE

T HHE T I AR SCERA B o 3l 48715 Be A OG5 e
AL ACDF ML, RGBT DRSS = 8w, 48
KATIRARR TR, SRIMT, CSM SR IR AR )™ 5 2 A 5 38 T ik
FERLG ARG TR, B Ry I 5 5 0% OG5 3% 2 B w] gk — 20
T sz S5 Be iR AR o BUAESCTT MU A F2 23S FH T HE ] 828 1
SRR 2 A BE RS E Y,

6.2.3 J AR

Ji AR FEEAFEHEARVIBRA . HEAR DI BR+AA AR . Mk
B AR FHEM S +RE AR . At 2, MR UIBRA G ik £
B CSM AR AR S . HR Bk B 2 i o 2 RS, ST
AR BB e T S R HE /NS T BR KT 50% INF, 23 &A1
Bt NG 3, TS OR 5 FUHEA TR (18%). 4k & )5 ™ I
TEIRRE UL, PR EUHE 7 41 5 R rh 0y 381 8 0 P 45 PR 3R AN
] Ko A TN RAT R, R A AR ENTE 6%~46%, ARTIAFTE
AT RRA AR RS, BRI, SRaE R HEAR DIBR AR H BT AE
AR, AU EE TSN AR SRR 22 2 22 AR
H L ORI EERAE, R ORI RS AT
BT [ B RS ARG N T BUHER RS E R, SRR R Ak
FEERAE, IERTRAR TS I R AR, A B AR R RS -
BUR TR BIHER DI BR AR, 29K, BRI PN 1 Al ok 12
IR . A PR [ 2 5 AR A A R S0TME AR ) ) 2 AR | & G
FTIRAR SR )AL

MR STE AR KRBT 53 PR EEIE A 5 R IF T THESR R
A (expansive open-door laminoplasty, ELAP m%, fiij Fx 5. FF [ ]) Al vk
A IF T A (French-door laminoplasty, SCFRAUIFIT), 8% @& H T
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CSM SUHEAR X FRAE | ™ 3 81 1 R 1 R S0 A i i R 5 e ol
o WO RAE QLI IE IR R C R A) . Rl PRSI . BTG
I3 2 RSk R e R . 5 AHERR IR AR LL, AEAR
WIEARPIGRER T SUR BRI, PSR E e, AR S
HEA OB + Rl AR AR R o 22 D RE 4G 2R St AT PR o A A
TREA S BRIL . 22 2L C LS BEEF 9 2% Pl AR B R 24
AR, AR RS . BEAT RS O R B AR A K A
R AT IR BRET T8 A2 AR IR + il 45 AR AT Bk — 2 1 o S5
TELA B FRIRENE, JFATY RIE R, HRAJE T
NS BRI, APEARIR A A -0 ey

BT LR WA, S RS BRI, G AT AR 17
BRI TARTTR, DI FARIIRZZNE . inBkERrE
HEA IR A W] BRI U5 7K 5 A BER - C,, 1 Bl A8 s vl
it C, F1C P 1 BUABRERPEHERR DI BRI SE 8L, AT fR B C,
C,. CHIMERS =5 LA M5 7 i Lo BRI AL, Wl A
RO T B A GEAR ARG B WL PRS0 . S5 SRR T3 h,
AT AR TS s, Sl A B R % AR S BT B T
CSM™,
7 INES

CSM B A w8k, LHEMAEZFENT . HETaIE . 3
SHRIFARSE M IT HORAAUE], 0505 7K BB e sl A
BT —2 BB . B A SRR G ¥ X T TSI A 1 2k Ji
SR, IR SRR S —ERE DIKE A IIRE. 2 E
SEMOUT R SRR IR IR R A 2 2 A AT DL S K AR
8o BEPREIE R BA R AT A B T A2 W SR SR Y
Hil5E o X THREE CSM, AR FEARFIRYT , (A0 DI RE Ui 15
s mEREEETAR, BEARKAERIL, NS
B . — RO RO 0 A B . R TR
Be. SRR LA E S OLAE . AR, TERE fetE T
ARBFHL AR AT 1 i T 2 5 22 R B U7 ) i o A L
PROFFERARIIEIE .
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