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Clinical investigation on interventional therapy and diskoscope for lumbar disc protrusion patients
Jing Anlong ,Guo Mei ,Chen Tao ,Zou Wen
(Department of Orthopedics,People’s Hospital of Hecuan Aera sChongqing 401520 ,China)

Abstract : Objective  To evaluate the effect of interventional therapy,and diskoscope for lumbar disc protrusion patients. Methods
There were 74 patients in interventional therapy group,68 patients in diskoscope group and 71 patients in combined treatment group. Fol-
low-up was done in 12 to 18 months after operation and data was collected. Results Depende on the macnab standard, there were 60 cases
(81. 08 % ) were excellent 8 cases(10. 81 %) were good,and 6 cases(8. 11 % )were bad in interventional therapy group;54 cases(79.41%),9
cases(13. 24%),5 cases(7. 35%) in diskcope gooup,and 67 cases(94. 37%),3 cases(4.23%),1 cases(1. 41%) in combined teratment
group respectively. y* test was made, result shows that both pain in waist and legs and satisfaction degree after operation in combined treat-
ment group are better than others. There is no statistics difference in postoperative lumbar activities and time back to work among the
groups(P>>0. 05). Conclusion There is a better treatment effect in combined treatment group than other groups.
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