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Abstract; The research progress of finite element method (FEM) applied in biomechanics of lumbar fusion and ar-
tificial lumbar disc replacement was reviewed and its prospect was forecasted. The main research directions of
FEM are optimal selection of operation plans before the surgery, performance evaluation of implanted devices and
prediction of postoperative outcomes. Based on the recent research progress, the application prospects of FEM
in simulation of personalized surgery, evaluation of elastic implants and postoperative prediction of novel operation
method were discussed. By reviewing and prospecting the application of FEM in biomechanical research of lum-
bar fusion and artificial lumbar disc replacement, the purpose of this paper is to provide theoretical references and
practical guidance for the treatment of lumbar diseases in clinic.

Key words: finite element method (FEM) ; lumbar; lumbar fusion; artificial lumbar disc replacement; biomechanics

s B 89:2017-02-10; f&[E HH#A:2017-03-19
BT FYIHRH R LRI B (JCYJ20151030160526024 ) I T A AR IR 45 435 H ( SMJKPT20140417010001 )
BEEE X, 2%, E-mail; weigliu@ hotmail. com



WIRE,%&. ERTECEEERSASEERREYNERRFEABE
ZHANG Zhenjun, et al. Progress of Finite Element Method Applied in Biomechanical Researches on
Lumbar Fusion and Replacement 83

WA AR B A By B0 TR 255 T
fBE (low back pain, LBP) F¢Rll 2 AN A AL AZ)
(AR 3 7 AL S BUE R ) 2R R 2 — . LBP
U R WA R ) R 2 —, & B T K
AN L DA 42 3k 22 T 67 48 5 T Bt R R L+ 4R
(NI B Ak, 2Bk LBP 44 ] e 2 g '
it gds & B, LBP 71 38 [5 19 48 & LR 55 15% ~
45%; 76 [, LBP % 7 3 M i85 ik 60% ~80% ' Bk
Tz sy A E i, 5 R T R 0y R A
F51B 7 M #E 8] 2% 9% 28 ( degenerative disc disease,
DDD) FIEAMENR] 558 A . 240 LBP 5345 Al i i Ok
SPIRIT IR B G2 (BT A P 70 18 R R ORSFIR T
B, TR AR AT o R I, IV FH A A G
(A 12707 T JR HEAE T R 14 o AT A 58 RS 4
U7 L BA EE IR E Lo

BXF LBP S W FRIGYT il vl Lo A%
TR M AL 1] fl 5 AR R B HE IR Bl & AR 55 L2
AR AR ) 5 A, 455 T S8 I A AFE (] il 5 R (anterior
lumbar interbody fusion, ALIF) | J&5 [ JE A A (8] fil &
A ( posterior lumbar interbody fusion, PLIF ) F1£5#E [A]
FUTEAE A 8] Gl & AR ( transforaminal lumbar interbody
fusion, TLIF) 45, WEMEIERLG ARG AN THER & &
e (total disc replacement, TDR) | i 3 ¥& P [& & Fll
RS () Fe e 48 55 . TLIF 3 5 SR FHHE (8] /il 4 45 S in
HE S HURET R 4E RV AR E , H T ARITRORTS T
I PR AR 40 7 2 5 ROAE 527 (EL A )
B I HEHE S B2y 2 1% 3l B (range of motion,
ROM) , #1117 5| RS AR AR 15 Be Ay iR A8 . Bl N T AT
i) B AR AATT 5 Al IR T AR BRI W E 28, 6T A
TTIEHME R 3% (%) 7 2% 43 B Al PRI S8 B IE S T TDR
Fe AR ATATE T o ol T A ) A AR FT LS A
T Bk E PR AT BRI B AT I T B IR AR T AR
N THEN] 28 8 46 R BOOR R B iz 2 Dh e A 2 T e i
BUEHE ROM i K, it A 27 4 th 7 IEHETR & R
AORE S o A1 xF 5 Be sl 227 Be LA B % B 1] 4808
A5, AT BEAFAE B 26 Bl A AT N TME ) & B 4R
HoA A BN IS 5 A7 HE MR) Fil B AR, SHIRE s 7 TR []
BF I RE S TAMAS 2, BEIE B AT DLARAS O T 5
FHON A ] 4 5 48 oM ) R 5 R 19 9728

ST TBAE A AR rh ke ik 1 A B PR B8 R R AR
F L RAMEGE Y I3 27 S50 7 VAR MEFEAT 42 T 10 A7 3L

BT AR, TG BB JCE (finite element method,
FEM) B AT 77 5 2 508040 4 18 RN AT 29K 3 & AR
R TR REMEF AR b & 2845 21 17 JE 535 36 1) 0
F IR AR AR SR E T A BN R 5
AR SCYA G T AR [ N A EEAE T AR B  FEM 1 F
FEIERE , B R MR FEM 75 JEARARE ) Fill 5 AR N T
HE T 23 8 AR 118 17 FH BRIR: 5 58 285 B T 114 B 9 22 5T
R, I B I AR i 5. FEM 75 IR AHE
AN T ARSI 53 A ] R 14 B DA AR B AR X
ROR T 45 5 T B Tz 0 Kk T . 8 A X
FEM TEJEHET- AR A= 9 I3 2 05 vb 109 1 ) i e it A7
[e T B2, W Ay DR A T2 A B AR e % FAT A
A PERE AL SRS IR .

1 FEM HEEMFAREM HEARTFHINEB

Kifi 5 A B A i B AR A R AMREF AR 5
RBAWUEA BT FEM 7EJEMEF R B OR C 2
RN T Z N o WEME T AR e B s
AR A BR TR, SR IS 7F 1IE H NEAME A FR TR 1Y
el b SEIAS A T RO R AT . B & R 2F
FEIG AL PR R UE S, B A A FROTES R B 48
3 TR 2 A 18 ECFIORS
1.1 [EdEEEREEAR
L1.1 AMEake R 577 MEHE R &R AR s i1,
AL PRI R A XA A R) Bl 5 R A B PR R 9 o I
T AR UE” o A [R] flA A 5 R S I
SARETR G, ] LU DAAE (8] @il A2, 7590 A48
BRI, A1 eS8 ALIF, PLIF R H 5 B% A #%
J7 2, A FE A RS A X 42/, TLIF % H P [
FE W) FIME 5 HBEET ] ARG A N T 2 1) A
SEPE S Pk, FRTER % PLIF F1 TLIF B9 8F 5% 8
Z R XT TLIF e PR B A 20 B 557
T BIBFSE LU AR IR . Huang 261 R H] L1 ~ S1 45 B¢
A PREARIS T PLIF 474 FR T i, 45 1R, 78
I B 8 B8 5 AL A 0T LA 3BT 1R Je 2R3
Briffk, 3kscz SR FEM XS] TLIF Fi1xL
il TLIF JE47XF H 434, 25 58 3F B Jp i) TLIF B] L4
BE P E MR EN . Kim 2 F Ambati 25"
BORIFFE 2 0, B TLIF AR T PR B A
M TRIEE ] DLyt /N AR 4115 Be /NS i g g, i —
AU T A TLIF B a] 451k, B Scus st %



ER4MA% $33% F1H 2018%£2A
84 Journal of Medical Biomechanics, Vol. 33 No.1, Feb. 2018

FEM X TLIF H AR ) 189 20 & J7 SNk AT RGEWET,
ST A ST B R AE S AR R ET PN [ R Al AL
B AL RS A AR SR Tl AR W ) R
B, B TLIF G AL il vl LA A2 i PRA XY
R RE RO, T ELAE T AR I 18] 71 28 55 A J7 T s 5
IG5 Xt BN TLIF s A Rl 58 A TR R AL B 2R
S N LA e W e o N VA CR VAR RN 3
MBS ] AR A AR X AL AR R o T
I3 B Hufd TLIF A RR i A 8945 07
KBS R Gy e, Kb G 7K 4
CA AU = AR BRET A 8T 5 , A B O A AR
) AEAL(IZE 1)

®1 TLIF hHEYHARAGHARN
Tab.1 Different combinations of the implants in TLIF

HEITH S AR BRET S
1 XU [ 7 1 HORMTAEA
2 A B E 2 HPATHEA
3 S [ 2 L ALRMTHEA
4 B [ 5 1 B BRI A
5 A B E LA BT DA A

A1 , Zhao 2519 SR FEM %] TLIF A e piy
FIH 24 T7 SNEAT 05 A5, 45 51 R, 76 1A
TLIF Ff S HE =5 AR SR ET Rl i SR AL il 2% 7T LA 2
FARWEMREHEZER, 45 LRENIXT
TLIF (5845 5, 25 5 TR B B] | H I 6 28 5% i
AREFEZANZR T LAk B HE =5 AR SR T 4 i B
T S Y BN TLIF S22 11 PR R P 4 4 e ) £
1.1.2 AEEZE EF X e R A AR A
2EWESE , FEM AN AT DL 3 A 8500 I R TF- AR AL,
I LA 32 M7 FH T DAL 1) 85 4 15 FR R i
PR . Bl A PR TR A R AR AS W R R
TEAL G IEME A B A b BT — R 5037 B
SARIRET RS FIMERI Bl 2%, Oktenoglu 27 42 1y
TR R A e M S AR IRET R, A H FEM X
FURIFSE A W 2 Wk 2R 4, 405 3R R, TE 44 Fh T
0 33 ol 780 XM 5 MR BT 1) A W g 2
HA, Tsai & P T —FhiE T PLIF (92 1L
SR RUME R G5 4% , R FEM R 225206 77 78 6 Fp
ENGES R L e R R (O LN Ee e ST DO e

o3, R FR U, o AR R T Rl G #s FEFR P
B PERE 7y T W] AR TAZE L 45 M i Rl 5 2% o Uribe
SR S HEAEAS TR S AR A7 N, SR A BROC
3 AT A [) 2 5004 T 0 A 65 45 X A 2 R Y
SO, 25 o, SR FH A 3 1 AR il A PT LA R
UF SIS FE D RE T . Li 2570 4R — M L Y
T IBIHERI LA AR S RETR RS, R 13 ~
S1 45 B BROTA AU FEAT 303 40 A1, 45 R o, B Al
MES MRETAR R G s HE Rl Bl G AR AR E M T S
G RETRE R G LA AT IR . A, A6
e 2P B0 B P I A Y 22 RS [ 05 SRR AT R He
T, A BRI o0 A 45 S w7, 3899 IR 22 1) oY 1 2 4
AT ASRAS AR B LA 38R

L IREXT FEM 78 JEHEAE 8] 7l 5 A A i) iz FH A
9%, FEMGET5 01 R 25 Fh AR 207 1 B9 X7 be 43 A A A
B PP . I FEM S5 77 (B @A AR 1
TR, AT LA Ry AN R AR 2K A 2380 58 F0300 A 14 [ 5 42
PP THR A R BE 8 =
1.2 EHAIHEEZEHRAR
L2.1 ATAHEEATHRAR JEAHER AR AR5
FTIEMEMERIGL & AR S5, 2115 TR 75 Bk 2k ROM,
PTG R AR T B iR AR B A N THE ] £ 1 &
BRI R T ARBOR B Wk 25 BEHEE Al & AR5
BT REA RN T ] 2 R 5 R
FHT 6 7 U8R %2 A s A8 FR B A% R () 2%, 4B A
N TABAR L 445 T K 45 B ROM,, Francisco 252 42
tH—Fh T TDR F-R A9 AT DL S 24 R Ty RE 4 45 1Y)
MR B ABRAA, SR 5 s Al A A 3 301 B, IF R H
FEM #4744 772 Lo B g0 s 45 R R W i B R
Iy G B A ] 5% B A4 B BR B IR BE 223 T 1E % AR
PR, PR TC 24 o Ty hE A [1) 235 A< U] 5 A ) 1
FEASBHE B/NSEAS BN F7 o Shankar 45> SR ] FEM
Al TDR TF-AR F A2 o) i) B0 T i e 0 J2 ) s i), AR
¥ E Fr r 7 2H 21 (international standards organiza-
tion, 1SO) 18192 FrufE#EAT 1~ 1 000 J7 YK BTG P fin 2%
SEE  BER R, SR 0. 05 mm YA [a] [a] B ) AR
PR EEBAR KT/, A5 H TDR F-AR rh 3/
el (eI BRA 25 T/ NEE I . Choi 251 S R FE BR 5%
RN TIEAER] AN [ Hh 22X TDR T ARCR 500,
K FH 4 Fivth 8 N T ) 2 B A 43 3 24T TDR
TR 25 5 WoR , BRI TARAR 0 JLAT I R



WIRE,%&. ERTECEEERSASEERREYNERRFEABE
ZHANG Zhenjun, et al. Progress of Finite Element Method Applied in Biomechanical Researches on
Lumbar Fusion and Replacement 85

XFFARTTBE ROM /NG B ) FAA B 1y g #2 7
S2 T H ROM /N 5G4 42 il Bz g %8 35K 3 IR AR
A ) JUART S5 K8 5 Ry U SO R 33k RN AR A4
TDR M FARFOR T REIF AT . 255 Bk WFoR Al
1, TDR AT RESE I AEARE ROM I X /N 5G4 42 fgh 17 73
FEASE I AEAT FROT A R b B G T TDR
AR5 FEHE ROM (72246 3 il , sk 40 I AfE ROM 5K
T BEHER AR
1.2.2 ATRetemd AT REMER] B BAR R IT K&
PRI 2 B FEM SRR S0 B 3 BOk PEAG H
G B A A M, SR S A RE HE A I IR S 58 B Bt
2[R A 3 SRS AY g N T REAE R] 2 A 45 A8 R,
Fie AR T 248 AU 3 ] LA Ay B okl 8L R 3 R ) B
R F BEAP R A 7 ] Loy B - G IR 41 &
@m0 T B R 2% (ultra-high molecular weight
polyethylene, UHMWPE ) 2H 4, i A T #E 7] 4515
TR SR T eSS H 0 ( center of rotation, COR) 1)
7 B AL R B bR R L AL P S ) B
FEBLIR , FEM 75\ T FEEHE 8] 8205 14 1 25 4 oAk 4
PFSGHE A7 AR Bt 45 5 T Y WO T RO I
g 22 JRUAE AR T HE ) B ABR B0 1R 350 A iR A
EIE N THE% 381 A7 BR oo 70 B 33 Ao 2N T HE ]
BRI A=W 1 22 R S5 R R W IR A2 I iz
B FEAT] DL SEIUME ] 5 1E % ROM, [F]RFo B IR 1 A
TAB AR A A B B 451 1) A, Noailly 252 45 iy
— BT R ) N A ) BB I AR & A AR
AR S N A6 A BRI/ i 4 2R Wow , ok
FAP5 A5G MR T BN A ) % LU A% G i 3R
AR EA S aF 0y R A N T A ] 4
AR A= ) 3 2 e R4, (EL s A T ] B B 1
SER A RMIDIR e 2k — 2B i . eAh, HETARZ
PR N T JEEAHE ) 287 it BEAS R 5 T BRSE R K, IR
(RAH RIS S 20 5 e, T AR 70 R 6% 1A 3] i R 197
(7Pl 2 A I 55 A G 2 500 Py TR A
15 A KGR BT RN A= IR 22 AN W 45, [ 7 L
A 1) 48 I PR A ok I bR 24
25 Lk, 06T FEM FERRME N TAHER] &5 4R
H RIS, 205805 1) S AN [N AR AT
AT B S8R VPAG FD N T EEAME 1] B A O Ak i1t
i FEM R4 A TMER] 8 &R 1 T AREAU, 7l LA
NEMET ARG YT A — P AL GEME ] 5 AR Z 508

) 38185 75 58, TRJ It T Sy T AR I 5% 1) 45 A B
FdP R SR I 2 A BB 18 =
£2 EATER BRSNS

Tab.2 Structure characteristics of the typical artificial lumbar

discs
ZER ProDisc-L Maverick Charite
FR il 2 75 P o 72 P i 72 f B il 784
Py il 4JE-UHMWPE  £&J8-&J/8 4 /8-UHMWPE
COR | T T HER A R A
COR R 5 & AL YR A

1.3 NMANE

BT FEM A IEHEA: 4 J1 2805, o Je s BT
T TEMEA FROGRE R, 4R J5RE IE B R4 4 I A
FIARR A BRCH T, B AT A @iy o
SeRE T B2 MR (AN X Y6 CT 45 ) ] LAHERR A1
BIFIEAT mORG EEWT 2 AR5 R CAD Bl ) T
AR E LAY, B 5 >R FE B0 15 5 A B
o R 23 P BEL T, AT R ST 5 L A B G AR
R T FEM B F7 2 280008 42 i | EUR
U] DA R &2 A S SO A B, HAE S —
AR T HIEF 7R AN THE R 1 F LR B A 2, ik
FEM 72 JEAfEHE ] fl & R 5 N THE ] 5 8 3R 09 05
BT IER S T AR R4

R HEE ST NC YN W A Sk F N E
PEAL, T B A A FEM [ 45 R S5 AR5 MRS &
S8t . A BRTCA TS R, HE ] Al A AR F AR
B ROM (14382 2 sl /)N, ] RS S50l i 5k 408 3 45 Bt
e ) 288 A8 728 5 T T ) 288 B 8 A T L B i
BT ARAT Bz sh I RE , AR RE AR 1) A 9 1 24 P e
FOEET H SRR, Wei 250 Fil Nie 2551 2351
PEAT M M 1] F A A 5 N M ) 285 8 R 0 %) 1
BIFSE, AR Bl 17 45 92 S, N T i) 48 8 R 54
(Bl Eh A AR EA LT R B9 & s £ AT
HME ) 25 B 0 AR AE 32 2] (8 BE A A BT R R 5 Tl 2L
A — B, BT LIS TDR 32 1y FH T WA ) 48
RSB EIAIT o Ding 255 X6 Ho 4 HE ] il 75
ARG R[] 45 B 4R & B, N T ME (] 5% 5 R
AR IO 2 /0 S R T HER FLA R H % R 2] K
AR AT BEI & E , FE AR B A 7E KRB St A\ T
M 1) 5 5 4 AR B 07 32 R RO R A R . M A M Y 2%
WRER S0 S0 25 5 J 0 B 5 s N T ) 4 R



ER4WMA% $33% F1H 2018%£2A
86 Journal of Medical Biomechanics, Vol. 33 No.1, Feb. 2018

W P8 TFMETRI Rl & A, (E2 A S0 BB f0 7% N A (]
B BOR SHERI RS AR TC 222 5, vl DR A
A B 58 4 R AR A A i £ AR
JIe 7 WP R X B R KX EEAE R

FEG A AR BEE T
|EBGR g BLE A
/ W i B A

WBRRCR: S804 SR R

E1 EEEEHRSRSAIHODEERARHOTLHATER
Fig.1 Comparison of research results about the lumbar fusion

and replacement
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