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Value Study of Lumbar Disc Herniation Treated with 4 Interventional Methods CHENG Ming fu, XU Mei, NI Feng min, et
al. Deprtment of Radiology, 123 Hospital of PLA, Anhui 233015, P. R. China

Abstracts  Objective: To study the value of 4 Interventional methods to treat on lumbar disc herniation ( LDH ).
Methods: 857 cases of patients with CT and all data of clinical treatment with 4 Interventional methods were collected, and
the treatment effects were studied with comparation. Results: The total effective ratio of the 4 groups was 82. 27% (it was
90.48% , 81.90% ,66. 2% and 92.00% respectively in CT- PLD group, X PLD group, collagenase group and MED group);
there was significant difference between the 4 groups ( P< 0. 001) ;but there were not significant difference between M ED
and CT-PLD group or between M ED and X PLD group ( P< 0. 05); and there was significant difference between CT-PLD
and X PLD group or between CT- PLD and wllagenase group ( P< 0.01) . Conclusion: Routinely scanning with CT and diag
nosis before operation are the key to assure the treatment effects of Interventional methods. Strictly controlling the adapta
tion and contraindication before operation are the guarantee to assure the treatment effects of Interventional methods; CT-
PLD has important clinical extending and applicative value.
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