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The Case Report of Conservative Treatment on the Herniation of
Intervertebral Disc Patient After the Fusion Surgery of a Lumbar Segment

Myung-Jin Kang - Duck-Hyun Kong - Wu-Young Kim* - Tae-Young Cho - Hang-Woo Nam'

Department of Oriental Rehabitization, Bu-Chun Jaseng Hospital of Oriental Medicine
*Department of Acup e & Moxibustion, Bu-Chun Jaseng Hospital of Oriental Medicine
! Spine Center, Bu-Chun Jaseng Hospital of Oriental Medicine

Objectives: The purpose of this study is the evaluation of conservative medical treatment on the hemiation of intervertebral disc{HIVD) patient after the
fusion surgery of a lumbar segment.

Methods: We used acupuncture, herbal medication, and manipulation for this patient. And we measured of VNRS score and SLR test result to evaluate
effect of conservative medical treatment,

Results & Conclusions: Patient's low back and left leg pain VNRS is decreased, and the SLR test result is improved.
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(1) X-ray of Lumbar spine (Fig.l, Fig2)
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decreased disc space,

Decreased disc space at L3-4 & L5-S1 levels

(2) MRI of Lumbar spine (Fig.3, Fig.4)
1.3/4 HNP Lt paracentral extrusion (DH3)
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Fig. 1. L-spine X-ray at 2006-12-28. Fig. 2. L-spine X-ray at 2006-12-28.
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