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MRI in diagnosis of the rupture of posterior longitudinal ligament in lumbar disk extrusion/XUE
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[Abstract] Objective:To determine the value and clinic significance of MRI in diagnosing the posterior
longitudinal ligament (PLL) rupture in lumbar disk extrusion.Method:A retrospective review of the pre—
operative  MRI images of 55 cases (56 lumbar disks)  with lumbar disc extrusion and PLL confirmed
operatively were analysed.To determine the accuracy of MRI in diagnosis of PLL rupture,the integrity of the
low signal intensity of the PLL,the size and the displaced direction of the extrusive nucleus were observed.
Result:The PLL of the lumbar spine on MRI appeared as thin line of very low signal intensity in all spin—
echo sequences.Absence or breakage of this low —signal line around the extruded nucleus was the most
reliable sign of the ligament rupture.The anterior—posterior diameter of the extruded nucleus was 6.0-13.5mm,
and the cephal-caudal one was 4.1-44mm;on axisal image,the area of 27 extruded nuclei exceeded 50% of
the vertebral transverse section,and the area of 29 was below 50% of the section.12 extruded nuclei
displaced 6.3 =16.5mm posterior —superiorly,36 displaced 7.2 -39mm posterior —inferiorly,and 8 displaced
posteriorly.On TIWI lateral image,51 (91.1% ) peripheral lines appeared ruptured;49 (87.5% ) appeared
ruptured on T2WI lateral image and 50(89.3%) ruptured on T2WI axial image.Conclusion:The PLL rupture
or not can be judged by checking the intact of the low signal peripheral line,the size and the displaced
direction of the extruded nucleus.This combination can improve the accuracy of the radiological diagnoses,
which is helpful to choose the treatment options.

[Key words] Lumbar disk extrusion;Posterior longitudinal ligaments; MRI

[Author 's address]  Department of Radiology,Yueyang Hospital of Integrative Traditional Chinese and
Western Medicine,Shanghai University of Traditional Chinese Medicine,Shanghai,200437,China

| 7925 4% 22 i 2T 45 IR I\ F)
B (1965 EREI G A ) GBS TR IR AR SR A\ B
i JIEE AT 2 15 | F18) o S PR A R [ 8 058 L 0, A i
L35 . (021)65161782  E—mail : xuefun@sina.com WL@%#EE@HE%&%%Z*O ﬁ*ﬁﬁﬂ‘]i’z\lﬂfﬁﬁ%



op A A B 2 R 2007 4RSS 17 555 10 )

Chinese Journal of Spine and Spinal Cord,2007,Vol.17,No.10 745

R 95 5 S ARAE S, 2 BRI Fe AR F , B AT
2 A CT MRI & Horp P MRTE A7 5 i
AR SO LU B 5 A3 HRR AR 12 W Y TE A
R SO TR R L A HEAR D) B B
W% W0 B A R ok B A ) 45 10 ok R 45 2 R ke 4%, 5
e S 2L 0 SR B SR B R R G — A
Fahr . A BLFRATT IR ER 53 #7 2002~2007 4F 75 3K B
TG B 42 57 FEHME MRT A 25 I 28 T AR IE 52 0 A
[F1) 485 JBE H3 0 1) B3 55 1), 56 AR X L
JE A FEAR BT MRT R[50 Ly 280, 647 )5
B SE MY MRT WEAG PR 5T

1 #Rl5RH*
1.1 — %R

A4 36 B, L 19 B, 4k 30~68 %, F-1
48 %, FFE 2 N H~21 4%, A HES MG 49 B,
TCHI B 6 1 I PR AR XA I 1) B
N R A T M B AT A I DR ARG AT LR
EiEl =R nW ol (O N R R R e Y B i
S o ARG T IR B B 22 EHE MRI K 2, 12 W
Shy FEHE [R] 5 o s 0, ELAT B S 1) T AR A8 AE T AT
151 14576 e 5 i BT IEEARE IS BR B AZ DI BR R, TESK
Sy FEHE [R) 5 06 3 0 £ S A A 2 B e B
1.2 KAk

% w0 3 9% 4% >R Philips Gyroscan Intera
TI0 &4, — MHHEMEEHLRE . RIRAL T N
FU/TSE ¥ 51 (TR400ms . TE11ms , # % ¥ 5t 3 WKk .
JZE 4.0mm (8] BFE 0.4mm , EGH 4 264x512) ,T2
JAUTSE 7 %1 (TR3500ms \ TE120ms . i & %L 3
W, ZE 40mm, [ fF 0.4mm  EMGH B 234x%
512), FEYEHE £ & T12, F & S3 K, B4 751
H9 )2 #if T2 MAUTSE JF 5 (TR3500ms
TE120ms, #% & K H 3 % . JZ )& 4.0mm, [0 F#
0.4mm . BRI 234x512) . AR A4 5B 1
1.3/4 1A/5 1L5/S1 HE[H] B i 47 7% 22 4 4, B —HE ]
B 4 )2 3 12 K ER .
1.3 HE brifE

PG A% 1 KN BT 1] | Je A0 A
SR LRSS MRI R, I 5 1 R T AR 45 5
PLECXT, BF 5840 BT Ja A0 5 v I 24 1% MRT AR
%, JEYFIHTE MRL_E R, b — 1A 1A
JiE B0 7 AR 1 R B ARAE S A 4, HaaTEAh e
435 (anulus fibrosus ) 1440 KHEMR 1 5 2 Ja 90

Al B IESEPE R PEAl O FEME ] BE A R ke
5 ] FL AR WL R e R B 2

2 BR

12 W kg B[] 25 06 S £ S5 080 ol il 24
55 fi], 4t 56 A~ E] BE ,13/4 6 4~ ,L4/5 26 4~ ,L5/S1
24 4~
2.1 B EEAZ RN

AL rp ) B S I ET S A28 6.0~13.5mm),
RN 4.1~44mm, AR B 27 4> (48.2%)
JI5E L A 1) T AR TP MEAS R e (R BEAZ N T
HEAS PR 43 1) e R T R 55 92 1 TRIHE A8 1T R ' 43
L) 9 509% ,29 A~ (51.8% ) Jit H B A% 1) T B/ T
R T T T BRI 50% , 1T E AT 26 SR E 9L
PIATEA O JEEA 25 4, HRT#E i 2 e
BIEHK,
2.2 B BERZ A RS T 1h)

e AU 8 AN, 55 AL 46 4~ A 2 A ERS
JIGE A A A R AL P SR 5 2R G s A 4 2
W g LI AL A 12 4~ (21.4%) , B 00 BE 85 (B8
7 8 A% 1 328 v 5 2 HE TA) B B Sk m 9N ) BE RS ) Ry
6.3~16.5mm, 1] J5 T 7 AL A 36 1> (64.3%),
FEOI IR B (B A% 1 0 v 5 i HE AT T 2k A A
) 85 ) R 7.2~39mm, T2 A EE b O 3] s i
BEW A W2 5, AR KEEBE 8 A4
(14.3%), Hh Je U8 1 J5 B0y 1 24 11 S 7
o ROH B RS, S AL A S BT B O
Y AE N s Bt ] LA
23 JEYEIARE T

JE ) AE MRL B A7 7 50 8 R oy —
I 1 RS S Ak T2 AR B fs 5 2
WA T T1 AL MG, HEAR S 209 J5 A0 IR
SR R VOIR (B 1) o A ) 5 8 A%
IF 16 A% A F A A 5 2 s BBt 03 2% 7
FMRAE UG L, rP BT Je ) 23 30 S A Bl 4
TR B AN BT 5%, i v e I 25 01 ) 5 7%
P, FEBRBEAZ I R4 /N K T K T2 41
ZUKI S (B 2) ; J5 007 B 24 115 78 B A% i
R B AR TR, T W — A IR S Lk
WA 2L, SR, JFeg RE5REE (K
3)5 fE T HEB i T 5 O\ 0 B A i 9 5 B 5 4y
B TR AN A5 5 I B D R T 4T T ey s
BN RT3 R W AT, R 7 8 2 e ) 2



746 Hp A R 2R 2007 4R5R 17 4558 10 81 Chinese Jowrnal of Spine and Spinal Cord ,2007,Vol.17,No.10

ST IR B OERAE " R I (] 3 4) 5 7E IR 1 5%
# GA-DTPA Hg5m ER I, &k s G045 A W,
s Ak, ] R 20 2 % s s o1 e A UL B S 5 £ el
B0 T2 AL EME b, B BE R R (55 s T e
P RS 5 2, 7RO Booss SMi ] FLAL | BETE
b7 b, 5 i A O P R R (L S)

MRI R0 T AL ER b A 18 A UL 3 i
A S 2R AIRAS o 2 B B 2R s A 33 B
BEAZ G S ARG 5 AR o dit, b 2 1 DL 3]

FTNEARF LB, RFTZE 51 4, B R
9 91.1% o RARAL T2 AL EMG LA 49 A~ L2
WA G S E SRS S R A TP T B, A5 7 AL
FMRME S LES, RATZW 49 4, E#RN
87.5%. Hfr T2 AR b A 50 A ULE i 5
¥ Je G B PR > e et , R A2 50 4>, 1E
11384 89.3% .,

MRI ARAE T ANAL R T2 AT 15 45 3 | &%
WAHIE A 48 A, SRARNL Kl 45 A0 7] 35 A7

D= "

1 a MRIZREE TIWE B, J5 A 2 — AR 54 (1)
b RARNL T2WI EG, ME 18] 8 5 2% UL J5 A By 54k B) 45 27 4 A 3
FAE T (K 1) MM 2 0I5 A0 K45 5 2k 0 A, 10 2% L4
VR (58 1) 2 a FRAL TIWI EMER  LA/S A 4808 3
LR A G A RS SR BoREM (1), L5 MRS SN A &K
TI K T2MES% b KRN T2WI KM%, L4/5 HEM #L0H , J5 90
WA ARAE S (1) 3 a MRIZ&IRME TIWI 7R L4/5 HE
Wl EJE TR, EARAIRE SR (1) b SR
T2WI 7 1A/5 HEMR & m) )5 R 77 B B8 A5 5 A5 5
MRAE SR WrBa (1), R “XLIE "R B4 a MRI &R
B TIWL 78 LA/S HERI SR iy (1) RS ES  FE&INES

SRR LR H R S LB S B S A AR (] B s B0 S R R R AR S IR (K T ) b IR T2WI R
LA/S HE 1) 23 28 9 JA BB A5 5 SR W A , 5 08 A2 D R BT B0 1 ) HER S S 00 5 B0l RS 5 4R (I 1) AT O i
Z A ] 255 2T 2 B 5 L XUERAE " R 5 MRI A T2WT 78 BEAZ SR 1 22 )5 5, e B0 K58, 3 22 S0 DL v I ke

BT ) B 30 2 U 2 AR



op A A B 2 R 2007 4RSS 17 555 10 )

Chinese Journal of Spine and Spinal Cord,2007,Vol.17,No.10 747

494~ o BEESARAE T IALHT T2 InA E% , R i
W53 4 (94.6%), 45 KRR A F A o K A 45
HORFTZH 56 4~ (100%) .

3 Wig
3.1 PR A] 5 AR Y 23 B R GE S GBI i
il

FREREAZ 2 1 W8 FRBE ) R ARFRIE
M EMWEER AR AR =R A, A2/
Kk, LEHEMH S (North American Spine
Society) B 4r 2k, 445 #E B £ 1% ) (annuler
bulge ) ] % 5 H (protrusion) (HE ] £ 156 H (ex-
trusion ) M i 25 4 (free fragment disk ), Herfr, HE[H]
£ % H (protrusion ) 75 #ifi A% #E A £F 4E 34 | 15 1R 3
A AR N MEAR N 2, (HEF YR o0 2 e 5 P
PRAFTERE ; HER] BB L S BEAZ S 2T 4R R FS A
P A GE RSN ] B, ph T ME ) 5 H R S A
SRR EMET DO, PR R P A ST —
PR A 2 i

JE WA R IR 4, AR
FE T R, DS B ACE, IX LR ) A L Y fi
intencentral F) 7 , 14 H2AE A 5 0 1] 45 ) B AL o
HEHORT S B e o S5 A0 TEARE A T 4R P B i
AR IR GE R WG TEHE R b g g R ]
DR J2 B £ 4 52 U IR S HEIR S S A i 42, L]
A KON T B A PUIR 2H VR IB I 2 9 . ZEAE ]
BV, S5 0 A wE AR HE R B S 2%, 5 £F R ER A
J2 R AR O 1] A S e | A A [ LT
3.2 JRYIIA Y MRI AR 2R

INRARAE G LEE , 1M 8] 45 18, J5 )4
P IAT 5 26 78 16 A6 £F 4R 30 0 )5 2, T2 IR EE |
W55 R A ME (] S AN 2 A YR A MELLIX
G s FEMEVRSE T8, J5 AT I A5 5 4R E B MR A
1~2mm (1 [] BRI 2% 1 Bl 2 8 Utk 9 A i ik
DN TR 105 0 2R FE I S A (] 285 00 i B Ot T i g 1
WK 5 5 5 R R LA i TR N PR HEAE AR
P TR 2 R R R A I N B AR IS
a5 AR oy Bk, AR AE T1 InACE
15 O B (RS S 2, nT LK B A1 IR i 5
Bl S REAR - b DX 3 TR R, I A0 D) I 7 S 7 Al
JEAN B A5 5 IR T 52 Hh () — SRS S i 2 7E T2
INELEMG |, d T AR5 K IS A i s 2H 244 Sy
s T, A R AN RE o, T DA A g 1R

UFHLIX 53, JE A AR 5 2 (LR R 4% i) T
S AF LT S5 00 1 bR 5 4 B 5 ME IR 3% R DL
WULE T A 1 5% S 7 B335 A
33 SRR IS Wk

B P A XF T A e 24 0 T 9 Pk i D
Grenier% M o 7 IAAR A B I R £8 35 (9 MRI
g%, Xt EHCH T A R 7 2% B InAUE B A5 S
225, A FIR S G R0 B T RE A A
[i] 45 A0 FEMIR AR 5 R i i | v sl i 2k, an SR o Fl
A5 5 SE IEF Mgk, W n] HEBR ) i 2410
AIHE, T T A0 P 5 B A BE 1 Y & B, AT A
S T A B G L 5T 8 B A AG: (2 A BA 1
) BoREXEM . T Silverman FPHR 4 T1 A%
R BE AR O IR 5 SR 7 e R A Y
K/NK X 43 EH7 B 5 2 4) 45 B MR 2 8 i o
1R 42%

ARA R F R, fE T AR R EA 51 A
(91.19% ) U 3 JI8 3 48 4% Ji5 2 1) AR A 5 8 dife 4 8
Wr, 76 T2 AL % Lk 49 4~ (87.5% ) , B MRI
AEAR 47 1 1 7 S5 DB AR A5 5 2k A i S sl 2
NI, JE OB R 0 e W 2V 2 1
i, TIW EUER L1 5 w115 5L R i fE
55 B AT R A e D e 1, I A
() s WM, 1 T2 AR H 2 SR s 9
ARG 5 o8B 7 AR R M FRoAT 15 21k
NI RS RRS (EAR I gD T 1) bR 7 22 AR
TR T o 2L 2 19 58 S Ah T BB S TR A 2R IR
) I R TR

8+ B A B4 /N B B AN B T ) A BT FRATT R
SN H W I D0 1 24 11 00 /N9 BBl Ky A7, 42
EZ WG IE AR PE AR S B BE A AL L R
W e b S5 T AL (48 A 5 55 th e B i (46 41>
TR RIS 0L JE A i 2 1 R ) A% RS
AV P12 iy , 00 SR S 5 v e TR | D) T A A R
7 T2 JInA GRS Ja A0 e 24
3.4  MRI 2 W5 Yl i 54 a0 Jn sk 45

AR FE A B R, 32 22 5 i v 149 B A %
AT 5 18] 359 S T ARIE S5 J5 P05 i 4 1 SR
1M 38 2 AR HTAY MRT #4748, T T2 A &4 -
FEAE /D BURBAPE e 191, 3 B R L4 X I A0l
242 W AR B AR T LA 2 R F R A
WAEAE—E MR R X DA 3 v A B A R
4R O MRt o v = NN P B i =R R S I R P



748 op A A 24 R 2007 4R 17 556 10 )

Chinese Journal of Spine and Spinal Cord,2007,V0l.17,No.10

A O A b MRI BAZ B B S 50E AR,
o 2 JEE R R R RS A T S ) s AT
O I N T ()5 A 7 R A ]
B b2 i e A G, e o A —4
AR R 1 A1 IG5 5 £k AF 1 155 40 Big iy Ko v 4 =2
], COMEAE IR A7 PEAR , e o] 45 i 28 M B
WA S AT G A0 A5 COME ] 536 4% 16 113 7 437
BRI B 2L O A B S IR A 1) 55 e
28 IR, S5 NS (i 24 11 T RETE LN Oy, SR or
XE LS A A 67 b D) SR AR 4 b o

HE 8] £ 2 BTG AS o 28 %) ke 63 sl Hp W7 2 MIRIT
WIS G0 T S TR AEAE , (H AT WL Sy
B AR A 5 G2, WA 20052 A BT A e 510 B W T L=, 285
HARMGES LM e 8k . W R 0 KN S 1Y
J7 M ZEA AT AR Sr BT , A RE 4R 5 MRI 12 W
M IERR, I R T I R T A 7 X sk % F A
AR 1 T

4 SEH
L. JE e PR S 3t 45 AR (M. L3 0 B Bk th i
#£,2000.1276-1277.

2. iR BERE 5T, U AR TR AR T e T BOS B 1 MRT & 3
[J]. F B B 2 B A% 24 2% 75, 1998,6(2) :98-100.

3. R/NEE AR AR WY A E R RN T R B Y IR T Y MRI
WFFELT]. VU 22 2238 R4l (B2 ) , 2005, 26 (5) : 483-486.

4. Grenier N,Greselle J-F,Vital J-M,et al.Normal and disrupted
lumbar longitudinal ligaments: correlative MR and anatomic
study[J].Radiology , 1989, 171 :197-205.

5. Silverman CS,Lenchik L,Shimkin PM,et al. The value of MR
in differentiating subligamentous from supraligamentous lumbar
disk herniations[J].Am J Neuroradiol,1995,16(3):571-579.

6. K54, Duquesnel J, 58 BCBR. =5 i 379 i M A5 8% 2 HH 1
W50 U ZE B R 22 4, 1993, 14(5) :363-366.

7. W UK R S0, AR MR XA 1] 43 28 HAE (14932 W7 A 8]
I R B 44k, 1999,2(1) . 7-9.

8. UMY, BN, )9t A | A5 A 2 TR LM (] 45 2% HHRE A9 AR 2%
LW E A AR R R, 1994 ,4(5) 1 193-196.

9. JEREA, HAE, B WIL.MRI 7512 W 28 885 PB4 i 50H 18] 4k 5€ Hh
oA 1 B I PR S (D], B BEAR R AR 2R R, 2005,15(8)
1260-1264.

10. T 5%, E MG, ek v it 28 80 A 1] 4k 58 HE 09 15 R vl 5

AR S22 W) 7P A R B 24,2005, 15(6) :337-340.
(Wi H 1 :2007-05-28 & Inl H #].2007-07-02)
(ELHTF FHE)
(A3 #a%)

CC R T

S ER M R e S SUHE AR~ A SRR S

Eo e XA M 7 R
(KREERCEM E B 228 116027 KETT)

hE 5 %EE R683.2,R445  XEKFRIAAD.B

LM B E R S LIRS WL, B H
FUEAIG SR EE 55 TAEE T, IR A M e HaE 2, FRFRk
Xt 2004 4 1 A ~2006 4 1 H ke 3k b 202 8 3t B 14 3k 340
17 8B H AT SIMER AR 2K A A AT T

WGARAE R AU NSk oG B, 4k 704 614
iy 9~75 % | 5 496 il , L 208 Bl ; B 5K Ok 22 1 B TE
5. BAATh 0 BB, R A AN A R RSk
ISk L MK S G R 45 AE IR P 129 i) R 1E
A7 SRR DL K ST B A7 PR AR NI R, 13 ) AR E
A VUGS B R BV S A SRR R, XA R
AT G A A AT, TC VS AT JG SHE S5 05 A IR 3 AT S HE
EMAE R A7 X R B A KA BBU5E CT 48 ;53 Bl & A7
MRI K7 .

SR LK A B R ST B, Hoh s R

XEHS :1004-406X (2007 )-10-0748-02

Wit 8 Bl (15.7%) s AR 17 2l 52 BR 46 4903 e R 4
22 1 (43.1%) ; 45 DU 38 3 8% 58 K T W S 8 4 SR 46 05
FTIHE 1L B (21.6%); JCATAa] 356 A IE LB E 10 B
(19.6%) .

UM A58 003 25 700 . B8 XM D05 18 f31], B8 A T 5 i BT 3
), MG 545 5 B, FEHERT S 5 WS 45 91 (Jefferson 45
)2 4, KA AE S ARSI 6 B, 150k 28 B T 10 1, 1 IR 28
BT EE A ME AL 4 6] ROHEBEZS 45351 3 ). Horp X 4R
Kt 51461, CT &t 7 41, MR A& 5 51 4]

Wi A IOHE S 5 2 O Sk TE B A8 405 R R 3HE i
B, 0 R R T 32 45 A A B0 A T 4 P R T O A
P B RN Ty i PR 5 SRR I RR 4541 704 5] 3k
Wi S R SHER 545 51 00 (7.2%) W PR 52 2% v s o

(FT#% 752 W)



