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medicine: EBM) % & R 2/ 572000 DD/ KRE LT, TETFT Y RAIZEISBHEITA NI ¥
DR A S LTz

HAFEEAEL 2128V THE 2002 4RI, EBEEREZRICBUIT 244 P4 COERZ L L
T, HEZETHEBT 2HEOBVREB L OEEESFHV E BN EEOR 11 HEEZEEL,
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KHA FITA MNGEEBZHEBROBRIH R THEMANR L L, HRTITbNZEBIHREEOL
BIZBWT, LV RWHEZEIRT L2000 Oo0#EZ IR L, HE T TIER S22 o
ZRLTWA., 12770, AEBIZAWEIN TV AR WIEBERENTONE Z L Z2HIRT 5 5 OTIE %R\,
FARHMZLUTICHET 5.

D) EEEHE R OB S CHEY L E X O N DT - B - kR RT

2) EEERE OB E FPHROUELKS.

3) MBI ABBELALVORFEY ZEEL, ME2M5.

4) REFWRHEHC LD AW - BFNAHEZERT 5.

5) —MIAB L, BFEHIEHEMRLERE 2T 50 & OMHE IR TS.

2. {FDOEXRT

) AAAFFA4 VBT ET Y AHED GBI RIS BT 2588) 7% PR - I &I 2 i o
HWEERT D DET 5.

2) BIEWEEARY 7Y AL IR FAE 205 TEF Y RACZLWAEHTE,
TER DB H R BRI 2 AU D W TR E DT 2 TR LT L.

3) HEBHICBT 2T RE TP - BM L HEHEL T ET Y RSO THEET 5 2 & 21
HEFT 225, Ml EE > TR, HEVIEELEERL TORVAHE L IEHRIEIIOWTE
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HIE, BEASER ERAFEERAETH, ®ICM7IC4 %8125, Common disease T % DI,
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DIAAT AT THEIICHD LR, FHOREIIABIEDG 2. BHRE, REHRE D6 &
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ELL, WiERZ M) 7T—=VRWHER LOLZ L TH D, ISR D B8 2GRS E A 5 5150
BERIZDBAA, WEREZHEDETHHEEHEMERICE 5T, EBM ICHl- 2@ 2 EMaz R4t 35 2
LERHME L7, Z2oMa - HIWEILIZ, ¥ 20 44, E—RPERSHEIA P4 VIRERBS
DS N7z TR ASEORAIN, T IICHARBMEREZETA N4 s LS N7z FiEeh
KA, BASAYN—OBEBEFERZRANY, KFTAL FIAVEAMEHLTTFE5Z 20K
D BEHVH L EiF7zw.
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DARTA RSA4 VIZHOHZRBIZES ol FROBRICBWTIE, HABE/ES%S H
AEHERF TS, BAERY2oMRGEE, SFREOLET 20, ZHROBRELMERZTHR L 7.
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[RfERt  7 — % FURRPET- SIS S B B 2 01 B E 2T 72 B TRILEZ P L R 5.

KAA RTA DB SHHEDL L2 TOE, BFHICHE LLETOBEIAOREL LI L
LT, AEOFITNRS.

20124E 10 H
ERN SN R
WS4 Fo 4 VRERES
ZHE AL B



Background Question 1
Background Question 2
Background Question 3
Background Question 4
Background Question 5
Background Question 6
Background Question 7
Background Question 8
Clinical Question 1
Clinical Question 2
Clinical Question 3
Clinical Question 4
Clinical Question 5
Clinical Question 6

Clinical Question 7
Clinical Question 8
Background Question 9
Clinical Question 9

................................................................................................. 1
FEFRIE LD L 9 1T RALD A vveervreerreesireenneessieaniie et e 7
TSI DG FE I AT 7> weeveeermmmmmmmmmmeetn ettt 9
H?{%@Eﬂ‘f@?:@li ED L) TIH DA worveerrrremereeniine 12
TR A T B & PHARASE) B 7)n +ovveverrmmmmneeeeeeee e 15
TBSE & IR DRI EIARIE D B s cvvvvvvvrmmmmmmmmnnnnnnnnnnenneeeneeeeeeeeneeen 18
FESE 1 O T TR T & BIARAS D B A wvveereveersneerneesnneenneaniieanens 20
WS AN L7 LB L S BUTOTMUL oveereerooe 22
BTG5 B\ T 72 TGARAT [ZATT A vverrrreereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeenenens 2%
W OIEHL L & D) DWEBTEMEREOIZ ) DA oo 31
H?ﬁﬂ:%%iﬁﬂili?ﬁﬂ% )N e 34
G DIEHEE L CHHL - B EHGRIE I A A -oooerrreeereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees 45
Hgﬁc:@gbﬁ&@ﬁﬂq )N e 53

O (B HCE & LDBATENW T T a — - GRAVTEIRE) I IA 2 - 56
BRI A ¥y =Ry a ViR (M7 Ty 7, R,

%f"é’iﬁ%']?%ﬂ?(f S t‘) X ﬁﬂ% /R R CLIEPTTTR PR 62
H%ﬁﬁc: %ﬁﬂ?d& (%:*Eiﬂéﬁf) u;ﬁ}ﬂ F)A e 69
TBE LA IR NI AT T T D 7>+ vvveerrmmmmmeeeeeeeennniiiii e 73
Hgﬁ@(ﬁrﬁg¥m{£fﬁﬂg 7z 26 ) ‘iffﬁj‘yj) ....................................... 31
TBE T B LG 72 T (E @) B 7 +oeeeverrmmmmmeeeeeee e 84

.............................................................................................. 88

Xi



Hi X

FUsIC

JER I H— DR BHATIE R L, [ER] TH5H. ZOHRICIEIL L ORELHERENVHAET 5.

ﬁﬁ%ﬂ$%A.H$@ri MW L7z 2 %ﬁf%74/%BJ@Wﬂ@ﬁW#%6
SEDL 2SR L 7. , BRI A F 74 ¥ 2012 OHEIETTIZ R > TV 5 X 2008 EFET
@ﬁ%ﬁﬁf%U,ngmﬁuiﬁﬁhbt Z D, Mr@%%$éﬁiﬁ§< L, %
FAL U7z, B - SME ORI M & LT 2 BIHARHE T b B O iE %ﬂiﬁ‘lﬂ%ﬁ@i%/*
LH Y, BB IS EORBGR ISR O T L S v, BRZHIEL, WEX [BEERL] v
TOHMFTIE R, Al Al B2 CEROBENEICL > THHERTREKRERHR G
WD), S HIERSH Y LV BH L L T b, BRI, #EIZHELOL2TY, B#
DBEERDZHTA FITA VHPRDLELINDIFTHOVLEDTHS. PIRELVETODDE LT
UWETRDIVEASE FN2F L TH 5.

HARITA VREOREERFGTETHS [Minds BEFA KT 4 MEROFFI&] 252014 412
YETE N (LUF, [Fil1&2014)), #ERSNDHA FIA4 VREFTED KIFICKET s N7z [F5]
&2014] &, A FIAVEUTOLIICERKL TS [BHF LOBEZEDOEHVEFHFITAIZOWN
T, LETYADYATIT A v 7 LEa—tZORMEKHE, HEHEDNT Y ALEEZEELT,
BELEBEAOBBICE L XIETH7-0ICREEZEZ ONLHEREZIRRT L LE] 2F), K
T AHNTEMIEI TR E TIE R, BERERGEICEE T NEZL2EHL 0L, ATAFF
403, [F51& 201401CH > THETMEEE L7, KHA K54 v OMSIIIOB A% BEE L /-
BIFEIRDO 77 A=) F TIEEERD, BRISHE LOEEICH LT A% " 282 B2
(evidence-based medicine : EBM) IZHOWTIRMLETE L L HICTHIETHA.

1. {ERGHERE - fERER

A. {ERLHERE

WG EZIRAT A BT 4 Y EETUI MR & Rk Hﬁ%%ﬂﬂ%A#%*ﬁ%%w,Hﬁﬁﬁié
PIZHLRR S N4 R4 /EﬁlJHﬁﬁm%@ & (UUF, BER) CXoThsns. &
H&d, ZEE 14, ZR 124, 7 FAAL ¥ — 2%,£;Uﬁmﬁ&%wé B 14T N,
VATRTA v VEa—F— A3, ZEAYERED SMIEL S LI SR )1 E A
VATRTA VIV a—%fTolz. HANIA AMEEBERIE, RERIERRSEN H AR
KHBRE L.

B. {ER:EIE

1) A St

RAAKTA ORI H72), BERATIEIUTORKR S &2 MAL.

ORTA 74 2 OMRIERNEEMEOA LR ST, ZOMO—HKEFRE L T 5.
QEEREFERTHALRLT VA FI54 V2D ST,
ONHERBIHEZED NI T =V T34V r T2 ERET S,

GOHARIZBI R ZHROERRICERLIAA FIA4 Y 2ERT 5.
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G2 - HAM - BHEOTXTORMOMREZ &0 5.

O P ARSER DA HIXRE D 2.

@ [IFFFEIIEYE  (non-specific low back pain) | D% 5 2 EHIERET 5.

W % R 2 5 BEIZIEEICE K, BT 2BHFHINE 2T TR, kb5, ARR
RAY7) =2y 7 2IZLOETIENAREMEDHONREZZT LI LHE L, BHRIHEDL
BIIZ v, Lo €, EHiAELHME L T AEEARIEEN ) TR, TXRTOTI4
<) 7 7D B EHRE DR OB L C EBM (ZH 5 72 up-to-date 2 T E T ¥ A D
ZHIoTH L) T EDHEELE 2. AiBEHICH L T HaIcmid21rvy, HAOEFIZH
L72HA RIA NI HDBEILDTz. BATA K4 V2K o THEREBEDN T NORFEHRE % =
ZLTH, BENDHIRSOD L ICHHLZBHEEZITLIENTEL LRI EVHFENS.

2) FRHLEOER

AMIZ 4 3CHk % Clinical Question, 7 ™7+ 7 A I2I5 U CTHEBIICEHIE L, T F ¥ 20K %E ik
L7720, WO L) /LM LD TV ALRVTIEFHEL Twewv, LALZET VA
WAROPLZEIZE L, RCT (randomized controlled trial) @ X 9 A AL FLET LT 7 M A
WCHT2IET V ARKRORSIIWPIEG A & L, BISEWMELPHFELZVT Y M AIICHET S
IEF Y AOQRIIIMPFIMC & L7z 2T, &1NA T AV A2 U TRz 720 Tz
DI BEVHIEERITo .

3) FEFHER

- FIZRH L D B

A NI YHRERAKEROACHEIC X ) FIZEHIK (COD DARBL (2015 4EEEH & 2017 4R L)
ZREFR L7z, COLIE, 7#7 3 v 7 COLEREHEMN COLICRIE NG, HEHEL L wFhoZ
BIZBWTH, Clinical Question (2R3 2 HEIEICEEL D BHE SN BE I Lo 7 (B
M COI % L). HEREIEORFORIIE, KEHOT AT I v COLbERLT.

- FUZRAA LA~ D35 5K

FROMY ZR/MRICT 2 HIUT, $RTOMBREZEHEOMYEFETIEI L, ZHAKLEHOK
meL, fkoarteryAzHEML.

4) ElES

BATARTA YOERICEL-EEIE, TRTHABRBARASZICI VSN 230THY,
ZOMDORAE, EDPSOTREIT—UZIT T,

5) #BMHRAL

p. i ~iilIRL 7.

6) eIz

KAAFTA4 0%, [F51&2014) CHl - TR S 7z, [F51 & 2014) & B AR E B GE AT
il B P 0> BE R A% it — & A DT EIBR A I B 5T A B S T b GRADE (the Grading
of Recommendations Assessment, Development and Evaluation) system, The Cochrane
Collaboration, AHRQ (Agency for Healthcare Research and Quality), Oxford EBM center (% 7»
PIRETHHEESEI, ARICBOTETI L WEEZONL HEEZRELLZTIETHS. 20
T, [ZEF Y Z#&4E (body of evidence) | DI R I N T V5B, WAL NI 4 >~
DIERIZHTzoTE, YATITA v 7 LbEa—IlLo TIMmI G EDIY T v A% Rl
FCPEL, RSN TV A0efkE 8T v ARMAEE LCEHi LG T4 2 &A%kDoh
5. F72, HERC [ EE (benefit and harm) D/XF Y A | OBEEEGERFAIN TV L. BN
A 874 2TiE, &2ERIRNTRERIRS WD WD D 2 BB AT (B, 6#, PHi%E)



R LT, WRHELEEZONDHERHEIET 205, ZOBIC, AMAOHEMEE RS, AL D72
LIAELRFRICHER T, MADFRLEELOE, Thbb AR %%ﬁbt%@f%é
BEICESTORIZZE LTI, FELTORET Y b7 2013012, BHAHOBMS ZENDH
VM AR E L BB S,
BAR 2B TR T O L TH 5.
e H ¥ D WAREAL
QR ERDPLE
OFH R - BT A K T4 AR DMk
@A a3 — TVER
®VATITA v 7L a—
O 7559
BRHTA BT A VR
@FVEREHIE - X7 ) v 7 a X v B
Q2B
BWAA K4 Y ORBABICIE, HK - EA - FHEE4T.

2. X1—7
A. RENEY I DERIISH

1) ERERAVESFE

Mg [ER] 2 RT4HTHY, [HREL] BT 0oTER V. EEETISREI TEL 23R
BAEET 5. SIS ER21 T K, B TRHERZ ) 2 &2 % w

2) BEERSH

JEAE S ) o [ BTG RBER A TS, RO AFRER, BRI HICEMELED L. Bk
o EOEREEITD, BB RERERZZE 20 TRBLVIERO VD EDTH 5.

3) ERNEY JDEZERODEHFMERN

SR YRR SR E & 2T HEKNRPKED ) A T v TRV, LEIS LTz %

m#a EERATIE, ERPHEF A AZHHL ) 2 ROFMEHRT LI L VEETH L. B
JEIT U CEIRS N AIRHIE, Sl Wt - Se R, dEps, SRATE:, Mo ey
7, S EOREEEER FITREN D 5. T, BEPHLL TR AREHENDH L. G
P OREREHOLEN L EEETREL DO LTI rb A,

B. 2BA414 RS54 D HIN—T5RBEICET SHEIE
PRDITA N4 OB CEEERL, BTROER EE WL BHE PHicowTrz )=
HNV o T AF 3~ (Clinical Question : CQ) #xE L7z, 72721, HHOER, WWE, HARRME,
FZWFNERMRA 2 & 385098 X OER 4RI B L Tid Clinical Question & 137 572\, L7225
C, Background Question (BQ) & L CTif#i% Iz 7z.

C. YVATNTa4wvILE1—ICEETSHEIE

1) XEEREHER

S OYETEHEIC B W TIEFER 1 IR L7amFEA % v, MEDLINE T20084:4 H1 H» 5
2016 4 3 H 31 HO#iPAZ MR L, 4942 @il sz, F72, {2 IR L7MEREHWT
Rk T20084E 4 H 1 HA 5 2016 4E 3 A 31 Ho#ip 2 Mk L, 1,275 s seasiiit Sz, 512
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F£1 BFX RERFE:2008%F4 A1 H~2016% 3 A 31 H)

MEDLINE

No. #&&RK

L1 S BACK PAIN+NT/CT

L2 S (BACKACHE? OR BACKPAIN? OR LUMBAGO?)/TI OR (BACK OR LUMBER? OR
VERTEBROGENIC)(1A)(PAIN? OR ACHE?)/TI OR FAILED(1W)BACK(1W)SURGERY (1W)
SYNDROME?/TI

L3 SL1ORL2

L4 S L3 AND 2008-2016/PY AND 20080401-20160331/UP NOT EPUB?/FS

L5 S L4/HUMAN OR (L4 NOT ANIMALS+NT/CT)

L6 S L5AND (EN OR JA)/LA

L7 S L6 NOT (CASE REPORT?/DT OR CASE?(W)(REPORT? OR SERIES?) OR EXPERT?(W)OPINION?)

L8 SL7ANDL2

£2 MR (IR%KF :2008F4A1H~2016F3 A 31 H)

EAEE

No. [0

#1 B /Tl or BB /T or fER /Tl or fEEBRE /TI or FBEERRE /TI or FEEE /Tl or BB TR /Tl or i8 - Th:E
/Tlor >< WEE /Tl or &% /TH

#2 #1 not (CK=4X,x0,7>,7%, 7%,V YL, o8F ZJ R  BIE, BEILEY N,/ \LAZ— Y TX,
Sy b, AT, 84)

#3 #1and CK=EkE b
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Background Question 1
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PEFHE - FREMES 2 &), @G (LIREMERIAR S - ik g, BTHEA ) 2% L), OFdh MkE
% E), @HE ZMFREIRZ P ) MRS B C ORI, BEIEE R B 7 & % b O EREHE IR~ v = 7
R RERZSAE) . RIZ, EETIE R WA S S FTROMBRER (BEE OB B0 L O,
IR BEAT) % 1 9 NEHER B 85 2 fEF2 AT D 21 1UE 2% 5 7 (FEMIE Background Question 7 12
THhib).

HRENOREIZ, FHEEBKT2VWINOMBIrSELIBHTHL2IOMFTIEETH 5.
b, HERACUE, HERIBIETVE, - B, ARV, BUEEERE R & IR TH B.
Z0% N, M X 28T HE b ERELS. L L, BREASPCKENZ OB & I8
D, FHEEIBEEZO (] 2452 [ZHEAE] THE. 0O EDEMT, WIhoMikds
R OJER 2% EREICFEET 5 2 EI3ES TRV, EBROBKR TR, FHEPiRETH-7L LT
b, TN X o THBEENEDD I 2 0B 05 MF O H L. wThilt X, BHo774~<
VI 7 OBEN S, BIROO~@, BLOTHOMBEIRZ M) B Z ToENT5Z L% b
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ZHEHNTRETH DI L) TTH 2 (B0 KB HIZE L Tid, Background Question 2
bSE).
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1) Hoy D, et al. The global burden of low back pain: estimates from the Global Burden of Disease 2010 study.
Ann Rheum Dis 2014; 73: 968.
2) Snelgrove S, et al. Living with chronic low back pain: a metasynthesis of qualitative research. Chronic Illn
2013; 9: 283.

3) Hoy D, et al. A systematic review of the global prevalence of low back pain. Arthritis Rheum 2012; 64: 2028.
4) HAIR AR, HABSR Y& (BE). MOMSHET A ¥ 74 >~ 2012, il 2012.



Background Question 2
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JE O JE K1 Background Question 1 © 3 1 (p.8) ® & 9 IZHHEHR, #kkik, Whkdisk, M
sk, OREEE Z2oMicsidonsd. ThOEMEHAERIE, HOBHE2L 2B S,
O LOOREE, BWEDHELL, WRBISWIS LERESFEL TWRRETH Y, FHEEES, #HE
AL =7, IREEF AR S U TR T L. Mo—FEE, REOBW & BHEITET L T WS-
EBRECH B, ZhUL, B - RO T IO AT DR TELI R, &5 WIZEFEHE D 25
T AIEDOBW - BRED LS DOTH Y, Hi - HiECERCHERACE, HERIBIEITE, (ORTERSE % &
AU TIEE L. BH L2 S FHIBOEMEDFH L CE7REMSICYUTIIEIZHEETH %,
=7, BEICKROBEZHREZ OIS, " IRERNEGE " LI b0 TH L. Thid, Wik
fEIDSES EHIFICMASND 2L & 5.

(BRI A N 74~ 2012) (WD Tid, BOROMER S 2 kISR S W@ 25 L
“IERF R AR O 85% & o b " LRI L7z, TAUE, WA ORESE B & iR L O RPN
LI LBBESH TR RV LM L72bDTHY, —RERNOHEWIRYH 72 L Lads
LZOREZETIE, FEMWIEEE (mechanical low back pain) {2 (& EHERIE (B 2\ IZFFFETENENR) 70 %,
HERIBT - A BB O IMEZAL 10% 7% £ 2R LT * B2 5 < 85 % 4 EE (3 B 1 25 W & IR AL
119 e W LRdilE sz, ZORRIKREORGZREDERERG LD DTH L7720,
ZOIEFEYE E TR TH o 72 —J5, ILAERRR S NIAFROBILHVRF A MBS X 2 I O 5K
Z AN A AT U 7t 1 Jdud, B o 5L IR o0 INERIHE R BE Bk 22%, 5 - Wit 18 %,  HE AR
TE13%, BRZEE 11%, HEBBANV =7 7%, MEREITE 6% 7% & Tdh o 72, 75% LA LTI A3 g
ThY, WA “ IAFRIOBR 713, B 2% BE L7z, 5B LV EVIEF Y X
T oS HIFEI NG, WIFRIZE X [ 8% VIR TH 5 ] & v ) BILITF
LY HLEPD L.

G DOIHEMIN BRI ~O 7 70— F I A THO JEBHEER EAARR, 3 7% b b D
SN2 B I A DINFE R FEA LI L 70 B JEHE TIIHERIAK - HEH - fhepfiZe SEE)gR & LTO
BERERTAM & 95 A DT ERRT ORI E o TV D, A EARICITFRGA & RIS, REIH
fr SHEBMEOMTE, S O T AT 2T DTV B, SRR ITHE AL D IR E AT,
7 DERT R RE R 22 & OWFFEC K o TIRED O LD VD LD LN o TV TH A ).

1) EBHZEE S EROBR

B X BEHEDO RFHT R E A DOHEZ RO Y ATF~<T 4 v 7L Ea— - A FT7FY
VAIIHEIRE ST T A4 WZHM X BURE MR 2 W2 ORE A D EDOTOH - 72,

Duke K45 DG 2 T, F28Mo X7 710 ¥ 212X ) 18wl ED 26,107 HITHERGOA4
M & X AT AL % i U CHERIARI/IMEATSR O B A B - 72 (g LA T OR 1.47, 95% CI 13.6
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~158, WEMMEF AT OR 1.76, 95% CI 1.34~2.33). HHEE, FWUIHEEE oMM, #ARMALR
i AR S L3 B S 7 7 o 72,

Mayo Clinic 2> 5 D5 ¥ TIE, 4O A5 7FY ¥ 22X ) 50 %Ll EoWBEDH v 1,193 6l &
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W, HAAEEE T, BEATH B MRI AT LIS HERI AU B (OR 7.54, 95% CI 1.28 ~44.56), 43-#EiE (OR
5.06, 95% CI 1.65~15.53), HERIBUBLH (OR 4.38, 95% CI1.98~9.68), Modic type 1 261t (OR 4.01,
95% CI 1.10~14.55), HERI#Z2H (OR 7.54, 95% CI 1.28 ~44.56), HERI#ZE1E (OR 2.24, 95% CI1.21
~4.15) THo1:.

ZEVEMERIBUC I 13 A SN VREEMREAD ), HERBICBT2HAOEKE Shs,
MBI D MREEEREROBGORME Sh, YATF<7 4 v 27 LE2—TI3EEEEEso
16.7 ~54.49% | B VIR ASA S s v,

2) EH - BEBROEFNENFENEER

JEHEZ L CaiommEE & L COREREZ NI, BiEZE TOMmER R~ — 7 —IC
XBHEMITHIBEL S WEENTBY, 4B3MOYATFITA4 v 7L E2— - XA¥TF )T AWRD
57 EHERTZ 3D ST, EHET BRI T 5. EHE & B O B EA IR E LT, Vo
FHREFDLFELTH D, BIEORBELFHREOKTAA LN, HEOBRA L LTk EE IR
ZHEALDHREERE OIS NI L2 HIFT TS,

3) WFEEh, o'/ LR

U A7 W OfA7ZTTh L RIS B0 ERE L LS. VAT T A v 7 L 2—
12X % 10 M TIREERIZ0~67% T, BEEDD B AL LRI CTIIESRIEr o729,
BEE A & D 2,256 BIOBF-LHEIC & 5 WE TR O A v AHIE—IIME 6, Itk 22 THo72 7.

4) BXEHRERMT

i % iRk - FRRNTHEETH Y, HAOBEAL - HHLICHET L2 2085V EEZ LN
TWb., EROREMITICB O THREA RF5EH 5. WMIBEGT CIIMOSLHBEOHYE - IKHE
ZHET A, BOBERERENT IO, MR R KA 5575 (BOLD 15 %) AT 12 X % functional
MRI (fMRI), 7 Ko7 I /7 BRH# %2 KBS &% PET &2 &0 4. 1B MEIEE R 543 B0 MK
MRI % voxel based morphometry TH#HT L 7278 T I35 A ALEE & FEB)IEE 2 B U 72 5 0 221
o7V 04FEFTORMRIFTR2ITHEDO I AF<TF 4 vz La—2Y Tld, IKAE - AHE
DAL, LHIRFONMETEEHTEZE - WIREE - WkE - BOWGEEM, BRI A IO E)
BEmASHRS S A7z, BRI R T AR B R B O G BYHE I, BRI NI AT T R R S 0 B
L5.53% 5. WGEOHEIRKEVEPMEE LTW5.

5) iRtERHRIE - IBMLEREL LV EE TR S 2538 HEREDFENT

DM 5T EHIE A ZRZ DL D 5. WHEIRDBHEROLSEE L LTHMRLL
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Background Question 3
EROBARBEEDLSTHDH

O HBREZREDBEARBEGF, BARBRZTRITIENZL, BIRRIFTHD.
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JBEG O SRR IZ DWW TR, BFZEIC X o THb S & 3 2 B O R R B A DA I F 7213 NE DS
BEC—FH LTk EOMEND Y, oI hCuiv., BHEORKRBICHET % 3k~
MR FEOZ2DODVATITA v I LE2—=0d5b.

SV B B L ORI R O A & H R RO BRI RGE 2 BlgE L2Him & 3 R — b
BF%2 33 #, FH1L166 BIOBFEFT—y DI AF<F4 v 7 LY 2— "V Tld, 2k EE ORI A
a7 (RAK100)1E, N—=2F 4 Y52 SO 6 BT 23 L FEILHEL, 26 HEIIT 12,
52 HZICIZ 6 LW BRI EL RV, —F, BUEREZEOEFEAITIE, X—=251 VF
¥ 51 AR D 6 M T 33 L HEWIE LS, 26 #1213 26, 52 METD 23 LD S haE
DFGADFRAE LTz, T 72, A6 BE Tl A ORHE & W AENFIBRIZFREOREE 72 &5
72h%, 1R EE TR A ORI HEAEEHROZN L ) bARTH - 7.

ARG OFERARZ 1D ERBBIRLAMNE 2R — MR LLHOYATFIT 4 v Y
LEa2—7 T, RAOD3» HT33%DEFORRDUHE L2, 14K 65% O BH G2
LTV COREPS, JIFREHE CTIIRESOBE THREET 2 13w 2 2w &
TW5.

Cofh, FEIREZH LI RN B OKFEB L OB TR AT L aim & ak—
MFZEY Tl Z@% 3 2 A TH MR EL X O SRV AT EN 48%,
42% DBHIHEZL, 46%DBEPHREZRA L Tz, ZOMENIS, HEVkEZ2T5 &
A R ORI PR ENEE 2 BH T, I EEZBT 2R L0 QERIEL LR
WD H 5 L ME SN T 5.

Fabok LT, NEOBEEHHORET 4 £ BB L 20%5e0% % Y. N4 v ERAEYS
HEVEZ T RIEI7Z 9~14 D/ 2,025 Bl % SERTIZ A L2/ 58, RET 2 1o NUE R
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RIS A3d o 72 176 Bk 34 61 (19.3%) 139 A% L, 115 1 (65.3% ) X KAETEREwAH 0, 27
(15.3% ) (3B VB GA3 D - 72, 1BPEEG BE TIE, AEICHREIKIEAS , ERHEE Tl 21
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R ET CERIZOWTIEREL ZWMEDRDH 570, YATFTIT4 v 7 LE 22— LA NE
HORSZHRELZ2200ATHY, (2L ALOWGIIEMIETH -2 BHEICHTE~< A F X
B LR EELIC X AR L OBRICOWVTHRAE L 10 4,683 B0 AF<F 14 v 7 L
Ya— T, EREBICHT S~ A FRABEZHOBETIE, 12 BB LEWERERTX
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HIV : human immunodeficiency virus

A5 D R OWEGZHIEHIET 2L ERH L ESRY, ZHIEZELDHA FI4 2 THHfERRs
NTwa V2 FBIRHZET, 65U LOEIHETY, FIER 6 HAMN TOHREEE (1,174 1) & 6
T VLR T DS i (349 B1) D i T, RN HLGHE X % MRI 2 #kis LT o 1 E RO RTESGE &
BT LOHBE L eho72 .

FEJE LR 2 Bl X B B RO R IFIC oW Tl —E 0 BIFIZE S Tw R was, 300 B0
BIEREITZETIX, 2RD 54% O BE 1 INER OEAWE I HM X AN ELEZ TB), 251
418% D BHE I EPNCHAMX B2 IS RE L EZ Tz, ) TH Ein, IR, JET v 7ayr oy v,
A AR R, O B A BT 5 & i S, AEHEIR D e W BB N OHE O
PDEERHDNTNE Y, B, MRIFGZLEITE LT o 2B L &RIREGEHO LK TIZ, 4
BISRAGRE TR DM L, I A MDD d o 7o L BRI 2 3T 2 I L 75T H o7 .
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W AN O RIS ORRIEZ OV TIE, BT EIZERE Y AT AW ECEROE 2T OZERN
KBS, BRI LD HFEMICREs PR SN LM RIEDH 55, FRIZGERDFLEHAE 2
AN EMR BN EE T, BRSRICHILEN D L.

FRTERZ &7z Lf_,.,\%"\@?ﬂiﬂﬁgﬁ SWICOWTIE, [H—FE THREHE LA ES R
520D L LA D0 B ZIZERET, B MRIBRAGRE IR & el LT, THUE
ROA TR D 7% <, Ei%ﬁ%ﬁ% CERBEEDEVRRTHo72. ZLTHIED RV
BT MRIIREDPAR TRV &, RIEHERPENZ L2 BZICHSHELRNEEL TS
COfFIZOVTE M T IRV T, SRS IEREOD 2M7EDOTRENEINS.

SR AL 2 0% FHIT 2 DIEHETH 525, WO TAHIHET 5 DY) D2 RE L
2L H % H. ODI, SF-12, AEISFEH (FH 5132 M8 E 20 5 Fr@ae ) & Fkae 2, &K
MR EE D SIRM E I EZ Y LT [AEIGERH] & LT e, 4 BREOA ISR

TRMIli LT 2) 7% & B OFHIGiE % 6 » HMEALTBY, 209 bitEtk 12 ﬂ?@ﬁ@[ﬁ\%ﬁ
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Background Question 8
ERSHICHS VL THALTERIRE ah

OEREZEICHT D XRRFE, BREOREOVHEZHICERNDS. ULHL, HRIERZHDIE
VIR ENREERE (CNT 2R 0OIREIEZ T UBHIT S UEIFEL.

OERES (red flags) PHPIERZETDRETIF, XHBRBREICSIEHNT, MRIHREH RS
ns.

OHERER, HERRR, EEREHEEOTERBNAZE - FEIDSXATMRIFEATHS. HE
WER, HERBEEREZNZNORBOZHICERTHDRERIIH DD, HEICIHU TEH
DEREZHZHHIEDED.

O Mg

73 S

QOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOOD

JESRRZ W2 30T 2 iRk, M e B HAET Y 7— Y L7 red flags % & ) Z M2 I
REIYICEHI§ 5 2 & TIEB 2R T 5 2 & 2 HIY & 3 5% (Background Question 7 ZH). i
MWEIRZHRICBI LT VT YAy = ez b, BROFEICO 22D b7:0, KHHEZ
Minds2014 @ J/5$1ZHI ) Background Question & L TaeE S L7z, #WIA B S HOWETIZ V725

HI S N7ZEL D ) BIETERIE R R T, 11,825 BIOMEHEBEZ O 5 H S AR (Wi fg
*WWiﬁxﬁ CT, MRD%ZMZ % Z tfém%%%ﬁ@%f%of D20 EFTHY, Zhs
OIEFNIHIRERZ LI L 2 852 2L D 70% D red flags LB s . Zo kI8
Koo KA B AR A 13 —%@ﬁﬁm/—WT%b I CT R MRI &2 EBBOES ) 7 4 ZHlAE
bELIEDPBHIICBOTEELFHRITON TV LS. HFREDERIIOVTH A FI 14 LMK
&R, EEREDW S TR WL I L Cldv—F VIR 21T - T b Bi{§iad
BAT Do 72t L B UBRRRS RSB X R D o 728 W MR H D 2 L85 Y, red flags %
FFEREIR O 7\ IR AR 1§ 2 BN O BHIRMA O FE L3 L b e w EHmo T boh
t.L#L&ﬁ% Z OB S N IR RN B 145430 BlOBwICHEb 727714 <)
T EEIC TWT O ARG LIZERTIE, 0o 4 BMUNT3.9%DEHIZEALHhD
18] PR At #&éhé LT Méhfwf LIRS OHEERMEL, BEVET IR PRI
L red flags OB 2 5 IQBEICEW THEREDS 2 SN ENETH L. FHHERZHET AN

ZBITIR S O OBIEEF T 5 BGARA, R X R 3R O 5 K O 9 Hns B
%ﬁ%é%@kbf%ﬁéhﬁa

1) B X #R

Bl X SR 3o 2 2o fERE S WO BRSO BEREICBV TR E L L TY
5. —H CREOMGHAEZ AV ZIIZEIEMFIC MRI 2 EORIRES ) 7 14 & v 7256 %ﬁﬁ¢
DERSTWDLIZD, TIA4 <Y TIZBUF % EHEHRE X S oA AT 2w RIS
XA v, W SNz TS 4 =) 7 T AR kﬁ%@ﬁ%%«@xﬁ%%@ﬁm
PSRBT 2B L 5 &, 6 M DL RS 2 M BB 0 L IR T2, M O FEREE R fihE
REOYE L X BFEITEEOBMIE WY, 72, TIBIEO %\ 66 % LL L o I B A e %
14,530 B0 ZIEBIERATZE DK R TIE, itk 6 MU L 12 7 H RO mGRILE,» 5%, 5
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O 1 FROYEF R EIIHEA L2V, L2 TR 2 WIEFEE BV TR Y
DEEHRADMEIIWHS A TR ZVEVIREDLH S Y. £72, BEOREHIRCEE LIS,
FELZxT 2 B X RV —F VI LTI RV E VI L H S Y. 20— CHERET Y ELC
LB & 72 LR AR & L BIEIZEIc BT, IERER R T e M I 7 & O
Bt BRI R E A G DB M X M O FEilE, MRIR CT %2 E0REE L & HICEERE -
FHREMETLEVIWELDHL Y. DD, BIRSHEICBT MM X RO EREDAE & —
WKIEWVW2rR2ETATHLY, THHAETAERETIIA R LT 2 E/IH 5. Hili X
WU REMN 20 AR ORI L K T % 28, HMERIBPESR/IME, BBl B LR 2 2 & L2812
R RIS & BE L TV B 2 EAHE S (v X 1.2~3.3)%. 50 kBT IF7E 5 S 5
VIHE IR MU AS 2 DB A H L TG & o B AsiR Ao 72 Y.

HBEWEBEEOE WY AT T 4 v 7 LY o — TIIHERSIT 2584l % 95 2 THHM X ik
L TWD Y. AWMU ORRET S HHEEM AR E 235 & L7 T 1SN kigin
DA SN, BRI ZAEMTH S E SN B Y. 5121 DOMKEI D HIUIFIES 2 Fiik
T2 B < R b 720, BEEOS N - AR L ML D 2R S 5 V.
F 72, W R R L7 648 IS BT B HA X M & MRI QM 5, BUFEFICB VTR, ik
O (W, JEME, BBl B & MRIICB W T RIE A RIS 20 EZLIZMHB L Twiz &
THHED DS Y. DEdS, BERHOEEOZE - 3 I3 HM X BMREZ O D DR ERNDH S
botEzZoNA. LHL, FEFEMERICEL THM X BOAD NV —F Vg &6 TI1H) &
FPEZ LT LD R IE .,

2) MRI, CT

MRI %> CT &, KGO HWRHE 72 EOBBNIIE M X R L ) b EZMHEAE <, red flags D&
PEDEEDLN D ERMEIEIRD B 2 BHEOWGEMAL LTHEHTH L. CTIZBW TIEREMEET
DGR ZRITCERERC L ) AT - B4 & O FNEHPmEE IR LR 3. — CIHlEZ
Wi 2222 B B Wi2A0 2 FEA I MRI O ME 2 iR 7SRO (. HHAF T F Y ¥ AT 50 %
DUF OB BB 2 B T MERIA B, MERIARZE Modic type T O#MZEAL, BEHES XD FEAE
FEABICHBEL, MRIOAREZRLZY. 20, 4R OSCEHE TE 5 h 72013 MRI O
REI)_ELSPE ) JWREMAT (B 2 5 AL CH D, CT OFi72 7% R 2 @i s vk
Motz — )RR EE 683 B VT, WAL 122 HEFTOMRIKC LS 74+ 0—7 >
TEAT o2k — MFETIE, EREEISNT 572012 53% 12 X4, MRIIZ X AHEELTFHETI
EWEETH o721, F 72 MRIBAE TR S 2 HE R PER 2 DM ZE PR B I3 M2 5 o0 B 3% 12
bALNDZEDH L0, T4V 7 TIZBT 2 RO B L U CTHRITR&E 238G
WD D, HHT Y IMULERE T, T4 <) T EEIS B R X A S
MRICYID 252 ETHMENBFBEILT LR, BT MWL Y, S518ER
30 HH O MRI IS & o THEIE - EERPME T2 L 0 #HiE2H 5 9. MRIZV—F T
PR3 2 7L ENIIE U T MRI Z#kiR 3 5856 £ 0 1651 I o0 48465 <2 B P EE A~ D ff A I B
BESEREIRNC DY, ZBh O PALEISIS TR T AEABICB W THERENA SN2 >
ELMEESNATWSE Y. F72, RO MRIBREZEEROERNFIIZEETIZV 0D, b
ARG B G T HEVIRLLHSH Y.

W O E R % 5523 % 72012 MRIFT R & OBHEPEIZ DWW TE L ML 2 784G B0 s S
TWwh. HAEVATIT A4 v 27 LEa—TIE MRIFTRO %5 CTH HERMRKZEH, RO E
JH, HMEBACZE MR B U O L & OB S S Cwieas, HERZIRET 513 EOIEMMEE



Tdro 7z EEIZZN S OFT I EHEGYERF IS ERICED SN TE ) %, IR R
DOFBWIZHVBIZIZIEZREILTLIEL 2. 34bb, IS OFiROATIEMEIRE S A5
MaZbZ ATNSE I LI EH, BEOGHLIIB VT MRI % TN L7z E, HERIBZEE
OFFEIZINE L & DRI L TG & B L 2, 29 L7 2HERZE M8 L CHEAES 5 i 05
FORFEICHE L2 HESNA TS P,

FEAED MRI OBERE) A2 X 0, HEARRRAZEL TH 5 Modic ZEALDSIEAF ARG 12 % 72 & ¢ %8
AR LV IE SN TS, Modic ZETHHFIC type 1 & @B ASERE5AE O fa b K 7 & L TR
ARG SN THY 7% 2,449 HIO IR AN 251 5 MR BHEIFNT O 558, #AL N
L BRI EHE X Y b FRBEHET X D BRI A H o 72 . —7, Modic Lo & TIFMENE &
OMBIZEETIZ R ®, 148 Bl BEAEGEYE R % 3 4ERI BB L 7245 5 Modic 21t type 113372
RERBEOBHREF IR o TWid oz 0HEbH 5 Y. T2, 9B FAOERREZY? S5
L7 53HT HY 7 B T AE 22 00 s 1 CUEME TR 1 & Modic b3 & 0k L 72358 128 & DM A A 5
7z 1375, BER BMI S0 e L MBS 0, R - BBERHICZ L w2 LS HEkRE
PF2EHEE D D 2, SO ITHELYEC BTN U7 T Lo T REME DS 2 70 & 9
TR & BERERT RADSER (A3 5 L W) BB O LG I No0H 5.

S 52 MRI 25ROk Sk e w2 IO L, BRI S 7z 40 s o B B 401 Blcxts
B RATIC & 0 BEHES 2455 T O BRBG AR & B - TR X 40 D BB CLIBEE - MR & BT %
EWVH Y R, 178 IO TR E IS BT 2 B TOEFHG N REEolm® 2 r
OFFAHRE SN TEBY, HEEHRLARGRT D &0 R EA M 2 ERFHE b 5B oMMt b ok
Zibhb.

3) BAF ¥ (single photon emission computed tomography : SPECT)

RATA RFA4 VS5 &6 E, B3 % SPECT OERIAEEMEL 2T ¥ A
LARVORWHEIZ RV, H5 L E 22— TIEEHEMEMZOBREEORMRLDE, HEB X OEE
WA BT 5B 5E O, HEFICBIT L B - BYHEOENICBE W T SPECT A E S
T\I‘Z} 36).

4) ZDfDERIRE

a. MEERES, HERAES

FEICHEIBCE I OB - wEHEE & L THEMIAGE R B L CHERIINTESR S s, EHTO
HERIBZERNIR RN 2 FHTH ) MRI % EOBIRE 5 ) 7 4 B3F8E L/2WES TN 2 E|% T
DOFATHEIZIRD Lo2oH 5. —HTEOHEHAMIIOWTHELLAY TF ) Y A0b1E, HEM
AR BB BT B HERIBOE R ORI 0.92 &8 S B TERD 6% LK o722 £ 925, MRI
7 & DOIAZ TR 7 BHRIRAT THE I SR OB MR 2S5 b N 2 58 1 3B RN EE 2 oM & L
THIRLTWBE T % X5ICRCTICE W ARDTENH A4 ¥ OHEFIBNTESHC & 2K mEPeh
HERIAOE 12 & 2 B EBLSI 2 THEBIBRME R O ZIICENTh 2 T2 ME L H 2 Y. —J
T PSR 52 0 M PR FB R LR 3 A MERIAR P 8 T & 35583 2 WRETEAS S ) BERGTESE AT E v
&, FALENETOH 2 BE TIIEIERISAER S N AT RENESH 2 2 L2 5, BPEEREEE
BT AEROERZFHIEETEAHBETELZVI EHRBENRTVS P 2 BBGE
DEHRIIBVWTTHEZETLILENH LSOO, MRI BT 2 HE BV RO+~ T I
LFLOMBEL2VwE W) HEZB T 2 2 &, HEMBGEROA AL ZEICHET 5 DO TIE RV,
B BRI X BRI X AUE, HeEFIAEEERE O 20T ABE L 72 138 B2 35 W THE RIAR & 5 92 e i

27



28

VUEHEBIROYE & fEE I S T, RIS X D HERIARTERESE & I ST R L 7 5 72013 42%,
DT EW DB 7-D12 8% TH VY, MEDMP - 4% MRI THEEZHIII W72 5 72 W I
BETIIHERBOEE OB L o THESHICW 2 TREESH 2 2 @G snsY. 2ok
) BHFEENPS D, HEMAEEOBRIMRINSG.

b. HEFEBIEMESS - 5

R O—H &% 2 5N TWAHEMBHOEEIZoWT, —HOBZRICB W CHEBBEGIC T T 52
W7oy 7 OFBVERI L, FERED 62% &K — i TREBMEFRAT38% L L5, HER
BTS20 b DOPEETE AMETIE WV E LTWD W, —J5 THi I B R PE 1 0 L CHER
B 7 0 v 7 47572 152 Bl % 2 SEHEEERENAS L7285, 80% LA L OSB3 & 1L 7= 35
D 89.5% DFEFIT 2 4 T H PR OWHEDHD SN B L WG SNz, O TIda BRI E &
NTWARWOMBEOMPICIIEEIC 22 LEEZH L 00 Y 2o 0MiEH S BIRICTT 5
HEFIBIET B L O 7 1 v 7 EF O AN EY - RINCBWTHEEOZ T v AXH 5 & iim
SFLHELH B T, S HITEO ST BIEHIZETIE, MER B & B S e 75 6
T IEEEIC I LEA%E 7 X D TS 2GR SR, MRS THAKIE - S HFED D 2 5610H
BB E M5 T2 MESNTBY Y, BEROEY) T4 X4 MMEFESEHTH L 2
LERLTWA.

c. #MRRI7Ov Y

MR 7 0 v 713 E L U CTHRBUER Z 9 B IS L THY SN D 2 EHE 0D, HIEHRED
e & PEAHIIRE & % 2 72 D IIF RN OB WA L L TiTbNh s 2 &3 v, B % 0k
O BFHEHR DG OBWE, WAEICBVTHEEOIEF Y AHH 25 B0V ke LTOH
JAPEIZ DT Clinical Question 6 |2 THR$ 4.

d. FHERKRZE (EMG)

EMG 3 B O TR S 2 i TE 2MEDVEOTH Y, TOMPUZOVTHEED
WG 5. RITEXNIEREE RIS OLHER L )V OB ERE %3l L 5 %A H 2 #ed
EEND Y. BRI B 41 BB B KA X O AT R 2 RIS LU, B LY —
7 EMG ZEMEERECE L, BN AEIET LW ™, —h CHE MR SRS 0EH)
FRENTHEE L THATE 2500, BRMZEHZEHNICBWTIRRENTHSLLTI2HELD
é 54).

SHARENNE, EAEMFIMAEO LA TIIMBEREEZ B CX 2ROV INMETHD,
ZOIRETMDOGAZREFEL D b, —H CHETMERMED A0S =5 — S, A ERE OFFRME
RSB OBEBROB ARG L TWwDE I EWRLETH L7720, TOBWIMEIZRERNE ShTw
é 54).

DEX Y, EMG 3R EE OB OBEAERL Y NEY T—2 a Y OMEZFHET A9 2T
HHGRA L AWM DD, L L, BIESTIIOMT A K94 125 & & IR BRI O
ZWikAr & L ORI 2R IE S USRI TH 5.
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ATRTA v 7 V2= 2fM@ME SN Tn5.

2009 4EF TICHEENIZRCTD Y ATFITA v 7 L a—" BUIRTHH LMY 27 v 7
F— b LNETHH. WFRIIMEN %2 b2 16 ~ 80 D A EIEE (FAED 5 6 W AR, F 721k
PSR SEAL L T2 5 6 RGO b D) T, BIHOMBIILT D 2 DI KBI L7z, OfFAERD
VWb L IEFER AR, @MWEEIR, ThbbAEMER TS R, TR wbwbIE
FERIR IS L Tid, Ny FEZRE LD DIGETEMEROZ ) 2R EEEEOTTE D #E-> T
72(E1). Cochrane L ¥ 2 —%FEICHER 5 751 ¥ 2% LR, BRIIEVWEOZEF U X,
BREOTH P EFEOHOIE T Y A TH o7z, WAROMEIIH L TIE, Ny FELHI Y bIiGHEME
HEFFDIE D DS TVBEVWLARLVDIEF Y AHPRDO bz, TS LT, BERm 2D
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bOD, IO ATIT 4 v 7 L a—DREOTmLEEIATwL2wn. Wil RnlXvox

EF VA THHH, ERICEHL L, BENQCHEDN), EHQCHE~3»H), 9@ ~12»H)

Study or Bed rest Staying active Std, Mean Difference  Std, Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%CI 1V, Fixed, 95%CI
Malmivaara 1995 2.1 223 59 1.3 1.82 62 30.5% 0.39 [0.03, 0.75] ——
Rozenberg 2002 982 1742 135 649 1697 137 695% 0.19 [-0.05, 0.43] ——
Total (95%CI) 194 199 1000% 025 [0.05, 045] P
Heterogeneity : Chiz=0.81, df=1 (P=0.37) ; 2=0%
Lo - L I I I
Test for overall effect : Z=2.50 (P=0.01) 05 025 0 025 05
Favours Favours
bed rest stay active

X1 SMERERICHT 2REHFCEBEEFOLLR | 12 BROBADREE

Study or Bed rest Staying active Std, Mean Difference  Std, Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl 1V, Fixed, 95%Cl
Hofstee 2002 274 306 82 234 323 79 487% 0.3 [-0.18, 0.44] ——
Vroomen 1999 20 31 85 18 28 84 51.3% 0.07 [-0.23, 0.37] ——
Total (95%ClI) 167 163 1000% 0.10 [-0.12, 0.31]
Heterogeneity : Chi?=0.07, df=1 (P=0.79) ; P=0%
7= = L | | |
Test for overall effect : Z=0.87 (P=0.38) 05 025 o 025 05
Favours Favours
bed rest stay active
“ = - N . ~[E 4
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|
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1) EX 704 REFIRIERE (NSAIDs)

SR T AR T A MO ERIT L7z, 4w 3MICRED COL Z il 7z. FHifik
BREV A TFY Y RITELRDo7205 42058 Y $RTTERBOUHEICHENEIRE S
TBY, TEFVADMBIITAELL.

TRV T A CTIX 4 TOMSCZERIT L7z, 48 SHRICAED COl 237, EROW
FIIZ 2 DOMED X & 7 F 1) ¥ A TERAB T 20230 (F1), &Y 22o08%°% T
ERDVH RICUGE LTz, BREO UGS 2 H M 3 DO CRURA D - 7225, FFli: A
ﬁ&bx&7fuvx%ﬁ5: FTE Lol 2200097 TIIBERENE A RMEDTED 5
N7=2%, 1 OO Y TIRHEMEDSED SNehorz. K, BREE DICHEMIEEZ R L% <,
IETFTYADEEIEB E L.

AR IR LR B BRI TIE 3 MO SC 2 BRI L7z, 3 M 3 M CTA¥ED COl 2Bd7z. 220
Y TR OUEICE DR EN, 1 o0H Y TR TS L OB REICE
HEPADONE D270, TEF Y AOMSIEB E L.

FERZIIHNT L NSAIDs L 7T RDRXFT7F Y Y ATIIEREIEDR»-2(H2). 72
ELEMEOREL?Z L, BEOHBIERDADOFITH % 72 0 B e E R B ks 2 Lo fE
HENER L) R BEDL SN TV AR ET 2 LELNDH 5.

Study or NSAIDs Placebo Std, Mean Difference  Std, Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl IV, Random, 95%ClI
Katz 2011 -243 022 88 -241 034 41 49.9% -0.08 [-0.45, 0.30]

Kivitz 2013 -166 0.114 295 -1.25 0.16 230 50.1% -3.01 [-3.26, -2.76] [ |

Total (95%Cl) 383 271 1000% -1.55 [-4.42, 1.33]

Heterogeneity : Tau?=4.28 ; Chiz=164.85, df=1 (P<0.00001) ; I’=99%

Test for overall effect : Z=1.05 (P=0.29) ‘ ‘ ‘ ’

-10 -5 0 5 10
Favours Favours
[NSAIDs] [Placebo]

1 NSAIDs &7 5 RDEMERBICH T DEBOYEICHT DK

Study or NSAIDs Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95%Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95%Cl

Berry 1982 18 37 18 37 54% 1.00 [0.63, 1.60] 1982 -+

Lacey 1984 75 644 59 638 178% 1.26 [091, 1.74] 1984 t-

Amlie 1987 18 138 24 140 72% 0.76 [0.43, 1.34] 1987 —+

Szpalski 1994 1 33 0 35 0.1% 3.18 [0.13,75.33] 1994 —

Dreiser 2001 12 181 10 180 30% 1.19 [053, 2.69] 2001 ——

Dreiser 2003 16 124 20 126 6.0% 0.81 [0.44, 1.49] 2003 —

Birbara 2003 60 103 51 109 149% 1.25 [0.96, 1.61] 2003 s

Hermann 2009 8 57 4 57 1.2% 200 [0.64, 6.27] 2009 _

Katz 2011 16 88 9 41 37% 083 [040, 1.71] 2011 ——

Kivitz 2013 142 295 120 230 406% 092 [0.78, 1.09] 2013 i

Total (95%Cl) 1700 1593 100.0% 1.04 [092, 1.17]

Total events 366 315 ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘
1

Heterogeneity : Chi=9.13, df=9 (P=043) ; 2=1%

Test for overall effect : Z=0.60 (P=0.55) 100

Favours Favours
[NSAIDs] [Placebo]

2 NSAIDs £ 7S ROBEREROFELREICET BB
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HERLOY AZIET TR EFASETEEEIRENT.

4) EOMZY - JIV7Z RLFYU VERDIAHBEEZE (SNRI)

DRI 2 OBV I L e h o 7.

PEVEREE X AR Tl 3O L ERM L7z, 3Hh 3MmIci¥D COl #Bv 7z, KR
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AR AR (e B FEI TR 1RO S P R R L7z, S OMICRED COLIFHED bk o
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Study or Duloxetine Placebo Std, Mean Difference Std, Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl Year IV, Fixed, 95%CI
Skljarevski 2009 -25229 108 -1.87 2.34 113 21.6% -0.27[-0.54, -0.01] 2009 ————
Skljarevski 2010 -225 209 195 -1.65 212 199 385% -0.28[-0.48,-0.09] 2010 —@—
Konno 2016 -243 159 209 -1.96 156 200 39.9% -0.30[-0.49, -0.10] 2016 —f——
Total (95%CI) 512 512 100.0% -0.29[-0.41,-0.16] <@
Heterogeneity : Chi?=0.03, df=2 (P=0.99) ; P=0%
Test for overall effect : Z=4.57 (P<0.00001) . : : .
-05 -025 O 025 05
Favours Favours
[Duloxetine] [Placebo]

3 SNRI &7 ZERDEHERICE T DERBONEICEHT LR

Study or Duloxetine Placebo Std, Mean Difference Std, Mean Difference

Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl Year IV, Fixed, 95%Cl

Skljarevski 2010 -2.69 4.14 178 -2.22 428 179 440% -0.11[-0.32,0.10] 2010 ——

Konno 2016 -3.86 3.34 230 -3.26 3.31 226 56.0% -0.18[-0.36,0.00] 2016 ~—l—

Total (95%CI) 408 405 100.0% -0.15[-0.29,-0.01] P

Heterogeneity : Chiz=0.24, df=1 (P=0.63) :?=0%

Test for overall effect : Z=2.13 (P=0.03) L . : |

-05 -025 0 0.25 05
Favours Favours

[Duloxetine] [Placebo]

4 SNRI &7 ZRDEMERICE T DHEOHEICRIT LR
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Study or Duloxetine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95%Cl Year M-H, Random, 95%Cl

Skljarevski 2009 17 116 10 117 226%  1.71 [0.82,359] 2009 -—

Skljarevski 2010 30 198 1 203 246% 280 [1.44,542] 2010 —

Konno 2016 16 232 8 226 204% 195 [0.85446] 2016 —

Schukro 2016 20 31 18 29 325% 1.04 [0.71,153] 2016 —4

Total (95%Cl) 577 575 100.0% 1.69 [0.98,2.90] >

Total events 83 47

Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.20 ; Chi?=8.86, df=3 (P=0.03) ; P=66% - . . ]

Test for overall effect : Z=1.89 (P=0.06) 0102 05 1 2 5 10
Favours Favours

[Duloxetine] [Placebo]

K5 SNRIETZERDEEEROREEEICHT SR

HEHBIINTHSNRIE T T RO XY 7F ) ¥ ATIE, AEAIED SN H 57207 SNRI
THENE, 72 (H5).
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SV, B OIS 5 MO AR L72AS, IS 5O T, Sk &2k
[ % XI5 LT/ F e, HGREC, BHEQM), WEQHE), BOGH) 0EWE
BTz 5 OO LICEED COLICHT AR o7z 5ODEDAZ T F1) ¥ Ans, &
JHOYE T B HRMEDR SNz (B 6). B EIIERE PR aHlE IR HE R A IR 23 5
LEHML, TEFYADMEIZCEL.

Study or Neurotropin Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl Year IV, Fixed, 95%Cl

Kawamura 1977 14 39 24 42 227% 063 [0.38, 1.03] 1977 —4—

Tsuyama 1977 4 31 12 30 54% 032 [0.12, 089] 1977 ———

Ono 1981 19 53 29 59 282% 073 [047, 1.14] 1981 —4

Ono 1982 24 87 22 83 227% 104 [063 1711 1982 —

Ono 1987 17 59 23 61 21.0% 076 [0.46, 1.28] 1987 —

Total (95%CI) 269 275 1000% 074 [058, 0.93] . 2

Total events 78 110

Heterogeneity : Chiz=4.84, df=4 (P=0.30) ; P=17% - -

Test for overall effect : Z=2.52 (P=0.01) 0102 05 1 2 510

Favours Favours

[Neurotropin] [Placebo]

K6 TIIZFIAINAEBRERERBHERE 77 RORME KOIEHER
IEHTDEROLEICET S LB

Study or Neurotropin Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95%Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95%Cl
Kawamura 1977 0 42 0 44 Not estimable 1977
Tsuyama 1977 0 33 1 31 6.1% 031 [001,742] 1977 —8 +———
Ono 1981 3 59 3 62 115% 1.05[0.22,500] 1981 —t
Ono 1982 9 101 13 100 512% 069 [031,153] 1982 —A-
Ono 1987 6 83 8 83 31.3% 075 [0.27,2.07] 1987 ——
Total (95%Cl) 318 320 1000%  0.73 [041,1.28]
Total events 18 25
Heterogeneity : Chi2=051, df=3 (P=0.92) ; P=0% ! . ; |
Test for overall effect : Z=1.10 (P=0.27) 001 o1 ! 10 100
Favours Favours
[Neurotropin] [Placebo]
B7 TUZTIANABRBREREREHHRE TS ROBEEROREEE
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TYADOMIINEC & L7

PBYENERCIZ 7 MO L ERA L7z, 78 6 M TaRED COl 28D 7. FEoWHITIE4 D
DDA ZTF ) I ATHYEIREN (), 2 T7FH )Y AZEEFN o723 DDW5E
DHEH2ODF TE TIIAMEATRENSDS, 1 OO CRAEDUEIRINE 7. B

Study or Pregabalin Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Fixed, 95%Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95%Cl

Baron 2010 31 110 26 107 37.4% 1.16 [0.74,1.82] 2010 _

Mathieson 2017 68 106 43 101 626% 151 [1.15,1.97] 2017 ——

Total (95%ClI) 216 208 100.0% 1.38 [1.09,1.74] P

Total events 99 69

Heterogeneity : Chiz=1.00, df=1 (P=0.32) ; I’=0% - - - -

Test for overall effect : Z=2.69 (P=0.007) 05 07 ! 15 2

Favours Favours

[Pregabalin] [Placebo]

M8 CaFv¥xINa,d VAV RETTERDBEEERDOFEEEEICET HLR

Study or Tramadol Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Schnitzer 2000 35279127 5.1 298 127 362% -1.60[-2.31,-0.89] 2000 |
Ruoff 2003 444145161 523 149 157 19.0% -7.90[-11.13,-4.67] 2003 —4—
Vorsanger 2008 34.1 271129 403 252 126 7.7% -6.20[-12.62,0.22] 2008 —t
Uderall 2012 -1.92 1.84 107 -1.81 165 110 37.1%  -0.11[-0.58,0.36] 2012 [
Total (95%Cl) 524 520 100.0% -2.60[-4.60,-0.60] ’
Heterogeneity : Tau?=2.74 ; Chiz=34.22, df=3 (P<0.00001) ; ?=91%
C o= — | | ! ]
Test for overall effect : Z=2.55 (P=0.01) T o 10 20
Favours Favours
[Tramadol] [Placebo]
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BEDUEEIZ 4 DDA S TF ) Y ATHEMEARENZD (B10), A5 T7FVYACEETN LD
7230DWEDI L 2000 TCRAMWIREN o7, AT TF) Y A2 EDTE L D%
THMEAREINTBY, TEFVA0MEITA L L.

AL LTS 2 ORI S EAE L e o 72,

HERHRIIWNTHIIIF—NVETFTERDAS T F ) VAT, bI< F—IVTHEIHED
EBholz(F11).

b. 77L /LT

BV T B E DGR SUIEAE L o 72,

PRPEMERICIE 3MOMm L AR L7, 3MP 2 THED COL 27z, FIHOWHEITIZ2D
DAZTF) YATHBEDR SN (F12), &Y 12005 THLAMEAIVRS . BiEoK
#13 1 D DWF%E Y THH & 41, Quebec Back Pain Disability Scale D&z (2 A #IEAED 57 Ao
oo AT FV IV AREDTIME BFEIMOYUEEDEAIREINTEBY, TEFVADMIIT A

Study or Tramadol Placebo Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl Year 1V, Fixed, 95%CI
Schnitzer 2000 88 62 127 102 62 127 21.2% -1.40[-2920.12] 2000 ——}—
Ruoff 2003 107 63 151 116 63 146 240% -090[-2.33,053] 2003 ———F——
Peloso 2004 128 59 164 137 57 163 312% -0.90[-2.16,0.36] 2004 _
Vorsanger 2008 85 59 129 98 59 126 235% -1.30[-2.750.15] 2008 ———
Total (95%CI) 571 562 100.0% -1.10[-1.80,-0.40] - 2
Heterogeneity : Chi=0.39, df=3 (P=0.94) ; 2=0%

| | |

S — I
Test for overall effect : Z=3.07 (P=0.002) > 1 o0 1 2

Favours Favours
[Tramadol] [Placebo]

10 FIYR—IWNETTEROEEERICHTDEEDYEICEHT DR

Study or Tramadol Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95%Cl Year M-H, Random, 95%Cl

Ruoff 2003 137 161 48 157 176% 278 [2.18, 3.55] 2003 +

Peloso 2004 118 167 15 169 153% 7.96 [4.86,13.03] 2004 —1

Vorsanger 2008 59 129 49 129 17.3% 1.20 [0.90, 1.61] 2008 =+

Uderall 2012 53 116 28 120 165% 1.96 [1.34, 2.86] 2012 —+

Lasko 2012 59 141 17 136 154% 3.35 [2.06, 544] 2012 —+

Lee 2012 104 125 65 120 180% 1.54 [1.28, 1.84] 2013 +

Total (95%Cl) 839 831 1000% 247 [1.55, 3.94] <&

Total events 530 222

Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.31 ; Chiz=69.83, df=5 (P<0.00001) ; 2=93% L . L L

Test for overall effect : Z=3.79 (P=0.0001) 005 02 ! 5 20
Favours Favours
[Tramadol] [Placebo]

K11 MY R—IWETSEROBEEROREHEEICRHT DR

Study or Std. Mean Buprenorphine Placebo Std, Mean Difference Std, Mean Difference
Subgroup Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Steiner 2011 -058  0.225 257 283  614% -058[-1.02,-0.14] 2011 ——
Ogawa 2014 -1.1 0335 69 69 386% -1.10[-1.76,-0.44] 2014 —@—
Total (95%Cl) 326 352 100.0% -0.78[-1.28,-0.28] R
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.05 ; Chiz=1.66, df=1 (P=0.20) ; F=40%

L | | |

Test for overall effect : Z=3.08 (P=0.002)

Favours Favours
[Buprenorphine]  [Placebo]
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AT RIS 2 EOEWISUIFIE L 2 h o 7.
HFEHQIIWHTETTLINT L Ve TITHRDOAYTF )T RATI, 7TV V74 VEETH
BIHE S 72 (F13).

8) MAEAFA R

SVENRE T 2 H OBV R SUIAAE L R d o 72,

12 MR ORIl CIE 5 RO X E R L7z, SR 4 CTRED COI %R 7-.
FIROREIIZ 20D A T FH ) ¥ ADFERD SHMUAREN (E14), Y 320HF5 ¥ ¥
THHBEREROUE L RO, BEOLHEZIFLBRANBELSAZT7F ) Y RAITELRL 7205 4
OORFFE T T E L THEMIESED SR LA L 5SRO TEHME X T s ¥
A FIZARIBTORBBEIED R WEHATH Y, KAWL K54 VIZBTLIEF Y AED E L7

AL RIS 0TS A B DBV IR SCIAAAE L e o 72,

HERRIIWNTEAZTFI VAT, @AY A FEECHEICHE Sz (R 15).

Study or Buprenorphine Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Fixed, 95%Cl Year M-H, Fixed, 95%CI
Gordon 2010 18 79 5 79 179% 360 [1.41, 9221 2010 .
Steiner 2011 40 256 20 283  679% 221 [133 368] 2011 ——
Ogawa 2014 14 69 4 69 14.3% 350 [1.21,10.10] 2014 e
Total (95%Cl) 404 431 1000% 264 [1.75, 3.99] <@
Total events 72 29

Het ity : Chiz=1.16, df=2 (P=0.56) : ’=0% = S
eterogeneity : Chi 6, (P=0.56) 0% 01 0z 05 1 2 5 10

Test for overall effect : Z=4.64 (P<0.00001)
Favours Favours

[Buprenorphine]  [Placebo]

18 T7VL/NT 42T EROBEEZROREEEICEHT SR

Study or Std. Mean Strong opioid Placebo Std, Mean Difference Std, Mean Difference

Subgroup Difference SE Total Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year 1V, Random, 95%Cl

Katz 2007 -169  0.345 105 100 456% -1.69[-2.37,-1.011 2007 —@—

Buynak 2010 -07 0.182 168 153 544% -0.70[-1.06,-0.34] 2010 E

Total (95%CI) 273 253 1000% -1.15[-2.12,-0.19] e

Heterogeneity : Tau?2=0.41 ; Chiz=6.44, df=1 (P=0.01) ; 2=84%

Test fi Il effect : Z=2.34 (P=0.02 : . . !

est for overall effec 34 (P=0.02) R I >
Favours Favours

[Strong opioid] [Placebo]

14 BFIEFA NET T EROERERBICE T HEBOREICHT DR

Study or Strong opioid Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H,Fixed, 95%Cl  Year M-H, Fixed, 95%CI

Katz 2007 61 105 44 100 15.2% 132 [1.00, 1.74] 2007 —t
Buynak 2010 240 318 190 319 639% 1.27 [1.14, 1.41] 2010 —A—

Hale 2010 7 134 62 134 209% 1.24 [098, 157] 2010 +—t
Total (95%ClI) 557 553 1000% 1.27 [1.15, 1.40] <@

Total events 378 296

Heterogeneity : Chiz=0.11, df=2 (P=0.94) : 2=0% O.‘7 0.é5 ] ]‘.2 115

Test for overall effect : Z=4.92 (P<0.00001)
Favours Favours

[Strong opioid] [Placebo]
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WEFE L,

9) ZIRFRMDODE

SBRPLD O FITEE T A IS E v, LA L, ARIBTH BRI DI B
HENTELBRWRESDH Y, 73 M) 7F) VIR SR~ OBEIS A 5 72D 3 R
RKairorz.

AR ST AR OB VRS L o 7.

PRVER T 2 BHI T 2 RO PP R L. 2 00 TITIIEED COL 2D L ho
720 1 MO TIRWIRE 2 KR R ST W ho 7225 b9 1O TR OWEICAH
WMEAVR E N7z, BREOWEIH LTI, 2MEDAELEZRD LD o7, 1D RCT TEIMOK
BICHMUARENTEY, TUEFYAORESIICE L. FHOREIZL ) ZRAH) 23
PRPER S 0h 3 A SRS & L CHRIRE 7228, HESEEEICBI L Cid, PRBREIE A% <, SNIRI 23 A
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ERHHTE LRV EARFREZ D BEZANNDS L Vo BRI, THREZOT 2] &
Lot

AR RS 2 RHI Tl 2RO L2 R L7z, 2005 SCITIZ3E D COL 2B o 72
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Study or TCA Placebo Risk Ratio Risk Ratio

Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random, 95%Cl Year M-H, Random, 95%Cl
Pheasant 1983 2 9 1 9 125% 200 [0.22,1833] 1983 —_——
Atkinson 1998 28 28 29 29  414% 1.00 [0.94, 1.07] 1998 [

Khoromi 2007 19 28 14 28 37.8% 136 [087, 2.13] 2007 #
Vanelderen 2015 2 10 0 10 83% 5.00 [0.27,9262] 2015 _
Total (95%ClI) 75 76 100.0% 1.40 [055, 357]

Total events 51 44

T2 - Chit= - - |2=889 I I I I
Heterogeneity : Tau2=0.55 ; Chiz=24.89, df=3 (P<0.0001) ; P=88% oo oI 1 0 100

Test for overall effect : Z=0.70 (P=0.48)
Favours Favours
[TCA] [Placebo]
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HwZl, TEFYABMRONSEZ EHSHRLIZHBEL v &g L7z,
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BUEHEE ST AIIZEIE, T CRE R 2 &) BENET AR ZHET 201 Mo T
T ARRME L TR, BISIITER &R T C&EWE, HiENE T collfEfiz Lo
WBERPMEEINTVED, KBEETEOEWRCT 34 %L, AFZT7F ) Y ATHEGREIER
(BHMRR L o0 BEDOWBIRICT 7 KD 5V IBHEBICHREROWUFEIIO L DL T LIRS
NTWnpwn,

HJe 2
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BB NN R AT T HNEET L, BEHEOMEZ R EBRETHL. @HINLIEHIE, H
MBI A A ZIRE L, BEHRENDD B E N 2T 5 L HE SN 5.

b. Rt

Cochrane L ¥ 2 — " Ti3, AHMRHOHEZ Bb R VIR EZICBWT, 51 & Bk
73R 2 WG L 72 2 o 0fFge ¥ &, #51E: & WEEE OB £ 7213 W P L HNA
BRI L2120 Y PSSR TWSE,. 72, LHaRE L2 BREZ ICBVw T BE
W IR E T AR L2 6 DORFZE Y &, F D & WAL OB T 2213
PEHMAERZ LB L 724 20 "% BSH STV A, 512, AF MR & b 2% VIR
BECBVTHEIBEEOMR LM L7 1 DOMEIRHEN TS W,

ARG O I % b 20 IR R E T BT BT 1AM LR IRROE Y 7 5 UG
EARPFEF| DI T, #H AW OERENTH 5 2 L 2RBT HRERIEYMOATH Y (B
1), BEMCEEshhdror:. (WA colm] 23M LMoY <1, £50E%ICL 5
EERE IO EE O AR L7

AR % B O B RIS B W THEG 7213 BET O R 2 I L, TS £ 7213 o mlE
KA L 72022 T3 Y, 3B oM T oA MM IS EA I b o 208, Lz
BECRAICHE L2 BE 2o EE L BRI, ARICE o7 (p<0.01). %3, < v ¥ —
Y, RHENR L OB TR A 50kg T TOIFE DR A T v 7 Culllii#y [iG# % 60 B @A L 7:
We® CRABEI ) o7 FIREOMEZMNR 200 RCT 7Y TL A E W B TWE X
NTHELT, MOFFETYEMEEOADESBR SN2 DR, kv Mxv 2y, @EE B

Study or Traction Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%CI 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Beurskens 1997 206 275 77 237 277 73 495% -3.10[-11.94,5.74] —A-
Konrad 1992 246 119 44 537 238 53  505% -29.10[-36.41,-21.79] —+
Total (95%CI) 121 126 1000%  -16.22[-41.70,9.25] ——o—
Heterogeneity : Tau?=320.88 ; Chi2=19.74, df=1 (P<0.00001) ; ?=95%

Test for overall effect : Z=1.25 (P=0.21) L . L y
-50 -25 0 25 50
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BAEOTE T v A%, BERECON UBEMRE LR T 2I2EA 0 THD. SHIT, 25T
F) VAT T T R F 3B IRER L R L OB S AR T 3 s g L hnwa b
DRINTVEDS, TETF YA LNVFER. B3 2 BEERIEORRICOWTOIEN %
IEF VAR T B2, SHIZHEDEVRCT #E [T RETH S, LBRFELEIZOVWTD
T4 7T — FIIAFAE L e\,

HJee
a B=

ST &0 BT RLER 2 W B RIS A B S M S A R S — RIS S B TR
WETH A, BEWIGEY, Bk T AETEZON, BRI E RO = AV X — %1%
EL, BFE IO ENELOMINERET LI LICX o THIERIREETLLEEINS.

b. BRER

Cochrane U ¥ 2 —TIXEFH 4 FOWFZE R S, TEIG 20T 5 885 IR O R 5H % 8835 ik
TIERELE LY. 209 5 300ME TIIRBISEEREZMHL Y, 1o@sk
LHEBICIMATEY M%7 P LY. AR OFMIE VAS 12 X 2EREHEAH SR, B
W% 20 72 8 50 B & BRI 2 2\ 72 83 50 Bl & Tl U 7oA 3, B3I iAIR I £ 0 S it
WEZED T (PH7E -712, 95% CI —17.99~3.75) (1 2)" ™2 BMAFZETIE, TEHEHE AR~V
=T B L OGO R EE O 41 % A8 E R K o THEE L, BEE T 71380
HOZNZN12%B L 6.8% & D EVAIREZR L2, B0 36 6O EH O /NMIEE RCT T,
1 % H OB CTHIHIEE & g U GRS IR IO A B 2 oM RIS B % 7850 e o 72 %

Study or Ultrasound Therapy Sham Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%CI 1V, Random, 95%ClI
Durmus 2010 25 119 21 45 233 21 29.8% -20.00[-31.19,-8.81] ——
Ebadi 2012 266 138 24 307 131 24 359% -4.10[-11.71,351]
Grubisic 2006 798 122 15 789 121 16 343% 0.90[-7.66, 9.46]
Total (95%Cl) 60 61 100.0% -7.12[-17.99,3.75]

Heterogeneity : Tau?=70.59 ; Chi?=8.73, df=2 (P=0.01) ; P=77%

Test for overall effect : Z=1.28 (P=0.20) :

! | |
-50 -25 0 25 50
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W% ZH 104 (COLENARL, HHELAZZREAZL)
[2. 1792 Lx5HERTL] 84

[3. fibwnwZ gy 2] 24

HER T2, AT LR CHERT L] ICPE L.

3) RENESHERE (transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation : TENS)
BUEMS SN TV AR D S I3RS TENS #3452 +0 42 €5 v 213w, BRiE
PEIZBIT S TENS OBIENFRIT DT PIHET 545, FEiET 5 I REE L E O E W RCT 234
BThb.

E=)
a. B=x

TENS (384 2 AR & 0 T ORMAREEZBE IS5 2 & 20T, —BRiy R BHER
THbH., WEHHITEE KRB ZMTHY, HETHBEFLTHEHTL LN TELY2T 57
M=y Mo TSN, BRI E RS L-EHr O sh, R 2Rl &’
Mg, 7SOV AR, BIXOWEEZRESELIENTE, —HRIE L (<10H2) 12 TEHME, b L
IR E (> 80Hz) TEBREEASE T SN 5. KEMOMPIL, RO ENL T, WAD
BEEFERT L EICL>THONL EREIN TV A,

b. &

JESE (2K % TENS O#)F % A% & ik U CR-ili L 72 RCT % 2 £H50 L 72 ®. TENS &#%
B L UIHHE 60 71 DIEIE visual analogue scale (VAS) il 0 FF-Alfi Ti&, TENS % T 63.11 £31.2
CHBEIET L7722, BB TIR 058141 EMR2ED LD -7, 4o 7+0—7 v 7
BFIZ TENS 2 79 2R & Wi L 72 OB W TlE, VAS, #REZ 0 7, B Bk ic G 2 2o
72 VAFRTFA v I LE2—TIR 6O RCT AR EN, £DH B 51113 TENS & kL O
B TH 72", 2095 4D 5 AT ™5 % THBE O OME L7 -4.47 (95% CI
—12.84~3.89) S &, 20D X FRHTIFGE © P TR OBEE ORI IE -1.36 (95% CI
—4.38~1.66) Td - 7z. TENS {HHIIMBEHE L K LT, Kb L OB EOLEEIEARMED 2w
LB ERTVS Y,
<RERCOREMRR>

TENS ([ZDW I IEIREEICH L CERP 2, Gt 3oz ir-7. COLICEL T, ¥
RTHEYE% L.

[1mH]

KR LZH 104 (COlE4% L, FTHELAZRZL)

[2. 1192 L%5HERT L] 64

[3. fibhnwZ Lz {HRTL] 44

(R

- JESRE IZBR & 3 A DEIFIC DWW T TENS 3B R TH 2 W HEMEAH U, Future Research Question
T 52 LERETS.

BB TRDO LN TV LERELROT, [2. 1T 2L 285 {35 ] ITHKE L.
CRFNIZANTH AT EF Y ADRED RWd, [3. fThhwI e 205 3Ry 5] 128
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[FA]

o=y 7 (B R ETH TENS 2L TR —AbdH 0, [2. 792 L 2§y Ry
B EEL.
cT= Y RBEMTRE, T, BHEYAR— & TENS OHBED S, BROREELEZ 2L
2, BRSOV % R T &\ EIKT, Future Research Question 12 L Tl &9 7».
(3MH]
KR ZH104 (COlE4R L, FHELAZZRRL)
[2. 479 2L x255<HRT 2] 74
[3. 1w LaigHfRT 2] 34
SRR T2 ATO R CHERET A ITE L7

4) BEAE

TG XS B IRBGER A T A MO T E T Y AR LBV, Ty ¥V ZIC X bimEGAE
i, BB X UM AR RE OB OEES L UORELRINT 5 2 LA RTZET VAN
RS n7z2s, B RE SN T 2 RBGEOMRIIET L LT Y Ao/, RSN/
YT U AR MEET 5 720 E OB RS LETH 578, AT 72 3H 2R 2 B3 5 ol
FTHHZEPHHT LRI Z2DOD, EE LTHREORERZRLEGEOMEL DD,
FEEET 5.

Je=
a H=R

TNEAE 72 H S N2 RIC X 2 IREGE#IE, B EE OIS X AN — iy E
HENL LM R EHTH 5.

b. BRER

Cochrane L ¥ 2 — ' Tl3 &t £ 7213 AV BUR B E O e LTS v 7 % 7213 B A % 5@ ]
T LT, RRAOREEZER L2654 oOWgersiie X 73 BB ot LE
HMBGER Z -G T 203813 e o 72 sFiRE LCIEMET v T E 7213107 7 Rkl & gL
7z BEENEE, FEINIROREZFMT LRAZ A LTz, BEERE L TORMMY 2K
BT 2R IEHRE SN TR w, BT v 7L, WEHK4, SHTT IRk LEARE
IR 7% B R RE O EA T S 72 3 FEL 2 O DRFZED X F RN T, MET v 71T, FHVK
ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%maLtL%QWMHO%~M®(E@.%ﬁ@f@%%%ﬁ¢@ﬁﬁﬁﬂ@t

Study or Superficial Heat Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl IV, Fixed, 95%ClI
Nadler 2003-a 25 156 92 156 176 88 66.6% 094 [0.45, 1.43] +
Nadler 2003-b 275 144 31 145 134 32 334% 1.30 [0.61, 1.99] —
1.06 [0.66, 1.46]
Total (95%ClI) 123 120  100.0% -
Heterogeneity : Chiz=0.70, df=1 (P=0.40) ; F=0%
Test for overall effect : Z=5.23 (P<0.00001) ‘ ‘ ‘ y

-4 -2 0 2 4
Favours Favours
[control] [experimental]
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<EHERTOREHFR>
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DIZIFEDOE W RCT BLETH 5.

Jde=
a B=m

JEMES R — h &iE, —&IZanty bR EOBAETRE RN F 72 3k o W E e R 2 TR
JEMES R — NI EBETRORBIE, BHETEIMEOHIE, FHoZ e b, WIS OB R H
D, YvHF—VRLEDTITERIIHN, BERBENEENLHREZLZ6TESATVRE Y. K
FRFNAIIEHED R — P ORI OV THIEHR L LR L2 RCT DANEGEN 5.

b. fZF

Cochrane L ¥ = — ¥ (23R & 7= VR BRGS0t 3 2 BEHE K — b o & %0 % 374l L 705
B1EOATHY, WA, BEOFMICBCCTHEZED 2ho 72, 2, WA 238
OER % X LR WIFZEIE 5 DR X, 95320 B9 322 334 61, 456 15 X 0 164 41
DBME % & H, BEHEY F— M X B2HAOYFERRD L0722, T2, MOWE ™ < EHIH
DUEPHINZALNITHEE v, JEMHEY R — MIEEHREE iR L <, SR oKk EZ R L
72ET0 0 BRI LTI, Y R — FOAMEIE B LT AW B o 2872 BT T
HED R — M X B8R RGO ONLEh o7z B R— M X 2 8WE, ShkEE X
DEWILES X VAL B X O AR OB E 2 & OFEEH & 2R L7z 2,
<LZERTODEEBER>

PEAME B AR — b

3 BB 104 (COTEYZEL, FEHELARZBERL)

[2. 179 2 L2 HERT L] 104
cHER (2 AT e A HERET S ] ICE LT

B8) 1VV—IL (BEEE)

WESGRIESR LCA Y — VOB R Z R T T E T A%\, THOMAIIHH & DR
B RHY, MMORERY TEHAI A XA ) —VOFHEITR SN TV SDS, Mt e
W3S, T PREIFRI N TR,

Jde=
a B=m

Mo vy —VERIZRERRL VYV VORAOIBRE IR EEZ H72DICBEZEOH O K



WCRRET AL > Ty a vy 7 ORI /NT v ARE)), BAREMELZHBTE 2 LIESNT
WA, MBmAGINDLETAHTHD.

b. B

Cochrane U ¥ 2 — TR EZ IS T H A ¥V — VOB ZBEELFMT 5 3 DD TF
HENT2H, BRREEDO DDA ¥ — VOMPEO I HEEE ST RCT 35w E9, 5
A RARENTA V= VRIS L O TR %A 2R & THGE O ARDOREFIN Vv 72#HE T
F, THROUENLTRPICHD SN 00, BROWEIH STV B,
<RERTOEREFBR>

Ay =g, MEAKRPD%R L, F—BNREREL VR VW A5, ST
T, MELICRRT A Lo

SRR

1) Wegner I, et al. Traction for low-back pain with or without sciatica. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2013; (8):
CD003010.

2) Beurskens AJ, et al. Efficacy of traction for nonspecific low back pain. 12-week and 6-month results of a
randomized clinical trial. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 1997; 22: 2756. (#e#Hk4})

3) Konrad K, et al. Controlled trial of balneotherapy in treatment of low back pain. Ann Rheum Dis 1992; 51: 820.
(RIS

4) Pal B, et al. A controlled trial of continuous lumbar traction in the treatment of back pain and sciatica. Br J
Rheumatol 1986; 25: 181. (Mz=iifIAt)

5) Larsson U, et al. Auto-traction for treatment of lumbago-sciatica. A multicentre controlled investigation. Acta
Orthop Scand 1980; 51: 791. (k=i Ri4H)

6) Reust P, et al. [Treatment of lumbar sciatica with or without neurological deficit using mechanical traction. A
double-blind study]. Schweiz Med Wochenschr 1988; 118: 271. (¥Z& ] [E4})

7) Weber H. Traction therapy in sciatica due to disc prolapse (does traction treatment have any positive effect on
patients suffering from sciatica caused by disc prolapse?). J Oslo City Hosp 1973; 23: 167. (Bz= ] #i4})

8) Weber H, et al. Traction therapy in patients with herniated lumbar intervertebral discs. ] Oslo City Hosp 1984;
34(7-8): 61. (RIS

9) Lidstrom A, et al. Physical therapy on low back pain and sciatica. An attempt at evaluation. Scand ] Rehabil
Med 1970; 2: 37. (MERWIRIAL)

10) Fritz JM, et al. Is there a subgroup of patients with low back pain likely to benefit from mechanical traction?
Results of a randomized clinical trial and subgrouping analysis. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2007; 32: 793.

11) Ozturk B, et al. Effect of continuous lumbar traction on the size of herniated disc material in lumbar disc
herniation. Rheumatol Int 2006; 26: 622. (#Z= A1)

12) Harte AA, et al. The effectiveness of motorised lumbar traction in the management of LBP with lumbo sacral
nerve root involvement: a feasibility study. BMC Musculoskelet Disord 2007; 8: 118.

13) Coxhead CE, et al. Multicentre trial of physiotherapy in the management of sciatic symptoms. Lancet 1931;
1(8229): 1065. (BRI

14) Schimmel JJ, et al. No effect of traction in patients with low back pain: a single centre, single blind, randomized
controlled trial of Intervertebral Differential Dynamics Therapy. Eur Spine J 2009; 18: 1843.

15) Borman P, et al. The efficacy of lumbar traction in the management of patients with low back pain. Rheumatol
Int 2003; 23: 82.

16) Ebadi S, et al. The effect of continuous ultrasound on chronic non-specific low back pain: a single blind
placebo-controlled randomized trial. BMC Musculoskelet Disord 2012; 13: 192.

17) Ansari NN, et al. A randomized, single blind placebo controlled clinical trial on the effect of continuous
ultrasound on low back pain. Electromyogr Clin Neurophysiol 2006; 46: 329.

18) Durmus D, et al. Effects of therapeutic ultrasound and electrical stimulation program on pain, trunk muscle
strength, disability, walking performance, quality of life, and depression in patients with low back pain: a
randomized-controlled trial. Rheumatol Int 2010; 30: 901.

19) Grubisic F, et al. [Therapeutic ultrasound in chronic low back pain treatment]. Reumatizam 2006; 53: 18. (15
WIAY)

20) Ebadi S, et al. Therapeutic ultrasound for chronic low-back pain. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2014; (3):
CD009169.

21) Nwuga VC. Ultrasound in treatment of back pain resulting from prolapsed intervertebral disc. Arch Phys Med

51



52

22)
23)
24)
25)
26)
27)

28)

29)

30)
31)

32)
33)
34)
35)
36)
37)
38)
39)
40)
41)
42)

43)
44)

45)

46)

Rehabil 1983; 64: 83. (MEZIRIA)

ROMAN MP. A clinical evaluation of ultrasound by use of a placebo technic. Phys Ther Rev 1960; 40: 649. (¥
ES UL V)Y

Khadilkar A, et al. Transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation for the treatment of chronic low back pain: a
systematic review. Spine (Phila Pa 1976) 2005; 30: 2657.

Cheing GL, et al. Transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation: nonparallel antinociceptive effects on chronic
clinical pain and acute experimental pain. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 1999; 80: 305. (i3] fi41)

Deyo RA, et al. A controlled trial of transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation (TENS) and exercise for
chronic low back pain. N Engl ] Med 1990; 322: 1627. (I3 #i41)

van Middelkoop M, et al. A systematic review on the effectiveness of physical and rehabilitation interventions
for chronic non-specific low back pain. Eur Spine J 2011; 20: 19.

Ghoname EA, et al. Percutaneous electrical nerve stimulation for low back pain: a randomized crossover
study. JAMA 1999; 281: 818. (5= #i4})

Jarzem, et al. Transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation [TENS] for short-term treatment of low back pain-
randomized double blind crossover study of sham versus conventional TENS. ] Musculoskelet Pain 2005; 13:
11 (ML

Topuz, et al. Efficacy of transcutaneous electrical nerve stimulation and percutaneous neuromodulation
therapy in chronic low back pain. ] Back Musculoskelet Rehabil 2004; 17: 127. (R4

French SD, et al. Superficial heat or cold for low back pain. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2006; (1): CD004750.
Nadler SF, et al. Continuous low-level heatwrap therapy for treating acute nonspecific low back pain. Arch
Phys Med Rehabil 2003; 84: 329.

Nadler SF, et al. Continuous low-level heat wrap therapy provides more efficacy than Ibuprofen and
acetaminophen for acute low back pain. Spine (Phila Pa 1976) 2002; 27: 1012.

Nadler SF, et al. Overnight use of continuous low-level heatwrap therapy for relief of low back pain. Arch
Phys Med Rehabil 2003; 84: 335.

Nuhr M, et al. Active warming during emergency transport relieves acute low back pain. Spine (Phila Pa 1976)
2004; 29: 1499.

van Duijvenbode IC, et al. Lumbar supports for prevention and treatment of low back pain. Cochrane
Database Syst Rev 2008; (2): CD001823.

Gibson, et al. The effectiveness of flexible and rigid supports in patients with lumbar backache. The Journal of
Orthopeadic Medicine 2002; 24: 86. (e R4

Doran DM, et al. Manipulation in treatment of low back pain: a multicentre study. Br Med J 1975; 2(5964): 161.
(R RS

Hsieh CY, et al. Functional outcomes of low back pain: comparison of four treatment groups in a randomized
controlled trial. ] Manipulative Physiol Ther 1992; 15: 4. (#3144

Valle-Jones ]JC, et al. Controlled trial of a back support (‘'Lumbotrain’) in patients with non-specific low back
pain. Curr Med Res Opin 1992; 12: 604. (M 44)

Penrose, et al. Acute and chronic effects of pneumatic lumbar support on muscular strength, flexibility, and
functional impairment index. Sports Medicine, Training and Rehabilitation 1991; 2: 121. (#ZR B4

McGill SM. Abdominal belts in industry: a position paper on their assets, liabilities and use. Am Ind Hyg
Assoc ] 1993; 54: 752. (MEMIRIAL)

Calmels P, et al. An update on orthotic devices for the lumbar spine based on a review of the literature. Rev
Rhum Engl Ed 1996; 63: 285. (s8I HI4})

Tooms RE, et al. Effect of viscoelastic insoles on pain. Orthopedics 1987; 10: 1143. (KRR WAL

Shabat S, et al. The effect of insoles on the incidence and severity of low back pain among workers whose job
involves long-distance walking. Eur Spine J 2005; 14: 546.

Sahar T, et al. Insoles for prevention and treatment of back pain. Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2007; (4):
CD005275.

Basford JR, et al. Shoe insoles in the workplace. Orthopedics 1988; 11: 285. (MR A1)



Clinical Question 4
ERICEEELITE AL

HER
HEZEC WREE GEER  ILTUA0ES
OIEMEREICNT DESFESERTHD. 1 90.9% B

O MEROrUERMERICHUTEIET Y ADRHATSS. 2NV,

(ER DIV —TICBIF D, HEICEET ZfiEER »iFdH]
JARANG O (QOL) DYGERERE L & BT, AFHLEZEEMIL 7.
[HERDESCHET DERA]
@77 M AEKIZET A EKN R YTV AHE N
B 13w
B T ADO®mEIEB
O LELONT VADHEFE (TR MIEDHRW)
B 13w
LB — MR B T B B ERE O ERRIIBE ORI THE L S Twin
@BF DM EBIRRGF A, FAHOMIE S
H 2: w3z
FHH BEBIUOREOBEMIKELESDEEZLNS.
@EHROFIED T A PRGFIC T RAE-72b 00 L) »
B 1w
S EBRIE AT S ) R TRIEBLEOT Y M A TRV OM\ED T A MY A
DD DS, BB SR T R iR B T BE R L CTH A DT, [T A M [w
W2 2 TiEwvw] ICEEH T 5.
[TEFVZADiEE]
B B: HROMEMICHREDOHEDLTD 5.
[HESEDIE ]
B o1y (7)) 22 HERT 5)
* [7E] BRI LT
<ZERTODREHFER>
TRV A3 2 BB ORI EICB VT, HIERE 114 CHI COL D720, 1 4H%%E
RHEM) MBI IMBREEZTo 7. ZO/RRE, 75 e 2mdHEETL]54, frHlL%
FCHERTZ] 64 ThHoz. BEICVSLDPoOESLICEHTHRI L. BEEL B, &
OEENELD X IR T R EEFRLEOMER B L VRS- TV H LT,
PR PERERE LR 5 2 BEIRE OBV T U AR R T LA H S I L, REDOBHEFN A KT 4 Tk
ELVEBIEEICOWTERZLEIBL L) T U ARH L LoBA SNz 114
X2 2 HEZEORKR, 179 T 2MHMERET L] 104, [17) T L2 HRTL] 1/ TH
D, 19 2Lzl HEIRT 2] \TPhEL 7.

53



©

54

O

>0

2810
1)Mﬁﬁrkﬂ?5LE§£

SRS IS T 2 EHFELEORCT DAY 7TF ) Y A X 5 &, EEPFERIIIGHEESR, o
TRAFI IR & R 2 AR T H 0 Y, MR B E AR AR B S R M IR, ML 2 &I
WTHMEIREOM R B R o 72 Y. AR & A L 22 T, B, AR,
QOL, #HEWRIZEL, 2B 2 ARROEIT R, @Y O 2 ki3 5 2 & 2%
—DHERNATH o727,

2) BERMERICKT 2EEEE
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3) FBH{TENEE (cognitive behavioral treatment : CBT)

I3 2 BANTERE O AT 5 AT T4 v 7 LE 2 =R RCT "% i s
Twhb. Cochrane I2X BT AFIF 4 v 7 L ¥ a—TIZ7, BRI T HITEHE I, %
DIEFN A THEII A DB AR TH 2 —T5C, o - R 20 H OB AR 1A 113

57



58

WEOWBHEEEE R o7 F72, EEPOLDVATFYT A v 7 LY a—Tld Y, RAFTENEE L
RGFERLMD A A BT 4 LI TR 260 & L <, R EimE b T, i,
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2009 4ELLRED RCT 7 5 MG 1233 % CBT ORRZ MG L7z, B 77 b A % OB B
HehERE E O Y%, @RHEM QOL (health related quality of life : HRQOL) D[ I+, @ E »
IR, DFis A DRI & L7z

(ORZIR B 4% BB 512 k37 % CBT &) © Roland Morris Disability Questionnaire % %)) 5 1
ELZ5MDRCT Y OaHhs, N—=2F4 »h50TPH2ALIE —-055(95% CI —1.20 ~ 0.10)
THY, HEREICHEEHNTHLDOOAEETRDL-72(H1).

(@ HRQOL {Zxt3 % CBT ®%h# : SF-36 (MOS 36-Item Short-Form Health Survey) % % 45 &
L7238 RCT " Dah s, N—2 54 »h5OPHEE, SERMMTETIE 1.70 (95% CI
—0.88~4.29), KA I TH Tld 4.24 (95% CI —2.15~10.62) TH V), W b ] 1§ 272D 5 7%,
HEETIRD -7z (H 2, 3).

OWEREIRIE K5 5 CBT O#)F © FBFEMRE 2 2 BI5HE L L7z 8 RCT % sy
TIE, CBTIZ & 2 EHA AR OMIFREE DZE1LiE —0.67(95% CI —0.88 ~—0.46) TH V), FHEIZ
KEL WD OOHFBEREWARD Sz (K 4).

@F A DRI % CBT ORYH © B [m] 8 83 O A3 2 AR RS M O 1B &
L TLE D) 23R8 L L2 3O RCT " ofah bR—2 T4 ¥ b 0%z 345
(95% CI =7.00 ~ 0.10) TH Y, UE MW TH LD ODOEEAITRD LI -72(H5).

PDibEA S, BRICH3 5 CBT Tik, MhoifH itz &) T, IR B e R 5 o U,
fERHERIE QOL ff] |, 3 X ORI OEF IR AR TMIAITH 5755, HEAITRD .

Study or CBT Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl 1V, Fixed, 95%Cl
Pincus 2015 73289 26 86296 23 155% -1.30[-2.94,0.34]
Cherkin 2016 6.72 5112 747 48 113 255% -0.75[-2.03,0.53] |
Albaladejo 2010 6 7139 9 85109 10.7% -3.00[-4.97,-1.03] |
Werner2016 36 42110 3 34106 405% 0.60[-0.42,1.62]
Carpenter 2012 119 59 63 129 69 55 7.7% -1.00[-3.33,1.33] i
Total (95%Cl) 450 406 100.0% -0.55[-1.20,0.10] -
Heterogeneity : Chi2=11.86, df=4 (P=0.02) ; 2=66%

|

Test for overall effect : Z=1.66 (P=0.10) 0T S0 o 0 oo

Favours Favours
[CBT] [control]
v N L
1 EREEHEREE (RDQ)
Study or CBT Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Paolucci 2012 45 88 11 463115 11 8.1% -1.30[-9.86,7.26] =+
Cherkin 2016 4319 86112 4263 76 113 506% 0.56[-1.56,2.68]
Albaladejo 2010 392 128 139 355 92 109 41.2% 3.70[0.96, 6.44] il
Total (95%Cl) 262 233 1000% 1.70[-0.88,4.29]
Heterogeneity : Tau?=2.26, Chiz=3.62, df=2 (P=0.16) ; ?=45%
| |

Test f Il effect : Z=1.29 (P=0.2 L !
est for overall effec 9 (P=0.20) 100 50 o %0 100

Favours Favours
[CBT] [control]

2 f{2ERRES&E QOL (SF-PCS : &1F)



Study or CBT Control Mean Difference Mean Difference

Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl IV, Random, 95%Cl
Paolucci 2012 529 7.7 11 489185 10 17.2% 4.00[-8.34,16.34] —+

Cherkin 2016 4121 82112 4055 7.4 113 459% 0.66[-1.38, 2.70]

Albaladejo 2010 50.7 19.2 139 419 21.1 109 36.9% 880[3.71,13.89] ¥

Total (95%Cl) 262 232 1000% 4.24[-2.15,10.62] .

Heterogeneity : Tau?=22.04, Chi?=8.59, df=2 (P=0.01) ; ?=77%

Test for overall effect : Z=1.30 (P=0.19) L . y !

-100 -50 0 50 100
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3 {@#RES:E QOL (SF-PCS : t5t4)
Study or CBT Control Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl 1V, Fixed, 95%CI
Paolucci 2012 37 3 29 678 15 21  28% -3.08[-4.35-1.81] f
Glomblewskijulla 2010 46 19 65 573 1.7 51 105% -1.13[-1.79,-0.47]
Cherkin 2016 44 12112 501 13113 424% -061[-0.94,-0.28] [
Gremeaux 2013 36 22154 36 22112 158% 0.00[-0.54,054]
Linden 2014 306 16 53 41 22 50 81% -1.04[-1.79,-0.29] |
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Heterogeneity : Chi?=39.26, df=7 (P<0.00001) ; ?=82%
Test for overall effect : Z=6.15 (P<0.00001) ‘ ‘ . ‘
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Gremeaux 2013 63 39154 101 49 112 418% -3.80[-4.90,-2.70] 1
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Heterogeneity : Tau?=7.53 ; Chi?=42.00, df=2 (P<0.00001) ; I’=95%
Test for overall effect : Z=1.91 (P=0.06) L : v |
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TR 7T Y 7 OR)FIZOWT 1 MD RCT B L 20 fDOBIRMNRICHESL VAT T 4 v 7
LEa—2 12Xk 5 &, EEEN 7Ty 7 3B FBREOA B2 b S FHEMRAIL =7 35 X O
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EOMFEZFH>TWDLEHB SN 5.

GHD2HDO RCTIZVTNS AT A FOFEmESFIEAARDS L ADLIZH 7256 T EIZO»
THHLZbDTH- 727", Hi#id numeric pain rating scale (NRS) 35 & 0¥ Oswestry Disability
Index (ODI), #HIXODIZ7 7 b h A& LTHHMIliL T, HBHRS (control) 2S5 TR 5 Z
&, F AT TR AR W DI ADTREIZ DWW T RIS BN B A 7 F ) VA
DENEIIWEE T 5 A%, NRS 2 & 55l 2 17 > 72808 DG T, 50% O NRS &34 % 780 72 I
BH R L 72 & 2 RAEBIZEE (24 » A1) OB RICOVWTAT B A FERIMIC X 2 W#iEH T
DHEEXE I o7z, T, Wifi#3, 6, BLUI12 » ATHFABORKETDHY, IV ATaA
FRMOBEAEITA SN0 72,

g 7Ty 712815 A 784 FOFRGHRIZOVTIE, 11#HD RCT & 5 O BIEEHI%E
DX DNV ATITA v 7 L Ea—" TIZAT 04 FiRINOA & SRR 5 %
FT7F) Y ARIToTBEY, RSO ATAT T4 FRMEE L ZIZRBEP DA EED R WE
MBILUORMOBERMESBIHEINDL 2 LAVREN, SHOMH L IZIZFAEOK R ZE ATV,

—7Ji T ODILIZ & ZaFifilZ2o T, Wi SCHk CREGRE 2358 7 2 (5K 3:3, 6, 12, 24 » H, ik 4:
138, 1, 6, 122 H)7S, BiEDIZALERAL Y e 3BX0°24 » AOFMITIEAT T4 FEEM
PEMN 2 EMEZRTOEEEI o7, —HTHREDI A LR VN THH6BLV12 » Atk
TAYTF) VAT 72/, AT 04 FIRINIEM 280 %2 725 THIAIEH 5 DOHEA
Eeho7z (1, 2).

Study or non-Steroid Steroid Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl 1V, Random, 95%ClI
Manchikanti, 2012 41 18 60 37 15 60 52.2% 0.40[-0.19,0.99]

Sayegh, 2009 136 105 70 58 86 83 478% 7.80[4.72,10.88] 1 3

Total (95%Cl) 130 143 100.0%  394[-3.31,11.18]

Heterogeneity : Tau?=26.10 ; Chi2z=21.41, df=1 (P<0.00001) ; [2=95%

L I I I
-100  -50 0 50 100

Favours Favours
[non-Steroid] [Steroid]

M1 6 »A%DODIE{ (WEEENTOY JICEITHATOA NRIMOBEICKS)

Test for overall effect : Z=1.07 (P=0.29)

Study or non-Steroid Steroid Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl 1V, Random, 95%CI
Manchikanti, 2012 164 76 60 145 61 60 50.7% 1.90[-0.57, 4.37]

Sayegh, 2009 131014 70 491 705 81 49.3% 8.09(5.26, 10.92] []

Total (95%CI) 130 141 1000%  4.95[-1.11,11.02]

Heterogeneity : Tau?=17.33 ; Chi2=10.45, df=1 (P=0.001) ; I?’=90%

Test for overall effect : Z=1.60 (P=0.11) ‘ ‘ ’ ‘

-100  -50 0 50 100
Favours Favours
[non-Steroid] [Steroid]

B2 12 »A#%O ODIZE{L (IBEEATOY JICETEHATO4 NAMDOBEICED)




QFEME S AL 7 T v &

HA FIA4 VO TIZRMES R Z 704 FEHOZEF Y ZEIAHETH L E SN
2008 AEDFEAL Z 70 4 FIESHCET AL E 2 — Y 12k 2 LB R T a4 FIESFICET 5 RCT
DR 137 <, B E e v, S ORETICH 72 ) Hi/z7 RCT ki3t S h
Lol h, KA 6MORCTORDL2WMDIYATITA v 7L a—"Y 9 Hs HETIET
IR % 525 B M VR A k3 B RRME S BUIEHERE BV MG ORI RSO W T, BT AR E o
TR D EWMELTVDE. BETEITHROAEIII b S, TAEHA2 0D 1B
VAR S BB HE RE AN EHI AR T D LSO TV A DS, AT U A FORNING R REE O &
DY LEGERIRRF ¥4 4 FEE, ODI & EICH B R oz o Twab.

D X (TR FEMHERE AN SO W TII A DY AT T4 v 7 L Ea—%R@BLT—ED
AR SN TS, eV k%25 L BmEOM B 63 BloBHEEE W% A0 & #
258 Y 12 XL, BEBIKIC B RS BEHERE A ME S X 0 R R E S R, BEE
WAERE M 2 M LR e S5 2 LICHSG LARICEEI A 2RI L7z, UHFZEIE14 A I & BlE
JETIEH L OO, FBETOMNEMEITBREOHKTIINETH Y, FLEHIAT~YT 1y
7 V¥ 2 — & 2 0HE S MR E S O SO R R A B L T2 2 51304 FI 4 VREICBW
TIHAHEHRTH 5.

b. #R7Ov

MBTIE 2006 FF TOY AT T A v 7L Ea—10 L2007 FEICREFEINHA FI4 0V %
S, PRI (R U Tl ittt 5 I EHERE A4, 38 & OVIEHE oo e B FLAR B A 5 (Rl
W7ay 7)) EHHRIZZE T E T VY AN H - 2 e WG La—J, EHNSIRICO W TIER
BIEREWN, BEIPEFEOIEF VA Tho72. MR 7Oy 7122oWT, SRloamcit Tk
BB RCTBIOVATY T4 v 7 LE a— 3l S o 7.
<ZERTOREHLR>

SRR HMIERE 104 (COTREMARL, FEMLAZZARL)

[2. 179 2L %255 HMERT 2] 1045
CHER T2, AT L REHERT L] ICPE L.

2) JEEEE

a. BETES (HERREET, LAERIEN)

HEF RIS R O NER ST LT, WA RICH T A RCT 2M, YAT7T~<7T4 v 27 LEa— 14,
S AWEZE 1 #mAS I S 7z,

6D RCT ICEDEERIBIILDPDEAITFIV VATV ATITA v 7 L Ea2—IC
INITEDOEVRCTIZIZEA LR, Lado THEBBESEFENSOFEREZHET L I2IZ T
ABRRLTWS LR shi .

28D RCTIZOWT, 1#RIIHERBETESICB 2 2704 FIRMA S 72 5 TRHEITO W THi
LY, 55 1Ml 3HEE B IR & 5 ¥ 4 WHEIC X 2 B Lo B2 KL 20 TH
D W EERRSREL72DINS 2RO TOR Y TFY Y AEHETH S, HiFEDRCT T
WEATOA FOBRMOFHIZh2b O THRMEB LT EF A PR, XU ODI OWHER)
BIFAETDHY, W7 Ty 2 OGALFRBRICA T a4 FIRINCEE) AEREERT 7 b 5 2D
FIRD SN D o7, HED RCT TIIRHMIC 52 Hl 2 k4 & L CHBE T 7o/ 8, AR
DFENIH D OB L O ORI RCFRFERNICE 2T 2 L, wWIh b FREOE#RR)
Rafro L it SNz 2 MEREEE 61051 (9D H HE R BISETEE 126 1) 1%t U CHEHI B B ikt 7 o v
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7 &ATo 2RI S A A L B &, T26% DIERI CHEABRUEDS R ONZ . Lo Lassd
COFHRFERTICTITDI, 2OV Y IV T —LATONRTH LI LR ENPLIET Y A3
v, BEXETD, RBEOANEEZRRDICEZET Y ADPAR LTS A MEROD L
DEHRBRLUEMELTHIT TV,

KAA R F A R TRRITES RAEEESNES O = e 7 > 23 EN B L ORI BRE
WTHDEIN, GHOYETZH 7> TITHON T THERER T D SN2 BT CHNEHIH S ko 7.
DD, INHOFHITOVTIIARRTHFBEORMKE T 5.

b. HEREIIRAES

HE BIBCESZE O W I3AE I BGE RS & 2 9508 O &G L R FTRIRSETE AL X 2 g 2 T
» 5 &y ST b (Background Question 8 ZHi). G5 O IGH 12 PEME IR T~ D FEH]
BEDEMNTH 2 WG SN, HERAPIESHCE LTl S 7z RCT 9 I0B W T, Bl
BEEFZ IS X0 G5 S A7 HE FIBCE R 7 120 B & AP D B (Modic type T, I IZIE LT 60 1
TOD2HITHT, SHICHAZEBARKDS LIZAT T4 F(diprospan), & U diprospan
& songmeile (W7l CHUSIEME I 2 750) 2 4% 5- L 72 3R BL 72, 9 B, songmeile 13
AFTIIABREANIAIEL 2V 72ORRD 53 HET 5. BURFEAEICEG 3 5 Ll S b Modic
type I DIEBICHEH LTA Y T+ Y A%479) T & THBANKRES X U diprospan fE RO It
BUZTA T A FORRZZBIHNIEHE L 72858, g3 BL0°6 » HOWFRTHIEIHIIHT
% visual analogue scale (VAS) 1 diprospan #5-12 CTH B8 % 2072, Z 1id Modic type 1T
BV THFAKTH-72.

ODI TaHli L 72358, Mif7# ODI BA RIS AT 04 FIRGHTERL vz, LadoT, K
KGR O IIHERIAEIE 0 2 270 A FRGIZEMRDS X A E7% ADL dGERR 2 Fomf
REVED D % &SmO DB A, KB D 7% IR - BIONA 7 ADOWREMED B X R 5 L v
EF VAL LT, 202 L, HERBGEZ IS ORI E RTINS Wz -5 72 120 Bl
% 60 B3 oD 2 REZST, HEMARNICIAEZIC A T 04 Fd o WIZABAKEZTEAL, 124 1
#%® VAS & ODI % il L 72 RCT T MHFBICAHBAERX R <, HEMBNNDO AT T A FEFOH)
RIGFEH SR CuRv e i sne " SLIcb B R Tws. Zofl, #EFMBRNESICHT 2 RCT
& U CEMEMERIARN COREADHE SN TV D TNF-a R IL-6 & Vo 72 RIEVEY A b 4 Y ITx 5
% BAESE (HU TNF-a [T 2V E 7 b, BLOBIL-6 ZBAGUA L ) X< 7) 285 L#E
KR %S L7z 2 OB EA I Sz ™Y b oo, PBLEIS Tt 7 v (off labe) I TH % 720
R 2% HERE DL INZIIAETH 5.

T 7o, TAZIEME & D &9 B BEHEE IO 2 I L O B REMAE D12, SRR 2 S L
T L2 B B L 32 IO FRHMBICXRINTVE I Lhs, L2MERTay 70
HEFIACE B ~ OIS H 258t ST W B, HERIARTERDR 68 B2 2 BEIC0 T, L2 MR 7oy 7 4
L<IE LA/LS Wi 71 v 7 2475 72128 Tld, Wi ORI P 13 e, %ED 8 HM%E
Bl T Fe, AR SN 22H & A KRERORE, L2 MR~ ORI T ¥ A 8
IV ARG ABNE OME RAR VIS % 80§ 2 WA - 72 2.
<ZERTORERER>

g MERE 104 (COLEMAL, EHELAZRLZL)

[2. 17TH) 2Lz HIET 2] 74
[3. fTbnwZ Lz HdRys] 34

3. KHELZZHOBRE LT, #HEKT Oy 7 RMEi 7T v 7 ORFHEIIET v A0H

LRTHEAD, PIH—FA Y MEFHOLE T Y ZAEHLATIE R, [2. 179 2 &5 T



B ICHRETNE M) =KL ¥V MEFHZHV LS MBWICHERT 22 &1l %-oTLE ) i
3.

3) it

ZCCIRHMHERERHARRE R L, EROTEF Y AZIZVWELRZ LWL OO, HEDH
THHBNDODOH HEIT OV TR S . RIS AHEROBEZIILDETLRERT
DYWL, BELICET VAPEREIN LD 572 EDROERBBEN TV,

a. HBEREAEE (spinal cord stimulation : SCS)

PP R BT B SCS B D CHkIE RCT 71 b 2 — V5 1 4, RCT1#E, Y ATF<T 4 v
V¥ a— 1, %AMENANIE2HT, Wb BEHEM O BRI (failed back surgery
syndrome : FBSS)JEBIIZ %19 % SCS DR FAZDOWTHGEL 72 b D TH > 72 RCT 71 b 3 — )1 *
(& FBSS 1 & % P21 B S x 3 5 SCS & TN OWBHEMROMIAZ HINE L72bDTH 5.
FBSS 100 #5112 & %5 RCT T, TRAFIIEHF 21T 72 15 I L SCS % i L 72 72 B2 B v Tiifly
#% 6 » A COHEIHEIE, QOL AT T7HAREICEN Tz, ZoRFEIFZ 24 » A L7-boD, 36
~40% D BF IRV RLERYZ L, WAICHEET S QOL A I TIMBOIHH & I Uifs & ik LT
T LTz ™. RIS FBSS 108 Hi2 31 2 Al iiAIE & SCS DM Z Mt Lz A1 & 4
ABFZETIE, FFPAMICHE ) Ea 2 bR ABRMMSOMICB VT SCS MR TWA ™, LiLE
BRIZ SCS i % 21T T\ 5 FBSS JERIIE 24% L 7, —EDAMMIEH 5 b D DO— i 7 ihk
EIZVWATVODBHIRTH 5 & L FRIOTTwAE. TEFYALATSTH Y, BIRTIZHEED
RGN 22 55— B IPL & V9 X DI FBSSHERNC K 3 2 B OO o & L Tbh 5 OABIFEMN 7
LEIATHA.

SCS DEFR ROV TITbN L E 2 —2 TR, 11D RCTIZEDSETIA) T+ A
LERGIFHAE, h TV T A AR, RAIRE, R, A YA A FiSE L LTk
BT MR, 794 VBITELAYFIT I M L2OWTIOEHATY SCSHENRTEY,
REVDHTHBMTH L E L. KFETIEIAYT7TF) Y AMTPRATES T, TEFYALAN
W& LTIERITS25SCS O FBSS MBI T AR Z bRz L Ea—L LTIEBEIIL 5.

b. BHEEE

HE: 59 B 03 FH RS PRI X 2 T U A BRI BRI OV, THRO RCT IO VAT
FA v L= IR SN Y. 2T X B LB T T b RBEE I LA B R 8W A
RERL T, A7094 FEFERBLZZLEEL XY T7TFHY P ACBWTHERLEHMRE LR
L7z, SOZERS, T VWP X 2 BARALHHE R B HR OB MEESRH IC B W TIIARITH
D, A784 FEFIY DRRIH S EATRENT

c. FRAHMZRIE (peripheral nerve field stimulation : PNFS)

PIGIRALE N OB FICHEM A i E L, ZF ORI SCS & MRS 2 K T I At
PNFS 22\ T, 118 ﬁuw‘lﬁ‘l‘iﬂﬂﬁﬂﬂ%ﬂ%t L7z 11 Mgk & i & EMfseic X 5 &, &6l
THEHFHB L OTADL 2 2 713k L, NSAIDs R4 ¥ 4 F#HI 2 & oL i & b A EICET
L7z 5 LT 2 2. TENS GRBz B ARl i) & bl L ORI A B L T2 b
5, PNFS L SCS LB ELA 7 =Ry a VGOV EDERD H 5.

m\

3
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Clinical Question 7
BRICFiEEL (BHEEH) FBEL

HESR
HESEST HWRE SRR IV
OEFEDFERNHEIRIEE CH 2 KL TV DIESIFBHEE
HEROERICEALLDAEMNNDSD. UL, FinEmIdE
BRI T DUNED D D. 2 88.9% B
OEHREICH T DEHEE M ORBERNRIS RN TEEREOE
A EDIFIMEREAFTHD.

WER T IL—T(CH1T D, HEICEHET DIffEER>1FH]
A CQITHT AHERDIERIIH 72 - TUE, I, S0HE A PEEZEHL.
[HEDES [CRET DER]
©7 7 M AERICHET AR RIE TV AHHEN
H 2: w3z
B HERIARBEE AR OJRE TH 5 L L T 25 ICRIUE, FHEBEMRIIARITH
B, 12720, GPHEDOY A7 2 Z BT NILT L O BEEMIHERTZX 2D TIER .
@i L ELEONT U ADHEFE (TR MIEDLEWV)
H 2wz
P B EMT L Oswestry Disability Index (ODD) Z Ui &/ %75, GHRED ) A 7 25
B, —77, PRHATEIRE R EEHEE % & OIETAEE T S R O ODI ti 28 f
T&5%.
@ BHOMMEBIRCIT A, AHOREE X
B 2:vwnz
i BEBLORKEOBEMIIRELES2 LN,
@IEROFEAT T A P RERIC T RE 72 D) »
B 2wz
DL ¢ AT R B 7 & OIETFHTRHE DT ) HIEMERE M & 0 b BRI

NTWw5.
[TEFVADiEE]
B B ARoMEEMIChREDOHEND S
[HEEDIEE]
B 25w (7)) 225 <HEIEs5)
<EHZERTODIEEHER>

SR MERE 9 (COLREEZR L, FMELZEZLL)
[2. 17) 2Lzl HRT 21 74

[3. bz ifERTL] 24

CHEAR T2 AT) S LR HERET A ] ICHEL 2.
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BBERO oo

1) EBfE E%JEE

3FD AL TF) ATV TPIEFFAMIZ Oswestry Disability Index (ODD AW S TH Y,
Me R EAMTRE D FETARE D R EICITVTNR S ODLIZWRA L, FEAE I Lo LaL, A% 7
FI) Y ADEPIIERRT TNV H T Y FENRTWBEDDOEHY, T2 T7F) T AMTHZD
TL & 7 B SCRDS— B L Tz, 22T, MV L7226 MDORCT 2 TTIZH IS A Z 7 F ) Y A% To
72 (E1).

12X 2E6MORCT ™Y 5% 24 Y TIEHHEEMOBMLEIR S TWEA, £k
ELTIZODIICE L TH#EMICEL 220052 L3 TE Lh ol FHEEEHOBIEEZR L
1 Y03 TECThIUSHERIMER, SHEE, MBS 7oy 7, avty b2 LTZ0ik
FHRZR-TBEY, b 1Y 3TOBRBETLE S 5ITME IS THERPGE R TREAHR S,
RIS X AHERII 7 1 v &7 CIRFEDOTH I SN2 BEIZT | #BATHIEL TS, Wil g
A DHERA R E I RK T2 D DICHF L TV 2550 RBIIFETH 5 2 LA 4 §FD RCT L I1FHE
5. KCQDOLEMRTIEAY TF Y VAR RCT PHMHZD 3DV AT T4 v 7L a—"10"12
AL SN2, ZOVTNRG TS L THEN RS2 L o> Twb, RIS L TR R i
PEHTHL2DEPEZ@m LS E1E, HFRNEFHORESLT LHHS TR W0 L v (I
WBETA FIA4 2 20124600 . LA L, W ORRREDTHE BB E & BB LT 2 7 o FHk iy
%%@Ff%ﬁ@(%&ktf%@éhf;wﬂ EVEASH B, B, 6D RCT ®H b 34 >0°
BTN VY 2= D=7 V=T P 50WMETH Y, MR & ) HERAREEZZD72b 0
ERRE LT,

HHFEARORL ST, BEEMONE, FEFMERO LK —-INTVEDIFTIERVDT,
SHICHDEWILE T Y A&/ 5121, RS REE—& L, FEOBEM & ARIL S 7z B
BN T—2 3 V) EFINEICHKT 2045805 5.

2) G

HOEICOWTIE 2D AT TF 1) Y ATHRRENT W2, 10®X&7+U>Z”Tuﬁﬁﬁ
MR CTH L PR A EELY b o THREICE By, MASIE, SRR 7 ) 2 —I2 X 2 /i,
Kz EB3E TN T B IMOATTF Y ¥ 2% THAMREIZEEREIC DA 9~18%I12
ALN, ®DLVOFAIEEY L HILTH - 7.

Study or Lumbar fusion Nonoperative Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl  Year 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Fritzell 2001 -11.6 158 201 -28 145 63 19.6% -8.80[-12.99,-4.61] 2001 +

Brox 2003 -156 145 35 -133 173 26 154% -2.30[-10.50, 5.90] 2003

Keller 2003 -12.7 164 60 -14 166 52 17.7% 1.30[-4.83,7.43] 2003

Fairbank 2005 -125 187 138 -87 184 146 195% -3.80[-8.12,0.52] 2005

Brox 2006 -89 174 28 -128 165 29 148% 3.90[-4.91,12.71] 2006

Ohtori 2011 -49.7 16 21 -24 183 20 130% -25.70[-36.24,-15.16] 2011 —+

Total (95%ClI) 483 336 100.0% -5.35[-11.32,0.62]

Heterogeneity : Tau2=42.71 : Chiz=26.65, df=5 (P<0.0001) ; k=81%

Test fi Il effect : Z=1.76 (P=0. L I | |
est for overall effect 6 (P=0.08) By 5 = =

Favours Favours
[Lumbar fusion] [Nonoperative]

1 ODIO%EAL



Study or Lumbar fusion  Nonoperative Risk Ratio Risk Ratio
Subgroup Events Total Events Total Weight M-H, Random,95%Cl Year M-H, Random, 95%Cl

Fritzell 2001 50 211 0 70 26.3% 33.83[2.11,541.16] 2001 —_
Brox 2003 6 33 0 26 25.2% 10.32[0.61, 175.24] 2003 -
Fairbank 2005 19 138 0 146 25.8% 41.24[251,676.58] 2005 _
Brox 2006 2 23 0 29 22.6% 6.25[0.31,124.10] 2006 1
Total (95%Cl) 405 271 100.0% 18.01[4.34,74.65] ’
Total events 77 0
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.00 ; Chiz=1.33, df=3 (P=0.72) ; P=0% | : : |
Test for overall effect : Z=3.98 (P<0.0001) oot or 1 10 100
Favours Favours

[Lumbar fusion] [Nonoperative]

2 AHHEREHREDLLE

PR IR O & MEEOHEH T, AEICO VT LTV 4O RCT % b LIZHAIIxA s 7 F
)Y ARITo72(H2).

FTRTORCT TAMEFIFHREIHICORED LN, XFTF) Y ATHHHECHTHEI
BPEDSE 2o 72, ARETIX 405 B 77 61(19.0%) TH - 72, BEEM O HBIERCTIZL W4 TH Y
ELICHOBmWEIE R KD DD THIE, BB HET L OAEERESLETH L.

3) dxk~

A ML TEAE O THEME TR T3RRGO NG o 72720, WIBIEROBIZHW S
N2 M Y A gL L.

A7z —F 5@ RCT ¥ (FB VL HE 294 B3 L 2 4 M 0B B A& % 17 5 722 [ ik i
FETH5D. B SNIzEFE (direct cost) & A FETH AT A % i (indirect cost) D3EHH S 7z
societal total cost IIMHDEETE L TER SN, TOHE, HEIBIEITHHEDIT ) EAEICE
<, societal total cost (I FMBEDIT ) VHBICE -7, Thbb, TAMI»22 2GR D
HOODRFMEETH L V)@ ThHS. Tz, KEPSORCT Y T3 BIOBZEEXTH L L
7o 2E M OBHRERAEN T A, BRI NEY F— 3 YOI ) AIEHEREEM X 0 b B xR
PENTWE I EHRENT. 72720, UNEYT—=2a IZEHY B TEN 173609 B 38 41
AR Pl 2 LB E LTz, BEIEMETIZENCEEHE MBS X 2 HETR 0 227 235
B0, FEFAMAET D 2 LA\ E @MW % 5200 2 BEHDHEITHIIN T 2 W hEEA D 5.

PIREIRAN R S TH L E TR OFMHETIA MPECORHATH 50T, FHEE BN X
FRAT B M B i 7 & D IETATIEH A I ARE R R I2% 5.

B, HHEIE QOL O RIEZ T Tk L, AEHIII»H D % BT (indirect cost) 12 B3 5 %
FZTLHDLEEbNI 72D NTEE 1T - 72, BEEMEEDIT ) PEREIE o772 & 55 RCT
DM o7, PR E PR CHEER AP ERBL TV LMDIE) L AL
fz. 722 LZORMNCHET 2RIEZ L, BEOE OBV & B2 WL XS T+ ¥ A
b %moTz.
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ORI T 55 i3 108 Ml S 7z, Wit Cochrane L ¥ 22— 14, Y ATF~< T4 ¥
sV a— 24, AZTFYTAIM, RCT6LHwTH 7.

ZLDRCT R R ENTWVED, THOLDELIEITT 5 1Xh72-TIE, HHEAM, BFME D
WCEBALDSWEE T, FROFHHIZOVTH EHILTE TR WIS Y. T4bL, ios
ARFH TN T ADDHH Z L IEH/DOT, TEF Y ALXVIEHRLTEWD DO TIE W,

RIS, SIAEHE BBOMICHEEZLEVEVIRXITF IV ANLIEY HHOHRT, &
CQ T F A A MG T 26121, AURIRIE 24T 5 20 72 BAE I BE AV A S T 2 iAo G
NEBEIIE S GGV, RIBEWNOBRHENT 72K B b I erb, BIIERFTITbR
TWBEL ORBIE L CNL DML TRBREN TV ABRERFED L O THROGITREMENE V. L
7eh3o TTRICRIRT 2 TN ZNOMREREOHILE LS £ TR LESEZIMER L2 DT
HHIELEPLIEZA. &b, R TIIRBRZEL, FBEEN AT~y Y=V, R,
DA AR [l 0 [l 35 & 15 723 G DAL CUE, FESMERIE 0 IR 2 P PRI L k3 2 BB AT 2 134T 2. e v
ZEIZhoTWwA,

1) EFBEE

Cochrane LY 22— 5%, YAF<Y5F 4 v 2L a—5# A¥7FUTA24, RCT 17 fwhs
MEhz, 209 LEims, W, EROIEEICHT 2ET-REICHET 22 Byt L7-.

a. 2MERICHT IEFEEL

Cochrane L ¥ 2 — 2 » 5 34, ZNLKED RCT 247 >V CTHHT$ 5 &R0 AL %4
Mo (E1). —7, HEREEEIZE LT, Cochrane L ¥ 2 —2 255 345, Zh Lo RCT 2 #F “Y
DAZTFNVVATIIEHNTHL ZedmaEhiz(H2).

Study or EFEE *HER Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%CI 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Rubinstein 2013, 1 19 22 118 23 23 129 275% -0.40[-0.96,0.16] —A
Rubinstein 2013, 2 05 15 24 0515 24 225% 0.00[-0.85,0.85] ——
Rubinstein 2013, 3 22 22 172 222 21 139 289% -0.02[-0.50,0.46] ——

von Heymann 2013 0o 0 o0 0O 0 O Not estimable
Goertz 2013 39 0 45 52 0 46 Not estimable

Schneider 2015 19 15 37 3824 35 21.1%-190[-2.83,-097] ——
Total (95%Cl) 396 373 1000% -0.52[-1.22,0.19] -
Heterogeneity : Tau?=0.39 ; Chiz=13.16, df=3 (P=0.004) ; ?=77%
Test for overall effect : Z=1.44 (P=0.15) L : L L

-2 -1 0 1 2

Favours Favours
[fEFRE] 34881
v - 2 N 2/
N1 RMEBEREOKRRBICHTSEFREONE
Study or EFRE X Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Rubinstein 2013, 1 179176 20 206 164 37 39% -270[-12.05,6.65] ——
Rubinstein 2013, 2 37 45118 41 47129 408% -040[-155,0.75] |
Rubinstein 2013, 3 18 17172 195 16 139 174% -1.50[-5.18,2.18] —-
von Heymann 2013 -7.71488 38 -475 493 37 292% -2.96(-5.18,-0.74] 4+
Goertz 2013 0 0 0 0 0 0 Not estimable
Schneider 2015 174123 37 242 132 35 87% -6.80[-12.70,-0.90] —
Total (95%ClI) 385 377 100.0% -1.99[-3.91,-0.06] ¢
Heterogeneity : Tau?=2.02 ; Chiz=7.85, df=4 (P=0.10) ; ?=49%
Test for overall effect : Z=2.02 (P=0.04) . . :

|
-20 -1 0 1 2
Favours Favours

[EFEA] [x8R]

K2 RUEmEEOHEREICHT SEFREOFE



BEWLEEICHE LTI 1O RCT Y 23 ), ETHELEMNT % LMEEEr o7z Ll
FEFHEITR T AR IBAENENRL 2720, HEBEGEOZIIEEODDOTH Y, HIKMISESEN
HEDEIDPANTH S, BIEHETRAEZASA TV R, AF 7+ Y XY CRIETFHED
HHEEIAEY 2T, FEOLOFEETEIHRETLVE SN, SR IS T 25EFHEERA
RAEH PRI RN R 2 EETH20D0TIERVWEEZONS.

BMEERICH T S EFEE

BEDRCTS5Hi 7™ TR 7F ) Y A7) LIAOUBRIIE RN ZBD R0 -7 (2 3).

BEAERE 2 L Tld 32 RCT 7% TRIBICINT L7225, AR ASh 2D -7 (H4).

QOL IZ LTIz 22 RCT ™Y T L7228, AEAUFEFHESA TV (E5).

Cochrane L ¥ 2 — " Td, FETHEIIAON, HRAEREIZH L T3 boiaiik L T X < B

Study or EFEE pog] Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Dougherty 2014 4043 2753 60 363 2964 61 22%  413(-6.06,14.32] —t—
Dougherty 2014 0 0 0 0 0 0 Not estimable
de Oliveira 2013 416 234 74 454 225 74 463%  -0.38[-1.12,0.36] [
Xia 2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 Not estimable
Haas 2014 29 208 97 379 204 95  62% -890[-14.73,-3.07] ——
Castro-Sanchez 2016 49 16 31 46 17 31 452%  030[-052 1.12] [ |
Total (95%Cl) 262 261 1000%  -0.50[-2.05,1.05] 4
Heterogeneity : Tau2=1.21; Chiz=10.86, df=3 (P=0.01) :1=72%
Test for overall effect : Z=0.64 (P=0.52) L . . ;

-20 -10 0 10 20

Favours Favours
[EFEE] [8R]
v 22488
X3 EBHEEEREOKRRBEICHTSEFREDOTE
Study or EFRE g Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Dougherty 2014 2964 183 60 2594 199 61 189% 3.70[-3.11,1051] —_——
Dougherty 2014 0o 0 O 0 0 © Not estimable
de Oliveira 2013 0 0 O 0 0 O Not estimable
Xia 2016 4 42 72 1 3 48 41.0% 3.00[1.71,4.29] 1 3
Haas 2014 0 0 O 0 0 O Not estimable
Castro—Sanchez 2016 44 31 31 61 34 31 400%-1.70[-3.32,-0.08] -
Total (95%ClI) 163 140 1000% 1.25[-2.72,5.22]
Heterogeneity : Tau?=9.56 ; Chi?=20.32, df=2 (P<0.0001) ; I’=90%
| | |

Test for overall effect : Z=0.62 (P=0.54)

I
-20 -10 0 10 20

Favours Favours
[fEFRE] [xeR]
2,488
M4 1EHEEREOHEREICHT 2RFEEOVE
Study or EFEE o] Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%CI 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Dougherty 2014 657 255 60 705 298 61 666% -048[-147,051]
Dougherty 2014 0 0 o0 0 0 0 Not estimable
de Oliveira 2013 0 0 0 0 0 0 Not estimable
Xia 2016 0 0 o0 0 0 0 Not estimable
Haas 2014 735 144 97 701 172 95 334% 340[-1.09,7.89]
Castro—-Sanchez 2016 0 0 0 0 0 0 Not estimable
Total (95%CI) 157 156 1000% 0.82[-2.77,4.40]

Heterogeneity : Tau?=4.77 ; Chiz=2.73, df=1 (P=0.10) ; ?=63%

Test for overall effect : Z=0.45 (P=0.66) _2‘0 _1‘ 0 0 1‘0 2‘0

Favours Favours

[fEFRE] [x58]

X5 1EHERBEED QOL ICHT BEFEEDHE
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b 72\ (F NN mean difference —4.55, 95% CI —8.63~ —0.43, mean difference —0.18, 95% CI
—0.37~0.01) EFEROT TV D, EHITYATFYTFA v 7 L a— 381" TR RIc—E A
oz MEHEVT B O, MR O, RSEMIM O, HHEEE, ERREERIRC
DVWTRAYWTH L. HAEHRIZOVTIEE 2D ORI ST, BB IS 25T
PERFHNIMOGEHL IR THERTE 2 D O TIE .

2) A%

VATRTAv I LY 2—8, A¥TF YT RX3M, RCT 14 #wA5E S 7.

a. 2MERICNT 3 HEAE

RAED 222D RCT " TAH7FY ¥ ZAZFTH PG S O KRR E I L C OB 2%
o2 (@6). —FH, YATFITA4 v 7L Ea—" CIZFHAICH L TIIHECHBIME D b B
FONIZAS, BREREE AN o 7.

LRI (2 B 8RIGHT, QOL U EREMMM OBRAE 5N722$5 RCT 23 5.

a. RMEREREOKRRBICEY 2HEROTE

Study or 1 R Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Shin 2013 583 261 29 41730529 481% 1.66[0.20,3.12] 2013 ——
Hasegawa 2014 28 227 40 395219 40 519% -1.15[-2.13,-0.17] 2014 ——

Total (95%Cl) 69 69 1000%  0.20[-2.55,2.95]

Heterogeneity : Tau?=3.55 ; Chi2z=9.82, df=1 (P=0.002) ; 2=90%

Test for overall effect : Z=0.14 (P=0.89) ‘ ’ ‘ ,

4 2 0 2 4
Favours [§] Favours [X{#]

b. RMEEREE OKERSICHT aROTE

Study or # okt Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year IV, Random, 95%Cl
Shin 2013 5641 2486 29 3634 29.1 29 448% 20.07[6.14,34.00] 2013 P e
Hasegawa 2014 193 18340 395219 40 552% -2.02[-290,-1.14] 2014

Total (95%Cl) 69 69 1000% 7.89[-13.65,29.42]

Heterogeneity : Tau?=218.63 ; Chi?=9.62, df=1 (P=0.002) ; ?=90%

Test for overall effect : Z=0.72 (P=0.47) ; ; . .

-200 -100 0 100 200
Favours [§#] Favours [X#]

M6 RUEBRBEICHTIHEROTE

Study or S okl Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD TotalMean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Yeh 2015 0 00 0 00 Not estimable 2013
Weiss 2013 0 00 0 00 Not estimable 2013
Xu 2013 0 00 0 00 Not estimable 2013
Cho 2013 042 025 57 025 04359 37.7% 0.17[0.04,0.30] 2013 |
Pach 2013 0 0 0 0 00 Not estimable 2013
Bahrami-Taghanaki 2014 0 00 0 00 Not estimable 2014
Glazov 2014 23 13 46 22 1345 7.1%  1.00[-4.34,6.34] 2014 _
Purepong 2015 2455 0337 32 4122 0377 32 37.7% -1.67[-1.84,-1.49] 2015 1
Lin 2015 477 52 30 9 576 31 17.5% -4.23[-6.98,-1.48] 2015 ——
Total (95%CI) 165 167 1000% -1.24[-2.81,0.34] <&
Heterogeneity : Tau?=1.70 ; Chi?=283.60, df=3 (P<0.00001) ; ?=99%

| | |

(7= = ’
Test for overall effect : Z=1.54 (P=0.12) 10 -5 0 5 10

Favours [f] Favours [W&]

X7 BUHEERREOCKBICHT DHAROTE



b. BMHERICNT 3EAE

BEDRCTS5 M X~ X5 71 ¥ A TiE, SIBHIIMOUE BN R0 572 (B 7).

—J, BEREREEOWFHICE L TIZ4 o0 RCT Y2 T2 &, SUBEOBA IS <
3 5AH 5N (H8).

BRIGHEE, SPF-36 TAHii L 72 QOL Tl &4 sE,
72REA 1 DD RCT TRENTWS P,

JEMET Bk O, WM R OB, REMMOEHE, HENLE,
RHTH 5. BIEHICOWTIREERDOFHRESL TV ARV,

P2 PRI L9 B SR I PR BB O T I MBI TH 5 25, MROFHRAEIEAI T,
KR & DEFERMICEZODH DO TRV, S HIBETROREN EMETEDNNL T A
A7 BRI DR ROBRUNIEE L ETH 5.

fEHERE, 571, HHBCEIRREE Chsfl) TomER

IR F R IOV T

3) Yyb—J

Cochrane LY 22— 1§, YAFT~YF4 v ZL¥a—, RCTENEN2mAMBINS. HED
RCT 245 2% TA & 7F 1) ¥ A%AT)H L BB OUBE AN TH-72 (2 9).

—77, BEEREEOYUGEICIAMEIRD SN h o2 (B 10).

YAFRTFA vz L= TR, vy H— VIdHAND X OB YO BRI O S 2 A
E RO, BN ETRHE L MAED INA, RREERS X O ORISR %)
B THDHESNTWS. —J, Cochrane L ¥ 2 — % Tld~ v H— IR ISR L0 2 G TH

Mean Difference
1V, Random, 95%Cl

Study or 1 YR Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD TotalMean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl Year

Yeh 2015 285 254 30 45 27 31 174% -165[-297,-0.33] 2013 ——
Cho 2013 3 24 57 41185 59 220% -1.10[-1.88,-0.32] 2013 —4—
Xu 2013 0O 0 0 0 0 O Not estimable 2013

Weiss 2013 0 0 0 0 0 0 Not estimable 2013

Pach 2013 o 0 0 0 0 O Not estimable 2013
Bahrami-Taghanaki 2014 0 0 0 0 0 0 Not estimable 2014

Glazov 2014 37 22 46 34 21 46 212% 030[-0581.18] 2014 ——
Lin 2015 266 201 30 528 237 31 19.2% -262[-3.72,-152] 2015 ——
Purepong 2015 2455 213 32 4122 191 32 202% -1.67[-2.66,-0.68] 2015 —4—
Total (95%CI) 195 199 1000% -1.31[-2.27,-0.34] L 2
Heterogeneity : Tauz=0.93 ; Chiz=18.91, df=4 (P=0.0008) : I’=79%

R _ | | | |
Test for overall effect : Z=2.66 (P=0.008) 4 2 0 2 4

Favours [f#] Favours [}4#&]

X8 EMEmEEDORERESICNT SR AROTE

Study or Y=y *HER Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%Cl IV, Fixed, 95%Cl
Sritoomma 2014 129113 70 1.7 118 70 99.9% -041[-0.79,-0.03] i
Brosseau 2012 0 0 O 0 0o 0 Not estimable
Furian 2015 0O 0 O 0 0o o0 Not estimable
Majchrzycki 2014 36,5206 28 312212 26 0.1% 5.30[-5.86, 16.46] e e
Total (95%CI) 98 96 100.0% -0.40[-0.79,-0.02] |
Heterogeneity : Chiz=1.00, df=1 (P=0.32) : ’=0%

! | |

Test for overall effect : Z=2.07 (P=0.04)

9 EMEREREORBICNTIVYY—S0HE

I
-20  -10 0 10

20
Favours Favours
[Yyy—3] [488]
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ALV ESR, 2 HEMED X ORI B R O SE 2R 0

% &) fEFEL
Lo

AT, MiAMEB X OEEOEREE T, FOREGESALNLIBERV. vy I =V
THEI M OBEEFRIE SN AR 525, QOL, (LB, JEHE S oE, HyfliHE
DA, REE OB, ERLE, EEREDRICOVWTRAHTH L. AEHRIZOVTIE

HEEZLOEHEIN TV RN,

4) 2HERECxHTSIH

VATRTA VI VEa—, XA¥TFY T AL 2H, RCT7HMwA;HHS iz,
AFTFY AT T, FAOYRHIIB TG, @WOr 7, EEECKRL, IATOE
FrPEAYE, BHIE HITREN. YRAFR T4 v 7L a— Ty, WHEEICH ISRV
DDIFADRENEAIRD SNz, GRBROGHFICEHL T A7 7+ ¥ 2% TEIcBWT
JEHICHAMES, F-BHIICBWCHREED Fo I FOBMIEIR SN DO RCT ) ok F
LEETH o 72,

QOL OYFEICH L TIZ 220 RCT*™™ H3% 1), I 5 & 3 OBMMEDED SNz (R 11).

R CEBRFED RIS OV TSR EN TV EDIZI T DATH L. AFTF) AW
EZNLBED 200 RCT 7 T AR EBRHEDREOEMIEATR ENT VS, FERROWE
Faw2s, OHEOWE, WHETEOUwE, EWEHEOWD, WEPIF O, HEEmeEIC

DWTIEINHTH 5.

Study or Y=y R Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Random, 95%Cl 1V, Random, 95%Cl
Sritoomma 2014 12491202 70 1741261 70 44.8% -4.91[-899,-0.83] —A—
Brosseau 2012 0O 0 o 0 0o o0 Not estimable
Furlan 2015 0 0 O 0 0 0 Not estimable
Majchrzycki 2014 64 44 28 61 46 26 552% 030[-2.10,2.70]
Total (95%Cl) 98 96 1000% -203[-7.11,3.04]
Heterogeneity : Tau?=10.65 ; Chi2z=4.65, df=1 (P=0.03) ; ’=78%
Test for overall effect : Z=0.78 (P=0.43) ‘ . ‘ ’
-20 -10 0 10 20
Favours Favours
[vyH—] 48]
v e, - 3 -
10 EBMERBREOHEREICHITSYYY—20FE
Study or Ep) okl Mean Difference Mean Difference
Subgroup Mean SD Total Mean SD Total Weight IV, Fixed, 95%CI 1V, Fixed, 95%Cl
Nambi 2014 0 0 O 0 0o 0 Not estimable
Aboagye 2015 072 021 55 077 015 52 329% -0.05[-0.12,002] —+H
Chuang 2012 0727 0213 154 0.79 0197 125 67.1% -0.06[-0.11,-0.01] t 3
Total (95%Cl) 209 177 1000% -0.06[-0.10,-0.02] ¢
Heterogeneity : Chi#=0.09, df=1 (P=0.76) ; 2=0%
Lo — l | I !
Test for overall effect : Z=2.91 (P=0.004) 05 025 0 025 05

Favours [3#] Favours [X{8]

11 BHERESED QOL ICXT 2 IAHDOHE
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Background Question 9
EROaEHTZCERTbO@H

OEREDUEZTMT 2755 3L HDN, BEIEICATIERDEELBITONTHEST,
FHEEEOLERBEVNC EDS, ZOBSZERNITRET D EIFTERL

OEREOUE=THN T $/55L LTF, EICEREHRERESEZREE QOL REHN®S. sIEFEDORE
H' numerical rating scale (NRS) & visual analogue scale (VAS) T&%. %&ElE, B4,
DR, BRENSKIUHESNEEDRRICET S2LTHENLTERZETAIT 5HET, —MKICEE
X7 — K CKDiThNd. MOS 36-ltem Short-Form Health Survey (SF-36) BKUZ
DiEHERR SF-12, SF-8, SF-6D * EuroQol-5 Dimention (EQ-5D) hMXRIIFIEIETH .

OERFENREREERICHENTRIRZRMISZELSICDIS5NTHED, BREICALTIE
Roland-Morris Disability Questionnaire (RDQ) & Oswestry Disability Index (ODI) hftZE
HIFEHE CTHB.

O HARDERISENERRIE QOL sHMiiEE UT, BARBEANRIZREREERZE (Japanese
Orthopaedic Association Back Pain Evaluation Questionnaire: JOABPEQ) &R E45 2 - B
I HIEVE M BRI B E KEEET MR E (Japan Low Back Pain Evaluation Questionnaire :
JLEQ) h' 3.

OIBBLO oooooimsccscsssssmmmmsssssssss

WG O EZ M 2 HEICET AV AT T4 v 7 LEa—" Tld, 1999~2008 4E 12 FE#
SN 2MmMARIRE NIz, TO4TIE, BEHOUEZ 63 2 L L T AR RERE R E,
QOL, HFfIEDH 2 VIR EMEOK TICHET 2 66 IO HEMEH STz, LaL, M
DOYEICHAT 2 EROFHEALDITONTE LT, FHMIEMORKD 2w L2n, &b EHRIEHE
SR IEH S A2 % > TRV, BREBLEFFGE IOV TO L ¥ a—? Tid, 2009 4F % TITHE
ENTZHLDOLEDPTIERHHOZR AT ) Y 7Y A7 AV LERTWAA, EEEAEL, A
TOOPHUICELZRZ B LDOTE LML OEAMN LD DEVEDIIKE Z LI TELh o7z
tImEshTnb

WESE DU % FFI 9 2 ik & LTI, FICHOm M R & R QOL REAH ), HIIN
UThiA R REZ VG570, $23MAGHLETHITT S, % £ ciICiBEs 2 HiWTE
Wa7Tty FELT, BHHOME, WREIVEERE & BOERRREE, S 5357 BIFR< B
RIER Y%ty PTHRLZEZBTLEZ20ALNME Y. KETEZAZRIHENTVWAR
DR A RN T 5.

A DR S (IR ) 13 F 12 NRS & VAS CTHMli 2L 5.l B QOL A1l (& & A 19,
LY, RSB X OHEN R o[BI T 5 2N 2 2N & 5 4 5l T, —#ICHEE
T = MIEWiThbNh s, SE-36 B X UE DMk SF-12, SF-8, SF-6D X EQ-5D 232 ¢ f
BECdH A, SF-36 12DV TIE, HIFE SE-36v2° HARGEMAMEH STB Y, FEEtE & o FREE
HHAAHEN TS, EQSD X5 DO EMEH 25 % 2 A IEHIRIECTH 5 L & 1T, K
Hly DFREFEFAMN B W TEAEFHAE A T 2 E i AAFAE (quality-adjusted life year : QALY) @
BTV 27200 QOLHA T E 5 &\ ) fiffi 2 #F>. SF-36 & %\ 3 Z D JEfihi & EQ-5D
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FEEAR 2R E R OZAL O R R BRI R IR L O L@ RSB O TRE > TV D20, &
SOMBEEH VLI MR EHNEIC L o TR% 5. HEHERARENE 2 5 2 BP0 B 2
LTUNEY T—3 3 ViEED L VIEFIMEEE 7 v 7 2128 0 4 THRBRICB W T SF-6D &
EQ-5D ® A 2 7 ZALE O\ & A58 Cld, SF-6D IXIREE, FREEE, FOSEO mCIEm AR
REECH 5 ODI L HMMEA R L, BN EEZ MR E L7228 Tld SF-6D 22 L2 M3 % 9
ATEHEMTHo 72",

FEERR R SR R B R AR R 2 IR &2 L 2 K 9 122 b TH Y, BHICHT oL
L Cix RDQ & ODI Mt EM 23l TH 5. RDQ IEH A < i S 0T 2 B 5 5 0 514l =
THY, 24HHOHEMZ 13V - Wz " THET S5 DT, HBIIEWIZEXWIRELZRL, 24
MR D EVIREZRT. ODI X RDQ ISRV TIAS HWwHNTED, 10IJHEOEMIZ 68D 0%
W & M2 2 # 0, 50 Jiil T 100% FR Sz mhlEmniz EEWIRELZ/R$. RDQ & ODI
DOREFEEEK L7225 75 1) ¥ A TlX, RDQ £ Y ODI OFEHEEA DT 2B WA (coefficient
-0.2840, p = 0.009), TV A Y RCERETROITIAVEEHICKE REEL RITTEHE SR
Twb. RDQ & ODI AT HMEE MG % HIUT, 1993 4E7:5 2000 4E 3 A F Tl S 7zim
(RDQ78#i& ODI71#i) % b LICV AT YT A4 v 7 LE 2= bl TO%PTRDQICHL
T 10% DEALD D - 72356y, £7213 2 ~ 3 ROBALD D - 7254512, FER O F 7213 BALA D -
EMEEESND E L, BRESEELAZARI 572 Z2 5N HBE5 HTHLELTWVS Y.
JESA I\ CABSIE RIS R o 724, ODIAS30 2 FH AL SWwECThEL CRRELAEE, B
F DML FE o720

BEEG SFAM 2 DR 5 % Bk L 72 F9E THd 2o s, FRAI I B 0 AR B %0 Lk % A L 2228 idh 5 7.
Z OfFETIEX, RDQ, Chronic Pain Grade disability score, SF-36 & % \» & SF-12 & SR RER B,
Patient Specific Functional Scale, Pain Disability Index (PDI), ODI, Hannover Functional Ability
Questionnaire ® 7 D DFHLEFEICOWTHET L72. $XRTOFMBEOMAEHLETIEOHBERH -
7278, KERAIZAHEERE 05 & HEEEOMB T, 22T XRTOMAEHLE T HREIZ 0.4 & FEAliE:
B O EIIMED > 72, TOME, I L AR EFMZNIEZ 0 F FMOFMBICH NS 2
LRTEY, 2¥ 75V T RBWTHBIOFHIEEDM R ZMOFGEORICH TEH D 2 L1
TERVERE LTV, JREEREEERGEH O QOL % 3#:fi L 72#f%E ¥ T, EQ-5D & PDI,
RDQ, NRS ZNZNDOREE L OMBEREIZ0.39 525 059 D TWFhd HEEZEOMBETH 5 L #H
HENRTWE.

SRS O AR B PEAL O I BT, HARLEINIFRIREZR & X D b global perceived
effect scale (BRMFEERE : XR—2 54 5 OWUFHEZEMT 5) DI 5 2ERE S & B bo
HWEIAMTHAETHHEL DS Y. ZOMETIE, FHARLEMIERBRIZIZO VTR VD
NTELER=ZFA4 5D 30%DRBEITAERYE L L EZXNT HIEEE L TR AERETDH
D, 50%LL 2L L 2 IEEEE D EEA LV EHRE LTV 5.

FAR C ARG S AU 72 I i 45 S8 09 fe HE B 8 QOL #FAli 3= & L C, JOABPEQ & JLEQ 2°d 4.
JOABPEQ X EINTHERIA < Fv T & 72 HARBEIEAN LA S MR A R 1 e 2 4E (JOA 2 7)
D o T\ B AIEE, BTG R DHH % &) 72 2 IR 3 & OFERT2A 1M (2 350
O NTRAREHE E U COEE E 2 FHEETH D, HARBERAR =S 0 0L 2T
HARHF MR BiR 25 & AR RSS2 IEE L CTERIZH 720 2007 4E 4 IS5 L7z, 0 Bk
& OPEMHERSRERE R, RATRERER R, AR EB XL OB EOMY. L5 DOEEEAT T
PO D 7o TWwa Y JOABPEQ IZ2WTIREHADT— 7 HIUES N TH Y, HEHZERL
THHRBZE O 24T 2 A TE 5 . JLEQ X, HAKEINE%S, HAERER) NE) 7 —



g S (BIHAREH RS B X O H RER BB 2253 F TS B 72 D) 2007 4123k
HENTZLDTH A, ik, HEAFEORE 5S72AOWNEEEIAES X O/ - FREZ 5 B
BTHAD 30 DRMA SR> TWE Y WEFNOFHEE S EHN - ZAMORIEZFIE TV,
JOABPEQ 22D WTIRHFEMZ IZ L & LT~ ZEOSFEICHR SN, AL B R
nNTnsrZenn, UE SR PEEIC D VST E B,
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cognitive behavioral treatment (CBT) 57
CT 26

E
EMG 28
EuroQol-5 Dimention (EQ-5D) 81

F
failed back surgery syndrome (FBSS) 67

J

Japan Low Back Pain Evaluation Questionnaire
(JLEQ) 81

Japanese Orthopaedic Association Back Pain
Evaluation Questionnaire (JOABPEQ) 81

M

mechanical low back pain 9

MRI 26

multidisciplinary biopsychosocial rehabilitation
(MBR) 54

N
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