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Abstract

Background
Anterior cervical discectomy and fusion (ACDF) is a standardized surgical strategy for treating cervical
spondylopathy. This study aimed to introduce a newly developed retractor system and analyze its
feasibility and safety in microscopy-assisted ACDF.

Methods
A newly developed retractor system was used in microscopy-assisted ACDF to treat patients with cervical
spondylopathy. Demographic data and pre-, peri-, and postoperative clinical and imaging data were
collected and analyzed retrospectively.

Results
A total of 48 patients were included in this study. Postoperative imaging data indicated su�cient
decompression and good alignment. The Visual Analog Scale and Neck Disability Index score decreased
preoperatively from 5.43 ± 1.12 and 29.77 ± 6.06 to 2.60 ± 0.78 and 11.75 ± 3.26 after surgery. The
Japanese Orthopedic Association score increased preoperatively from 7.93 ± 1.37 to 12.22 ± 1.71
postoperatively. The C2–7 Cobb angles increased from 10.37 ± 6.79 to 14.58 ± 6.10 degrees after the
procedure. No clinical or imaging-related complications were observed.

Conclusion
The newly developed retractor system showed good feasibility and safety for microscopy-assisted ACDF
surgery, providing an option for clinical application.

Introduction
Since its �rst report by Robinson and Smith in 1958 [1], anterior cervical discectomy and fusion (ACDF)
has proven to be an effective and well-standardized surgical strategy for treating patients with cervical
spondylopathy (CS) [2]. Despite its advantages, ACDF may still have surgical complications common to
anterior cervical surgery, such as nerve injury [3], esophageal �stula [4], dysphagia [5], and carotid artery
compression [6]. By tracing the root cause of the aforementioned problems, the application of a retractor
was possible [6].

Neurosurgeons continued to invent and re�ne spinal surgical instruments [7]. Different retractor systems
have been previously reported [8–15]. However, continuous manual stabilization, limited exposure, and
the inability of the assistant to visualize the procedure have not been adequately addressed. The
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continuous tension needed for retraction make the assistant's hand sore, tired, and uncomfortable.
Incorrect retraction could cause poor visualization of the surgical �eld, which can cause con�icts between
the surgeon and assistant. Therefore, the development of a stable and safe anterior cervical retractor is
needed.

Based on this need, our group developed a new, adjustable, and stable assistant-free anterior cervical
retractor system (Fig. 1) that is widely applicable to anterior cervical surgery.

In the present study, we introduce a newly developed retractor system and report its feasibility and safety
in microscopy-assisted ACDF in 48 patients with CS.

Methods

Patient data
This study was carried out with the approval of ethics committee of the A�liated hospital of Zunyi
Medical University. After obtaining the patient’s informed consent, demographic and clinical data were
collected from electronic medical records. The inclusion criteria were: (a) age 18–75 years, (b) clear
diagnosis of cervical spondylopathy identi�ed with clinical symptoms and imaging data; and (c) no
obvious remission of symptoms after long-term conservative treatment. The exclusion criteria were: (a)
congenital cervical spine malformation, (b) serious ossi�cation of the posterior longitudinal ligament, (c)
prior cervical surgery, and (d) cervical trauma or tumor.

Before surgery, a thorough examination was performed to con�rm the diagnosis. Additional evaluation
included a Visual Analog Scale (VAS), Japanese Orthopedic Association (JOA) score, and Neck Disability
Index (NDI); further, imaging examinations including plain radiographs, (Fig. 2a-b) magnetic resonance
imaging (MRI), (Fig. 2c) and computed tomography (CT) were undertaken. (Fig. 2d)

Exposure procedure
The exposure was performed using the newly developed assistant-free retractor system. After successful
anesthesia, the patients were placed in the supine position and the neck was slightly extended past
neutral and rotated to the right. After sterile skin preparation and draping, the platysma and
sternocleidomastoid muscles were separated, and the cervical vertebrae were exposed. The soft tissue in
front of the vertebral body was cleared after con�rming the segment using the C-arm. A mark was made
using pliers 8 mm away from the tip of a 1.5-mm-diameter Kirschner wire (K-wire) whose tail end was
shaped into a triangle (Fig. 1a). The pre-prepared K-wire was inserted on both sides of the vertebral body,
5 mm from the anterior median line, as deep as the pre-marked site was �ush with the surface of the
vertebra. The number of K-wires was adjusted according to the number of levels to be fused, with 2 K-
wires used for each cervical vertebra. The K-wire was bent to 90 degrees at the skin, and two adjacent K-
wires were �xed together with a no. 4 silk tie (Fig. 1b-c). One 250 ml normal saline bottle was used to
overhang every 2 K-wires on the tracheal side for retraction, and one 100 ml normal saline bottle was
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used on the carotid side. In addition, a cerebral cotton was placed behind the K-wire to protect the
muscles and critical tissues (Fig. 1c).

Surgical procedure
After clear exposure of the surgical area, the procedures were performed under a microscope without
assistants holding the retractor. Using microscopy, the cervical disc was removed, and the superior and
inferior endplates were polished. The posterior longitudinal ligament was carefully identi�ed and incised
and the residual herniated nucleus pulposus was removed carefully. After su�cient decompression, a
suitable fusion cage was selected and implanted. Correct placement was con�rmed by C-arm, and then
irrigation and closure were performed.

Preoperative and postoperative clinical and imaging data were evaluated and recorded. Surgical time and
blood loss were recorded.

Data analysis
All data were processed using the GraphPad Prism 10 software. The data were recorded as mean ± 
standard deviation and analyzed using paired t-tests, with P < 0.05 considered statically signi�cant.

Results
A total of 48 patients aged 52.19 ± 9.63 years were eligible and included in this study, including 28 men
and 20 women. Twenty-four cases had cervical radiculopathy, 17 had cervical spondylotic myelopathy,
and 7 had mixed cervical spondylosis. Basic data are presented in Table 1.

Table 1
Basic data of included patients(x̄±s, n = 48)

Gender (M:F) 28:20

Age (y) 52.19 ± 9.63

Duration of disease (m) 12.38 ± 14.33

Follow up (m) 21.50 ± 17.29

Type of cervical spondylopathy (CR:CSM:MIX) 24:17:7

Ossi�cation of the posterior longitudinal ligament (n/%) 13/27.08

Number of surgical segments (S:D:T) 30:12:6

Type of cage (Ti:Z-P) 38:10

Note: CR: Cervical radiculopathy; CSM: Cervical spondylotic myelopathy; MCS: Mixed cervical
spondylosis; S: Single segment; D: Double segments; T: Triple segments; Ti: Titanium plate; Z-P: Zero-
Plant
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All procedures were performed successfully and safely (Fig. 3a). The patients were followed up for 21.50 
± 17.29 months, with no one lost to follow-up. Regarding the type of fusion cage, a combination of
titanium plate and fusion cage was implanted in 38 patients, while 10 patients received Zero-plant fusion
cage. (Table 1) In terms of perioperative data, the operative time for single segment was 84.00 ± 31.80
min, and blood loss for a single segment was 19.86 ± 10.41 ml. (Table 2) Patients were discharged at
5.33 ± 1.89 days.

Table 2
Operation time, intraoperative blood loss and postoperative

length of stay (x̄±s, n = 48)
Operation time for single segment (min) 84.00 ± 31.80

Blood loss for single segment (ml) 19.86 ± 10.41

Postoperative length of stay (day) 5.33 ± 1.89

Su�cient spinal cord decompression and considerable re-expansion were observed in the surgical
segments, with no intervertebral discs remaining on MRI. (Fig. 3b). On postoperative day 3 (Fig. 3c) and
the third month postoperatively, (Fig. 3d) anteroposterior and lateral radiographs indicated good cervical
alignment.

For clinical scoring, the VAS and NDI were used that showed decrease from 5.43 ± 1.12 and 29.77 ± 6.06
points preoperatively to 2.60 ± 0.78 and 11.75 ± 3.26 points at postoperative day 3, respectively, (Table 3);
the scores further reduced to 1.15 ± 0.57 and 3.14 ± 1.21 at the �nal follow-up. The JOA score increased
from 7.93 ± 1.37 preoperatively to 12.22 ± 1.71 on postoperative day 3 and 15.13 ± 1.26 at the �nal
follow-up. Similarly, the C2–7 Cobb angles increased from 10.37 ± 6.79 degrees postoperatively to 14.58 
± 6.10 degrees after surgery, while it decreased to 13.38 ± 4.31 degrees slightly at the last follow-up.

Table 3
Comparison of VAS, JOA, NDI scores and Cervical cobb angles between pre- and post-ACDF surgery (x̄±s,

n = 48)
Evaluation time VAS score JOA score NDI score Cervical Cobb angles (°)

Preoperation 5.43 ± 1.12 7.93 ± 1.37 29.77 ± 6.06 10.37 ± 6.79

Postoperative 3 day 2.60 ± 0.78* 12.22 ± 1.71* 11.75 ± 3.26* 14.58 ± 6.10*

Postoperative 3 month 1.41 ± 0.67* 13.97 ± 1.26* 5.89 ± 2.10* 13.71 ± 4.07*

Final follow-up 1.15 ± 0.57* 15.13 ± 1.26* 3.14 ± 1.21* 13.38 ± 4.31*

Note: VAS: Visual analogue scale; JOA: Japanese Orthopaedic Association; NDI: Neck disability index;

*Compared with preoperation, P < 0.05.

Notably, the experience and satisfaction of both the surgeons and assistants were very good.
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Complications
At the �nal follow-up, no clinical complications had occurred, including nerve injury, cerebrospinal �uid
leakage, vertebral fracture, arterial injury, or esophageal injury. No imaging-related issues such as
instability or degeneration of adjacent segments were observed.

Discussion
In this study, we introduced a newly developed anterior cervical retractor system that is adjustable, stable,
and does not require an assistant. We also analyzed the feasibility of microscopy-assisted ACDF using
this system for the treatment of patients with CS. Our results showed that the VAS and NDI scores
decreased signi�cantly after surgery and decreased gradually over time to the �nal follow up, suggesting
that pain and dysfunction were signi�cantly improved, and daily activities were also improved. The JOA
score increased postoperatively and continued to increase during follow-up, indicating that sensation and
movement recovered well. Postoperative MRI con�rmed adequate decompression of the spinal cord and
nerve root, and radiography revealed sustained excellent cervical alignment and stability. Most
importantly, no complications occurred in any of the patients, indicating the safety of the newly
developed retractor system. In addition, both surgeons and assistants expressed good satisfaction with
the retractor system, revealing good applicability.

In this study, the C2–7 Cobb angle variance was relatively large, which may be because we included
patients with single, double, or triple levels of fusion. The C2–7 Cobb angle of patients with triple
segments was usually signi�cantly different from those of patients with a single segment, contributing to
the large variance. Moreover, during follow-up, we observed a slight decrease in the C2–7 Cobb angle,
which is consistent with previous reports [16]. The decrease in Cobb angle may be due to fusion cage
sedimentation [1, 17]. A previous study found that patients managed with stand-alone cages were more
prone to sedimentation than those treated with a plate and cage combination, and a higher subsidence
rate was detected in patients who underwent surgery at levels C5–C7 than at levels C2–C5 [17]. We did
not perform subgroup analysis due to limited case numbers.

As described, ongoing attempts have been made to improve the surgical exposure of the anterior cervical
area, especially with retractor modi�cation [8–10]. The poor stability and sustained di�culty of manual
retraction can be overcome with a new modi�cation. The retractor system used in this study had several
advantages. First, it did not require additional force to maintain stability, which liberated the assistants
and provided them with a clear view to observe and learn on the microscope screen, thereby improving
their satisfaction and passion for joining the operation. Second, the exposed area was wide enough to
guarantee the stability of the dissection planes between both the trachea and esophagus and the
sternocleidomastoid and carotid sheath, which is critical for the exposure of herniated cervical disc tissue
and the decompression of the spinal cord and nerve root [8]. With the development of microscopic
technology, microscope-assisted surgery has attracted increasing attention in recent decades [18].
Microscopy has the advantage of clear identi�cation of critical nerves and vessels in ACDF [2]; however, it
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also increases the need for the exposure area and stability of the dissection plane. Due to its improved
exposure over human assistance, the newly developed retractor system is suitable for microscope-
assisted ACDF. Third, the length of the retractor system could be adjusted according to the actual number
of spinal levels. Notably, this performance is particularly important in procedures with longer incisions
because a large incision has an increased risk of wound infection and patient dissatisfaction [19]. Fourth,
the retractor system was assembled in a short time, which is convenient and economical. Its usage is
simple and the learning curve is very short. Finally, compared to a previous study [20], the use of the
newly developed retractor did not prolong the operative time, which was closely associated with
prolonged non-home discharge, length of stay, and increased transfusion requirements after ACDF [21].

It is worth noting that several key points deserve attention during application, including complete
hemostasis, gentle operation, and avoiding damage to vital organs and blood vessels during insertion
and withdrawal of the K-wire.

Limitations
To the best of our knowledge, this is the �rst report of an assistant-free, adjustable, assembled anterior
cervical retractor system with several improvements. However, we must acknowledge the limitations of
this study. First, this retractor system is currently under an active patent application and has not yet been
patented or prepared as a �nished product. Second, this system requires further simpli�cation and
standardization. Third, insertion of K-wire may injure the vertebral body, even fracture, which requires
further evaluation. Finally, this was a retrospective study without a control group; therefore, the validity
and clinical level of evidence were relatively low.

Conclusion
In conclusion, the newly developed anterior cervical retractor system introduced in this study was
assistant-free, adjustable, and stable and showed good feasibility and safety for microscopy-assisted
ACDF procedures.

Declarations
Funding: This study was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No
82360430; 82360433). Doctoral start-up fund of A�liated Hospital of Zunyi Medical University (2023-1).

Author contributions: JQ and JA conceived the original ideas of this manuscript, reviewed the manuscript
and executed supervision throughout the process. JQ �nished the operation. HQ, TL and LH prepared the
manuscript and �gures. All authors have read and approved the manuscript.

Data availability: Data are not publicly available, but can be requested through contacting the
corresponding author (JQ).



Page 8/12

Code availability: Not applicable.

Ethics approval: This study was carried out with the approval of ethics committee of the A�liated
hospital of Zunyi Medical University.

Consent to participate: The patient gave consent to be included in the study.

Consent for publication: The patient has given written informed consent for this case report to be
published.

Con�icts of interest/Competing interests: The authors declare that they have no con�icts of interest.

References
1. Wang S, Zhu J, Sun K, Chen R, Cao J, You R, Liu A, Zhao F, Shi J: Clinical impact and imaging results

after a modi�ed procedure of ACDF: a prospective case-controlled study based on ninety cases with
two-year follow-up. BMC musculoskeletal disorders 2021, 22(1):605.

2. Vergara P, Timofeev I: Minimally invasive anterior cervical discectomy and fusion: a valid alternative
to open techniques. Acta neurochirurgica 2018, 160(12):2467-2471.

3. Fountas KN, Kapsalaki EZ, Nikolakakos LG, Smisson HF, Johnston KW, Grigorian AA, Lee GP,
Robinson JS, Jr.: Anterior cervical discectomy and fusion associated complications. Spine 2007,
32(21):2310-2317.

4. Yuan H, Ding H, Hu L, Buser Z, Zhao H, Li X: Treatment for early postoperative esophageal �stula
complicated with anterior cervical surgery. Journal of orthopaedic surgery (Hong Kong) 2017,
25(1):2309499016684418.

5. Falavigna A, Arruda AO, Righesso Neto O, Dozza D, Guyot JP, Yurac R, Jalón PG, Avila JMJ, Zárate B,
Scheverin N et al: International and Multicenter Prospective Controlled Study of Dysphagia After
Anterior Cervical Spine Surgery. Neurosurgery 2023, 92(6):1287-1296.

�. Legatt AD, Laarakker AS, Nakhla JP, Nasser R, Altschul DJ: Somatosensory evoked potential
monitoring detection of carotid compression during ACDF surgery in a patient with a vascularly
isolated hemisphere. Journal of neurosurgery Spine 2016, 25(5):566-571.

7. Buraimoh M, Basheer A, Taliaferro K, Shaw JH, Haider S, Graziano G, Koh E: Origins of eponymous
instruments in spine surgery. Journal of neurosurgery Spine 2018, 29(6):696-703.

�. Eftekhar B: A Simple Retractor for Anterior Cervical Diskectomy. Journal of neurological surgery Part
A, Central European neurosurgery 2019, 80(6):494-497.

9. Seex KA: An anterior cervical retractor utilizing a novel principle. Journal of neurosurgery Spine 2010,
12(5):547-551.

10. Ozer AF: The latest design of Ozer cervical retractor. Neurological research 2008, 30(7):695-696.

11. Borges LF: Thompson-Farley spinal retraction system. Neurosurgery 1993, 33(1):160-163.



Page 9/12

12. Takayasu M, Shibuya M, Suzuki Y, Yoshida J: A new table-�xed soft tissue retractor for the anterior
cervical spinal surgery. Acta neurochirurgica 1997, 139(3):235-237.

13. Caspar W, Barbier DD, Klara PM: Anterior cervical fusion and Caspar plate stabilization for cervical
trauma. Neurosurgery 1989, 25(4):491-502.

14. Geisler FH, Tamargo RJ, Weingart JD: Modi�cations to the transverse Caspar cervical retractor
blades optimized for a single-level anterior cervical discectomy. Journal of spinal disorders 1993,
6(1):57-59.

15. Oh S: 'Oh's Retractor': new adjustable retractor for anterior cervical approach. Neurological research
1999, 21(1):45-47.

1�. Cao Y, Xu C, Sun B, Cui C, Zhang K, Wu H, Qi M, Xi Y, Yuan W, Shen X et al: Preoperative Cervical Cobb
Angle Is a Risk Factor for Postoperative Axial Neck Pain after Anterior Cervical Discectomy and
Fusion with Zero-Pro�le Interbody. Orthopaedic surgery 2022, 14(12):3225-3232.

17. Dhar UK, Menzer EL, Lin M, Hagerty V, O'Connor T, Tsai CT, Vrionis FD: Factors in�uencing cage
subsidence in anterior cervical corpectomy and discectomy: a systematic review. European spine
journal : o�cial publication of the European Spine Society, the European Spinal Deformity Society,
and the European Section of the Cervical Spine Research Society 2023, 32(3):957-968.

1�. Ma L, Fei B: Comprehensive review of surgical microscopes: technology development and medical
applications. Journal of biomedical optics 2021, 26(1).

19. De la Garza-Ramos R, Xu R, Ramhmdani S, Kosztowski T, Bydon M, Sciubba DM, Wolinsky JP,
Witham TF, Gokaslan ZL, Bydon A: Long-term clinical outcomes following 3- and 4-level anterior
cervical discectomy and fusion. Journal of neurosurgery Spine 2016, 24(6):885-891.

20. Liang W, Xiong Y, Jia Y, Li S, Zhao K, Peng Z, Wang G: Anterior cervical discectomy and fusion for the
treatment of giant cervical disc herniation. Journal of orthopaedic surgery and research 2023,
18(1):683.

21. Rajan PV, Emara AK, Ng M, Grits D, Pelle DW, Savage JW: Longer operative time associated with
prolonged length of stay, non-home discharge and transfusion requirement after anterior cervical
discectomy and fusion: an analysis of 24,593 cases. The spine journal : o�cial journal of the North
American Spine Society 2021, 21(10):1718-1728.

Figures



Page 10/12

Figure 1

The newly-designed stable exposure system. (a) The general view of the pre-bent Kirschner wire
(diameter=1.5mm) and magni�cation of the front-end mark with a depth of 8mm. (Red arrow indicated
the mark made by pliers). (b) Anteroposterior and lateral image derived from C-arm machine showing the
position and depth of the K-wire. (c) Demonstration of the exposure system in double-segment anterior
cervical discectomy and fusion surgery.
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Figure 2

Preoperative imaging data. (a) Anteroposterior and lateral X-ray images. (b) Hyperextension and
hyper�exion X-ray images. (c) Magnetic resonance imaging suggesting cervical disc herniation (CDH) in
the C3/4, C5/6 and C6/7 levels. (d) Computed tomography con�rming CDH.
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Figure 3

Intraoperative and postoperative data. (a) Intraoperative application of the newly-developed exposure
system without needing help of an assistant. (b) Postoperative magnetic resonance imaging indicating
thorough elimination of the herniated disc, su�cient decompression and dilation of the spinal cord. (c)
Anteroposterior and lateral X-ray images showing well stability and alignment at one week after surgery.
(d) X-ray images indicating good stability and alignment at postoperative 3 months.


