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A study on the mobility of postnucleotomy on L4-LS5 discs & design of the
fluid flux FE model
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1. Introduction
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2. Method
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Fig 1. Reference model & Fluid flux model

741

Fig 2. LA-LS5 specimen for nucleotomy & mounted
with spine tester. the axial force was applied
by loading apparatus.

2.1 Specimens, preparation and in-vitro
experiment
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2.2 FE model analysis



st dUz e 2012dE EA S =27

AA 89 AFS 18] A% 7+ 8.5 Table 1. Disc height changes on experiment
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3. Result and Discussion
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Displacement (mm)

Flux (kgysac)

(a) Fluid flux vs. Displacement (b) Displacement of loading
point
Fig 3. Relation between displacement and fluid
pressure, results of displacement

4. Conclusion
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