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Abstract 

Background:  Due to the characteristics of neurofibromatosis type I (NF-1) scoliosis, the precise placement of pedicle 
screws still remains to be a challenge. Triggered screw electromyography (t-EMG) has been proved to exhibit high 
sensitivity to identify mal-positioned pedicle screws, but no previous study assessed the combination of t-EMG with 
O-arm-assisted pedicle screw placement in NF-1 scoliosis surgery.

Objective:  To evaluate efficacy and safety for combination of t-EMG with O-arm-assisted pedicle screw placement in 
NF-1 scoliosis surgery.

Materials and methods:  From March 2018 to April 2020, sixty-five NF-1 scoliosis patients underwent t-EMG and 
O-arm-assisted pedicle screw fixation were retrospectively reviewed. The channel classification system was applied to 
classify the pedicle morphology based on pedicle width measurement by preoperative computed tomography scans. 
The minimal t-EMG threshold for screw path inspection was used as 8 mA, and operative screw redirection was also 
recorded. All pedicle screws were verified using a second intraoperative O-arm scan. The correlation between demo-
graphic and clinical data with amplitude of t-EMG were also analyzed.

Results:  A total of 652 pedicle screws (T10-S1) in 65 patients were analyzed. The incidence of an absent pedicle 
(channel classification type C or D morphology) was 150 (23%). Overall, abnormal t-EMG threshold was identified in 
26 patients with 48 screws (7.4%), while 16 out of the 48 screws were classified as G0, 14 out of the 48 screws were 
classified as G1, and 18 out of the 48 screws were classified as G2. The screw redirection rate was 2.8% (18/652). It 
showed that t-EMG stimulation detected 3 unacceptable mal-positioned screws in 2 patients (G2) which were missed 
by O-arm scan. No screw-related neurological or vascular complications were observed.

Conclusions:  Combination of t-EMG with O-arm-assisted pedicle screw placement was demonstrated to be a safe 
and effective method in NF-1 scoliosis surgery. The t-EMG could contribute to detecting the rupture of the medial 
wall which might be missed by O-arm scan. Combination of t-EMG with O-arm could be recommended for routine 
use of screw insertion in NF-1 scoliosis surgery.
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Introduction
Scoliosis resulting from neurofibromatosis type I (NF-
1) accounts for 2% of pediatric scoliosis [1]. Most severe 
NF-1 scoliosis is accompanied by greatly destroyed 
vertebrae and pedicle [2]. Thus, pedicle screw place-
ment is quite challenging in NF-1 scoliosis surgery [3]. 
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Mal-position rate of pedicle screws may reach 40% in 
the thoracolumbar spine, and there was approximately 
1% of neurological complication rate [4]. Furthermore, 
potential biomechanical weakness of the instrumentation 
could contribute to implant failure or pseudarthrosis [5]. 
Thus, techniques which ensure the safety and increase 
the position accuracy of pedicle screws in NF-1 scoliosis 
should be emphasized.

Intra-operative O-arm-based spinal navigation can 
improve accuracy of initial pedicle screws position, and 
further help detect and reposition the mal-positioned 
screws [6, 7]. However, it has been reported that screw 
mal-position still inevitably occurred in NF-1 scoliosis 
even using intraoperative O-arm scanning [8]. Triggered 
screw electromyography (t-EMG) is a well-established 
intraoperative monitoring technique which helps identify 
mal-positioned screws. Thus, t-EMG is currently gaining 
increased popularity in spinal deformity surgery [9, 10]. 
However, several investigators were skeptical for solely 
use of t-EMG due to its false negatives/positives and dif-
fered thresholds [10–14].

Thus, the trend to maximize the safety of pedicle screw 
placement encouraged us to combine t-EMG with O-arm 
scan. We conduct the current retrospective study to 
verify efficacy and safety of t-EMG in combination with 
O-arm-assisted pedicle screw placement in NF-1 scolio-
sis surgery. The hypothesis of current study is that com-
bination of t-EMG with O-arm-assisted pedicle screw 
placement was a safe and effective method in NF-1 sco-
liosis surgery.

Materials and methods
Patients
After obtaining approval from our institutional review 
board, consecutive eligible patients diagnosed with NF-1 
scoliosis were retrospectively reviewed. All the patients 
underwent posterior spinal fusion involving thoracolum-
bar spine (T10–S1) using t-EMG and O-arm-assisted 
pedicle screw placement. No exclusion criteria were 
applied for gender, age, clinical or medical condition. A 
preoperative low dose 64-slice CT scan with slice thick-
ness of 2 mm was applied to classify the pedicle morphol-
ogy according to the channel classification system [15]. 
Type C or D morphology were defined as abnormality. In 
addition, Cobb angle was measured, and location of redi-
rection screws were also recorded. Periapical area was 
defined as three vertebral levels above and below the api-
cal vertebra.

O‑arm‑assist technique
After midline exposure, the reference frame was fixed 
to the spinous process, and the binocular infrared cam-
era were adjusted to receive the reflector ball. The first 

3D scan was acquired in 13 s, and the intraoperative 3D 
images were then automatically obtained and visualized 
on O-arm viewing station (Stealth Station S7 Naviga-
tion System; Medtronic, Minneapolis, MN, USA). With 
the guidance of virtual navigation images, pedicle screws 
were routinely placed after verifying the integrity of 
medial wall. Once all screws have been placed, a second 
intraoperative 3D scan with O-arm were conducted to 
confirm whether they were in the target position.

Triggered EMG
Abdominal muscles were used to verify the position of 
thoracic screws, and lower extremity muscles (iliopsoas, 
hip adductors, quadriceps and tibialis anterior) were 
selected to verify the position of lumbar screws. The tar-
get muscles tested in t-EMG were as follows: lower rec-
tus abdominis for T10, T11; inferior rectus abdominis for 
T12, L1; vastus medialis and adductor magnus for L1-L4; 
vastus lateralis and tibialis anterior for L4, L5; proneous 
longus and gastrocnemius for L5, S1. A pulse width of 
200 us and a repetition rate of 3.0 Hz were set for pedicle 
screw stimulation, and a monopolar electrode was used 
for t-EMG. A total intravenous anesthesia technique with 
no neuromuscular blockade was used throughout the 
procedures.

Assessment of the pedicle screws
Pedicle screw violations were categorized into four 
grades according to Laine’s classification: grade 0 (G0), 
screws were completely within the pedicle; grade 1(G1), 
penetration less than 2  mm; grade 2 (G2), penetration 
between 2 and 4 mm; and grade 3 (G3), penetration over 
4 mm [16]. Screws classified as G0 and G1 were consid-
ered as acceptable, while screws classified as G2 and G3 
were considered unacceptable which should be reposi-
tioned. Intraoperative direction of breach was established 
by tactile palpation using a flexible ball-tipped metal 
probe.

Statistical analysis
SPSS 17.0 for Windows (SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA) 
was used for statistical verification, and p value < 0.05 was 
defined as statistically significant. Data were presented as 
mean ± standard deviation. Logistic regression analysis 
was performed between demographic or clinical param-
eters (age, gender, curve magnitude and pedicle width) 
and t-EMG amplitude.

Results
Sixty-five patients (24 males, 41 females) with mean age 
of 16.2 ± 7.3  years (range 13–24  years) were enrolled 
(Table 1). The major curve was corrected from 97.3 ± 4.6° 
to 26.8 ± 9.3° immediately after operation, representing 



Page 3 of 6Shao et al. Journal of Orthopaedic Surgery and Research          (2021) 16:731 	

an overall correction rate of 71.8 ± 3.7% (Fig. 1). A total 
of 652 pedicle screws (T10-S1) were analyzed. The inci-
dence of an absent pedicle (channel classification type 

C or D morphology) was 23% (150/652), while 77% 
(502/652) pedicles were classified as channel Type A and 
B. Overall, abnormal t-EMG was identified in 26 patients 
with 48 screws (7.4%), while 16 out of the 48 screws were 
classified as G0, 14 out of the 48 screws were classified as 
G1, and 18 out of the 48 screws were classified as G2. All 
the 18 screws classified as G2 were located in the periapi-
cal area of the curve.

In addition, there were 3 unacceptable mal-positioned 
screws (G2) in 2 patients detected by t-EMG stimula-
tion but missed by O-arm scan. All of the 3 screws were 
located in the periapical area of the curve. When used in 
combination with O-arm, t-EMG was found to obtain a 
sensitivity of 100%, specificity of 96.2%, and a positive 
predictive value of 66.7%. Logistic regression analysis 
showed there was positive correlation between t-EMG 
amplitude and pedicle width (Table 2).

For complications, dural tear occurred in 1 patient 
during operation due to bony spur from broken pedicle 
medial wall. No additional screw-related neurological or 
vascular complications were observed.

Discussion
Although pedicle screws provide numerous advan-
tages, placement of pedicle screws in NF-1 scoliosis still 
remains a challenge since the vertebrae and pedicle are 
always seriously destroyed, especially in the apical region 
[15, 17]. Misplaced pedicle screw fixation would contrib-
ute to neurological deficits and potential biomechanical 
weakness of the instrumentation, which further results 
in implant failure or pseudarthrosis [18–20]. Thus, the 
importance of safe and accurate insertion of pedicle 

Table1  Clinical parameters of participants

Variable Value

Age (years) 14.49 ± 1.74

Male /Female 24/41

Preoperative cobb angle (degrees) 97.3 ± 4.6

Postoperative cobb angle (degrees) 26.8 ± 9.3

Correction rate (%) 71.8 ± 3.7

Total pedicle screws (T10-S1) 652

Pedicle width (mm) 3.68 ± 0.57

Pedicle morphology

 A 370

 B 132

 C 108

 D 42

Abnormal t-EMG 48

Sensitivity (%)
Specificity (%)
Positive predictive value (%)

100
96.2
66.7

Screw position of abnormal t-EMG
 G0
 G1
 G2
 G3

16
14
18
0

Screws requiring redirection 18

Redirection rate (%) 2.8

Dural tear 1

Screw-related neuro-complication 0

Fig. 1  Representative preoperative and immediate postoperative images for neurofibromatosis type 1 (NF-1) scoliosis. A The 13-year-old 
patient obtained significantly improvement both in coronal and sagittal spinal deformity after undergoing posterior correction with t-EMG and 
O-arm-assisted pedicle screw fixation. B Routine preoperative CT indicated extremely thin pedicles in apical region



Page 4 of 6Shao et al. Journal of Orthopaedic Surgery and Research          (2021) 16:731 

screws should be highlighted, and techniques which 
ensure safety and increase the accurate rate of pedicle 
screws placement are always the focus of research.

Silbermann et  al. noted that higher accurate rate of 
pedicle screw could be obtained in O-arm group than 
that in free-hand group [21]. It was also reported that 
intra-operative O-arm-based navigation technique could 
decrease the incidence of pedicle screw misplacement in 
scoliosis surgery when compared to traditional fluoros-
copy [6, 22, 23]. However, Jin et al. showed that although 
90.2% of pedicle screws could be accurately placed with 
O-arm navigation system, NF-1 scoliosis patients using 
O-arm assisted technique intraoperatively were still at 
high risk of pedicle screw misplacement [8]. In our study, 
O-arm-assisted screw placement technique were applied 
to insert a total of 652 pedicle screws (T10-S1). Twenty-
nine screws (7.4%) were identified abnormal by a second 
O-arm scan in 26 patients, in which 15 screws were clas-
sified as G2, 14 screws were classified as G1. Three screws 
(G2) in 2 patients were missed by a second O-arm scan. 
Two reasons might account for it. First, osseous struc-
tural destruction of the apical region, rotation of verte-
bral column and partial overlap of anatomical structures 
led O-arm difficult to accurately identify the anatomical 
junction, and further failed to identify the relationship 
between screws and medial wall of the pedicle. Second, 
a difference between virtual and intra-operative pedicle 
screws, which has been described in lumber spine sur-
geries, might be generated in NF-1 scoliosis assisted by 
O-arm navigation [24].

The t-EMG was developed as a method to electrically 
stimulate the positioned pedicle screw to assess its prox-
imity to nearby nerve roots. However, t-EMG was criti-
cized for its false negatives and positives, and thresholds 
utilized for safety assessment differed in the thoracic and 
lumbar regions according to previous published literature 
[10, 14]. Samdani et al. suggested that t-EMG is not relia-
ble in detecting medial breaches from T2 to T9 [10]. Ale-
mos et al. set 8 mA as stimulation threshold, and 3 false 
negative EMGs in 3 patients were detected postopera-
tively by new neurologic deficits [11]. Mavrogenis et  al. 
concluded that 7 mA stimulation threshold had a 98.73% 

positive predictive value for accurate pedicle screw place-
ment [12]. In addition, Mikula et al. reviewed 18 studies 
with 15,065 screws in 2932 patients and found overall 
sensitivity of t-EMG was 0.78, and the specificity was 0.94 
utilizing threshold criteria from the individual studies 
[13]. The authors found that the 10–12 mA threshold had 
the greatest reported receiver operating characteristic 
area under the curve, with a sensitivity of 0.82 and speci-
ficity of 0.97. In current study, our electrophysiologist 
alerts us with threshold of 8 mA, and then these screws 
are removed and checked. Forty-eight screws (7.4%) 
have been identified with abnormal t-EMG threshold in 
26 patients, of which 18 screws were classified as G2, 14 
screws were classified as G1, 16 screws were classified as 
G0. t-EMG was found to have a sensitivity of 100%, speci-
ficity of 96.2%, with a positive predictive value of 66.7%. 
This may be due to the thin pedicle in the parietal verte-
bral region, which is dominated by type C and D, while 
the medial wall became thinner after screw placement, 
which leads to a higher sensitivity. In our experience, 
8 mA was used as the alarm threshold, and the obtained 
t-EMG value was compared with the adjacent vertebral 
pedicles, which might improve the sensitivity of t-EMG. 
Of course, this procedure also partly depends on the 
experience of the electrophysiologist.

In current study, the combination of O-arm and t-EMG 
was applied to assist pedicle screw placement in NF-1 
scoliosis. All the broken medial wall could be effectively 
recognized during operation, and no neurological com-
plications caused by screw misplacement occurred. 
Although limitations exist in individual technique, we 
should acknowledge that combination of two tech-
niques greatly contributes to the accurate pedicle screw 
placement and avoiding the occurrence of neurological 
complications in IF-1 scoliosis. However, due to the limi-
tation of sample size, the results of this study still need to 
be verified with a larger sample.

Conclusions
Combination of t-EMG with O-arm-assisted pedi-
cle screw placement was demonstrated to be a safe and 
effective method in NF-1 scoliosis surgery. The t-EMG 
could contribute to detecting the rupture of the medial 
wall which might be missed by O-arm scan. Combination 
of t-EMG with O-arm could be recommended for routine 
use of screw insertion in NF-1 scoliosis surgery.
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Acknowledgements
We acknowledge all the participants enrolled in current study. In addition, 
Shao Xiexiang wants to express his special appreciation to Zhou Yu for her 
endless love, care and encouragement.

Table 2  Relationships between parameters and t-EMG 
amplitude analyzed by logistic regression

Variable P value 95% 
confidence 
interval

Age 0.414 0.284–1.388

Gender 0.432 0.078–3.802

Curve magnitude 0.236 0.998–1.266

Pedicle width 0.004 0.030–0.623



Page 5 of 6Shao et al. Journal of Orthopaedic Surgery and Research          (2021) 16:731 	

Authors’ contributions
SX designed the study, analyzed and interpreted the data, wrote and edited 
the manuscript. HZ designed the study, collected and analyzed the data, 
wrote and revised the manuscript. YJ collected and analyzed the data, revised 
the manuscript. DY analyzed and interpreted the data, revised the manu-
script. YJ Designed the study, analyzed and interpreted the data, wrote and 
edited the manuscript. SW designed the study, analyzed and interpreted the 
data, wrote and edited the manuscript. SX and HZ contributed equally and 
were considered as co-first author. YJ and SW contributed equally and were 
considered as co-corresponding author. All authors read and approved the 
final manuscript.

Funding
This work was supported by The Medical-engineering Cross Fund of Rising 
Star Plan in Shanghai Jiao Tong University (YG2021QN42), the National Key 
Research and Development Program (2018YFC0116500), the Key Project of 
Transformational Medicine Cross-Research Fund of Shanghai Jiaotong Univer-
sity (ZH2018ZDB04).

Availability of data and materials
All the data and materials are available by sending an e-mail to the cor-
responding author.

Declarations

Ethics approval and consent to participate
This study was approved by the ethics committee of the Xinhua Hospital Affili-
ated to Shanghai Jiaotong University School of Medicine. Informed consent 
was obtained from all individual participants included in the study.

Consent for publication
Consent to publish was obtained from all the patients.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Author details
1 Spine Center, Xin Hua Hospital Affiliated To Shanghai Jiao Tong University 
School of Medicine, No. 1665 Kongjiang Road, Shanghai, People’s Republic 
of China. 2 Department of Spine Surgery, Sun Yat-Sen University First Affiliated 
Hospital, No. 58 Second Zhongshan Road, Guangzhou, Guangdong, People’s 
Republic of China. 

Received: 4 November 2021   Accepted: 6 December 2021

References
	1.	 Toro G, Santoro C, Ambrosio D, Landi G, Scilipoti M, Moretti A, Paoletta 

M, Liguori S, Schiavone Panni A, Picariello S, Iolascon G. Natural History of 
Scoliosis in Children with NF1: An Observation Study. Healthcare (Basel). 
2021. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3390/​healt​hcare​90708​81.

	2.	 Cai S, Cui L, Qiu G, Shen J, Zhang J. Comparison between surgical fusion 
and the growing-rod technique for early-onset neurofibromatosis type-1 
dystrophic scoliosis. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. 2020;21:455. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1186/​s12891-​020-​03460-6.

	3.	 Modi HN, Suh SW, Fernandez H, Yang JH, Song HR. Accuracy and safety 
of pedicle screw placement in neuromuscular scoliosis with free-hand 
technique. Eur Spine J. 2008;17:1686–96. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s00586-​008-​0795-6.

	4.	 Kassis SZ, Abukwedar LK, Msaddi AK, Majer CN, Othman W. Combining 
pedicle screw stimulation with spinal navigation, a protocol to maximize 
the safety of neural elements and minimize radiation exposure in thora-
columbar spine instrumentation. Eur Spine J. 2016;25:1724–8. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​1007/​s00586-​015-​3973-3.

	5.	 Koptan W, ElMiligui Y. Surgical correction of severe dystrophic neu-
rofibromatosis scoliosis: an experience of 32 cases. Eur Spine J. 
2010;19:1569–75. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00586-​010-​1464-0.

	6.	 Ling JM, Dinesh SK, Pang BC, Chen MW, Lim HL, Louange DT, Yu CS, Wang 
CM. Routine spinal navigation for thoraco-lumbar pedicle screw insertion 
using the O-arm three-dimensional imaging system improves placement 
accuracy. J Clin Neurosci. 2014;21:493–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​jocn.​
2013.​02.​034.

	7.	 Van de Kelft E, Costa F, Van der Planken D, Schils F. A prospective multi-
center registry on the accuracy of pedicle screw placement in the tho-
racic, lumbar, and sacral levels with the use of the O-arm imaging system 
and StealthStation Navigation. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2012;37:E1580-1587. 
https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​BRS.​0b013​e3182​71b1fa.

	8.	 Jin M, Liu Z, Qiu Y, Yan H, Han X, Zhu Z. Incidence and risk factors for the 
misplacement of pedicle screws in scoliosis surgery assisted by O-arm 
navigation-analysis of a large series of one thousand, one hundred and 
forty five screws. Int Orthop. 2017;41:773–80. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s00264-​016-​3353-6.

	9.	 Montes E, De Blas G, Regidor I, Barrios C, Burgos J, Hevia E, Palanca JM, 
Correa C. Electromyographic thresholds after thoracic screw stimula-
tion depend on the distance of the screw from the spinal cord and not 
on pedicle cortex integrity. Spine J. 2012;12:127–32. https://​doi.​org/​10.​
1016/j.​spinee.​2011.​09.​006.

	10.	 Samdani AF, Tantorski M, Cahill PJ, Ranade A, Koch S, Clements DH, Betz 
RR, Asghar J. Triggered electromyography for placement of thoracic 
pedicle screws: is it reliable? Eur Spine J. 2011;20:869–74. https://​doi.​org/​
10.​1007/​s00586-​010-​1653-x.

	11.	 Alemo S, Sayadipour A. Role of intraoperative neurophysiologic monitor-
ing in lumbosacral spine fusion and instrumentation: a retrospective 
study. World Neurosurg. 2010;73:72–6. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1016/j.​surneu.​
2009.​04.​024.

	12.	 Mavrogenis AF, Papagelopoulos PJ, Korres DS, Papadopoulos K, Sakas DE, 
Pneumaticos S. Accuracy of pedicle screw placement using intraopera-
tive neurophysiological monitoring and computed tomography. J Long 
Term Eff Med Implants. 2009;19:41–8. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1615/​jlong​terme​
ffmed​impla​nts.​v19.​i1.​50.

	13.	 Mikula AL, Williams SK, Anderson PA. The use of intraoperative triggered 
electromyography to detect misplaced pedicle screws: a systematic 
review and meta-analysis. J Neurosurg Spine. 2016;24:624–38. https://​doi.​
org/​10.​3171/​2015.6.​SPINE​141323.

	14.	 Parker SL, Amin AG, Farber SH, McGirt MJ, Sciubba DM, Wolinsky JP, Bydon 
A, Gokaslan ZL, Witham TF. Ability of electromyographic monitoring to 
determine the presence of malpositioned pedicle screws in the lum-
bosacral spine: analysis of 2450 consecutively placed screws. J Neurosurg 
Spine. 2011;15:130–5. https://​doi.​org/​10.​3171/​2011.3.​SPINE​101.

	15.	 Sarwahi V, Sugarman EP, Wollowick AL, Amaral TD, Lo Y, Thornhill B. Preva-
lence, distribution, and surgical relevance of abnormal pedicles in spines 
with adolescent idiopathic scoliosis vs. no deformity: A CT-Based Study. J 
Bone Joint Surg Am. 2014;96:e92. https://​doi.​org/​10.​2106/​JBJS.M.​01058.

	16.	 Laine T, Lund T, Ylikoski M, Lohikoski J, Schlenzka D. Accuracy of pedicle 
screw insertion with and without computer assistance: a randomised 
controlled clinical study in 100 consecutive patients. Eur Spine J. 
2000;9:235–40. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s0058​60000​146.

	17.	 Hsu LC, Lee PC, Leong JC. Dystrophic spinal deformities in neurofibroma-
tosis. Treatment by anterior and posterior fusion. J Bone Joint Surg Br. 
1984;66:495–9. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1302/​0301-​620X.​66B4.​64309​06.

	18.	 Lykissas MG, Jain VV, Nathan ST, Pawar V, Eismann EA, Sturm PF, Crawford 
AH. Mid- to long-term outcomes in adolescent idiopathic scoliosis 
after instrumented posterior spinal fusion: a meta-analysis. Spine (Phila 
Pa 1976). 2013;38:E113-119. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​BRS.​0b013​e3182​
7ae3d0.

	19.	 Sirois JL 3rd, Drennan JC. Dystrophic spinal deformity in neurofibromato-
sis. J Pediatr Orthop. 1990;10:522–6.

	20.	 Crawford AH. Pitfalls of spinal deformities associated with neurofibroma-
tosis in children. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 1989;245:29–42.

	21.	 Silbermann J, Riese F, Allam Y, Reichert T, Koeppert H, Gutberlet M. Com-
puter tomography assessment of pedicle screw placement in lumbar and 
sacral spine: comparison between free-hand and O-arm based naviga-
tion techniques. Eur Spine J. 2011;20:875–81. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​
s00586-​010-​1683-4.

	22.	 Jin M, Liu Z, Liu X, Yan H, Han X, Qiu Y, Zhu Z. Does intraoperative naviga-
tion improve the accuracy of pedicle screw placement in the apical 
region of dystrophic scoliosis secondary to neurofibromatosis type I: 

https://doi.org/10.3390/healthcare9070881
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-020-03460-6
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12891-020-03460-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-008-0795-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-008-0795-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-015-3973-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-015-3973-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-010-1464-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jocn.2013.02.034
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jocn.2013.02.034
https://doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e318271b1fa
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00264-016-3353-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00264-016-3353-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2011.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2011.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-010-1653-x
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-010-1653-x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surneu.2009.04.024
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.surneu.2009.04.024
https://doi.org/10.1615/jlongtermeffmedimplants.v19.i1.50
https://doi.org/10.1615/jlongtermeffmedimplants.v19.i1.50
https://doi.org/10.3171/2015.6.SPINE141323
https://doi.org/10.3171/2015.6.SPINE141323
https://doi.org/10.3171/2011.3.SPINE101
https://doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.M.01058
https://doi.org/10.1007/s005860000146
https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.66B4.6430906
https://doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31827ae3d0
https://doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31827ae3d0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-010-1683-4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-010-1683-4


Page 6 of 6Shao et al. Journal of Orthopaedic Surgery and Research          (2021) 16:731 

•
 
fast, convenient online submission

 •
  

thorough peer review by experienced researchers in your field

• 
 
rapid publication on acceptance

• 
 
support for research data, including large and complex data types

•
  

gold Open Access which fosters wider collaboration and increased citations 

 
maximum visibility for your research: over 100M website views per year •

  At BMC, research is always in progress.

Learn more biomedcentral.com/submissions

Ready to submit your researchReady to submit your research  ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: ?  Choose BMC and benefit from: 

comparison between O-arm navigation and free-hand technique. Eur 
Spine J. 2016;25:1729–37. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1007/​s00586-​015-​4012-0.

	23.	 Abdullah KG, Bishop FS, Lubelski D, Steinmetz MP, Benzel EC, Mroz TE. 
Radiation exposure to the spine surgeon in lumbar and thoracolum-
bar fusions with the use of an intraoperative computed tomographic 
3-dimensional imaging system. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2012;37:E1074-
1078. https://​doi.​org/​10.​1097/​BRS.​0b013​e3182​5786d8.

	24.	 Oertel MF, Hobart J, Stein M, Schreiber V, Scharbrodt W. Clinical and meth-
odological precision of spinal navigation assisted by 3D intraoperative 

O-arm radiographic imaging. J Neurosurg Spine. 2011;14:532–6. https://​
doi.​org/​10.​3171/​2010.​10.​SPINE​091032.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in pub-
lished maps and institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-015-4012-0
https://doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31825786d8
https://doi.org/10.3171/2010.10.SPINE091032
https://doi.org/10.3171/2010.10.SPINE091032

	Efficacy and safety for combination of t-EMG with O-arm assisted pedicle screw placement in neurofibromatosis type I scoliosis surgery
	Abstract 
	Background: 
	Objective: 
	Materials and methods: 
	Results: 
	Conclusions: 

	Introduction
	Materials and methods
	Patients
	O-arm-assist technique
	Triggered EMG
	Assessment of the pedicle screws
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References


