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Abstract

No guidelines currently exist for surgeons to follow regarding drain use after spine surgery for degenerative
disc disease. Therefore, we conducted a literature review to determine what situations warrant drain
placement versus those which do not. When placed, we further investigate optimal drain duration. The goal
of this article is to provide spine surgeons insight into the current literature and guidance when deciding if a
drain should be used or discontinued. We performed a PubMed search and analyzed 44 peer-reviewed
journal articles. Only studies that had the full article available were included. The highest-quality studies
that were reviewed, demonstrated that in most situations using a drain is not associated with superior
outcomes. It revealed that when drains are retained for a longer duration they run a greater risk of surgical
site infection (SSI). Additionally, drains are associated with increased blood loss, a greater chance of
requiring blood transfusions, and longer hospital stays. We conclude that drains are currently being overused
in spine surgery for cases of degenerative disc disease, which exposes patients to unnecessary complications
while providing minimal benefit.
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Introduction And Background

Drains were initially used in spine surgery to mitigate the risk of epidural hematoma (EDH) formation and
reduce surgical site infections (SSI) [1]. The formation of a hematoma in the epidural space can potentially
cause a mass effect on the neural elements, leading to permanent neurological deficits if not recognized and
addressed expeditiously [1-3]. A large paraspinal hematoma may place tension on the surgical incision,
risking poor wound healing and SSI [1]. Both are serious complications every practising spine surgeon seeks
to avoid and are the two most common reasons spine surgeons cite using drains [1-4]. Notably, although
drains are placed with the intent of preventing SSI, as indwelling foreign bodies they too, are a known risk
factor for the development of SSI [1,4,5]. Additionally, postoperative symptomatic EDH formation is
extremely rare, occurring in one of every 500 cases [1,3-5]. Thus, some spine surgeons argue that drains
provide minimal clinical benefit while putting patients at unnecessary risk of postoperative complications.

Table 7 comprises a list of complications seen in the literature that arise secondary to postoperative drain
placement. When appropriate, a brief explanation of the associated pathophysiology is provided.
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Complication

Surgical site infection
(SSlI)

Greater blood loss
and increased
incidence of blood
transfusion(s)

Greater length of
hospital stay (LOS)

Intracranial
hypotension with
intracerebral

hemorrhages

Pathophysiology

It can occur from two different mechanisms: 1. Drain is a foreign body and thus nidus for infection 2. Drain can
introduce infectious pathogens from the outside environment to the surgical site via retrograde transmission

The pathophysiology behind this is explained by negative pressure. The surgical drain creates a vacuum-type
conduit from within the surgical cavity to evacuate fluid/blood products. However, by doing so, it can prevent the
tamponade effect in a closed space from occurring, leading to continuous bleeding and delayed hemostasis.

When drains are left in place longer and patients have greater blood loss, naturally hospital stay will be longer.

Although rare, in the event of incidental dural injury, the negative pressure created by drains has been shown in
case reports to prevent hemostasis of venous plexus bleeding, leading to fatal intracranial hypotension with
intracerebral hemorrhages.

TABLE 1: Common complications of drain use in spine surgery

Source(s)

[1,4,5]

[1,6,7]

[1,5-7]

[4]

Evidence on the use of postoperative drains following spine surgery is lacking without society guidelines or
established standards of care [1,4]. The decision to use a drain remains up to the discretion of the surgeon

which has created controversy and debate over the best form of practice [1,4].

Since spine surgeons have not been able to reach a consensus, we have analyzed the literature on
postoperative drains following spine surgery for degenerative disc disease and provided a summary of our
findings in different clinical scenarios commonly encountered. We present these findings structured around

the main anatomical regions of the spine (e.g. anterior cervical, posterior cervical, and

thoracolumbar/lumbar). Isolated thoracic spine was not included due to an insufficient number of relevant
studies in this domain. This review does not include surgical cases due to trauma, tumors, or infection.
Additionally, this review does not include patients diagnosed with HIV, or any condition or disease which
can cause an immunosuppressed state. The population this research attempts to address is the average,
previously uncompromised patient presenting from an outpatient setting without a medical history or

condition that would lead to increased risk of infection or prevent wound healing.

Our goal is to provide practising spine surgeons guidance when deciding if a drain is necessary after the
surgery. When the decision is made to use a drain, we further hope to highlight the current literature and
provide assistance in answering the commonly debated question: When is the optimal time to discontinue

the surgical drain?

Below (Table 2) is a summary of identified considerations in the literature which may impact surgical
decision making on drain usage. Each of these points will be discussed at greater lengths in their appropriate

section throughout the remainder of this article.
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Important findings to consider Source

In anterior cervical spine surgery, drains didn’t prevent respiratory distress secondary to hematoma formation compressing the trachea.

8]
However, drains were associated with greater blood loss and a higher risk of postoperative dysphagia (8]
In posterior cervical surgery, drains may be associated with a lower risk of SSI, but a higher risk of EDH formation [9]
Drains left in place longer than three to five days were associated with increased risk of SSI in all anatomical domains (e.g. anterior cervical, [5,10-
posterior cervical, thoracolumbar) 12]
No substantial differences were seen between 'drains' and 'no drains' regarding EDH or SSI in the anterior cervical, thoracolumbar, or lumbar 8.12]
spine )
) ) . ) ) ) . ! [1,6,12-
In multiple studies, drain use was associated with greater blood loss, a higher chance of needing blood transfusion(s) and greater LOS 16]

TABLE 2: Summary of important literature findings

EDH: Epidural hematoma, SSI: Surgical site infections, LOS: Length of hospital stay

Review

The decision-making methods currently employed by spine surgeons
regarding placement and removal of surgical drains

The Decision to Place the Drain

Diab M et al. surveyed spine surgeons to understand the most common practice patterns of surgical drain
use and to identify trends in the reasoning leading to the decision to use a drain [17]. Around one-third of
surgeons reported routine placement regardless of the clinical situation, one-third reported never using
drains regardless of the clinical situation, and one-third based their decision on the clinical situation at
hand. Factors cited in this group included duration of surgery, a large amount of blood loss, location of
operation being in proximity to the spinal canal, revision surgery, or coagulopathy [17]. A short answer
follow-up survey given to the group who reported routine drain use, showed 50% reported doing so “out of
habit” [17]. This supports the claim made by Muthu et al. that due to the lack of evidence, the decision to use
a drain is currently made based on habits surgeons develop likely while in training [1].

Further, a survey done by von Eckardstein et al. sought to determine which factors were most influential
among spine surgeons' decision to use a drain. Participants were given a list of factors and asked to rate
them on a scale of how influential each would be in their decision to use a drain. Among the list of factors
that participants were given, four were ranked of high importance and influenced the surgeon’s decision to
use a drain. Ranking from most influential, the factors in this study were the degree of hemostasis at the end
of the procedure (mean 73.9 points), type of surgery (70.8), size of wound (68.0), and coagulation or intake of
anticoagulatory drugs (67.8). Less influential factors include estimated blood loss (EBL), patients’ BMI, and
the use of an implantation device [4].

The Decision to Remove the Drain

There is a lack of consensus among spine surgeons regarding perceived thoughts on optimal timing to
remove surgical drains [4]. In the survey by Diab et al., in regards to posterior fusions, around half of the
surveyed surgeons reported removing drains once output became less than 30 ml over 24 hours, while the
other half based their decision on the length of time the drain had been in place for [17]. Similarly, other
studies have shown many advocates for removing drains only once output falls below 50ml in 24 hours
[18,19].

It is important to note that removing a drain too early can lead to an increased risk of bleeding and infection
[5]. Drains left in place for longer periods are also at increased risk of infection [5]. For this reason, the exact
timing of when drains are removed becomes an important element of patient care that should not be
discounted.

Anatomical region of surgery: Anterior cervical spine
Why Most Surgeons Consider Placing a Drain

The most common reason spine surgeons place a drain following anterior cervical surgery is the prevention
of wound hematoma due to the feared consequence of airway compromise [4,20,21]. This complication
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occurs in roughly 0.20% of patients undergoing anterior cervical surgery [22,23]. If not recognized
expeditiously, airway compromise can progress quickly increasing morbidity and mortality. Thus, some
surgeons believe it is important to know which factors are associated with increased drain output to guide
patient selection on drain placement [20,21].

Factors Associated With Increased Drain Output

We identified two studies that identified independent risk factors associated with increased wound drain
output following anterior cervical spine surgery [20,21]. Patil et al. retrospectively identified 161 patients at
their institution who underwent anterior cervical discectomy and fusion (ACDF) for degenerative disease
with surgical drain placement. Around 55.9% of patients had increased drain output (defined as greater than
or equal to the 50th percentile for anterior cervical surgery or 20 ml throughout the entirety of the drain).
After multivariable analysis, three factors associated with increased drain output were of statistical
significance: high BMI, two or more level surgery, and use of a prosthetic implant [21]. Liang et

al. retrospectively reviewed factors associated with increased drain output in anterior cervical

corpectomy. Predictors of high drain output (defined as > 50 ml throughout the entirety of the surgical
drain) were older age (60.67 * 8.18 years versus 54.41 = 10.05 years), cigarette smoking, ossification of the
posterior longitudinal ligament (OPLL) present at the operative site, number of levels, duration of surgery
(112.22 £ 16.49 min versus 105.21 + 17.89 min), and higher intraoperative blood loss (109.86 + 62.02 ml
versus 87.83 * 56.40 ml). Diabetes and hypertension were associated with increased drain output without
reaching significance. No difference was seen among the following factors studied: gender, American Society
of Anaesthesiologists (ASA) classification, use of antiplatelets, and BMI [20].

Correlation of Outcomes With Drain Output

Attempting to address clinical outcomes, Lim et al. conducted a retrospective review of 6,412 patients who
underwent ACDF. After appropriate matching, patients were divided into two groups: those with a surgical
drain and those without. Primary outcomes of wound hematoma mandating reoperation, dysphagia, SSI,
LOS, hospital readmission within 30 and 90 days were assessed. Drains were associated with a higher
incidence of dysphagia (6.3% of subjects with drains developed dysphagia compared to 4.6% in those
without a drain) and longer hospital stay while no difference was seen regarding hematoma mandating a
return to the OR, SSI, or hospital readmission (both 30 and 90 days) [8].

These findings align with other studies done on this topic. Pryor et al., Kogure et al., Poorman et al., and
Adogwa et al. demonstrated "high-quality" evidence that drains in anterior cervical spine surgery do not
lower the risk of hematoma formation or SSI[13,16,24,25]. Of significance, two studies showed that patients
who received drains had more blood loss and LOS was significantly longer [13,16].

Anatomical region of surgery: Posterior cervical spine
When and Why Most Surgeons Consider Placing a Drain

Drains are placed following posterior cervical spine surgery with the intent of prevention of EDH and SSI [9].
Practice patterns vary among surgeons. A study by von Eckardstein et al. surveyed 163 spine surgeons to
determine common practice patterns regarding postoperative drain use. When presented with the clinical
scenario of a patient status post uncomplicated posterior cervical laminoplasty in the setting of 130 ml EBL,
65.4% of surgeons said they would use a drain, while 34.5% would not. A follow-up question was given to see
when surgeons would be most likely to discontinue the drain and 81.7% reported by the end of post-op day
two [4].

Incidence and Risk Factors of Postoperative EDH

In posterior cervical spine surgery, the incidence of a clinically significant postoperative EDH ranges from
0.13% to 1.5% [9,23]. This is relatively similar to the incidence of EDH following anterior cervical spine
surgery [23]. Various studies have examined risk factors associated with symptomatic EDH in posterior
cervical surgery. In a retrospective study by Awad et al., 14,932 patients were reviewed, and preoperative risk
factors associated with developing symptomatic EDH in posterior cervical spine surgery included NSAID use,
age greater than 60 years old, and Rh+ blood type. Intraoperative risk factors were blood loss greater than
one litre, hemoglobin level less than 10 g/dL, and multilevel surgery of at least six levels. Postoperative risk
factors included a rise in INR above two during the first 48 hours following surgery [26]. Additionally,
Goldstein et al. conducted a retrospective review and found two independent risk factors for symptomatic
EDH following posterior cervical surgery: use of non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs (NSAIDs) in the
postoperative setting and a higher score on the Charlson comorbidity index. The use of NSAID correlated
with a 6.6 times greater risk of EDH and a one-point increase on the Charlson comorbidity index correlated
with a 1.6 times greater risk of developing EDH following posterior cervical spine surgery [27].

Incidence and Risk Factors Associated With SSI
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The reported incidence of SSI following posterior cervical spine surgery is between 1% to 18% [9,10,28,29].
While the incidence varies across studies, SSI is more common with posterior cervical surgery compared to
anterior cervical surgery [28]. Sebastian et al. conducted a retrospective study including 5,441 patients who
underwent posterior cervical spine surgery to identify risk factors associated with SSI. The study observed
that 3,724 had a posterior cervical decompression, 1,310 had a posterior cervical fusion and 407 underwent
cervical laminoplasty [28]. The incidence of SSI was 2.94%. No significant differences were found between
SSI and the type of surgery. However, only one-third of those who developed SSI were readmitted to the
hospital within 30 days. Thus, even though the overall incidence of SSI was reported at 2.94% (highest
among all anatomical regions of the spine), only around 1% developed an infection severe enough to require
readmission. Three independent risk factors were found to significantly increase SSI risk: duration of an
operation lasting greater than 197 minutes, severe obesity (defined as BMI > 35), and long-standing steroid
use [28].

The Impact of Drains on Clinical Outcome

Herrick et al. did a multicenter retrospective review of 1,799 patients who underwent posterior cervical
surgery with instrumentation and analyzed reoperation rate secondary to SSI or hematoma formation.
Patients were stratified by drain placement. Those with drains were less likely to require reoperation due to
SSI, but more likely to require reoperation for evacuation of postoperative EDH formation. Further, drains
were also associated with greater blood loss and longer hospital stays [9].

Anatomical region of surgery: Thoracolumbar/lumbar spine
When and Why Do Most Surgeons Consider Placing a Drain

In the surgery for the lumbar spine, the main reasons surgeons cite using drains are to prevent SSI and
hematoma formation [6]. For surgery at the lumbosacral junction, some surgeons also cited using drains for
the prevention of epidural fibrosis [1,30]. Epidural fibrosis has been postulated to develop from small
epidural bleeding which accumulates around the thecal sac following lumbosacral operations. Blood
accumulation leads to excessive post-op scar tissue forming around the dura, often creating adhesions, and
causing recurrent uncontrollable pain following surgery [1,30]. According to several studies, epidural fibrosis
is the cause of failed back syndrome in 8% to 4% of cases [1,30,31].

In a survey by von Eckardstein et al., 88% of surgeons reported routinely placing a drain following posterior
instrumentation with pedicle screws in the lumbar spine. Around 69% would routinely place a drain
following hemilaminectomy for lumbar stenosis, and 31% of spine surgeons would typically place a drain
after microdiscectomy [4].

Incidence and Risk Factors of Postoperative EDH

Radiographic EDH is appreciated on roughly 50% of postoperative MRI scans [31]. However, the majority of
these patients remain asymptomatic [2,32]. When a postoperative EDH becomes symptomatic (most
common symptoms are lower extremity weakness, severe pain, and saddle anesthesia), it becomes clinically
significant and is likely to require emergent surgical decompression [2,32]. For the scope of our review, the
definition associated with clinically significant EDH was used. The incidence of clinically significant EDH
formation following lumbar spine surgery is reported in the literature to be 0.1% to 0.27% [26,33-36]. Risk
factors associated with EDH following lumbar spine surgery include the use of gel foam to cover the dura,
elevated diastolic blood pressure [32], intraoperative EBL greater than one litre [26,33], history of
coagulopathy [35], multilevel operations [26,34,35], older age, longer duration of operation, obesity and
repair of torn dura [34].

Incidence and Risk Factors Associated With SSI

Veeravagu et al. conducted a study to identify risk factors associated with postoperative infection following
posterior spine surgery. Types of surgeries included decompressions, fusions, and instrumentation. A total
of 24,774 patients were reviewed and the incidence of wound infection was 3.04% [37], which is in
accordance with other studies on this topic [4,10,37-40]. The incidence of sepsis secondary to infection was
0.46%. Among those with wound infection, LOS was significantly longer (7.12 vs. 4.20 days), the likelihood of
requiring reoperation was significantly greater, and the 30-day mortality rate was nearly double.
Independent risk factors for surgical site infection included type I diabetics (1.5 times risk), active tobacco
smokers (1.21 times risk), ASA class greater than 2, 10% weight loss from baseline body weight within six
months of surgery, poor baseline functional status, preop hematocrit level less than 36, disseminated
cancer, those who underwent instrumentation with spine fusion, duration of surgery three hours or longer
(risk further increased when surgery longer than six hours) [37].

Takemoto et al. also found smoking tobacco to be an independent risk factor for SSI. About 38% of all people
who developed SSI in their study smoked tobacco and they concluded smokers were at 3.53 times greater risk
of developing infection compared to non-smokers. Other significant risk factors for SSI identified in their
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study include drain duration, older age, and daily alcohol use (43% of patients who developed an SSI
consumed alcohol daily) [12].

The Impact of Drains on Clinical Outcome

Most studies done to date on the impact of postoperative spine drains on SSI and hematoma formation is
about the thoracolumbar and lumbar spine resulting in higher quality evidence than other anatomical
regions [15]. The majority of studies demonstrate that drains in the thoracolumbar and lumbar spine are
associated with increased blood loss, a higher risk of blood transfusion, and greater LOS [1,13-15]. Ina
systematic review by Patel et al., those with drains had a 23.9% chance of requiring blood transfusion(s),
compared to 6.8% in those without drains [15]. Although rare, blood transfusions put patients at risk of
further complications, such as electrolyte abnormalities, allergic reactions including anaphylaxis,
transfusion-related lung injury, transfusion-associated circulatory overload, fatal hemolysis, and blood-
borne infections [41]. Adowgwa et al. conducted a retrospective review of 139 adult patients who underwent
elective thoracolumbar decompression and fusion and found the average length of hospital stay was 2.8 days
in those without a drain compared to five days in patients with a drain [13].

Most studies showed no statistically significant difference regarding SSI or symptomatic EDH formation
[1,7,13-15]. However, one study demonstrated a difference between the two groups pertaining to SSI.
Takemoto et al. found 12.7% of those with a drain developed an SSI compared to 7% without a drain.
Patients with a drain who developed an SSI were then further sub-classified into two different groups: drain
left in place for 24 hours versus a minimum of 72 hours. A subgroup analysis found those with drains left in
place for a minimum of 72 hours had a greater chance of their wound infection being deep, necessitating a
return to the OR for washout and debridement [12].

Impact of drain duration

The majority of studies on drain duration were not grouped by anatomical region when assessing clinical
outcomes. Pennington et al. performed a retrospective review on the use of postoperative drains in elective
spine surgery for degenerative disc disease to determine if drains were associated with deep surgical site
infections [5]. Deep SSI is defined as being deep enough to affect the fascia [42]. All cases at their institution
in which a drain was placed were reviewed and stratified by those who developed a deep SSI requiring
reoperation and those who did not. Baseline characteristics were appropriately matched in each group.
Drains left in place for an average of 5.5 days had a much higher risk of requiring reoperation for deep SSI
(compared to an average of 3.5 days in the control group). Additionally, those infected had over double the
LOS (9.5 vs 4.3 days). Multivariable logistic regression analysis demonstrated "drain retention time
independently predicted postoperative surgical site infection (odds ratio 1.36, P=0.02)” [5].

Similar results were replicated by Rao et al. where they excluded patients undergoing anterior approach
surgery since anterior approaches are associated with a lower risk of developing SSI. Longer drain duration
was associated with a higher risk of deep SSI. The average duration of a drain that remained in place among
those who developed a deep SSI was 5.1 days, compared to 3.4 days in those who did not develop an
infection. The odds ratio for SSI was 1.9 for each additional day a drain was left in place [11].

Similar results were again reproduced by two additional studies, further supporting the notion that longer
drain retention is associated with deep SSI. Both studies demonstrated that drains left in place longer than
three days correlated with a greater risk of developing a deep SSI[10,12].

Economic Impact

In 2009, it was estimated over one million people undergo spine surgery annually in the United States [43].
The development of an SSI following spine surgery is estimated to directly cost $15,817 to $38,701 per case
to treat [44]. One study estimated that removing drains earlier in the postoperative period could potentially
save the United States healthcare system between $500 million to $1 billion annually [5].

Conclusions

Drains after spinal surgery are commonly placed to prevent post-operative EDH formation and SSI. However,
drains are also a known risk factor for SSI, and postoperative EDH formation is an extremely rare
complication that isn’t shown to be prevented by using a drain, thus the practice of leaving a drain after
surgery has been called into question. The decision to place a drain is currently based on surgeon
preference, which is often based on habits developed during training and not guided by scientific evidence.

For approaches to the anterior cervical spine, drain use did not lower the risk of airway compromise
secondary to hematoma development, and no impact on the overall incidence of SSI was seen. However, a
higher incidence of postoperative dysphagia was seen in patients with drains. In approaches to the posterior
cervical spine, evidence was conflicting on outcomes as drains were associated with a lower risk of SSI
necessitating reoperation but also a higher risk of postoperative EDH formation requiring surgical
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evacuation. Thus, independent risk factors for SSI and EDH formation should guide clinical decision
making. In thoracolumbar surgery, drains did not lower the risk of SSI or post-operative EDH formation. In
all anatomical domains of spine surgery, drains are associated with greater blood loss, a higher chance of
requiring blood transfusion(s), longer hospital stay, and increased risk of SSI when left in place longer than
three to five days.

Additional Information
Disclosures

Conflicts of interest: In compliance with the ICMJE uniform disclosure form, all authors declare the
following: Payment/services info: All authors have declared that no financial support was received from
any organization for the submitted work. Financial relationships: All authors have declared that they have
no financial relationships at present or within the previous three years with any organizations that might
have an interest in the submitted work. Other relationships: All authors have declared that there are no
other relationships or activities that could appear to have influenced the submitted work.

References

1. Muthu S, Ramakrishnan E, Natarajan KK, Chellamuthu G: Risk-benefit analysis of wound drain usage in
spine surgery: a systematic review and meta-analysis with evidence summary. Eur Spine J. 2020, 29:2111-
2128. 10.1007/s00586-020-06540-2
2. Amiri AR, Fouyas IP, Cro S, Casey AT: Postoperative spinal epidural hematoma (SEH): incidence, risk
factors, onset, and management. Spine J. 2013, 13:134-140. 10.1016/j.spinee.2012.10.028
3. Glotzbecker MP, Bono CM, Wood KB, Harris MB: Postoperative spinal epidural hematoma: a systematic
review. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2010, 35:E413-E420. 10.1097/BRS.0b013%e3181d9bb77
4. von Eckardstein KL, Dohmes JE, Rohde V: Use of closed suction devices and other drains in spinal surgery:
results of an online, Germany-wide questionnaire. Eur Spine J. 2016, 25:708-715. 10.1007/s00586-015-3790-
8
5. Pennington Z, Lubelski D, Molina C, Westbroek EM, Ahmed AK, Sciubba DM: Prolonged post-surgical drain
retention increases risk for deep wound infection after spine surgery. World Neurosurg. 2019, 130:e846-
e853. 10.1016/j.wneu.2019.07.013
6. Adogwa O, Elsamadicy AA, Sergesketter AR, et al.: Post-operative drain use in patients undergoing
decompression and fusion: incidence of complications and symptomatic hematoma. | Spine Surg. 2018,
4:220-226. 10.21037/js5.2018.05.09
7. Brown MD, Brookfield KF: A randomized study of closed wound suction drainage for extensive lumbar spine
surgery. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2004, 29:1066-1068. 10.1097/00007632-200405150-00003
8. Lim S, Bazydlo M, Macki M, et al.: A matched cohort analysis of drain usage in elective anterior cervical
discectomy and fusion: a Michigan Spine Surgery Improvement Collaborative (MSSIC) study. Spine (Phila Pa
1976). 2022, 47:220-226. 10.1097/BRS.0000000000004169
9. Herrick DB, Tanenbaum JE, Mankarious M, et al.: The relationship between surgical site drains and
reoperation for wound-related complications following posterior cervical spine surgery: a multicenter
retrospective study. ] Neurosurg Spine. 2018, 29:628-634. 10.3171/2018.5.SPINE171313
10. Olsen MA, Nepple JJ, Riew KD, Lenke LG, Bridwell KH, Mayfield J, Fraser VJ: Risk factors for surgical site
infection following orthopaedic spinal operations. ] Bone Joint Surg Am. 2008, 90:62-69.
10.2106/JBJS.F.01515
11. Rao SB, Vasquez G, Harrop J, et al.: Risk factors for surgical site infections following spinal fusion
procedures: a case-control study. Clin Infect Dis. 2011, 53:686-692. 10.1093/cid/cir506
12. Takemoto RC, Lonner B, Andres T, et al.: Appropriateness of twenty-four-hour antibiotic prophylaxis after
spinal surgery in which a drain is utilized: a prospective randomized study. ] Bone Joint Surg Am. 2015,
97:979-986. 10.2106/]BJS.L.00782
13.  Adogwa O, Khalid SI, Elsamadicy AA, et al.: The use of subfascial drains after multi-level anterior cervical
discectomy and fusion: does the data support its use?. | Spine Surg. 2018, 4:227-232.
10.21037/jss.2018.05.10
14.  Liu JM, Chen WZ, Fu BQ, Chen JW, Liu ZL, Huang SH: The use of closed suction drainage in lumbar spinal
surgery: is it really necessary?. World Neurosurg. 2016, 90:109-115. 10.1016/j.wneu.2016.02.091
15.  Patel SB, Griffiths-Jones W, Jones CS, Samartzis D, Clarke AJ, Khan S, Stokes OM: The current state of the
evidence for the use of drains in spinal surgery: systematic review. Eur Spine J. 2017, 26:2729-2738.
10.1007/s00586-017-4983-0
16. Poorman CE, Passias PG, Bianco KM, Boniello A, Yang S, Gerling MC: Effectiveness of postoperative wound
drains in one- and two-level cervical spine fusions. Int | Spine Surg. 2014, 8:34. 10.14444/1034
17. Diab M, Smucny M, Dormans JP, et al.: Use and outcomes of wound drain in spinal fusion for adolescent
idiopathic scoliosis. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2012, 37:966-973. 10.1097/BRS.0b013e31823bbf0b
18.  Kamath VH, Cheung JP, Mak KC, Wong YW, Cheung WY, Luk KD, Cheung KM: Antimicrobial prophylaxis to
prevent surgical site infection in adolescent idiopathic scoliosis patients undergoing posterior spinal fusion:
2 doses versus antibiotics till drain removal. Eur Spine J. 2016, 25:3242-3248. 10.1007/500586-016-4491-7
19. Kanayama M, Oha F, Togawa D, Shigenobu K, Hashimoto T: Is closed-suction drainage necessary for single-
level lumbar decompression?: review of 560 cases. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 2010, 468:2690-2694.
10.1007/s11999-010-1235-6
20. Liang], HuJ, Chen C, Yin H, Dong F: Risk factors for predicting increased surgical drain output in patients
after anterior cervical corpectomy and fusion. ] Orthop Surg Res. 2017, 12:196. 10.1186/s13018-017-0698-5
21. Patil S, Kishan A, Gabbita A, Varadharaju DN, Jagannath PM: Anterior cervical surgery: drain needed or
not?. Journal of Spinal Surgery. 2015, 2:37-41. 10.5005/jp-journals-10039-1053

2022 Reier et al. Cureus 14(3): €23129. DOI 10.7759/cureus.23129 70f8


https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-020-06540-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-020-06540-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2012.10.028
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2012.10.028
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e3181d9bb77
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e3181d9bb77
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-015-3790-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-015-3790-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wneu.2019.07.013
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wneu.2019.07.013
https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/jss.2018.05.09
https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/jss.2018.05.09
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00007632-200405150-00003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00007632-200405150-00003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0000000000004169
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0000000000004169
https://dx.doi.org/10.3171/2018.5.SPINE171313
https://dx.doi.org/10.3171/2018.5.SPINE171313
https://dx.doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.F.01515
https://dx.doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.F.01515
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/cid/cir506
https://dx.doi.org/10.1093/cid/cir506
https://dx.doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.L.00782
https://dx.doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.L.00782
https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/jss.2018.05.10
https://dx.doi.org/10.21037/jss.2018.05.10
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wneu.2016.02.091
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.wneu.2016.02.091
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-017-4983-0
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-017-4983-0
https://dx.doi.org/10.14444/1034
https://dx.doi.org/10.14444/1034
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31823bbf0b
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31823bbf0b
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-016-4491-7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-016-4491-7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11999-010-1235-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11999-010-1235-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13018-017-0698-5
https://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s13018-017-0698-5
https://dx.doi.org/10.5005/jp-journals-10039-1053
https://dx.doi.org/10.5005/jp-journals-10039-1053

Cureus

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.
42.

43.

Palumbo MA, Aidlen JP, Daniels AH, Thakur NA, Caiati J: Airway compromise due to wound hematoma
following anterior cervical spine surgery. Open Orthop J. 2012, 6:108-113. 10.2174/1874325001206010108
Schroeder GD, Hilibrand AS, Arnold PM, et al.: Epidural hematoma following cervical spine surgery. Global
Spine J. 2017, 7:1208-1268S. 10.1177/2192568216687754

Kogure K, Node Y, Tamaki T, Yamazaki M, Takumi I, Morita A: Indwelling drains are not necessary for
patients undergoing one-level anterior cervical fixation surgery. ] Nippon Med Sch. 2015, 82:124-129.
10.1272/jnms.82.124

Pryor JD, Rosenfeld NK, Harris MB, Wood KB, Schwab JH, Bono CM: Closed wound suction drainage
following anterior cervical discectomy and fusion. Spine J. 2010, 10:5S108. 10.1016/j.spinee.2010.07.285
Awad JN, Kebaish KM, Donigan |, Cohen DB, Kostuik JP: Analysis of the risk factors for the development of
post-operative spinal epidural haematoma. ] Bone Joint Surg Br. 2005, 87:1248-1252. 10.1302/0301-
620X.87B9.16518

Goldstein CL, Bains I, Hurlbert R]: Symptomatic spinal epidural hematoma after posterior cervical surgery:
incidence and risk factors. Spine J. 2015, 15:1179-1187. 10.1016/j.spinee.2013.11.043

Sebastian A, Huddleston P 3rd, Kakar S, Habermann E, Wagie A, Nassr A: Risk factors for surgical site
infection after posterior cervical spine surgery: an analysis of 5,441 patients from the ACS NSQIP 2005-
2012. Spine J. 2016, 16:504-509. 10.1016/j.spinee.2015.12.009

Watanabe M, Sakai D, Matsuyama D, Yamamoto Y, Sato M, Mochida J: Risk factors for surgical site infection
following spine surgery: efficacy of intraoperative saline irrigation. ] Neurosurg Spine. 2010, 12:540-546.
10.3171/2009.11.SPINE09308

Samy Abdou M, Hardy RW Jr: Epidural fibrosis and the failed back surgery syndrome: history and physical
findings. Neurol Res. 1999, 21:55-S8. 10.1080/01616412.1999.11758603

Mirzai H, Eminoglu M, Orguc S: Are drains useful for lumbar disc surgery? A prospective, randomized
clinical study. ] Spinal Disord Tech. 2006, 19:171-177. 10.1097/01.bsd.0000190560.20872.a7

Kao FC, Tsai TT, Chen LH, et al.: Symptomatic epidural hematoma after lumbar decompression surgery . Eur
Spine J. 2015, 24:348-357. 10.1007/s00586-014-3297-8

Kebaish KM, Awad JN: Spinal epidural hematoma causing acute cauda equina syndrome . Neurosurg Focus.
2004, 16:el.

Knusel K, Du JY, Ren B, Kim CY, Ahn UM, Ahn NU: Symptomatic epidural hematoma after elective posterior
lumbar decompression: incidence, timing, risk factors, and associated complications. HSS J. 2020, 16:230-
237.10.1007/s11420-019-09690-2

Kou J, Fischgrund J, Biddinger A, Herkowitz H: Risk factors for spinal epidural hematoma after spinal
surgery. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2002, 27:1670-1673. 10.1097/00007632-200208010-00016

Sokolowski MJ, Garvey TA, Perl ] 2nd, et al.: Prospective study of postoperative lumbar epidural hematoma:
incidence and risk factors. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2008, 33:108-113. 10.1097/BRS.0b013e31815e39af
Veeravagu A, Patil CG, Lad SP, Boakye M: Risk factors for postoperative spinal wound infections after spinal
decompression and fusion surgeries. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 2009, 34:1869-1872.
10.1097/BRS.0b013e3181adc989

Abbey DM, Turner DM, Warson JS, Wirt TC, Scalley RD: Treatment of postoperative wound infections
following spinal fusion with instrumentation. | Spinal Disord. 1995, 8:278-283. 10.1097/00002517-
199508040-00003

Levi AD, Dickman CA, Sonntag VK: Management of postoperative infections after spinal instrumentation . |
Neurosurg. 1997, 86:975-980. 10.5171/jns.1997.86.6.0975

Wimmer C, Gluch H, Franzreb M, Ogon M: Predisposing factors for infection in spine surgery: a survey of
850 spinal procedures. | Spinal Disord. 1998, 11:124-128.

Blood Transfusion - StatPearls - NCBI Bookshelf . (2021). https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK499824/.
Chahoud J, Kanafani Z, Kanj SS: Surgical site infections following spine surgery: eliminating the
controversies in the diagnosis. Front Med (Lausanne). 2014, 1:7. 10.3389/fmed.2014.00007

Jankowitz BT, Atteberry DS, Gerszten PC, Karausky P, Cheng BC, Faught R, Welch WC: Effect of fibrin glue
on the prevention of persistent cerebral spinal fluid leakage after incidental durotomy during lumbar spinal
surgery. Eur Spine J. 2009, 18:1169-1174. 10.1007/s00586-009-0928-6

Yeramaneni S, Robinson C, Hostin R: Impact of spine surgery complications on costs associated with
management of adult spinal deformity. Curr Rev Musculoskelet Med. 2016, 9:327-332. 10.1007/s12178-016-
9352-9

2022 Reier et al. Cureus 14(3): €23129. DOI 10.7759/cureus.23129

8of8


https://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1874325001206010108
https://dx.doi.org/10.2174/1874325001206010108
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2192568216687754
https://dx.doi.org/10.1177/2192568216687754
https://dx.doi.org/10.1272/jnms.82.124
https://dx.doi.org/10.1272/jnms.82.124
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2010.07.285
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2010.07.285
https://dx.doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.87B9.16518
https://dx.doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.87B9.16518
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2013.11.043
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2013.11.043
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2015.12.009
https://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2015.12.009
https://dx.doi.org/10.3171/2009.11.SPINE09308
https://dx.doi.org/10.3171/2009.11.SPINE09308
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01616412.1999.11758603
https://dx.doi.org/10.1080/01616412.1999.11758603
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.bsd.0000190560.20872.a7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/01.bsd.0000190560.20872.a7
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-014-3297-8
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-014-3297-8
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15202871/
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11420-019-09690-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11420-019-09690-2
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00007632-200208010-00016
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00007632-200208010-00016
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31815e39af
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e31815e39af
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e3181adc989
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0b013e3181adc989
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00002517-199508040-00003
https://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00002517-199508040-00003
https://dx.doi.org/10.3171/jns.1997.86.6.0975
https://dx.doi.org/10.3171/jns.1997.86.6.0975
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/9588468/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK499824/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK499824/
https://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmed.2014.00007
https://dx.doi.org/10.3389/fmed.2014.00007
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-009-0928-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00586-009-0928-6
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12178-016-9352-9
https://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s12178-016-9352-9

	Drains in Spine Surgery for Degenerative Disc Diseases: A Literature Review to Determine Its Usage
	Abstract
	Introduction And Background
	TABLE 1: Common complications of drain use in spine surgery
	TABLE 2: Summary of important literature findings

	Review
	The decision-making methods currently employed by spine surgeons regarding placement and removal of surgical drains
	Anatomical region of surgery: Anterior cervical spine
	Anatomical region of surgery: Posterior cervical spine
	Anatomical region of surgery: Thoracolumbar/lumbar spine
	Impact of drain duration

	Conclusions
	Additional Information
	Disclosures

	References


