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Background. One of the most common vertebral malformations that lead to the occurrence and progression of
congenital scoliosis is disorders of vertebral formation. Most specialists adhere to the active tactics of surgical correction
of spinal deformity in early childhood.

The aim. To evaluate the variants and causes of the transpedicular spinal system destabilization, which is not related
to the violation of its integrity, in the surgical treatment of children with congenital spinal deformities.

Materials and methods. The case histories of 286 children under the age of 6 years undergoing surgical treatment in
H. Turner National Medical Research Center for Children’s Orthopedics and Trauma Surgery between 2014 and 2019
were analyzed. Depending on the outcome of the surgical treatment, the patients were divided into groups: the main
group (n =7) included those with spinal system destabilization and the control group (n =12) consisted of those
without spinal system destabilization. During the study, the sizes of the bases of the arcs adjacent to the abnormal
vertebra, the magnitude of the scoliotic and kyphotic components of the deformation, and the correct position of the
supporting elements of the spinal system on the Gertzbein scale were determined.

Results. Patients of the studied groups were identified according to their age and the magnitude of scoliotic and
kyphotic components of spinal deformity. The average diameter of the arc base in the studied groups varied (p < 0.05).
In all patients, the complete correction of the congenital curvature of the spine was achieved after surgery. In the long-
term postoperative period in patients of the study group after radiation analysis, the malposition of supporting elements
relative to the base of the vertebral arch and a loss of correction of spinal deformity by an average of 25° were revealed,
which required the repeated surgery in order to restore the stability of the spinal system and to correct deformation.
Conclusions. The reasons for the spinal system destabilization during the correction of the spinal congenital
deformations are the peculiarities of vertebral anatomical-anthropometric parameters in the curvature zone, as well
as tactical aspects during surgery. The main reason for the spinal system destabilization without violating its integrity
is the small size of bases of adjacent vertebral arches relative to the abnormal one. The small size of the bases of the
vertebral arches and the significant amount of necessary correction of congenital spinal deformity necessitate the
installation of a longer spinal system in order to restore physiological profiles in the curvature zone.

Keywords: congenital scoliosis; monosegmental spinal malformations; hemivertebra; hemivertebra excision;
destabilization of metal structure; screw malposition.
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O6ocHoBanue. Hapymiennsa ¢opMupoBaHus IIO3BOHKOB OTHOCAT K OHOMY M3 CaMbIX PAaclpOCTPaHEHHBIX IOPOKOB
PasBUTHA NTO3BOHKOB, IPUBOJAIIMX K BOSHMKHOBEHMIO M IIPOTPECCUPOBAHNI0 BPOX/IEHHOIO CKOMMo3a. bonpmmacTBO
CIIeNMa/IUCTOB NPEANIOYNTAET OCYIIECTBIATh XUPYPIUUECKYI0 KOppeKuuio fedopMaluy I03BOHOYHMKA yXKe B paHHEM
JETCTBE.

Ilenp — OLeHUTb BapMAHTBI U [IPUYMHBI AECTAOMIN3ALNY TPAHCIEANKY/IAPHOI METa//IOKOHCTPYKI[UY, He CBA3aHHbIE
C HapyIIeHNeM ee LEeIOCTHOCTH, IPU XUPYPIUIECKOM JIeYeHUN AeTell ¢ BPOXAEHHBIMU AedOopManysMiu IO3BOHOY-
HUKa.

Marepuanst u Meroasl. [IpoanamusupoBaHbl uctopun 6ojesHeit 286 feTell B BO3pacTe [0 6 JIeT C BPOXKIEHHOI Je-
¢dopmarueil I03BOHOYHMKA Ha (OHE M30MVPOBAHHOTO aHOMA/IBbHOTO ITO3BOHKA, IIPOXOAMBIINX XUPYPrUYecKoe jede-
Hue 8 HMMUI] perckoit TpaBMaTonorum un opronegyu uM. [VI. Typrepa B mepnop, ¢ 2014 mo 2019 r. B 3aBucumocTn ot
VICXOJIOB XMPYPrUUECKOTO JIedeHNs MaI[MeHThl ObIIM pacpee/ieHbl Ha IPYIIIBL: B UCCIERYeMYIO Ipymiy (1 = 7) BOLIIN
HAlMeHTbl C AecTabyansanueil MeTa/IIOKOHCTPYKLUM, B KOHTPONbHYIO (n = 12) — 6e3 mecrabmamsauuyu MeTaso-
KOHCTPYKIMM. B Xofie 1MccefoBanus ONpefensany pasMepbl OCHOBAaHMUII AYT NMO3BOHKOB, CMEXHBIX C aHOMAa/bHbIM,
OLICHUBA/Y BEMNYMHY CKOMMOTUYECKOTO U KMGPOTUIECKOTO KOMIIOHEHTOB HedOopMalny, KOPPeKTHOCTDb IOIOXKEHNU
OIIOPHBIX 37IEMEHTOB MeTaJUIOKOHCTPYKIUK 1o mikane Gertzbein.

Pesynprarel. IlanyeHTH He OT/IIMYA/INCh IIO BO3PACTHOMY IIOKa3aTe/I0, Be/IMYMHE CKOMMOTUYECKOTO ¥ KupoTmde-
CKOTO KOMIIOHEHTOB fiepopMaliuy MO3BOHOYHMKA, HO Pas3/IMYaINCh [0 TAKOMY IIOKA3aTelio, KaK CPefHUIT AMaMeTp
ocHoBaHMiT AT (p < 0,05). Y Bcex MalMeHTOB IIOC/Ie XUPYPIMIECKOTO BMEIIATeNbCTBA JOCTUTHYTA IOTHAS KOPPEKIUs
BPOXX/IEHHOTO VICKpMBJ/IEHM: [TO3BOHOYHMKA. B 0THa/eHHOM ITOC/IeOoNnepaiORHOM IIepUOfie Y MAIMIEHTOB MICCTIERyeMOolt
TPYIIIbI IOCTIE Ty4EBOTO MCCIEJOBAHNA BBIABIEHDI MaNbIOSUIMA OIMOPHBIX 3/IEMEHTOB OTHOCUTEIHHO OCHOBAHNA
AYTY TIO3BOHKA M IIOTeps KOppeKuuy fedopMalyuy IO3BOHOYHNMKA B cpefHeM Ha 25°. B cBA3KM ¢ 3TMM 6bUIO IIpO-
BeJleHO MOBTOPHOE XMPYPIUYecKoe BMEIIATEIbCTBO C 1Ie/IbI0 BOCCTAHOB/ICHMA CTaOMIbHOCTY MeTa//IOKOHCTPYKIIUN
" Koppekunu nedhopMarui.

3akmouyenne. [IpyarHaMu fecTabMIN3aLUM MeTa/UIOKOHCTPYKIMM TIPU KOPPEKLUM BPOXAEHHBIX fedopmariuit mo-
3BOHOYHUKA SBJIAIOTCA OCOOEHHOCTY aHaTOMO-aHTPOIIOMETPUYECKUX ITapaMeTPOB MO3BOHKOB B 30HE MCKPUBIICHNA,
a TaKoKe TaKTHYeCKMe acIeKThl XMPYPIUUecKoro BMelIaTenbcTBa. OCHOBHASA NpUYMHA JeCTabWIM3aliy MeTaJIOKOH-
CTPYKIMM 6e3 HapyIIeHNs ee IeMOCTHOCTM 3aKII4YaeTcd B Ma/bIX pasMepax OCHOBaHMA AYT COCENHUX ITO3BOHKOB
OTHOCHUTE/IPHO aHOMAJIbHOTO. Masble pasMepbl OCHOBaHMI [T NMO3BOHKOB M 3HAYUTENbHAA BENMYMHA KOPPEKIMK
BPOXK[IEHHOIT AeopManuy IIO3BOHOYHMKA, 0OYC/IOB/IEHHAs JOCTIDKEHNEM PAUKaIbHOTO VCIIPABICHNUS MCKPUBIIEHIS,
00yC/IOBNIMBAIOT HEOOXOAMMOCTb YCTAaHOBKM 0o0jlee MPOTSDKEHHON CIMHANBHON CHUCTEMBI C LIe/Ibl0 BOCCTAHOBIIEHNS
¢dusnonornyeckux npodueit B 30He VICKPUBIECHUA.

KnroueBbie cmoBa: BpO)KIICHHbIﬂ CKOJIN03; MOHOCETMEHTApPHbIE ITOPOKM MO3BOHOYHNMKA; ITOTYIIO3BOHOK; pE€3€KUMA
IIOTyIIO3BOHKA; ,[[CCTa6I/IHI/ISaLU/IH META/UIOKOHCTPYKINN; MaJIbIIO3MIVsA BUHTOB.

Most often, in the structure of vertebral
abnormalities, leading to a progressive course
of congenital deformities, vertebral formation
abnormalities occur [1, 2]. Most researchers adhere
to the active approach of the surgical treatment
of patients with congenital curvature of the spinal
column in case of disorder of the formation of the
vertebrae at an early age [3-5]. The main objective
of the surgery is to remove the body of the defective
vertebra with radical correction of the congenital
deformity using the surgical hardware and fixation
of the minimum number of spinal motion segments
but only those involved in the main curvature arch
[6-8]. To achieve this goal during surgery, in recent
years, a spinal implant with transpedicular support
elements has been used. The advantage of the latter
consists of the possibility of simultaneous affecting
all three columns of the spinal column, which
provides a reduction in the length of the hardware

fixation and preservation of the stability of the result
achieved in the long-term follow-up period [9-11].

It should be noted that in the available literature,
there are no data on the analysis of the reasons
for the destabilization of the spinal system with
transpedicular support elements in the correction
of congenital spinal deformity in pediatric patients.

The work aimed to evaluate the options and
causes of destabilization of transpedicular surgical
hardware, not related to the violation of its integrity,
in the surgical treatment of pediatric patients with
congenital spinal deformities.

Materials and methods

The study analyzed the case histories of
286 pediatric patients with congenital spinal
deformity with a single abnormal vertebra, who
received surgical treatment at the Turner Scientific
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and Research Institute for Children’s Orthopedics,
from 2014 to 2019. The study group included
patients of preschool age, which surgical treatment
was complicated by destabilization of the surgical
hardware, not associated with a violation of its
integrity.

Inclusion criteria. The criteria for inclusion
of patients in the study were the age of 1 year
2 months to 6 years, the presence of an isolated
malformation of the thoracic or lumbar spine, the
absence of abnormal development of the spinal canal
and spinal cord, the localization of the abnormal
vertebra from Th, to L, level, surgery from the
combined (anteroposterior and dorsal) approach,
use of only transpedicular surgical hardware for
deformity correction, the presence of four support
elements for the spinal system, and the length of
metal fixation of two neighboring vertebrae relative
to the abnormal one.

The exclusion criteria were congenital spinal
deformity in the presence of multiple vertebral
malformations, localization of the abnormal vertebra
at the Th,-Th; and L. levels, surgery only from the
dorsal approach, use of the laminar and/or hybrid
spinal system, and the length of the metal fixation
of three or more vertebrae.

The material of the study was represented by
the case histories of 19 patients with congenital
scoliosis with an isolated semivertebra of the
thoracic or lumbar spine. The gender distribution
was 10 boys and 9 girls. The average age of
the patients was 3 years 7 months (from 1 year
2 months to 6 years). According to the localization
of the abnormal vertebra, the distribution implied
that the semivertebra was located in the thoracic
region (Th,-Th,,) in 11 patients and the lumbar
region (L,-L,) in 8 patients.

Depending on the outcomes of surgical
treatment, the patients were divided into two
groups: the study group included patients (n =7)
with destabilization of the surgical hardware in the
early postoperative period (up to 6 months), and
the control group included patients (n = 12) without
destabilization of the spinal system. The control
group was formed by a targeted selection of patients
comparable in characteristics with the study group
patients from a general cohort of operated patients,
which corresponded to pseudorandomization.

All patients received a comprehensive clinical
and radiation examination before and after

surgery, as well as in the process of the case
follow-up.

Based on the X-ray of the spine in standard
views, prior to surgery, the variant of the abnormality
of the vertebral development and its localization
were determined, and the magnitude of the scoliotic
and kyphotic components of the spinal deformity
according to Cobb was evaluated (Table 1).

The diameter of the supporting elements of the
spinal system installed was determined according
to preoperative calculations of the size of the base
of the vertebral arches. After surgery, the residual
curvature in the curvature zone and the correctness
of the surgical hardware installation were evaluated.

According to multispiral computed tomography
(MSCT), the nature of bone pathology was
determined prior to the surgery, and the parameters
of the bases of the vertebral arches in the defect
zone were measured in detail. After the surgery, the
correctness of the installed supporting elements of
the surgical hardware relative to the arch root was
evaluated according to the Grade method, relative
to the bone structures according to the method
proposed by Gertzbein et al., and the scheme of
determining the correctness of the installed screws
relative to the bone structures SLIM + V* was used
[12, 13]. In addition, during control examinations,
the rates of formation of bone block in the
intervention site were registered over time.

Surgical intervention was performed to all
patients with a combined approach according to
the developed methods, depending on the abnormal
vertebra localization in the thoracic or lumbar
spine [3, 14]. The abnormal vertebra body with
the upper and lower discs was removed through
the anterolateral approach, and the posterior
bone structures of the defective vertebra were
removed from the dorsal one with the correction
of congenital deformity of the multi-support
transpedicular surgical hardware. Supporting
elements of the spinal system were installed only on
adjacent vertebral bodies relative to the abnormal

*The first part of the abbreviation is the designation
of the screw position relative to the outer walls of the arc
root, which is evaluated in a certain order: S is the superior
(cranial) wall of the arc root, L the lateral (external) wall
of the arc root, I the inferior (caudal) wall of the arch
root, and M the medial (internal) wall of the arch root.
The second part of the abbreviation (V — vertebral body)
is the designation of assessment of the position of the
transpedicular screw in relation to the anterolateral surface
of the vertebral body.

m Pediatric Traumatology, Orthopaedics and Reconstructive Surgery. Volume 8.

Issue 1. 2020



18 ORIGINAL PAPERS
Table 1
Characteristics of the patients under study
Age at the time Localization ?ve}:lra%)e diamfe tir Scoliotic Kyphotic
Groups of surgery of abnormal (:1 djtaceenta ifesrt(;b;a: (Eieformity, 9eformity,
(months) vertebra arches (mm) by Cobb by Cobb
1 1 57 L, 3.8 39 6
2 25 Th, 3.9 42 30
3 36 Th, 41 33 23
4 36 Thy, 4.1 26 45
5 21 L, 3.8 39 26
6 84 Th, 3.6 35 24
7 36 Th,, 3.6 40 48
M + m in the group 42.14 + 8.86 - 3.84 + 0.08 36 +2.23 29 +5.81
2 1 38 Th,, 43 34 10
2 40 L, 5.0 40 26
3 46 Th,, 5.1 42 40
4 60 L, 4.9 58 40
5 24 L, 45 62 40
6 48 Th, 44 38 24
7 48 L, 5.7 42 23
8 2 Th, 45 32 41
9 48 Th,, 5.2 40 19
10 35 L, 5.0 32 15
11 36 L, 5.1 24 15
12 70 Th, 4.7 36 10
M + m in the group 42.75 + 4.01 - 4.87 £ 0.12 40 + 3.22 29 +3.23

one. The intervention was completed by performing
posterior local spinal fusion and corporodesis in the
corrected position of the spinal motion segments.
The length of the surgical hardware in all cases
was two vertebrae (one spinal motion segment).
In all patients, supporting elements of the surgical
hardware were installed according to the free-hand
technique. After surgery, computed tomography was
performed to assess the correctness of the location
of the spinal system supporting elements.
Statistical analysis was performed using
the Statistica 13 program (StartSoft Inc., Tulsa,
USA) and Microsoft Excel 2010. The arithmetic
mean (M) and the deviation of the mean (+m) were
calculated. The normality of the sample distribution
was tested using the variation coefficient, relative

linear deviation, chi-squared test, skewness index,
and kurtosis value. To determine the statistical
significance of differences in paired measurements,
paired Student f-test and Mann-Whitney test
were used, and the significance level was taken as
p <0.05. To determine the linear relationship, the
Spearman correlation criterion (p) was used.

Results

Patients of the studied groups were comparable
in terms of age and the magnitude of both the
scoliotic and kyphotic components of spinal
deformity. However, when comparing the average
diameter of the base of the arcs, statistically
significant differences were registered (p < 0.05). For
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example, patients in the control group had a larger
diameter of the base of the arches (min 4.3 mm;
max 5.7 mm) compared with those in the study
group (min 3.6 mm; max 4.1 mm).

In all patients after surgery, complete correction
of local congenital curvature and restoration
of physiological parameters of the frontal and
sagittal profiles of the spinal column were noted.
The correctness of the installation of the supporting
elements of the surgical hardware relative to
the cortical laminae of the roots of the arches of
the instrumented vertebrae was evaluated in the
postoperative period, according to MSCT (in the
frontal view; Table 2).

The study also analyzed the correctness of
the position of transpedicular screws relative to

Table 2

Assessment of correctness of the installed support
elements of the surgical hardware according to
the methodology of Gertzbein et al.

the outer walls of the roots of the arches and the
anterolateral surface of the instrumented vertebrae
(Table 3), based on the MSCT data (in the axial and
sagittal planes).

When evaluating the correctness of the installed
support elements in patients of the control group,
the central position of the transpedicular screws
(Grade 0) was noted in seven cases (28 screws),
and the displacement of the transpedicular screws
within Grade 1 was noted in five cases (20 screws).
Displacements of supporting elements within
Grades 2-3 and simultaneous damage to several walls
of the base of the arch in patients of the control group
were not registered during our study (Tables 2 and 3).

In four cases of the study group, support
elements (16 screws) were located in the center

Table 3

Assessment of the position of the sulgporting elements
of the surgical hardware relative to the bone structures
of the vertebra

Position of the surgical

hardware screws relative

to the center of the arch
root, Grade

1 1 2
2

Groups

N[ |G| b W[
(SR S \S T I \S B B )

\S)
—
—

oo | O

O |0 ||| G| | W]
[}

—
(=)

0
0

—
—

12 1

B Damage of the walls
88 2 of the arch roots, according to
Groups § §§ SLIM + V*
kS S L I M \Y%
1 1 3 + + +
2 2 + +
3 1 +
4 1 +
5 1 + + + +
6 2 + + +
7 1 +
2 1 2 +
2 1
3 2
4 2
5 2 +
6 1
7 1 +
8 1 +
9 1 +
10 2
11 2
12 1 + +

Note. Grade 0 (full correct), the transpedicular screw is completely
located in the root of the arch; Grade I, displacement of the
transpedicular support element relative to the cortical layer of the
arch root by up to 2 mm; Grade II, screw displacement by 2 to
4 mm; Grade III, displacement by more than 4 mm.

Note. S is the superior wall of the arch root; L is the lateral wall
of the arch root; I is the inferior wall of the arch root; M is the
medial wall of the arch root; V is the vertebral body. *See footnote
on p. 17.
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of the arch root (Grade 0), and in two cases
(8 screws), the position of the transpedicular screws
shifted within Grade 1, and in one case (4 screws),
the degree of the displacement of the supporting
elements corresponded to Grade 2.

The study revealed an inverse correlation
dependence of the correctness of the installed
support elements of the surgical hardware on
the diameter of the base of the vertebral arches
adjacent to the abnormal one (Spearman correlation
coefficient was equal to —0.06).

In six cases in the study group, the transpedicular
screw perforated the anterior cortical lamina of the
vertebra, but given the literature, this complication
relates rather to technical errors in choosing the
length of the support element than to complications
of its installation [15].

In the majority of cases in patients of the study
group, the displacement of the transpedicular screws
was accompanied by damage to at least one wall
of the base of the arch, but despite the small size
of the bases of the vertebral arches, which almost
corresponded to the diameter of the transpedicular
screw, the support elements were installed correctly
(Table 2). In our opinion, such critical dimensions
of the bone structures of the vertebrae have become
one of the reasons for the surgical hardware
destabilization.

In the period from 3 to 6 months after surgery,
parents of all the pediatric patients in the study group
noted a deterioration in the form of appearance of
spinal curvature in the intervention area. There
was an asymmetry of the triangles of the waist,
the different height of the angle of scapulae, and

the presence of a muscular embankment. This was
the reason for visiting the hospital and conducting
a follow-up examination. After a radiation study,
the displacement of the supporting elements of the
spinal system relative to the base of the vertebral
arch was revealed, as well as the eruption of the
bone structures of the base of the vertebral arches
and bodies in the area of the transpedicular support
elements, and the loss of correction of spinal
deformity, which reached from 15° to 44° according
to Cobb (M =25 + 5.7°).

Based on the results of computed tomography,
malposition of one screw was detected in four cases
and two screws in two cases, and malposition of
three or more screws was noted in one patient.
There were no fractures of the rods or transpedicular
SCrews.

It should be noted that in all patients with
a congenital spinal deformity in the area of the
defect, pronounced values of the scoliotic and/or
kyphotic components of the curvature were recorded
(Table 1). During corrective manipulations, this
caused significant pressure of the transpedicular
screws on the bone structures of the vertebral
bodies. Despite the fact that some of the supporting
elements were installed correctly, a sufficiently
small length of metal fixation and small sizes of
the base of the vertebral arches contributed to the
eruption of the base of the arches and crushing of
the trabeculae of the bone of the vertebral bodies,
which led to the destabilization of the spinal system
(see Figure).

Because of the current situation, all patients
underwent repeated surgery (within 3 to 6 months

Radiographs of patient S., 1 year 9 months, with congenital kyphoscoliosis of the lumbar spine with the presence of

the posterolateral semivertebra L,: a — before surgery, the scoliosis angle was 39°, and the kyphosis angle was 26°%

b — after extirpation of the semivertebra with a combined approach and through correction of congenital deformity;
¢ — destabilization of the surgical hardware
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Table 4
Changes in time of correction of spinal deformity during restoration of surgical hardware stability
Spinal deformity at the time Residual spinal deformity after restoration
of surgical hardware destabilization, of the surgical hardware stability,
Patients by Cobb by Cobb
Scoliotic Kyphotic Scoliotic Kyphotic
component component component component
1 41 30 1 0
2 39 30 1
3 29 44 0 0
4 39 40 0 0
5 22 18 0 0
6 15 0 0 0
7 0 40 0 0

after the first surgery) only with the dorsal approach,
aimed at stabilizing the surgical hardware and
additional correction of the deformity that occurred.
The surgical hardware stability was restored by
installing additional support transpedicular bearing
elements one vertebra above and below the spinal
system installed previously, thereby achieving
complete correction of the scoliotic and kyphotic
components of the deformity (Table 4).

Discussion

The transpedicular spinal system enables to
achieve complete correction of congenital deformity
after removal of the abnormal vertebral body with
support only of neighboring intact vertebral bodies
relative to the defective one [3, 14, 16]. However,
when installing transpedicular surgical hardware,
there are several technical difficulties and problems,
as well as the risk of various kinds of complications,
primarily of a neurological nature [17, 18].

Several studies provide descriptions of possible
complications after the use of transpedicular
surgical hardware for correction of congenital spinal
deformity. For example, Ruf and Harms reported
complications resulting from the transpedicular
spinal system installation in 28% of cases, including
three fractures of the base of the vertebral arches,
three fractures of the rods, and two cases of
the deformity correction loss [19]. Zhang et al.
registered complications in 10.8% of cases (two
fractures of the base of the vertebral arches, two
fractures of the rods, one case of loss of correction

of spinal deformity, and one persistent surgical
wound), for which repeated surgical interventions
were performed [20].

The multifactorial nature of this problem
consists both in the characteristics of the congenital
defect itself and in the surgical aspects [21]. From
our point of view, several factors determine the
occurrence of the spinal system destabilization.
First of all, these are small sizes of the bases of the
vertebral arches (practically corresponding to the
diameter of the transpedicular screw), a significant
amount of the necessary correction of the scoliotic
and/or kyphotic components of the deformity to
achieve a radical correction of congenital curvature,
as well as localization of the abnormal vertebra in
the transitional areas of the spine (kyphosis apex
and thoracolumbar transition). A short length
of metal fixation (one spinal motion segment)
contributed to a significant load in the surgical
area. The combination of these factors resulted in
destabilization of the spinal system and, eventually,
the loss of the correction achieved during the
surgery. Most probably, the correctness of the
installed support elements, within the permissible
error (Grades 1-2), does not affect the spinal
system destabilization. In our study, destabilization
of the surgical hardware occurred in patients with
supporting elements installed correctly.

At the same time, it should be noted that the
localization of abnormal vertebrae (the apex of
thoracic kyphosis and the area of the thoracolumbar
junction) and the magnitude of the curvature
scoliotic and kyphotic components were equal
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in the comparison groups. The only difference in
the presented groups was the size of the bases of
the vertebral arches. In the group of patients with
destabilization of the spinal system, the average size
of the base of the arches of the intact vertebrae
relative to the abnormal one was 3.84 + 0.08 mm,
which almost corresponded to the diameter of the
transpedicular screw. In patients whose surgical
hardware remained stable throughout the entire
period of the bone block formation, the average
size of the base of the arches of the vertebrae
adjacent to the abnormal one was 4.87 + 0.12 mm.
In our opinion, short fixation (of only two
vertebrae located on either side of the abnormal
one) of the spinal motion segment in the area of
the defect induced significant strain on both the
surgical hardware itself and the bone structures of
the vertebral bodies, which resulted in the spinal
system destabilization. In view of the foregoing, in
the correction of congenital deformity and fixation
of the spinal motion segments in the region of
the thoracic kyphosis apex and in the area of the
thoracolumbar transition with small sizes of the
base of the vertebral arches adjacent to the abnormal
one, more extensive metal fixation is necessary to
not only restore the physiological profile in these
areas but also maintain reliable stabilization of this
zone throughout the entire period of the bone block
formation.

Conclusion

Destabilization of the surgical hardware
during correction of congenital spinal deformities
is caused by both the features of the anatomical
and anthropometric parameters of the vertebrae
in the curvature zone and the approach aspects
of the surgical intervention. The main cause of
destabilization of the surgical hardware without
violating its integrity is the small size of the base
of the arches of neighboring vertebrae relative to
the abnormal. When choosing the length of metal
fixation, it is necessary first of all to take into
account the size of the base of the arches of adjacent
intact vertebrae relative to the defective one, the
magnitude of the scoliotic and kyphotic components
of congenital deformity, and the localization of the
abnormally developed vertebra. The small size of
bases of the vertebral arches and the significant
amount of necessary correction of congenital spinal

deformity necessitate the installation of a longer
spinal system to restore physiological profiles in the
curvature zone.
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