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Abstract

Background: The timing of drainage tube placement following multi-level MIS-TLIF remains controver-
sial. Objective: To review drainage strategies and the impact of blood loss on decision-making. Methods:
Domestic and international literature from databases such as CNKI and PubMed was evaluated for the
impact of different strategies on postoperative recovery. Results: Intraoperative blood loss is the core
indicator in decision-making. For high blood loss (single-level > 300 mL or multi-level > 400 mL), im-
mediate placement significantly reduces hematoma risk. For low blood loss (<100~150 mL) without
dural injury, a selective non-retention strategy shortens hospital stay and lowers infection rates. Post-
operative drainage > 200 mL/24h offers no clinical benefit and increases infection risks. Conclusion:
Drainage decisions should be dynamically evaluated based on blood loss and multidimensional vari-
ables (e.g., dural injury, anticoagulation status, and comorbidities); implementing individualized man-
agement under a risk-stratified decision-tree model facilitates perioperative recovery.

Keywords

Multi-Level MIS-TLIF, Drainage Tube, Timing of Placement, Blood Loss, Individualized Treatment

Copyright © 2026 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|8
1.1, =

WA 2 B RACHERE AN, FEAERAT VRSN A AR F BT iy, TR T 1 2 RN 2 g B ME 1] 28 5%
HHRE IR AT VR AR T M B B0 A S O E DR P A T B o Al 2 A ] F L AR AE [ ik 5 R (MITS-TLIF) %
AR FARBIEA N OB, BARGITF AR R Z A TARRALC0 . i BH KRR
Mo SR, REREIEOR H-RE, ARJE51IVE 1% B AR IR RSB PR AE B2 4l AR G048
MR R, 2B 5 E GEA R ERAR DX AT REM AR ML b e A8 H X T 7 s A A/ L i (SEH) B
B AERVR 0 R e IR EL A L o {HAE 2717 Bt MIS-TLIF X Fh @I A X AT 42 T 5 T, A& 15 A7) 75 1706 o L

1.2. IR

HAET, #0565 MIS-TLIF AR Ji5 51t 22 B N AR BRbr e 10 L it e B = . St s ie th, #8
MIS-TLIF IR A, H % 8 5 HARRWHERK SEH KAEFR TR ERHA[1]. MR, i
FERH 51 2% B PT Re S EU) VB GR ARS: b EE 3 2E R R R B (] b EAE R SEAR f5 R RIS
SR, SEAANUE BUE PRI B 5 TE I RN IR 5] O . WP IR R IE LS 224 R, BIR AR
BELER R TR AT T, A B T3 — D BRI e XU I 2 3 R B R G R R . BRIk, 4o
FTFEAS RN S TR R, ARAEA P AR DR Ve 22 B LSRR PR, TR M BE HE f0) Ak a
R f g i) BB LR 2]

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1662248 527 Il R 125 23k i


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1662248
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

VS, BRH

1.3. BS5EX

GG AR R SRR 2T 2 47 B MIS-TLIF ARJ5 51AE % BN B SCIR, RE0 2 R4k
TIPS M B AR DR S I ROE R AL A R o 3 3o [ PN A BB T 0 B R 1R 45 5 BHIE 73 T
PRI AR SR BT SR AE 21 BUM B AR AP TAT MR . A LR TR A8 Dt PR B2 A ) v b o 10 Bl AR Y0
BT SRRSO, HOAARRZ O KRR ST T RIS H A %

2. MIS-TLIF RF5I;R"EN»EM4
2.1. BN R SIRENLEMSZMEIRE

FEAEGITHAEAET AR, SR 102 By — FbR AL 10 2 S ORI i, RO T HE
ARIEAR XIS MSER, A RIRER LT ALGMRIEAR I, 8IS 510 RT LA 2 PR 5 41 1
Fi A A R, FB R ZR AR 52 T, TR AR FFRE o SR Al B A R R e RS, S8 AR P T
R, RS AR RO B 2 pUERR T I . AN, SIARE R R FRAROR XS LS
ANREEA G FAE L, #E— RERE L G 8 AR5 M A IE AR K. Bk, SHRE % EA DGR
IR T B AR PR 5 A XS . BT A8 U1 AT 3 P A R it

2.2. MIS-TLIF 5% FRMER LI

METALGHIIT T A, MIS-TLIF FEHLH & MR a5, B /NFAR D) DA R K 3R]
o XA A RO B T AR I A B AR L R A R R AR (3] S R
MIS-TLIF B3 (AR 5 B TP AR [4], B S5 R A i i B G w28 4524 1) R AR 3 oK
DI B ERAE TG IN[5]. fEXFRET, W2 LI ABEEE MIS-TLIF Hifti] “HMER " # &
P, T IRBARYE P AR SR R IR AE R AR L, R BN “RRIEE S i “ MRk

rowll

R

23. T3 RRIBAIH B IRE SRR

B AL OB S AR N, AR 51U BRI 51O A0 SR BT N I PRALET o B A A H 1
B HARM SRR 8, YL IeRY], e ANESIE 5 MSIRAME, EARRIFK
RERAER L RFEZER6], FRAFARZEXNE, LoIRRISAERRLEVENRTIE T, REW REEEE
(KPS CEBES [8], f BEARTEE (R AT B e BB TE AT R RUE o X — R BN AL MIS-TLIF B A& B it 1
W UE R AU, WA IRTT “AEHEZ EIN AL BN T I E T 2 RE I R B3 .

3. SIRERENRFHH SR
3.0. RPRRRE: SHERFRANENRESIZE

TER TSR AL Getf A R b, R b R 222 B 5 1R — BN 2 17 B MIS-TLIF FARBIFRMETT 5 .
HIT 2B L Z BV E L S A I 18] DA K 22 A 1) B P i 5 A B, R rh B R K
BB AR RIS I XS i g TR BET R, XSRS B0 5 RO B R B A B AT . R R
PMEERE, BIZIEE 51 B0 E EOEAE T HEBR AR5 I AL 58 (7], B R AN 15 )
CURITY e AT A 205 875 A6 RS & AL f o 5 8 B 2 AR 0 T30, AR IR i JER e R A 22 T RE A0 13 A A A XL o
JE MBI T AR L0007, (BAEARER 2 AN R e R8s K 2 W BUR G, H RN %) %2 B 5
RV 2 2 E VORI R B 2 A % 0T B

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1662248 528 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1662248

IV, BRH

3.2. EEMFEERROEEKRESIRRAE

B 25 N3 5 2 AP EHERAS) B & I0RAL, 2715 BL MIS-TLIF AR rhREGE FEMEAS B 5] 1) SRmE T 4R
SRNSRUE o MG SR I T AR S A KU DA BEAT 22 A k3R, TARE BT “HEEE” B8],
ARG RBT FCIESE, AE2 7 BUT AR, F5 AR v I 42 ) B AR HL R UL 2 21 WY A A RS 43 47591, ANBH L5
T e S 35 el D AT IR B R AR R, bR B A R A B ST EE[ 1070 T A SO ) 2 R PR 22 A= R 4% %
ARDCIE MR IS AERIWT g0 BIETUHR 6 T3 A2 R 58 2 P AR XU 22 3 BRI, b 51T HUR L
AR P R A2 200N 5 T X AR o O Y I B e e 55 5 JFRE R 9] SR AR SR AT 17 - 455 B 21 22 B R A2
DR o £ ) L J s 3 XS

3.3. STERSETRFRERK LHERIHE

Z Bl MIS-TLIF f£ 5] Stk 5 I 5 LE 4 BEP AR O™ IR BB . 2 FARITBEWRE L2
ME B YIRR A RE RN SHEIR] B 2R R, IR SR IR L B 1R A R B A A S [ 117 X LA
TR, JE 21T BET AR I S ARG FFACRE RS B 5 e - 1 BL[12], EIFARRTA 271 BUBE R RE A
WAGIR R . M, FERR LA AT RTHE T, XU ) 22 35 B RUR B AN B SR, fE
i R L FE S (AT SR B I T, JRE 51 1 9 St R BAR SR R XUz o X — e Bl 2B
TR R I ML ZOREE A A AT 51 T OB 5 B TE A R AR S, S SE IO R A RS 70 J2 A B
(LS

4. Rt &5 |HRELERKHF R
4.1. RHMESS5|IREREMELHERXY

AR Il & 2 B AT IER P 2 95 Bt MIS-TLIF RJ5 252 B 5l E iz 0 s igbs . BEFGIESE, B
MIS-TLIF A P8 F A A 2R i e 8 Ak 4 o 7 S /K AELFE AR HR HE I 300 miL (1 v AR B4
% B T T e 0 3 PR AT A i i A i b B A AR 1) R AR F[13]. AR N R IR 2 AT B MIS-
TLIF FAR, AR T 400 mL B, #8022 B 51RE RO HH GRS I E. M2 T, #
AR H LB A E 100 mL DAY, AR A 5T 2 B 51 A A FH AR A I s/ I ARE ARIAIE A, i v] e A
S S T B e R - AR T S K R AR B TR o DRI, SR 2 P /N RO I R (25 A P #
SR TR 28 A5 V8 E - 00X (1 B 253 /K IR [14].

$of IR B AL BB TS 5 AOA% O SCER AT VR B AT R B, SRR AR BT M 45 18 AR AE — E R .
B, SCRE“300 mL BIE " AR 5T 2 R H IR A A B v, AR RU2E THRE AR B RO ELING 30 B0 S I R 1 15
{EJRPRYEAE T R BE™ K X 3 BT B S 2 BCF AR, B a2k i & (5 7 E fa s i “400 mL
B FEEWZ RET 2 BE3 MB)MROAIR S, HRRMELE T 2 N Ot 7, FEAREHXTA R,

BB Z [0 Z FTUAFAE “300 mL 5 400 mL” (B % 5, HRAFRNAET: H—, ZHEFAR
BT SRR ), AU AR f SRR BRI 2R I 2 2 v TR B, B L 52 AR A (AR R s 5
=, AFEERTTHBEAR S A AR R AR 5 & G405 5 b i B AR AR . R
FAHEESR, BSHANZOSEREE -, B KR0S SREEEIMEK R IEMES, H4%K
L5 % R S R, A BB A AR B 00 380 A I e 1 3 XU 56 AR - R, IR SR D) R E B
EHR—HE, MR REE IR, SR G R R R (L 1),

4.2. RF5IREMNSRHBESREREBHRR
AR M RIE 1196 % B R, WEEZE AR SR AR 15]. BHFCREL, R

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1662248 529 I IR 2= =23t e


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1662248

VS, BRH

PESER SN MM, ARJ5 R 5 Rl BB M 161, 28T, WmPARAELEH, AR5 510
BIFARM 2 BAE, 4 24 DIFASIRE L 200 mL, FFORAEE 3 BOE B ARG KR ECR[17], HARKR
AR I ARE R AR (18] AHB, IR S1LAT T REVR A S RE A R AORE , e TE 3% 2 I 10 AT Tk e
SEARER[19]. RARRIEIREEL, ARG 5100 BN AR I 8 A A A R ZS SR o 24 175 L HEAT A 14
ULHC, 3 4%E HIEsRKE SR LIS UG, AT Se3l 5 A8 1 B R 2

43. Mo BER TR MELS | RETE R

BT AR b R I R KU 23 2 AR SR SR RN 2 1B MIS-TLIF B AR WIS S 7 ). 1%
W F IR A R B R A BOIR DL TR BB B A R . BRI, X T AR H
IfE/>F 150 mL % 200 mL AR B, SREUE PR A 22 B 51 A (1 5RE e 8 G 20> =97 70, Bf
RIS B Lk JRUIS: , ANTIT I AR Ji5 BR S AR o TG 7 AR v H afi i 300 mL $L %2 400 mL (147 AU S 3
JeHRERE . 2B BRI, ARSI B SRE N T X HE B L TR A i i f A
2R BA AT BARHIIE R E[20] o 185 3% PRI AT S RORS v DR B, I R = A= W A AR B AR 22 V)
AIHR N, PSR A Ab S5 IEE AU, SR R 3R s i R A2

NT ¥ LR Z BT HIGRAMERER TR, A SR ML LT, W
PLF MIS-TLIF AR J5 5t SR AL (L] 1),

AR5 RREIFERR

|
v v

TERRR/ AR TERRSTEETTRRIR

l :

WIREE (FHEZ)

T R PSR R
|
v v
> 300-400 ml < 100-150 ml
RIRRE AR WP AR
(FERRER] (EBEER]
B (> 70%) *hEF
AR R “FRRERS
ETRCINBE) E/TBE
RBIHIBRE/ R “JRMIAEERS
IR E AR ) BB

Figure 1. A decision-tree model for postoperative drainage after MIS-TLIF
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