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Abstract

Unilateral biportal endoscopy (UBE) has become an important minimally invasive technique for
lumbar degenerative diseases, where postoperative pain control directly affects early recovery and
long-term prognosis. Hydromorphone, a potent u-opioid receptor agonist, has gained increasing at-
tention in perioperative analgesia. However, it must be acknowledged that no high-level clinical
study directly targeting UBE surgery has been published to date. Therefore, this article conducts an
extrapolative systematic analysis based on indirect evidence derived from other types of spinal sur-
geries and different surgical populations, aiming to evaluate the efficacy and safety of hydromor-
phone in minimally invasive spine surgery analgesia and to explore its implications for UBE post-
operative pain management. By searching PubMed, Embase, Cochrane Library, Web of Science, CNKI,
and Wanfang databases, relevant systematic reviews and randomized controlled trials were incor-
porated. Available evidence demonstrates that hydromorphone patient-controlled intravenous an-
algesia shows no statistical difference from morphine in pain scores at various time points, but its
incidence of pruritus is significantly lower. Although neuraxial administration produces certain an-
algesic effects, itis accompanied by increased pruritus risk with limited net benefit. In terms of nau-
sea, vomiting, sedation, and respiratory depression, hydromorphone shows no obvious disadvantage.
Considering the moderate trauma and emphasis on early ambulation in UBE surgery, hydromor-
phone’s rapid onset and lack of active metabolite accumulation theoretically align well with its an-
algesic requirements, though cost-effectiveness warrants careful assessment. Within a multimodal
analgesia framework, combining hydromorphone with NSAIDs and regional block techniques such
as erector spinae plane block may provide effective and safe solutions for UBE postoperative pain
management. Given the scarcity of direct evidence, rigorously designed prospective studies are ur-
gently needed.
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FEEAE IR AT V5 o3 T B ) 28 SR HH R FEEME 5 B A hE 5 2 P 8 A N B R IR I A 2 i, Bt A
ERAL AR IR, FOER R B ETHER . SR ARERTIRTT BRCRE WA BOERE, T XGEE
W EEH A (Unilateral Biportal Endoscopy, UBE)E il 4ok Ak Je il A A R =0, B M EFIFRE . 4
PERE SRS, O 2 N T EHERAT PR R T[1] . UBE i 43 il G 57 WL 4 i Al
BfEmiE, BEORE T NBE T ARG, SORBIFRFARIRER M, EMEERE. BEmRET
[ 7~ R B I PR [2] -

R UBE BALGIH T AR RID THLGI, HARBIIFTIIR R EE BN RS R R = .
UBE A5 908 B SR IE = A FE V) A 4540 . ARk B g LE A RS, ARG LA 28 DL Ak
RLAH IR 2 b ANE S5 2 AN IATT[3] . A5 SRR R BEA 3 Rz i), ANOOIN B8 w7 S0 B AR A 175 25,
T RS I J5 18 P A T R A RS, T B ()0 ARV o B AT D RE K S PR AR AR s [4] . I R Ab
FHERAS) R (HE) 45 T AR A BUR & HZ BIRT T AR A W EAL, 2R T W12 A AR 5 %
A JFUN], FAZ O B A AN [RIE T WL 8 25 ) 0B T B, 3883 i ] BRE o 2880 7 144 S R AR
(7 B 9 /D> B — 2P IR ) B S A RAS RRSE,  SEBL “OR BT A B0 H AR [5].

Bl R 250 ke AR Ja B DL B A 2 . ARG P s E BB AR R D), (AR
JEL RO XI BRI ANE] . RS A, fE— e R BRI T GRS, JCHEX TR B R R g
BT BRI B PR EE NS, XA R B0 TE R o S M 2 g & AT A
Yy, & Tk w B S ARSI, A A g k) 5~8 fi5[6]. FEZiMNBN I OT T, A R AR
Tk T, B ) gk I B R, RS Dk s AR I S e 2 I TR A A AR i - 3-
HERERETR, ZACE IO 2 BEE, AN A VE VA P B R B ZE IR M R A ) RS [ 7] AE 22 A
JTHT, S R 1 2H R R FROVE P R S T e, 3 B (RIME SN BRI R A R A . XL
24 BSR4 AR o — AN RS DRI R 2 ik I [8]

SR, ZPR AR 2, B AT MG B4 BL UBE ARG 835 I 500 G i 2 M B BE AT L0 e s
R, DA UESE IR B HAR A AR (U e RS AR) SR A TR (i) & 7= e 4emf 7t . BRItk ASOF
JEH T UBE JR AR UESE B ELEE A 4N, T2 — B L T HEAEYE B AMEME RG0S SCAIT R 22 1P
ANYERE R, XTEUA A O FE AT B G i, BRI S G ME R R R A A TR BUR T B EEME, R
1454 UBE TR M B AE R s S BUR TR K, 70 2B E SR M BA T, [R5 AR L
mEE, LU UBE B T A B0 SRS AL BE 2 T A UE S, I 2410 1 &R Bk 5 2R kR A
FIT 1]

2. B E
2.1. REEESKE

AW ARG Z T PubMed. Embase. Cochrane Library. Web of Science. = [E %1 (CNKI) AT 77 5k iR
5516, For g i [A)ES FE NS0 B it e 22 2026 4F 8 H . iz R /S B ARG A T, &R
AR AR« e CORFEYRT CORMETR” “BRMIXGEENE” “UBE” “INgFEE
AR 2R EUR T s SRR TEEERE “hydromorphone”  “dihydromorphinone”  “postoperative anal-
gesia postoperative pain spine surgery spinal surgery” “unilateral biportal endoscopy”
“UBE” “enhanced recovery after surgery” “ERAS” “multimodal analgesia” . [RiFF TR 249 A SCHR
ZH AN, L 78 3R B G AT 72
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2.2. MANSHBRIRAE

INFRETG: 1) WFREACNBENU IRIRLS . RGP EL Meta 7075 2) WEAR SN B HF AR
(% UBE FAR)MBFEEBH (TR > 18 ¥); 3) THHAARNRER 7 EH 0 EESHEE, 4248740 4)
Yo EZELASE FH A B SR 2Bl BT s 5) kA T 2D — DS B0 SR Bl A A DS 45 R bR, BFEE
AIRFEIFIE BT R4 Rt A RN AR BB B R s,

HEBRbRE LSS 1) AEREHL BB 78T, B FIBE 7T R0t B 7 o) R AR 5 S RUA 273 5
2) S HERR (S T AR B IR 2T AR R G RESE BRI s 3) ARAR AT LRI 45 SR e s B s
4) B RFRRSCER(DOR B B i e 863) s 5) shWsSEie sl )~ it 7t .
2.3. WIREPWE REITM

EH P 44 BF L3 AL AT SCRR AT « BHRFR IR R S PP, FA8 X S5 IR, il oy B i 1 18 i v
fRuR, DAL 5] NEE = AW FUE EOE . FRIUN(E BASEE —EE . RREM IR, AR, F
REH, THAGHANT . MR St ERNET R FEAREREUE Lz e rt8dE. K
Cochrane i & XU PFA T 5 RoB 2.0 % g8 AN BEALGT XS 4T 77 152 B2 VP, R AMSTAR-2 &3
SN R GEPEA IMeta 43 #3047 R PEAi

3. /R
3.1 XEKERER

VIR AETRATAR G OCHR, 2208 JR Ik A e AN R iU R GL PP A/ Meta 0 3 F[9]-[11], LK ELHEEL
[AIFEAH < AT BE AL BRI AN PRI T 0 . IR 3 TR RGEPFH/Meta 7 i o 1 M HERR 5 e kb
B MER A A S RERR N S E WU A, W TR BIEPRSE S M P RER, ARSI iR
7 EBIIEUEEEA . AN RGVPN M EE AT A T3 1.

Table 1. Basic information of included systematic reviews/meta-analyses

& 1. AANRGITN/Meta FHNEXER

ELPNT REFA MATIFRE SRR FEEARE R Tbe Y
Li 4[9] 2024 8 Wi RCT 833 S e ] 5 M e AR RS B Ik R i A
Grape %5[10] 2024 6 T RCT 436 4 HEEE PO 5 0 L TR 47Nk P i fis
ﬁu; %ﬁﬁﬁfﬁ 2019 10 WRCT - SN e 5 v e FE 5 PR R R T 5 A1 ik

3.2. HBEMRITM

TEAR JG IR H AT, Li 5[9]1 Meta 2 HTiL A T 8 WiHHLG 503t 833 il & %, Rkt
BT AN HERE S S HE R R S BUR B . ARSI, WALEZ ARSI AU E SR VR S S R
EES RJG 8 /N HIL%Z(MD) —-0.42 (95% Cl —2.08~1.24, P =0.62), AJ5 12 /M MD $5-0.19 (95%
Cl —0.62~0.24, P = 0.39), AJ& 24 7~} MD 4—-0.22 (95% Cl —0.54~0.09, P = 0.17), AJ5 36 /N MD A
0.01 (95% CI —0.67~0.69, P = 0.98), A/ 48 /M MD *4-0.14 (95% Cl —1.25~0.96, P = 0.80). A5 i ] 55,
PIRS E AL THE RO TAE, H I 95%E (5 X I EEk | oS4k, 00 & 1 485 HE iz I T8
PRGEREANVE 73 BEC P R /N I R B 22 e (A 1 20 N A R = SR /NI . X —
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SRR, S HERR S HELE R EDRES TR S BUR SR T E M RAR B 25y, PR o R T
SEMIER SR .

TERJGIZFPIRA T HPImEE I, DA TEREAR A R . Grape S5[10109 RGN L 1 IVEAG THEE M
HRARGE T SN TR ) BRI KR, R LA S 47 Sk D S s v S S B TSR S 24 /N R SRR VR 4 B
iK% 0.4 53(95% CI —0.8~-0.1, P = 0.01), {HixX — [l i £ 0 A 148 31 PR B /)y B B 72 S i R, HL IR
BB . TS AR, FEZR TN AR S0 AR R R 70 M L
RONASG TF ARG

TERT 22y ST FHE T, Li SF[O1MBF A Ron, S HEER S5 M AR S 24 /N R 25254
SZItHELEEZR, SRRESHBURTIESRE TN, PP 205 BN 8RB 575 (1 i = 5e 24 &4
2, SRR T IR S AGT S 4 S L (S ERR 1.3~1.5 mg = Ak 10 mg) A M.

3.3. REMIEMN

3.3.1. =F|EE

JEPFESE BT R WA R RS2 —, FLRAENLENS K 25075 5 I H SRR A B PR 0 524k
MO . RS BRI Ay, (EF SBURE DA . s IR AR S, ™ 5 A A R R T
IY) CUBR IR A A RIS . AR5 R AR 5T, Li Z5[9]f Meta i i, SIS HERRIZL AR 5 24 /N
FEPE R AR BB T L, KUK EE Y 0.24 (95% CI0.09~0.66, P = 0.005), I 4 1) il i 15 32 3 JXU: PG T
2] 76%. X — 22 5 HA ARG 2 = ORI PR S, 5 S0 R 2H 2R ke e T P 55 1) 2 3 2 R 1 —
o HEPAR G EIR I RGN L1 AR LA 1, S0 R 2 a8 o XU . AT i E 2 (RR = 0.27,
95% C10.09~0.81), Hix—fRHAIEA R 27 (RS RF S« BN VRS . 6 A 45 24) 20 4
Hr P ORFFASE

SRIMT, LR 2538 R XK BT R . Grape Z5[10] BUHEE A (S I &/ s ek [ s Jise) it P
S IR 2 1T A 38 5 XU 38 2 3.1 4%(95% CI 1.6~5.9, P = 0.0005), iX— & ML N kiR %5 A4 & S0 HE R
RAFSURFERA MOCHATHE, MHEE NI AR BRI — R, S Rl =) 3 i vk B2 2o 6 8 e 2
AR T B T D SRR Il R

3.3.2. REEOIRRE

AR U IR P A B S5 3 A A . IR TR M S S R e KA B TR R E B R . Li 25 [9] 1) Meta
SRR, ESHERH SR ST 24 /NI BRI R AL RS THITE 35 25 5. Grape S5 [10]41 AR
PR P ) P 7 A A R IR B DA 5 8 Lo i XU (RR = 1.2, 95% CI1 0.8~1.8, P = 0.47). #IE A5
BURM RGN LIRS T — B0 R . BIRUESEER Y], TIRERIGE MR N4 2@ m TSNSk
FERG oMK I J7 T 19 22 4 PERFAIE S5 G MEAH AL, ANERUS 1 39 1 st TRV

3.3.3. IEHEER

o FE B AT s i 1) R SRR I SRS 5 R, 7 B B 2 T 2 A Li SR [9] A T R
S T 5 1 P T AR O T R R AE R RS £ . Grape ZE[10] AR 7T HH DR 85 R AR AF 7 5 B A 5
PP EA—E, RAEHET Meta /0TI, H & BRI FE35 AR AR S 75 20 KT TR ™ S .
WIS, EHBIERFEIEE P, S HERE 1B (E T4, A% Tk,
3.3.4. WREORHDHY

I MR 00 ) A Sy 248 2430 e 772 L P AS RO, A A I PR R T PE 3 1 B S 2 S B oy DRV ) 22 4 ) R
S R (AU P P T T P R RS R A A, AN EL A N -6 2 B I I AR PR R A R v M, X
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A T — A E AR S SRTIAEBUA IR ARBT FT b, PP & 15 WA, Li S5[9]401 Grape
S5 [10 AT T2 353 A S T S ) R £ 45 ok FE 2 2 [ WP IR A ) B 2B 3007 A AE GE i 2 B 3 22 5. KT RE S
F I T A R R A KU A S U ™ o DA S A R e AN DU R 5 WA o5 W T
BIIREA A B AIFMERRIPIR T R A A0 S5 m e 8, S ERR ) B R 55 U5 155 2 1 TR PR A 7T
T UABE .

34. RUBREHIERREREX

LRE LIy RO 22 A 5 T IR 8 263 AR T S U R PR e PR 1 3R 2 BT HE PERC R . i K R
F HAZ B (PCA) R AR {E UBE R BUR T BERHER IR 2 7, EEE TNl 58—, #
Jik PCA AT fit 5k PCA RIS HOBURALCR, T2 UBE RJGAMIZHIFIEAZNR, B, #ikigie ™A
e o R A A R S AR T, X RS E AR R L MR R AR BRAE A BT P SR R B
f U E HICH B AR OME; 25 =, #hk PCA ANFIMEIIGLIK it AL FER 1, AR T BB ARG
REFERERSIF NS 5 L ITh R BRI R RN Zk; 2800, PCAREMSHE RiE, RS B MA
S BEAT R E , S R AL R

HAELZ TN, A P 25 24 (R AP Bk [0 65 i) R AR B RE S it — 5 A B AR, (BRI PR 20 )1 28 e
WEREZIN 0.4 73, ARiEFm R/ NE E 22 R M BIAE, IR ST 3 b L, KU - SRat A
AT HEHAET . 456 UBE FARBIGIEN . (E B RIBCHE IRE 5, HEE N 4 25 0 BIVE AR AR = R kit —
ARG T Him ARG . B, fE UBE RJSBURSEEC, #ilik PCA RAE 2 e HERR ) & 45 251842,
HERE P AR AT FERFIR T 00 T (R 588 T KB 2R 24590 S B A EE BT WA 2 R ) i AR 18

4. 7Fig
4.1. SMEHEEEE UBE REZEREBEPHNAEEN

UBE FARBAEI /N T HIRTFAR, (ARG FIWIRIEH LU LA 2R 2R EE 2 AN 20T,
A — 2 B — WL M DA SE IR AR B BCR . 7E 4T ERAS BRIz HE M R, 2REUR O K
4 UBE T ARMHE B A AR dEa . SR 2 U0 7 R A5 LU E IR DO S B a S By B IR S 44
LR VR N BRI 2], AR AT UE A8 AR HE TR P R 5005 7E G Rl b m FH B S 2454 LA Skt o 6
PRI s [ A 4 DA DX g EL S B AR SR o B0 BRI 5 0 SR {off P BT 24 24 Ak B Ao 22 5 3R O B 29[ 12] o

TEIX — Z B CHE AL, S0 MR AR PR BT A% O 2 . AT RGO S SRR, A
N MERE S5 S MEAR LG, EORUE RIS BUR R AL AT &, S gt 7 RARE kA . X— B XT UBE FA
BFH A VISR X IR BT RR IS BUR V) O ARORE, 38w iR (0 & 3 B3 R 2
FE, Wk 1R 25 A B FAE SN RSO o A P A 8 T . AU P 4 T T P A L TR
e, NHGEHTAREEREER BRI SR . KT UBE X 2R E e M M TR, B 7 Z R
PEL ATEEE R e A VE R B, S HER K PCA 3 B bR S E0R e (i 7 & 0.2~0.4mg, T 5k
¥ 0.1~0.2 mg/h, PCA HLUKIENN 0.1~0.2 mg, B [A] 6~10 73%0) CL7E 2 HCollfn R SE e HR 45 250 1IE[13],
8 TR RHE) ™ S .

4.2. SRR R RBGYHELERSRE

FRUGEESN, IR R R 4SS RIS B9 25 R JE BB it 2 ANSE Vb . S HERR{E FH £ 3~4 /)
I, J& & PCA FFELB; HAMBI 28I, MR ME. 52, i 2 o 2k
WL P R G HIE A, LI HAAE QT MM KX RAELEARIRREITH
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AR ARG BT I AE[14], (HEHEEE 2%, HATshZ S SHEld 5500 il 2 2R HEMEIAR
e Y LR v o B

4.3. XEMEHS S BEERHEE D

IRk 75 5] 5 N B LT 1 BEL 7 (Erector Spinae Plane Block, ESPB)ZE A F: A J& 4 v 52 Sk sk ik
Z MK . ESPB & — AR fRIE 22 4 (1 9K 5 FEE 1] P TR0 BELA B A, 36 3 4 S 30 PRI 24 5 T R LS
TR 2 11 18 55 B ) R, 25 0 5 Pt TR 7 50T BELVAT A 0 T SO S, i ik 22 75 B 1) i 2 B L K R [15] o
— e UBE TR RTHE MERE L RS [16]R W, RAT/THEME ESPB #8682 35 08/> UBE R KRG
24 /NIRRT SR, [RIN GE BB AREREREW5r. 53— DU [171 4 S e 2 & PR~
AT ESPB, TEMEMERL G A JGHEUS T R 4T IR AR .

W LR SEBOT A 2 UBE AR R 2 R FH 2 Mk B J) R 24 55 Jite ESPB B(Y) IR, RIS &
Fp kA S HER] PCA TR “ XIPH + 2580”7 MXUZE B, X —HE 77 REER LA aiE:
X 3 B 5 P AR A B [ (1 = 0, ek AN R B A 5 B4R N s ik PCA 1T R IE RO K PR SR A2
I R BRE A EE— DU BT R a I, BRI E AR AN RS S R ) 5 0O R
MAEHAE R PCA Wit Refe POl i hl AR sl . SRIM, H AT E = L 1146 UBE RIS UF B & g
(R R IR 7, S SHERR (E A R R 25 i B T ESPB (0BG . BRI & LA B Ho AR 5 Bk B
RN R HRHR I N ZSE, S5 5 TR PR BE AL FRR S0 T DA 56

4.4. IEESMERRERIMT: UBE MRIELES SIIDHEEZ RS AYER 4

ARG W T I A% O 7 V2 R AE T, BT G518 2505k B IR B2E 3 IO AN HE, 17 AN A 25k B vk T
JENFES B AR NTEZ I TE 5 HEAE BRI R 75 SR RAR A o AR N X — [ R, DAMERA J 58 AN S04
WIS I YE

e, MWERRIESMRERE, UBE FARMAI EZ4E R THEFZURB . T I B s
Bt DX ek, FLAR DAUR S AL SR A R0 SORE IS T, AR S5 48 AR A 2 s R sl T T o R AT 48 . X 5
FAFE R A5 AT AR R X ——J5 3505 B 5 MR AT BN A T AR AR Rk ] FRO A (] SR A3, L M 4975
JFE . LA B B AR G MR ) B3 = T UBE. XA, TERlE F AR 1520 A HERH ] &4
WRTRemf 7 UBE ISPk, HEEM S SRAMEEMADENARKN . H—H, HEEARE
BRI AR S S FARES ENER—H B =B E 2 NER L, U DR AT e i N
T, HIEGR A B A (A0 AR S 3G . 8 1 RRAR) B35 s 2 ) o A SRR B A 45 & 2, A5 M
Z U AN ER UBE NBERT, 5 R FF e 5 o

HW, M UBE FASTEURIIZ OIFRKE, HAIREgee T 88 ARG 50N A BRI RS 3h
DA HE D REVK A3 R0 o IX SRR R 7 R AR & LLURRHE: O se s il i 42 5 (B
5. AR, WS ERISE R @ ALl EEE, URmrER I MREESS5E; © AR
SRSE(JT A BRI L) AR, DU i 25 3 43 R BRI R H [ 32 3l N 2R FRDRS 0 FH i i

AT R R R, B KAE 2) AR R, & A R BT AR B AR O R R s AR, AR
R R AR R B RS AR TR D 2 ERR IR, AT, UBE RJGANRIE T B &R, HM
T SR AT BRGNS L BB FR R, 4l PCA BUIKE S B2 M A G sk Z 10 Rk, 258 %E R
PEAT T AE UBE B Hh LUS . 1 IR A AR BB 8 o 3 B 5 AR B A

4.5. AT : SREEESRODELKFEER
FEWGPR RS, 25W))7 205 LA B R LB R4ERE, (HAESATE) T RIE B R KNE R, 5
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T RN S EE R REA T B A SR L, 255 B AR B 2R ——E N T EE
e (2 ma/S0) I A £ HE(L0 mg/S) ) 3~5 1%,  HA M MRS H =5 5 1 & Y PCA R HE, WIHE
PERERRS MRS AT . SRTIT, ] B 00 24 i AN A BB A RE SR T S I e BE AR BF I 4H IR R 251N
R AR L AIHESRREAT R A U -

S A R 2 I 24 it R S PCA A AT, (R AR PR e XIS P RE DBl L 24 L 4 AL B
AL B G SO o A DO A B T R S LA B N bR, BT BB R AR A R AR A BLA B
TUHARUE S BEAR AL BGE IS 7)o 2257 0P O L [RIIF N 24 s B 24 . 4P BRI L O AR AR B AT B
H, TA B ELBL R S 54

LRI v 5 2 et v P A5 S M R R 1 I U - RO e 2 T AT IR I A
REZK:, FTUAIER M Z I 6T UBE A Ja PR B e (U 22 5 BOsl s FR) . SR AT Bl Ay
LW TR TE SRR KU B, K SRR £ — 2k PCA 250 0 PR 3R i KR TR FL 24 i A
HA RIFHIRARKGILE : TR T 095 B, PRI K, LAk A 25 (NSAIDs + X £ 1t 22 A ) RIV AT A 237 il
PR FRIAR DARE R, LA 2 e R T T R AN L% B O e D 22 A0 3%, LS e e e e 25 i 11 D9 5
FURSAS Rt iR B A I, 3 U5 B TORE A R i 7 A AR 9 I 28 4R b, SR i VA B i 6 B
JRA R g LU S bR E T, 8 B RARGR IR I o [ B3 N R AR R A R B S2iiE s, R e 245 8 BT IR R
AR RIS .

4.6. B/IEENAES RRYE

B E IR AMEE R BRAMBAIE S SR KA, ARG HTC HIE LA LA TR A L. 55—, SR
FE S HEERE K BRI TT 5. PCA SRR E UL A 25384 A Te 4 — 8 XM R S Bk vl e AE —
SERRE LRI g R ARG PRI A . 55, Grape SE[L10]4T X AR A 0 MERR (1) R G0 VP 4 FLIEHE
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