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Abstract 

Abstract: The optimized enhanced recovery after surgery (ERAS) pathway in patients with early onset scoliosis (EOS) has 

not yet been comprehensively described. This study explored the efficacy and feasibility of an integral process of the ERAS 

pathway in posterior spinal fusion (PSF) surgery in EOS patients. A total of 70 patients were included in this study, with 35 

patients receiving treatment using an ERAS pathway designed and implemented by a multidisciplinary team. The remaining 

35 patients followed the traditional pathway (TP) perioperative care. Patient demographics, radiographic parameters, 

surgical data, and clinical information were collected and analyzed retrospectively. There were no significant differences in 

sex, height, weight, age, body mass index, preoperative hemoglobin level, fusion segments, number of screws, Cobb angle 

of the main curve, or surgical duration between the ERAS and TP groups. Regarding pain intensity, the estimated blood 

loss (EBL), first ambulation time, length of analgesic use, postoperative length of stay (LOS), drainage duration, drainage 

volume, and incidence of blood transfusion were significantly lower in the ERAS group than in the TP group. The ERAS 

pathway in EOS orthopedic surgery effectively reduces intraoperative bleeding, alleviates postoperative pain, reduces com-

plications, accelerates recovery, and shortens hospital stays. Therefore, spinal surgeons should adopt the ERAS pathway in 

EOS surgery. 
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1. Introduction 

The Scoliosis Research Society defines early onset scoliosis (EOS) as all types of scoliosis that develop within 10 years of 

age[1-2]. Early onset scoliosis, a common congenital disorder that develops in infants and early childhood, manifests 

primarily as scoliosis and spinal deformity and can lead to severe physical and psychological impairment, affecting the 

patient’s quality of life[3-4]. According to previous studies, early onset scoliosis is 4–8 cases per 10,000 births, with 

congenital scoliosis being the most common pediatric spinal deformity[5]. Clinically, common treatments for EOS include 

surgery, traction, and posterior spinal fusion (PSF) surgery[6]. PSF is a safe and effective procedure for treating early-onset 

scoliosis. Despite the safety and feasibility of growing fusion rods for EOS, the surgical treatment causes significant pain, 

trauma, and psychological stress in pediatric patients[7-8]. In addition, a series of complications after surgery, such as 

bleeding, infection, and nerve function impairment, can lead to prolonged recovery time [9-10]. The challenges of 

postoperative care for PSF surgery are reducing patient pain and complications from analgesic medications and facilitating 

recovery from physical trauma. 

Kehlet first proposed enhanced recovery after surgery (ERAS) in 1997 as a multidisciplinary and multi-modal method 

to improve the perioperative prognosis and rehabilitation of inpatients, enhanced recovery after surgery (ERAS) was first 

proposed by Kehlet in 1997[11-12]. ERAS is a comprehensive system that combines medical, therapeutic, and 

psychological approaches to accelerate postoperative patient recovery [13]. 

Previous studies have shown that different specialties have demonstrated the advantages of ERAS in improving 

postoperative patient recovery and reducing the length of stay (LOS)[14-15]. The ERAS protocol consists of a series of 

evidence-based perioperative care approaches, such as reducing surgical stress, providing early nutrition, and preventing 

nausea and vomiting[16]. However, the optimal postoperative recovery approach for patients with early-onset scoliosis has 

not been systematically or comprehensively described. We compared the effectiveness of the traditional and ERAS 

pathways in postoperative rehabilitation care for patients with early-onset scoliosis. 

2. Materials and Methods 
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Our team received approval from the Ethics Committee of Chengdu No.11 People's prior to the start of this study. Informed 

consent was obtained from all study participants. The inclusion criteria were as follows: (1) Patients with EOS undergoing 

growing rod treatment, (2) those in good physical and psychological condition, (3) those who underwent posterior spinal 

fusion (PSF) surgery at the end of the growing rod treatment, (4) without vertebral column resection (VCR) osteotomy, and 

(5) no other neurological disease. The indications for PSF surgery were scoliosis > 50°, Risser sign > level II, onset less 

than 2 years, and no other disc pathology. The exclusion criteria were haematological disorders, abnormal preoperative 

hemoglobin levels, neurological abnormalities, poor compliance, and other conditions that prevent following the ERAS 

pathway. 

Our institution began exploring and implementing the ERAS pathway protocol in 2018. The patients received 

traditional perioperative care (traditional pathway group, TP) before the ERAS protocol was implemented, after which they 

experienced enhanced recovery after surgery (ERAS group). It should be noted that patients in both groups received the 

same surgical approach from the same surgical team. Posterior spinal fusion (PSF) surgery after the rod-lengthening 

procedure is described as the creation of the location of the growing rod and pedicle screws on the dorsal surface and the 

placement of the screws and growing rod according to a standard surgical path. A vertebrectomy was performed to correct 

the curves. The treatment of postoperative complications and discharge criteria for all patients were the same. 

Before the ERAS protocol was developed and implemented, routine pathways for perioperative care after the same 

team performed PSF surgery. A multidisciplinary team of specialists, including spine surgeons, nurses, anesthesiologists, 

psychologists, and nutritionists, designed and implemented a standard ERAS approach based on enhanced recovery after 

surgery and evidence-based medicine. The protocol was finalized after months of discussion and modification by a 

multidisciplinary team. A nutritionist and psychologist optimized the patient's condition by providing assessments of mental 

health and nutritional status. A comparison of the procedures performed between the two groups is presented in Table 1. 

The discharge indicators for both groups were similar, including good vital signs and mental status, normal feeding and 

defecation, no fever or wound infection, pain relief, no interference with daily life, and the completion of rehabilitation 

training alone. 
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2.1. Outcome measures 

We retrospectively collected clinical information, demographic profiles, imaging parameters, and surgery-related data from 

patients in the ERAS and traditional pathways. Clinical information included pre- and postoperative hemoglobin levels, 

postoperative pain score (visual analog scale [VAS] ), drainage volume, duration of drainage, duration of analgesia, first 

ambulation time, and length of stay. The demographic information included age, sex, height, weight, and body mass index 

(BMI). Surgical information included operative time, intraoperative bleeding, fixed segments, and the number of screws. 

The imaging parameters in our study included the main Cobb angle correction rates before and after surgery. We also 

analyzed patients' hospitalizations and postoperative complications. 

2.2. Statistical analysis 

All the statistical analyses were performed using SPSS version 21.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA). Differences in 

continuous variables and parametric data between the two cohorts were assessed using two independent t-tests and Fisher’s 

exact test for categorical differences in outcome variables. A p-value of ≤0.05 was considered statistically significant. 

3. Results 

3.1. Demographic characteristics 

Seventy patients with EOS who underwent PSF surgery were retrospectively reviewed, with 35 in each ERAS and TP group. 

There were 12 and 13 male patients in the ERAS and TP groups, respectively. ERAS and TP groups had an overall mean 

age of 13.17±1.44 and 13.86±1.50 years, respectively. The patient demographic characteristics are presented in Table 2. 

There were no significant differences between the ERAS and TP groups regarding sex, height, weight, age, BMI, or 

preoperative hemoglobin levels. 

3.2. Surgical characteristics 

Both groups underwent PSF surgery and achieved prominent spinal deformity correction. The main curve Cobb angle was 

corrected from 89.03±12.51°to 46.74±7.41°in the ERAS group and from 84.86±10.53° to 44.69±4.66°in the TP group. The 

correction rate in both groups was approximately 50%. The ERAS and TP groups used similar screws and surgical segments, 
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and the difference in the operative time was not statistically significant. However, the ERAS group was significantly less 

likely to have estimated blood loss than the TP group. Detailed information is provided in Table 3. 

3.3. Postoperative recovery characteristics 

The pain assessment (VAS) was 3.94±0.94 and 2.00±0.64 on postoperative day 1 and day 3 in the ERAS group, both 

significantly lower than in the TP group (P<0.001). Postoperative hemoglobin was significantly lower in the TP group 

107.31±6.68 than in the ERAS group 114.63±6.71 (p<0.001). The drainage volume and duration of drainage in the ERAS 

group were 209.31±10.42 ml and 2.14±0.60 days, respectively, less than those in the TP group (P<0.001). There was a 

statistical difference in the duration of analgesic drug application, 2.43±0.78 days in the ERAS group and 4.37±0.81 days 

in the TP group (p<0.001). The postoperative length of hospital stay was significantly less in the ERAS group than in the 

TP group (4.66±0.84 vs. 5.97±0.86 days). The time to first ambulation was shorter in the ERAS group at 2.29±0.57 days 

compared to 4.94±0.73 days in the TP group. Two patients in the ERAS and TP groups underwent allogeneic transfusion, 

and there was no significant difference between the two groups.  

In the TP group, two patients developed wound infection, five developed nausea and vomiting, three developed fever, 

and eight developed anemia. In contrast, among the 35 patients in the ERAS group, postoperative complications included 

one case of wound infection, two cases of nausea and vomiting, and one case of fever. The incidence of postoperative 

anemia was significantly lower in the ERAS group than the TP group. The postoperative recovery characteristics are listed 

in Table 4. 

4. Discussion 

The ERAS perioperative care protocol was first introduced by the Danish surgeon Henrik Kehle[17]. This program is a 

concept in which multiple disciplines and specialties work together to improve preoperative surgical tolerance, reduce 

intraoperative stress, and promote rapid postoperative recovery[18]. Although this concept was initially used only in 

colorectal surgery, it has now been validated in the perioperative surgical period in various studies [19-21]. Early-onset 

scoliosis is a common congenital deformity that causes abnormalities in the patient's appearance, limits thoracic 

development, affects cardiopulmonary function, and impairs physical and mental health[22-23]. PSF surgery is invasive, 
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with long operating times, risk of neurological complications, and bleeding. In previous studies showing a rapid return to 

normalcy in patients after scoliosis surgery using the ERAS pathway versus the traditional pathway, the results showed a 

significant reduction in operative time and bleeding in the ERAS group[24-25]. Gornitzky et al.[26] found a significant 

decrease in pain scores on POD 0, 1, and 2 and a decrease in opioid analgesic use on POD 0 through the ERAS pathway. 

Wainwright et al.[27] determined the rationale and modalities for implementing the ERAS pathway in major spinal surgeries 

through a retrospective study. Wang et al. [28] implemented the ERAS pathway in patients undergoing endoscopic lumbar 

interbody fusion and observed decreased LOS and blood loss after surgery. During follow-up, patients receiving ERAS had 

better pain scores and reduced use of pain medications. In previous studies, the main focus was on the conceptual 

components of ERAS without a comprehensive and refined overall protocol based on the ERAS pathway; therefore, we 

explored the effectiveness and feasibility of an optimized ERAS pathway in patients undergoing PSF surgery. 

In a previous study, the authors investigated the perioperative management of patients with adolescent idiopathic 

scoliosis using the ERAS pathway[29]. The perioperative management of patients with EOS is a crucial aspect of 

postsurgical recovery because these patients have worse nutritional status, lower BMIs, and lower hemoglobin levels than 

adolescent idiopathic scoliosis patients. Based on extensive surgical experience and the characteristics of our pediatric 

patients, we developed a multi-modal, multidisciplinary care plan for EOS surgery with staff, including nurses, orthopedic 

surgeons, psychologists, nutritionists, and anesthesiologists. Patients were evaluated in detail before surgery, and targeted 

adjustments and functional training were designed based on the evaluation results to improve patient tolerance to the surgery. 

Preoperative communication with patients and their families to answer questions about the procedure improved patient 

compliance with the ERAS pathway and eliminated preoperative anxiety. Patients with scoliosis were often accompanied 

by psychological anxiety and depression during treatment. Spinal deformity correction helped improve the patient's 

psychological condition. Therefore, patient self-confidence should improve before surgery. During the operation, we tried 

to refine the procedure as much as possible to avoid damaging the microvasculature and other vessels, reduce intraoperative 

bleeding, and keep the intraoperative body temperature constant. Promoting patient recovery and preventing complications 

are important. When surgery was completed, patients received satisfactory pain management and rehabilitation training. 
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Tranexamic acid, or controlled lowering of blood pressure, was used to reduce bleeding during surgery. Tranexamic acid 

reduces intraoperative bleeding, improves hemoglobin levels, and increases the risk of thrombosis[30]. Our research found 

that using TXA resulted in significantly less drainage and bleeding and a lower probability of transfusion in the ERAS group 

than in the TP group, with higher hemoglobin levels. 

The ERAS guidelines emphasize postoperative analgesia given to patients through multiple modalities. Postoperative 

pain management has always been a difficult aspect of spinal surgery. Effective postoperative pain management can reduce 

a patient's stress response, promote early mobility to the floor, and accelerate healing and recovery. In the ERAS group, 

postoperative pain was reduced using a postoperative analgesic device (butorphanol + sufentanil), COX-2 inhibiting analogs, 

and incisional infiltration anesthesia. Our findings revealed that pain scores on the first and third postoperative days were 

significantly less in the ERAS group than in the TP group. 

The length of stay for postoperative patients through the ERAS pathway is 1-2 days shorter than that through the 

traditional pathway[31]. Length of stay has been used to indicate the condition of care and the merits of rapid recovery. We 

found that patients in the ERAS pathway were discharged earlier, facilitating recovery and reducing hospitalization costs. 

With the ERAS pathway, patients had better preoperative surgical tolerance, treatment compliance, and nutritional status. 

Postoperative pain management allows patients to move earlier, facilitates wound recovery, and reduces nausea and 

vomiting. These factors led to shorter hospital stays. Regarding complications, anemia was more likely to occur in the TP 

group. 

Although our study provides valuable insights into the efficacy and feasibility of implementing an ERAS pathway in 

PSF surgery for EOS patients, some limitations must be acknowledged. Firstly, the sample size of our patients was small. 

Secondly, the study was retrospective, which may have introduced potential biases. Another limitation is that the same 

surgical team performed the surgeries, which may have influenced the outcomes. Therefore, future multicenter prospective 

studies with larger sample sizes must further validate our findings and address these limitations. 

5. Conclusions 
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Based on our research, we found that implementing the ERAS pathway in EOS orthopedic surgery effectively reduced 

intraoperative bleeding, alleviated postoperative pain, reduced complications, accelerated recovery, and shortened hospital 

stays. Therefore, spinal surgeons should adopt the ERAS pathway in EOS surgery. 

 

References 

1. Fletcher, N. D., & Bruce, R. W. (2012). Early onset scoliosis: current concepts and controversies. Current reviews in 

musculoskeletal medicine, 5(2), 102–110. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12178-012-9116-0 

2. Karol L. A. (2019). The Natural History of Early-onset Scoliosis. Journal of pediatric orthopedics, 39(Issue 6, Supplement 

1 Suppl 1), S38–S43. https://doi.org/10.1097/BPO.0000000000001351 

3. Karol, L. A., Johnston, C., Mladenov, K., Schochet, P., Walters, P., & Browne, R. H. (2008). Pulmonary function 

following early thoracic fusion in non-neuromuscular scoliosis. The Journal of bone and joint surgery. American volume, 

90(6), 1272–1281. https://doi.org/10.2106/JBJS.G.00184 

4. Tsiligiannis, T., & Grivas, T. (2012). Pulmonary function in children with idiopathic scoliosis. Scoliosis, 7(1), 7. 

https://doi.org/10.1186/1748-7161-7-7 

5. Branthwaite M. A. (1986). Cardiorespiratory consequences of unfused idiopathic scoliosis. British journal of diseases of 

the chest, 80(4), 360–369. https://doi.org/10.1016/0007-0971(86)90089-6 

6. Chiba, T., Inami, S., Moridaira, H., Takeuchi, D., Sorimachi, T., Ueda, H., Ohe, M., Aoki, H., Iimura, T., Nohara, Y., & 

Taneichi, H. (2020). Growing rod technique with prior foundation surgery and sublaminar taping for early-onset scoliosis. 

Journal of neurosurgery. Spine, 1–6. Advance online publication. https://doi.org/10.3171/2020.4.SPINE2036 

7. Helenius, I. J., Oksanen, H. M., McClung, A., Pawelek, J. B., Yazici, M., Sponseller, P. D., Emans, J. B., Sánchez Pérez-

Grueso, F. J., Thompson, G. H., Johnston, C., Shah, S. A., & Akbarnia, B. A. (2018). Outcomes of growing rod surgery for 

severe compared with moderate early-onset scoliosis: a matched comparative study. The bone & joint journal, 100-B(6), 

772–779. https://doi.org/10.1302/0301-620X.100B6.BJJ-2017-1490.R1 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.08.23288328doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.08.23288328


8. Helenius, I. J., Sponseller, P. D., McClung, A., Pawelek, J. B., Yazici, M., Emans, J. B., Thompson, G. H., Johnston, C. 

E., Shah, S. A., & Akbarnia, B. A. (2019). Surgical and Health-related Quality-of-Life Outcomes of Growing Rod 

"Graduates" With Severe versus Moderate Early-onset Scoliosis. Spine, 44(10), 698–706. 

https://doi.org/10.1097/BRS.0000000000002922 

9. Ahuja, K., Ifthekar, S., Mittal, S., Bali, S. K., Yadav, G., Goyal, N., Sudhakar, P. V., & Kandwal, P. (2023). Is Final 

Fusion Necessary for Growing-Rod Graduates: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Global spine journal, 13(1), 209–

218. https://doi.org/10.1177/21925682221090926 

10.Hosseini, P., Eghbali, A., Pawelek, J., Heskett, K., Mundis, G. M., & Akbarnia, B. A. (2020). A high degree of variability 

exists in how "safety and efficacy" is defined and reported in growing rod surgery for early onset scoliosis: a systematic 

review. Spine deformity, 8(2), 269–283. https://doi.org/10.1007/s43390-019-00004-4 

11.Kehlet H. (2022). Enhanced recovery after surgery. Danish medical journal, 69(12), A09220536. 

12.Wainwright, T. W., Jakobsen, D. H., & Kehlet, H. (2022). The current and future role of nurses within enhanced recovery 

after surgery pathways. British journal of nursing (Mark Allen Publishing), 31(12), 656–659. 

https://doi.org/10.12968/bjon.2022.31.12.656 

13.Debono, B., Corniola, M. V., Pietton, R., Sabatier, P., Hamel, O., & Tessitore, E. (2019). Benefits of Enhanced Recovery 

After Surgery for fusion in degenerative spine surgery: impact on outcome, length of stay, and patient satisfaction. 

Neurosurgical focus, 46(4), E6. https://doi.org/10.3171/2019.1.FOCUS18669 

14.Staartjes, V. E., de Wispelaere, M. P., & Schröder, M. L. (2019). Improving recovery after elective degenerative spine 

surgery: 5-year experience with an enhanced recovery after surgery (ERAS) protocol. Neurosurgical focus, 46(4), E7. 

https://doi.org/10.3171/2019.1.FOCUS18646 

15.Porche, K., Samra, R., Melnick, K., Brennan, M., Vaziri, S., Seubert, C., Polifka, A., Hoh, D. J., & Mohamed, B. (2022). 

Enhanced recovery after surgery (ERAS) for open transforaminal lumbar interbody fusion: a retrospective propensity-

matched cohort study. The spine journal : official journal of the North American Spine Society, 22(3), 399–410. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2021.10.007 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.08.23288328doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.08.23288328


16.Porche, K., Yan, S., Mohamed, B., Garvan, C., Samra, R., Melnick, K., Vaziri, S., Seubert, C., Decker, M., Polifka, A., 

& Hoh, D. J. (2022). Enhanced recovery after surgery (ERAS) improves return of physiological function in frail patients 

undergoing one- to two-level TLIFs: an observational retrospective cohort study. The spine journal : official journal of the 

North American Spine Society, 22(9), 1513–1522. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.spinee.2022.04.007 

17.Fearon, K. C., & Luff, R. (2003). The nutritional management of surgical patients: enhanced recovery after surgery. The 

Proceedings of the Nutrition Society, 62(4), 807–811. https://doi.org/10.1079/PNS2003299 

18.Haid, B., Lusuardi, L., & Oswald, J. (2020). „Enhanced recovery after surgery“ – ein Konzept auch im Kindesalter 

[Enhanced recovery after surgery-a concept, also in pediatrics]. Der Urologe. Ausg. A, 59(3), 294–299. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/s00120-020-01114-y 

19.Kitchin, S., Raman, V. T., Javens, T., & Jatana, K. R. (2022). Enhanced Recovery After Surgery: A Quality Improvement 

Approach. Otolaryngologic clinics of North America, 55(6), 1271–1285. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.otc.2022.07.011 

20.Schwenk W. (2021). Beschleunigte Genesung nach Operationen – Hält das „ERAS“-Konzept, was es verspricht? 

[Enhanced recovery after surgery-Does the ERAS concept keep its promises]. Der Chirurg; Zeitschrift fur alle Gebiete der 

operativen Medizen, 92(5), 405–420. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00104-020-01328-y 

21.Rollins, K. E., Lobo, D. N., & Joshi, G. P. (2021). Enhanced recovery after surgery: Current status and future progress. 

Best practice & research. Clinical anaesthesiology, 35(4), 479–489. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpa.2020.10.001 

22.Takahashi, S., Suzuki, N., Asazuma, T., Kono, K., Ono, T., & Toyama, Y. (2007). Factors of thoracic cage deformity 

that affect pulmonary function in adolescent idiopathic thoracic scoliosis. Spine, 32(1), 106–112. 

https://doi.org/10.1097/01.brs.0000251005.31255.25 

23.Hardesty, C. K., Huang, R. P., El-Hawary, R., Samdani, A., Hermida, P. B., Bas, T., Balioğlu, M. B., Gurd, D., Pawelek, 

J., McCarthy, R., Zhu, F., Luhmann, S., & Growing Spine Committee of the Scoliosis Research Society (2018). Early-Onset 

Scoliosis: Updated Treatment Techniques and Results. Spine deformity, 6(4), 467–472. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jspd.2017.12.012 

24.Bansal, T., Sharan, A. D., & Garg, B. (2022). Enhanced recovery after surgery (ERAS) protocol in spine surgery. Journal 

of clinical orthopaedics and trauma, 31, 101944. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcot.2022.101944 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.08.23288328doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.08.23288328


25.Wainwright, T. W., Gill, M., McDonald, D. A., Middleton, R. G., Reed, M., Sahota, O., Yates, P., & Ljungqvist, O. 

(2020). Consensus statement for perioperative care in total hip replacement and total knee replacement surgery: Enhanced 

Recovery After Surgery (ERAS®) Society recommendations. Acta orthopaedica, 91(1), 3–19. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/17453674.2019.1683790 

26.Gornitzky, A. L., Flynn, J. M., Muhly, W. T., & Sankar, W. N. (2016). A Rapid Recovery Pathway for Adolescent 

Idiopathic Scoliosis That Improves Pain Control and Reduces Time to Inpatient Recovery After Posterior Spinal Fusion. 

Spine deformity, 4(4), 288–295. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jspd.2016.01.001 

27.Wainwright, T. W., Immins, T., & Middleton, R. G. (2016). Enhanced recovery after surgery (ERAS) and its applicability 

for major spine surgery. Best practice & research. Clinical anaesthesiology, 30(1), 91–102. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bpa.2015.11.001 

28.Development of an Enhanced Recovery After Surgery (ERAS) approach for lumbar spinal fusion. (2017). Journal of 

neurosurgery. Spine, 26(4), 411–418. https://doi.org/10.3171/2016.9.SPINE16375 

29.Ding, H., Hai, Y., Guan, L., Liu, Y., Pan, A., & Han, B. (2022). The outcome of enhanced recovery after surgery vs. a 

traditional pathway in adolescent idiopathic scoliosis surgery: A retrospective comparative study. Frontiers in surgery, 9, 

989119. https://doi.org/10.3389/fsurg.2022.989119 

30.Koucheki, R., Koyle, M., Ibrahim, G. M., Nallet, J., & Lebel, D. E. (2021). Comparison of interventions and outcomes 

of enhanced recovery after surgery: a systematic review and meta-analysis of 2456 adolescent idiopathic scoliosis cases. 

European spine journal : official publication of the European Spine Society, the European Spinal Deformity Society, and 

the European Section of the Cervical Spine Research Society, 30(12), 3457–3472. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00586-021-

06984-0 

31.Matsunaga, S., Hayashi, K., Naruo, T., Nozoe, S., & Komiya, S. (2005). Psychologic management of brace therapy for 

patients with idiopathic scoliosis. Spine, 30(5), 547–550. https://doi.org/10.1097/01.brs.0000154648.53535.52 

 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 24, 2023. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.08.23288328doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.04.08.23288328

