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[Abstract] Percutaneous vertebroplasty (PVP) is a minimally - invasive technique, which has been
widely employed in the treatment of hemangiomas, vertebral compression fractures, spinal metastases,
myeloma and other diseases. Clinically, it is generally believed that the curative effect of PVP is closely
related to the injected amount of bone cement. However, there is still great controversy over the optimal
injection volume of bone cement. Based on the current researches both at home and abroad, this article aims
to make a brief introduction about the relevant vertebral biomechanical factors that might affect the injection
volume of bone cement, the influence of the injected volume of bone cement on the vertebral strength,
rigidity and adjacent vertebral bodies. The main current disputes are pointed out so as to lay the foundation
for further study.(J Intervent Radiol, 2018, 27 87-90)
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