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Introduction

To mitigate implant loosening, adjacent 
segment degeneration, and PJK / 
PJF, a number of different semi-rigid 
and/or mobile devices have been 
developed.2-8 It has been shown that 
using more flexible instrumentation 
at the proximal segments to allow 
for a smoother transition from the 
highly rigid posterior fusion rods 
to the non-fused mobile proximal 
adjacent motion segments allows for 
a reduction in proximal junction angle, 
flexion force, moment, and lower intra-

discal pressure.5,9 All of these can lead 
to a reduction in PJK/PJF.2,7-10

One such proximal fixation method 
includes posterior spinal fixation rods 
that are augmented with discrete 
stepped reductions in outer diameter 
(Figure 1).10-12 These are now widely 
available and it has been shown that  
the decreased proximal stiffness of the 
stepped rods allows for a more gradual 
transfer of loads from the implant 
to the screw-bone interface and to 

the adjacent proximal segment.2,10,12 
Consequently, the stepped spinal 
fixation rods can potentially reduce 
stress shielding, thereby mitigating 
the propensity for implant loosening. 
It is also believed that the more 
gradual transfer of load to proximal 
segments aids in reducing the risk 
of PJK / PJF.2,10  Rudimentary multi-
diameter rods have been implanted in 
patients and have been well-tolerated 
and have not been shown to exhibit 
biomechanical failure.12 

Spinal fixation rods are implanted to provide additional stability across spinal 
segments. Initially, spinal fixation rods aimed to provide maximum stiffness and 
durability. However, maximizing fixation rod stiffness can potentially lead to stress 
shielding, implant loosening, proximal junction kyphosis or failure (PJK / PJF), and/or 
implant failure.1 

Figure 1.  Spinal fixation rods come in various configurations including constant diameter (left), smooth variably tapered 
rods (middle), and multi-diameter stepped (right).

Standard fixed diameter rod

Bezier Surface Tapered Transition Rods

Standard tapered rod
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However, despite the above mentioned 
benefits of a stepped rod, the current 
stepped diameter fixation rods are subject 
to a number of surgical and biomechanical 
limitations. In both unilateral and bilateral 
spinal fixation rod implantation, screw 
placement presents a challenge. Screw 
placement is often determined by 
pedicle location in the vertebral body. 
The distance to the adjacent screw is 
determined by the height of the adjacent 
body and the intervertebral disc and or 
interbody cage. The stepped transition 
rods, when placed, must therefore be 
positioned such that the rod’s transition 
junction (i.e. where the diameter steps 
down) is not above a pedicle screw 
head. Furthermore, the rod must be 
positioned in a way allowing adequate 
room for compression of the screw 
heads when necessary.

Screw heads must also not encroach 
upon the stepped transition. The 
requirement of placing screws along 
rods away from transitions introduces 
intra-operative variability and, indeed, 
often results in non-ideal rod placement. 
Specifically, the benefits in spatially 
varying rod flexibly offered by stepped 
rods are undermined because the 
surgeon is forced to accommodate the 
step, rather than accommodating the 
patient’s anatomy. 

Bezier Surface Tapered Rods with a 
variable bending stiffness based on local 
diameter addresses each of these issues, 
offering the surgeon complete freedom 
to place screws even at rod transitions. 
Continuous tapered rods (Figure 1) also 
offer the patient biomechanical benefits.
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The relationship between stress shielding and orthopedic 
implant loosening

Bone is a hard tissue that accumulates 
microscopic damage (microdamage) 
under conditions of normal physiological 
loading. This microdamage accumulates 
over time when unchecked. 
Microdamage in bone is naturally 
repaired through a process known as 
bone remodeling.13,14  Through this 
process, osteoclasts and osteoblasts 
remove damaged bone and replace it 
with newly formed bone, respectively. 
The bone remodeling process is a 
localized phenomenon and occurs 
within millimeter-scale regions where 
microdamage is detected by the body. 
The bone remodeling process also 
optimizes bone microarchitecture 
for maximum strength and minimum 
weight. Figure 2 demonstrates an cross 
section of a proximal femur and how 
bone density is preferentially higher in 
the direction of loading from the socket 
of the hip and, likewise, in the vertical 
loading direction of vertebral spongy 
bone [Perilli, et al. 2007], [Hildebrand, et 
al. 1999].

Bone cells also sense where minimal 
load exists and remove bone where it 
is not needed in an effort to reduce the 
overall weight of the bone. With the 
implantation of stiff metallic implants, 
much of the load around the anchor 
points (often orthopedic screws) is 
sustained by the implant itself, rather 
than the bone. Consequently, bone 
tends to atrophy around the implant.15  
Re-distribution of load away from the 
bone to the implant that results in bone 
atrophy is commonly referred to as stress 
shielding.16 

Stress shielding is of particular concern 
because it induces local removal of bone 
directly around the orthopedic implant 
(i.e. screws). The gap between the 
surrounding bone surfaces and the screw 
leads to micro-motion. Micro-motion can 
result in localized bone damage which 
further induces bone removal (i.e. as a 
damage repair process). Stress shielding 
thus produces a positive feedback loop 
(a vicious cycle), causing increased 
loading on the implant itself, which can 
exceed design tolerances. This reduces 
the life of the implant and often results in 
premature clinical fatigue failure. Fatigue 
failure occurs well below the maximum 
sustainable load of a material, but occurs 
due to exposure to high numbers of 
load-unload cycles. Subsequent revision 
surgery is then required to replace the 
implant. An effective approach towards 
reducing stress shielding is to reduce 
load sustained by the implant (and thus 
taken away from the surrounding bone) 
by reducing its stiffness. The ideal fixation 
system provides adequate anatomical 
support to the patient without being 
sufficiently stiff to induce bone atrophy. 

Additionally, the implantation of rigid 
fixation rods often involves fusing 
intermediate vertebrae within the 
length of the rod. This effectively 
increases the stiffness of that segment 
of the vertebral column. Consequently, 
there is a sudden drop in stiffness from 
the extreme ends of the rod to the 
adjacent vertebrae. There is, therefore, 
increased risk of high loading in the 
adjacent vertebral segments, especially 
in patients with osteoporosis, which 
leads to proximal junctional kyphosis 

Figure 2. Bone microarchitecture 
preferentially forms in the direction of 
primary loading. A cross section of a 
human Femur illustrates alignment of 
cancellous bone to sustain the load 
from supporting body weight.  This 
phenomenon is present in cancellous 
bone throughout the body, including 
the hip, wrist, and vertebrae.

(PJK) / proximal junctional failure (PJF).17  
This phenomenon is exacerbated by the 
addition of a fixation rod. More flexible 
fixation, therefore, helps to mitigate 
the sudden change in stiffness that 
results in the above-mentioned clinical 
failures. Clearly, there is an opportunity 
to reduce the prevalence of PJK/PJF by 
providing patients with spinal fixation 
that is optimally tuned to the local spinal 
anatomy, such as offered by a continuous 
tapered rod platform. Therefore, the 
goal of the current study was to evaluate 
the biomechanical properties using  
standardized computer simulations to 
highlight the differences and potential 
clinical benefits between various fixation 
rod platforms.
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Methods

Here, two FEA studies were
 conducted to: 

1. Determine the mechanical and 
biomechanical benefits of gradual 
tapering 5.5mm spinal fixation 
rods over stepped and constant 
diameter rods

2. Show the benefits of the continuous 
Bezier surface tapered 5.5-5.0-
4.75mm rod over a 6.35mm (1/4”) 
constant diameter and stepped 
rod commonly used in deformity-
based surgeries

Following established best practices of 
FEA, fully non-linear simulation models 
were created.21  In each comparative 
study, 220mm rods were used along 
with seven spinal fixation screws with 
intervertebral spacing common to the 
T11-L5 levels. Each screw was inserted 
into blocks of material equivalent to 
human vertebral cancellous bone to 
simulate bone-screw interactions. 
Each block of bone was subjected to 
1.5 degrees of rotation (flexion) for 
a total of 9 degrees. Physiologically, 
this represents a high level of loading, 
but is adequate for highlighting the 
relative differences between fixation 
rod platforms. Furthermore, applying 
equal rotations to each block of bone 
produced constant curvature of each 
fixation rod. Consequently, the screw 
material stresses and screw-bone 
contact pressures described here 
are independent of rod length. The 
relative trends in this study are therefore 
applicable and representative of 
clinically-relevant rods of shorter and 
longer lengths. 

Furthermore, because the tulip design 
for this system accepts a range of rod 
diameters independent of screw size, 
a single screw size was used for all rod 
designs in the current study.  

Since it is believed that stress shielding 
is related to the amount of load 
sustained by an implant, it is possible 
to develop comparative estimates of 
the negative biomechanical impact of 
various spinal fixation rod designs using 
screw-bone contact pressure (local 
contact force normalized by contact 
area) as a correlate to stress shielding. 
High contact pressures are, therefore, 
considered here to be equivalent to a 
biomechanical environment with higher 
levels of stress shielding. With a contact 
pressure as a metric for stress shielding, 
this study provides a comparison of the 
negative biomechanical consequences 
of various spinal fixation rod designs. 

In this study, estimates of the relative differences in implant (rod and screw) material 
stresses as well as screw-bone contact pressures were achieved using computer 
models of spinal fixation rods virtually subjected to anterior flexion using finite element 
analysis (FEA). FEA is a widely-used computer simulation technique for predicting the 
mechanical performance (strength, durability, etc.) of structures and devices. FEA has 
been applied in the automotive and aerospace industries for over 60 years18,19 and for 
nearly 50 years in the orthopedic device industry.20  
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Results

When comparing 220mm rods of 
5.5mm constant diameter, 5.5-
5.0mm stepped, and 5.5-5.0-
4.75mm gradually tapered, rods the  
FEA-predicted material stress at  
the transitions from larger to smaller 
diameters were 27.1% lower as 
compared to the stepped rod  
(Figure 3). 

Figure 3. Anterior flexion of 1.5 degrees per screw was applied to create a 
constant curvature of each fixation rod. Flexion produced material stresses 
that were particularly high at the transition region (Middle) of the stepped rod.  
The transition regions in the tapered rod were 27.1% lower (Top).

Focusing on the material stresses in the 
neck of the most proximal screws, FEA 
showed a 37% reduction in peak screw 
stress in the tapered design, compared 
to a constant diameter rod (Figure 4).

Figure 4. Material stresses at the neck of each screw are shown.
The proximal-most screw of the tapered rod (Top) was 37% lower than that  
of the 5.5mm constant diameter rod (Bottom).
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Tapered rods improved screw-bone 
contact pressures along the entire 
length of the most proximal screw. The 
contact pressures were 39% lower in 
the tapered rod design as compared 
to that of the constant diameter rod, 
indicating that load is indeed more 
gradually distributed into the vertebral 
segments along the rod. This reduction 
was increasingly pronounced along 
the length of the screw. Screw-bone 
contact pressures were reduced by as 
much as 77% at the mid-point of the 
proximal screw (Figure 5). 

Figure 5. Screw contact pressures were reduced along the entire length of the 
proximal-most screw in the tapered rod design (Top) by up to 77% as compared 
to the constant diameter rod (Bottom).

To ascertain the clinically-relevant 
benefits of continuous tapered 5.5-
4.75mm tapered rods, another FEA-
based study was conducted using 
6.35mm (1/4”) constant diameter 
and 6.35-5.5mm stepped rods. FEA 
demonstrated stress concentrations 
at the stepped rod transition was 
reduced by 34% (Figure 6). 

Figure 6. Peak flexion stresses in the tapered rod transitions were reduced 34% 
as compared to those at the stepped transition (Middle).
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And lastly, material stresses at the neck 
of the screw were also reduced in the 
tapered rod. Stresses were 51.3% 
lower in the most proximal screw of the 
tapered rod as compared to that of the 
6.35mm constant diameter rod (Figure 
6). Again, a drastic reduction in screw-
bone contact pressure was observed 
in the tapered rod as compared to 
that of the 6.35-5.5mm stepped rod. 
Contact pressure was 45% lower at the 
top of the screw and was 90% lower at 
the midpoint of the screw (Figure 7). 

Figure 7. Contact pressures were drastically reduced with the 5.25-5.0-4.75mm 
gradually tapered rod (Top) as compared to that of the 6.35mm (1/4”) constant 
diameter rod (Bottom). At the midpoint, contact pressures were reduced by as 
much as 90%.
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Discussion

The stepped fixation rods in the present 
study did not perform as well as the 
tapered rod. Stepped fixation rods 
provide reduced stiffness that aids in 
a more gradual transition in loading 
to adjacent proximal segments and 
are considered an improvement over 
constant diameter rods. However, there 
are several drawbacks to a stepped 
design. 

From a surgical perspective, stepped 
designs may pose issues when the 
transition from large to small diameter lies 
directly above a screw placement. Thus, 
the surgeon is not afforded flexibility in 
stepped rod placement; a stepped rod 
often must be moved to accommodate 
its transition region. A gradually tapered 
rod addresses this limitation, giving 
the surgeon complete freedom in rod 
placement, regardless of the location of 
its transitions. 

While stepped rods provide reduced 
stiffness and a more gradual load 
transfer to proximal segments, stepped 
rods feature a sudden reduction in 
outer diameter that creates a highly 
localized stress concentration. Stress 
concentrations in implanted devices 
reduce their life and can lead to premature 
rod failure. A tapered design replaces 
these sudden discrete reductions in rod 
diameter with smooth, gradual reduction 
in outer diameter, thus removing any 
stress concentrating effects.

The tapered transition feature of rods with 
smooth transitions along rod diameter 
reductions provide the benefits of local 
flexibility of stepped rods without the 
restriction of stepped transition rods or 
the material stress concentrating effects at 
stepped transitions (as seen in the present 
study), which act as points of weakness 
that can lead to rod breakage. Similarly, 
as the stepped transition serves as a stress 
concentrator, the proximal vertebral 
segment to a fixation rod is subjected to 
amplified loading, which clinically often 
results in PJK / PJF. 

The tapered rod platform addresses the 
drastic drop in stiffness at the proximal 
end of a fixation rod by providing a 
reduction in rod stiffness. The reduction 
in rod stiffness thus transfers physiological 
loading more gradually from the implant 
to the proximal unsupported vertebral 
segment, thus potentially mitigating the 
risk of PJK. The more gradual transfer of 
physiological loading in tapered rods 
is evidenced by the lower screw-bone 
contact pressured shown here. Tapered 
rods therefore provide a commensurate 
level of stability mitigating PJK and PJF 
as well as implant loosening and screw 
failure due to stress shielding-induced 
bone atrophy and screw loosening.

The gradually tapered fixation rod 
platform is also well-suited for long 
construct deformity cases as well as 
degenerative cases. As mentioned in this 
study, rod stresses and contact pressures 
were normalized by rod length. In each 
case, the continuous tapered rod showed 
improved rod and screw stress as well 
as substantial reductions in screw-bone 
contact pressures. 

In the present study, FEA was used to compare a continuous tapered rod with other 
standard posterior spinal fixation rod constructs, including a stepped rod and constant 
diameter rod. The continuous tapered rod demonstrated lower material stresses at 
transitions and in screw necks as well as reduced screw-bone contact stress, indicating 
improved implant life and the potential for reduced stress shielding and risk of PJK, 
respectively.
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These results indicate that the continuous 
tapered rod platform should lead 
to reduced stress shielding, implant 
loosening and, ultimately, failure. 

Moreover, the continuous rod should 
provide lower clinical risk factors for 
standard degenerative cases as well 
long construct deformity cases. The 
continuous tapered rod platform can 
also be used with 4.75-5.0mm and 
5.0-5.5mm configurations and will also 
offer superior performance to single 
diameter and stepped rods of the same 
length and geometry. 

This study has been designed such that 
its results are applicable to constant 
diameter, stepped, and curved rods that 
have been pre-bent. Clinical pre-bending 
of fixation rod does induce plastic 
(permanent) deformation. However, 
when subjected to normal physiological 
loading after being implanted, curved 
rods perform precisely similarly to 
un-bent rods both geometrically and 
mechanically.

Similarly, the trends between constant 
diameter, stepped, and tapered rods 
are applicable to rod designs of other 
materials, as the results are linearly 
proportional to material stiffness (i.e. 
the elastic modulus of other orthopedic 
materials such as stainless steel, cobalt 
chrome, titanium, etc.). In other 
words, while the magnitude of the 
material stresses changes with material 
stiffness, the relative differences in 
stresses and stress concentrators will 
remain the same between constant 
diameter, stepped, and tapered rods, 
independent of material. Also, because 
we have induced a constant anterior 
flexion in each rod (1.5 degrees per rod), 
the simulation results are independent 
of biological or anatomical variability as 
well as rod length. 

The study was intentionally designed to 
avoid any dependence on length and 
geometry, thus rendering the results 
applicable to short and long constructs 
as well.
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Conclusion

There are a number of different semi-rigid 

proximal fixation techniques being studied, 

including posterior fixation rods with a stepped 

decrease in outer diameter. 

However, when using stepped outer diameter 

rods, the surgeon is limited by the steps in placing 

the rod in the screw heads. Continuous tapered 

rods with a variable elastic modulus based on the 

diameter allows the surgeon complete freedom 

to place the rod over the screws, dictated by the 

patient’s anatomy. Based on the current study, 

these continuous tapered rods showed a number of 

improvements over a standard single diameter rod 

as well as the stepped reduction in diameter rods. 

The continuous rods showed a reduction in 

stresses at the diameter transition junctions, better 

screw-bone contact pressures, and reduced 

material stresses in screw necks as compared to 

both constant diameter and stepped rods. These 

results demonstrate that the continuous tapered 

rods do, in fact, distribute the load more gradually 

over the vertebral segments along the rod. 

The improvement in screw neck stress should, 

therefore, lead to a reduced risk of neck breakage. 

This study also demonstrates that the continuous 

tapered rod could ultimately aid in the prevention 

of biomechanical failures leading to PJK/PJF, and 

thereby reduce future revision surgeries and costs 

to hospitals and insurance firms.

Proximal junction kyphosis and failure can result in increased pain, 
neurological deficit and, ultimately, the need for  reoperation. Proximal 
fixation strategies that smooth the transition from a rigid posterior fixation 
rod to the mobile adjacent motion segments has been shown to reduce the 
risk of developing PJK/PJF. 



spinalresourcesinc.com Biomechanical Benefits of  Bezier Surface Tapered Transition Rods

11

References

1. Han S, Hyun SJ, Kim KJ, Jahng TA, Lee S, Rhim SC. Rod stiffness 
as a risk factor of proximal junctional kyphosis after adult spinal 
deformity surgery: comparative study between cobalt chrome 
multiple-rod constructs and titanium alloy two-rod constructs. 
Spine J. 2017;17(7):962-968.

2 .Cammarata M, Aubin CE, Wang X, Mac-Thiong JM. 
Biomechanical risk factors for proximal junctional kyphosis: a 
detailed numerical analysis of surgical instrumentation variables. 
Spine. 2014;39(8):E500-507.

3. Facchinello Y, Brailovski V, Petit Y, Brummund M, Tremblay J, 
Mac-Thiong JM. Biomechanical assessment of the stabilization 
capacity of monolithic spinal rods with different flexural stiffness 
and anchoring arrangement. Clin Biomech (Bristol, Avon). 
2015;30(10):1026-1035.

4.  Krieg SM, Balser N, Pape H, Sollmann N, Albers L, Meyer B. 
Topping-off technique for stabilization of lumbar degenerative 
instabilities in 322 patients. J Neurosurg Spine. 2019:1-7.

5. Lange T, Schmoelz W, Gosheger G, et al. Is a gradual reduction 
of stiffness on top of posterior instrumentation possible with 
a suitable proximal implant? A biomechanical study. Spine J. 
2017;17(8):1148-1155.

6. Lazaro BC, Reyes PM, Newcomb AG, et al. Biomechanics of 
dynamic rod segments for achieving transitional stiffness with 
lumbosacral fusion. Neurosurgery. 2013;73(3):517-527.

7. Lee CH, Kim YE, Lee HJ, Kim DG, Kim CH. Biomechanical effects 
of hybrid stabilization on the risk of proximal adjacent-segment 
degeneration following lumbar spinal fusion using an interspinous 
device or a pedicle screw-based dynamic fixator. J Neurosurg 
Spine. 2017;27(6):643-649.

8. Viswanathan VK, Ganguly R, Minnema AJ, et al. Biomechanical 
assessment of proximal junctional semi-rigid fixation in 
long-segment thoracolumbar constructs. J Neurosurg Spine. 
2018;30(2):184-192.

9. Aubin CE, Cammarata M, Wang X, Mac-Thiong JM. 
Instrumentation Strategies to Reduce the Risks of Proximal 
Junctional Kyphosis in Adult Scoliosis: A Detailed Biomechanical 
Analysis. Spine Deform. 2015;3(3):211-218.

10. Cahill PJ, Wang W, Asghar J, et al. The use of a transition rod may 
prevent proximal junctional kyphosis in the thoracic spine after 
scoliosis surgery: a finite element analysis. Spine (Phila Pa 1976). 
2012;37(12):E687-695.

11. Clifton W, Damon A, Pichelmann M. How I do it: tapered rod 
placement across the cervicothoracic junction for augmented posterior 
constructs. Acta Neurochir (Wien). 2019;161(12):2429-2431.

12. Kulkarni AG, Dhruv AN, Bassi AJ. Posterior Cervicothoracic 
Instrumentation: Testing the Clinical Efficacy of Tapered Rods 
(Dual-Diameter Rods). J Spinal Disord Tech. 2015;28(10):382-388.

13. Slyfield CR, Tkachenko EV, Fischer SE, et al. Mechanical failure 
begins preferentially near resorption cavities in human vertebral 
cancellous bone under compression. Bone. 2012;50(6):1281-1287.

14. Slyfield CR, Tkachenko EV, Wilson DL, Hernandez CJ. Three-
dimensional dynamic bone histomorphometry. J Bone Miner Res. 
2012;27(2):486-495.

15. Engh CA, Bobyn JD, Glassman AH. Porous-coated hip 
replacement. The factors governing bone ingrowth, stress 
shielding, and clinical results. J Bone Joint Surg Br. 1987;69(1):45-55.

16. Huiskes R, Weinans H, van Rietbergen B. The relationship 
between stress shielding and bone resorption around total hip 
stems and the effects of flexible materials. Clin Orthop Relat Res. 
1992(274):124-134.

17. Etebar S, Cahill DW. Risk factors for adjacent-segment 
failure following lumbar fixation with rigid instrumentation for 
degenerative instability. J Neurosurg. 1999;90(2 Suppl):163-169.

18. Stein E. The History of Theoretical, Material and Computational 
Mechanics - Mathematics Meets Mechanics and Engineering. 
Lecture Notes in Applied Mathematics and Mechanics,. 1st 
ed. Berlin, Heidelberg: Springer Berlin Heidelberg : Imprint: 
Springer,; 2014.

19. Turner MJ, Clough RW, Martin C, Topp LJ. Stiffness and 
Deflection Analysis of Complex Structures. Journal of The 
Aeronautical Sciences 23. 1956;23(9):805-823.

20. Brekelmans WA, Poort HW, Slooff TJ. A new method to analyse 
the mechanical behaviour of skeletal parts. Acta Orthop Scand. 
1972;43(5):301-317.

21. Wriggers P. Nonlinear finite element methods. Berlin: Springer; 
2008.



About Spinal Resources Inc.

Spinal Resources Inc.® is a Ft. Lauderdale, Florida based 
spinal medical device company that supports cost-effective 
patient case with innovative mechanical  and  bio-mechanical 
products to alleviate pain, shorten recovery time, restore 
health, and extend quality of life.

©2021 Spinal Resources Inc. All rights reserved. spinalresourcesinc.com

About The Authors

Chris Ames, MD

Dr. Ames is the director of spinal deformity and spine 
tumor surgery and co-director of the combined high risk 
spine service, the Neurospinal Disorders Program, and the 
UCSF Spine Center. He is board certified in neurosurgery. 
While at UCSF, Dr. Ames developed and published the 
transpedicular approach to previously unresectable cervical 
and cervical thoracic tumors. He serves as Spine Section 
Lead editor for Operative Neurosurgery and has served as 
chairman for over 150 national and international courses 
to teach advanced tumor and deformity techniques to 
neurosurgeons and orthopedic surgeons around the world.

Dr. Ames is internationally recognized for his work in spine 
tumor, deformity, scoliosis and cervical kyphosis and has 
published over 550 peer-reviewed publications. His 
research work in spinal deformity has won the prestigious 
Hibbs award, as well as the Moe award, the Goldstein 
award, and Whitecloud awards from the Scoliosis Research 
Society. Dr Ames developed and published the first ever 
classification for cervical spine deformity and cervical 
osteotomy with the international spine study group. He 
is known for developing many innovative concepts to 
allow safer treatment planning and risk characterization for 
complex spine surgery. 

Craig R . Slyfield Jr, PhD, MBA 

CJ Slyfield, PhD, MBA holds a biomechanical engineering 
degree from UC Berkeley and a doctorate in computer  
vision focusing on bone biomechanics from Cornell 
University. His expertise lies in the mechanics and 
microarchitecture of small structures such as those in 
cancellous / trabecular vertebral bone.  He has published 
20 peer reviewed articles on the subject, supported by 
multiple competitive NIH grants.  He was an invited guest 
lecturer at Hospital for Special Surgery, Columbia University 
School of Medicine, and the Cleveland Clinic, speaking 
on topics of imaging of cellular changes cancellous bone 
microarchitecture in response to osteoporosis drug 
therapies.


