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Table 1. The Clinical Criteria for the Diagnosis
of a Disc Rupture Causing Acute
Sciatica

1. Leg pain (including the buttock pain and
pain radiating below the knee) must follow a
radicular distribution and be the dominant
complains when compared with back pain.

2. Neurologic  symptoms (paresthesia  or
weakness) should be present in a radicular
distribution.

3. Straight
significantly.

leg raising must- be reduced

4. Neurological signs (motor, sensory, reflex
and wasting) should be present in a
radicular distribution.

* Three or four of the above criteria should be
present clinically to satisfy the clinical

diagnosis of acute sciatica due to a disc

rupture,

TEH AHE AF3 A AN Al
olof gl (Javid et al, 1983; Williams, 1986;
Caspar et al, 1991; North et af, 1991).
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