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[# E]BH 5T Lenke 2 BIF /DA & M H M (adolescent idiopathic scoliosis , AIS) B 152 o tE J5 BR e B S R &
AREDUR RPEHRBEE, Fik . REIERBST 168 FIHS2 Mot G BB BRI G AR H Lenke 2 B AIS BE AR AR
JE B2 SR R BE A 35 S 28 K X R B 8B M (claviele angle, CA) 822 XUR & & 2 (radiographic shoulder height, RSH) |
H 1 HEAR (T )Fi# | 25 (proximal thoracic, PT) Cobb £ . £ M0 (main thoracic , MT)Cobb A UM ES (compensatory lum—
bar curve,CL)Cobb £ ., % B 25 T HEHESS FE (the apical translation of the main thoracic curve, AVT) RETH T HNEIHE ABES
B IERERGESE A B HEA R R IRE logistic FIIF5HT 33 Lenke 2 &l AIS BEH A G HUR K FERIXKE R,
SR 168 FIBRE T, 28 £(16.7%) BERKFEVI I BUA ST XUR KP4 ML REA ¢ B3 BN , R BUR K FAFEHAR MT
Cobb B 8K FARJFXUR FEL AR MT Cobb £ ; RJ5XUR K A4 AE HIZ%) RSH, R IKBEVIET T1 41 A .CA RSH HBi
KFAREIE A ; sboh , ST A ¢ IR EoR 2 21 885 HF i [ i HE (lower instrumented vertebra, LIV) | 3E Ml 35 HE (end
vertebra,EV) . B/ (neutral vertebra, NV) 5 7 $5FEL% ffrfoh & i B S HE/E (ast vertebra that CSVL touches, LTV ) /K SEFEFESL
£ R logistic Bl B, REGHE LA MT Cobb £ BRI (OR=1.112,95%CI=1.017~1.088 , P=0.010) \LIV-LTV {H (OR=
2.635,95%CI=1.363~9.442, P=0.012) SR JERUE RV &2 BA BEMAY, B APFFER/R Lenke 2 B AIS BHRIAMT
Cobb A1-5K LIV-LTV Z{&X} Lenke 2 % AIS B F A5 IUH 5 41 R EBARIER,

[ %##if | Lenke 2 B, %)‘@ﬁkﬁﬁ&ﬂﬂﬂg XU A 5 XS R 26
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[ Abstract]Objective : To systematicly investigate the risks of
1EENA: A #,Email ; zhousong_tjmu@163.com,

R AT shoulder imbalance in Lenke type 2 adolescent idiopathic scol-
EEVEE: € ¥, Email; kaichaw@126.com, iosis (AIS) patients underwent selective posterior thoracic fu—
REWE:BRaAKAFEAL TR (%5 :81560352,81460405 ., sion surgery. Methods ; Preoperative , postoperative and the last

81260399); it &K A KM F AL EXAH AR (%% follow ~up standing whole —spine radiographs of 168 consecu—

20152ACB21024) ; 1 B A F4 M F TR FBHAR (%5,
20133BCB23027); i & E AR T A L HF 8T B (%K
% :20132BBG70068 ) ; ix B E# F A FRAHE KB
H A (%5 CII14014); i B & Lt BAHE K 509 B (% eters, including clavicle angle(CA) ,radiographic shoulder height
% :20155087,20155110),, (RSH), T1 title, proximal thoracic(PT) curve Cobb angle,Main
ﬁ‘.i’:ﬂiﬁ :http:/fwww.cnki.net/kems/detail/50.1046.r.20170103.1700.056.html thoracic curve(MT) Cobb angle eic were analyzed first by uni-
(2017-01-03)

tive patients with Lenke type 2 curves who underwent selective

posterior thoracic fusion surgery were analyzed. Imaging param—

variate analysis and Chi—squared analysis,and then stepwise lo—
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gistic regression analysis. Results ; Shoulder imbalance occurred in 28 patients(16.7%) at the last follow—up. Factors significantly as—
sociated with shoulder imbalance by univariate and Chi-squared analysis were magnitude of preoperative MT curve, the radiographic
shoulder height (RSH) after surgery,T1 tilt, clavicle angle and RSH at follow—up,and the difference in levels between lower instru—
mented vertebra (LIV) and end vertebra(EV),neutral vertebra(NV),stable vertebra (SV) and the last toughing vertebra of CSVL
(LTV). Stepwise logistic regression analysis identified the magnitude of preoperative MT curve(OR=1.112,95%CI=1.017 to 1.088,P=
0.010) and LIV~-LTV(OR=2.635,95%CI=1.363 to 9.442,P=0.012) as factors significantly associated with shoulder imbalance.
Conclusion ; The magnitude of preoperative MT curve and selection of LIV may mainly influence the postoperative shoulder balance

in Lenke type 2 curve.
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H /04 & B A % (adolescent idiopathic
scoliosis, AIS) BB & AR J5 XUH 45 % HA S HITEA %
B EE, ESUEBREE, AIS BEARB IR K F
BREKRAS BEFABEENEZEREZ —,
Namikawal” YT 460 Smymis®%F & B , AIS £ & R A
1+ ¥335 (proximal thoracic curve,PT) Wi | 815 A
(clavicle angle, CA) R g 1 HE4ER (T M5 AIS
BEREIERPENEESRREE BEMEN,
Suk S AN , 3 EERT IE F S v S 3 IS IR in
|, NI ANALS B E ARG DR KA1 & E X,
Yagi 5438 , 3 H935 THAHEBES B (the apical verte~
bral rotation, AVR ) 541 M9 BR J2 £ 22 (clavicle chest
cage angle difference, CCAD) 53 AIS &R/
SR 2 MMSLERE R, AT, Smymis 28
BB THEARBTE )35 5 (the first rib index,
FRI) 3UR = JE 2= (the radiographic shoulder height,
SHD) ,T1 {8 LA K PT #9K/NAT AT AIS &
BARJG KIS KR,

R, 5 ERFRERAF, Lee FFR K
T1 {8 -5V 4R H 0 8 E XM, Maurice
EERRTL AP, WA AIS BEN LT 5 FHT R
R R RAFHETIE , RS V57T BXUS L4 . Hong
ZURIE , b uRRLEHER ST AIS BEARFHX
FH PRI LB EL R, ok, Qiu FUMAN, HAY
HEH-NAANESSET AER BT AIS
BEREVEHFESE,

i, ABF ST T BB 54T 16847 Lenke 2 Bl
AIS BEARE] ARG XUR FEER , RG] S
B Lenke 2 &Y AIS B E AR5 VUR K V4 i & b
%

1 #WREF*®

1.1 BESF%
AHREWFFTS R FIREAER 5 FMES | FARF

EEBEHH SR, ABFFTIE AL AIS BE 168 fl( 24 B 137
1,28 # 13 451 ,2C & 18 1)), Horp &t 143 B, B4 25 #;
Bl ATEE R 2009 F 2013 F4832 M S BB RIE
WEEARE , HHEWZED 2 4 (PR 27.1 1~ A ) ;Lenke 2
B AIS M2 Wik I I PRI R o s &8 IE M X 2R At
11, R ED BRI MRS RE, HRIA S 8HAN
WG S BR . AEdniE : OB H RS, BFETHAN
T, QFIR 13~18 JAY ; @A TRIAR ARG BARKBEVT S
SEALAREIEMIN X LR 5, HERRARME . OBRER FAREE X
HBIT 8 QBRI A B 8 R B W2 Yy st st
&, OMENRIRE SRt IERENE,

12 FRE%

NGB EZAREREEEFREREFAR, AR
FE AR S RIBETBOR 4 - LA FAR X Py S 5 AR % 42
EHESARERET, AT BT AT ; LB X S “Ponte " BE
FUE M EASRE &R, FIANMERSNE 00°% 4
HEA ORI O A R R SR SRS RIRTE
BERBEHAS—SHF ENES WY REOMFEE, Fat
THENS MU OHRE FENS®E, FRT .8
RENBEBAANBREERA,

13 #hFnFs54a )

B B AT R BN 3 &R IE AL B AP EMU 7
Bending {7 R A2 ; R J& BP 2013 37 0128 HE IR ML K 5 KWK Bl
PSRRI A FIA_ LR BORIHAS & B RAT A
JEEERRREDFE, BRFNESHLRE. . OCA. %
XU B B e R BT R 5 K TR 22 [ By 3 £ 02, @RSH : KU
BYMXTE L FREAENEEEEEY, O HgH.T1
Hefk EZARILR 5K LB R I8, X4 T1 MR ZENE T
Hruet S IEAE A0 F A ek N, @F M TUEGE
¥4 PE (the apical translation of the main thoracic curve, AVT); &
M TME R &5 C7 SRR Z RIBEE  ORAIEA S T
( AR B 3 57 52 Cobb fi —Bending {if Cobb £ )/R Bij ¥k 57 {f
Cobb fx100%, OARJG&EHFIER : CRETHILAL Cobb K-
ARJGUESIAL Cobb A )/ARBTEIL i Cobb Fx100% ., DEIRAL/
FARDL CT RBEBE R . "BROL/ SRR 2 CT EREHELE
FERABERS . RIER K BE VIR B 3415 L (RSH) , KT A

- BERRBIREMBE D H : DURFEH (RSH < 20 mm) 53X
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RSP (RSH=20 mm)", 2 HAFEBREBEINE 1, AR ESEE RN 2 F R AMSI A BT ;2
14 it adt ABEFESRE RN ZEFER AR T RBHATRN ; FH

ABFLBA G SRS A SPSS 19.0 AL 5R, logistic BT 4 SBR G XUH RPEHERER . K%
HEERGET PP E bR 2R . SUR P4 557 JKHE @=0.05,

F1 RENREHASNEATHAGHRESH
Tab.1 Radiographic parameters between the balancing postoperative group and unbalancing postoperative group

AR EERESHK REDRFHEL (n=140)  REDUHRFHH (n=28) t B P
AHEAES .
PT Cobb 1 (° ) : 43.6+ 8.1 455+ 11.1 3.133 0.091
PT RMHE(%) 19.1 133 182+ 13.1 0.291 0.512
MT Cobb £ (° ) 60.2 + 18.1 71.4 +£20.0 5.906 0.021
MT 8t (%) 408 £ 16.6 38.5+14.9 0.422 0.517
CLCobb £ (° ) 326+11.3 351107 1.961 0.164
CLEFH (%) 70.0+£22.5 74.4 +20.7 0.684 0.320
MT TiHEMEBEE RS (mm ) 50.0 £ 18.9 58.1+19.6 1.823 0.119
T2-T5 e A (° ) 12.7+63 11.1+54 0.961 0.438
T5-12 e (e ) 155114 19.7+14.3 0.784 0.311
TI0-12 /R (e ) 64167 -53+64 0.747 0.239
T12-S1 faiufa (° ) ~-51.1x1L6 ' 47.4+99 1333 0.250
CA(° ) -0.7+42 -0.8+34 0.093 0.651
T1 & (e ) 59+7.0 63165 0.108 0.263
RSH (mm ) —2.8zx11.1 -59+115 0.595 0.312
FEEARAL C7 IRBEEERS (mm ) 42:153 41+11.1 0.048 0.326
ZARGE CT B (mm ) -55+21.1 -02+21.1 , 1.144 0.117
RRZIRGESH
PTCobb A1 (° ) 20.1+6.8 243197 1.343 0.208
PTHFIEE (%) 50.6 +18.1 523+17.1 0.006 0.340
MT Cobb fi (° ) 17.8+10.2 172+79 0.052 0.510
MTHFIER (%) 75.5+12.0 75.5+10.1 1.424 0.101
CLCobbf1(° ) 9.6+6.4 79166 0.670 0.434
CLBFIERE (%) 72.1+16.8 ‘ 70.2 + 30.7 0.130 0.711
MT TR EEE (mm ) 9.2+ 14.1 96+152 0.017 0.207
T2-TS EMA(° ) 10.8+5.5 102 +5.3 0.166 0.444
Ts-12 J5dufa (e ) 145+92 13.1£7.1 0.985 0.203
TI0-L2 |{duf (e ) -55+54 -54+44 0.026 0.112
T12-S1 jEadak (e ) -47.1+102 -427+70 2229 0.338
CA(° ) 3425 28+55 3.676 0.207
T1 @it () 9344 89+56 0.308 0.610
RSH ("mm ) 133+11.0 19.1+11.3 8.156 0.012
FERAE C7 MBEEE (mm ) 26+118 -38114.7 0.389 0.234
ARG C7 WAEEERS (mm ) 1.1+185 6.6+36.7 0372 0213
KRR BESE
PTCobb A (° ) 20.1 +10.1 24.1+11.1 1.213 0.313
PTHER(%) 4521217 47.1+21.7 0.006 0.739
MT Cobb F (° ) 19.9 £10.3 17.8+89 0.764 0.183
MT SFIEE (%) 70.5+25.3 75.1+11.4 2.909 0.190
CLCobb 1 (° ) 113+9.8 7955 1.796 0.222
CLFIEE(%) 723225 772+ 18.8 1.809 0.201
MT T EE RS ( mm ) 128+ 139 13.1:17.1 0.549 0.403
T2-T5 5k (° ) 114+7.6 11.8+6.6 0.202 0514
T5-12 Jadufa (° ) 17.1+79 162+99 1.012 0.436
TI0-L2 R A (° ) -77+63 -44+75 1.409 0217
T12-S1 )Edafa (e ) —-45.6+18.7 —44.9 £20.7 1.393 0.340
CA(° ) 17+28 5727 56.357 0.000
TLERA (e ) 17+44 11.817.1 14.586 0.000
RSH( mm ) 82+88 27.1+10.9 93.970 0.000
FERAL C7 IRBEER (mm ) 0.6+14.6 -2.6+135 0.549 0.160
R C7 IRBBHER (mm ) -115+262 -182+28.1 1.317 0.315

¥E:PT RFE LWE ;MT RXEWS ; CL ARBHREAES
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2 & R

2.1 PT MT.CL Cobb ARz 4 %

il 2 538 AR PT MT.CL Cobb 43514 (45.7 +
12.1)° . (65.8 + 17.1)°55(29.8 + 9.8)°; KK Bfii/i*F14 PT MT,
CL Cobb 143518 (22.1 £ 10.4)° (189 £9.7)°5(7.2 + 8.8)°;
KWKBEVTET PT MT . CL E3%8F IE 24 514 (47.1 £ 19.6) % .
(733 % 11.2)%5(75.1 £22.7) %,

22 WAL THEEUBFLAHAILNE

AR BETRT , 3t 28 6 (16.7% ) B & BB AR J5 BUE 2% F
7 5 M ST REAS ¢ A8 R |, AR JF BUR JF-H 4 AR |G MT Cobbffl
B B K F ARG SUE FAGLH ARG MT Cobb £ ; RJ5 WUH 5 K-
ZHARJE BN RSH, AR W BEDTAT T1 8i4H/8 .CA 5 RSH #1
KFARIGRUE B (£ 1) ; Weoh, TS REA ¢ K IE IR, 2
A FEN LIV EV NV LTV KFEEHFAEGS R (£ 2), &
i, 2 fHBEmEE T AR X EETE Risser fH KX UIV /KFH
KNG HEEFH K 2),

*2 AREVNBEATHASRENEFEHEHEHLXLEREH(n, %)

Tab.2 Categorical parameters between the balancing

postoperative group and unbalancing postoperative group(r, %)
WUR S RUS il

4L (n=140) (n=28) x fi PE
5 1.369 0.245
Jitk 19(76.0) 6(24.0)
otk 122(85.9)  21(141)
HIHA 0.237 0.680
PRUER AR LH 78 (82.1) 17(17.9)
RAEHARH  62(849) 11(15.1)
Rissers% 0.978 0.390
0-~3 85(81.7) 19(18.3)
4~5 56(87.5) 8(125)
urv 1.556  0.278
AMETF T2 91(86.7) 14(133)
AET T3 50(79.4) 13(20.6)
LIV-EV 7760  0.021
<0 35(97.2) 1(2.8)
1 59(83.1) 12(169)
=2 46(75.4) 15(24.6)
LIV-NV 8903  0.012
<0 49(96.1) 2(39)
0 38(82.6) 8(17.4)
>0 54(76.1) 17(239)
LIV-SV 6.997  0.030
< -2 64(92.8) 5(72)
-1 38(76.0) 12(24.0)
=0 39(79.6) 10(20.4)
LIV-LTV 5.192  0.025
<0 25(96.2) 1(38)
0 65(85.5) 11(145)
>0 SUCTT3) 15(227)

TEUIV AR B A LIV AR T mmt A HE EV AURAHE NV £
T M LTV AR B A RSB TR0 BT sk B ) 3 25 100 e 2
1A ;SV IR FREREHE

2.3 KGR KTy R B & 947

ML FEA ¢ K5 RO R SR A IS8 (R BT MT Cobb
i .LIV-EV LIV-NV _LIV-SV LIV-LTV)#i#t—44 A logistic
81055047 5 logistic [B1UA 4347 7w , R FTUS SZ. 2K MT Cobb £
(OR=1.112,95%CI=1.017~1.088,P=0.010) . KX LIV-LTV {g
(OR=2.635,95%CI=1.363~9.442 , P=0.012) AT i i#} Lenke 2 %!
ATS BE ARG WUR RSP AR L (R 3,18 1),

# 3 ABI MT Cobb £ .LIV-EV.LIV-NV LIV-SVLIV-LTV 3 R
BREXF AR ( RSH ) K9#200
Tab.3 Effects of MT Cobb angle, LIV-EV, LIV-NV, LIV-SV,
LIV-LTV on postoperative RSH

RSH
% ¥
PfE OR i 95%CI
MT Cobb ff1 (° ) 0.010 1112 1.017 ~ 1.088
LIV-EV 0.223 1.142 1.303 ~ 9.072
LIV-NV 0.208 2.448 1.338 ~ 6.546
LIV-SV 0.341 0.921 1.414 ~2.471
LIV-LTV 0.012 2.635 1.363 ~ 9.442

A RBHCATRE B AREZ AE RSB
X &K Xk H PHEX KR
B H AR B H N 16 % &, Lenke 2A B AIS; A &, F M2 (MT)
Cobbffi=62° MT F4E: 44.5% , RFi U -, LTV=L1;B [&,MT Cobb
F=7° ,MT 67 1% =88.7% , RJ5 BN %1 1 B XU 2 F- i (RSH=22.6 mm,
e ;C B ARG 26 A BUR B EOF- 5 B 3F (RSH=14.2
mm, ZZ A RHA ) (R kA HE H B adding-on ##
B1 WEBEBTE&HE5iRHmEHE adding-on BEREE

Fig.1 Schematic diagram of shoulders’ rebalancing trend and

YA

the distal fusion vertebral adding—on trend

3 3t i

AHESE B A AT T 168 451432 52 oAk i 1% 1ok
BRI N E B9 Lenke 2 AU AIS HBE AR5 0B
ARFA, SR R 1% 168 1l 5 28 £
B ( 16.7%) B T A Ja SUE 2K -1 ; logistic [711
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S8R, RETA MT Cobb £ K LIV-LTV Z{E%F
Lenke 2 B AIS BFH A S DU K FE M A 4EEAH R
HYERL

AW BN, RAETK MT Cobb M XA 5 XU 5
S 0 & A B AR #E4E FH (OR=1.112,P=0.010) , B]
AHT MT Cobb FBER , AR S5 HBIUR P-4 KB
AR, B BR, B EHIE 5 4R

Lenke 2 B AIS B E RGN E FHEFEEEENE

FA 82 3 025 3 BE I 1E 7T REXT AR 5 SUR 4 -5
WRAERE —ENWRIER, FHRENFARERE
B3R 5% 2 B2 5F IE AT, 8 8 S R 7E 10 25 4 110
(Lenke 2 RIS B35 £ 4 22 ) ME N8 K B9 %87 IE
1, BT Y4 £ HIE5 Y Cobb f3 KIS S A
JRERIIHE TS , TR A J5 BUR 26 47 i & 28 (1
1A.B) , ABF50ES RT3 T L), Bi7E4s
BFFTHY 168 Bl E T, i —AE A, R K K FE
Vil , R Ja SUB R4 B9 MT BFIER ¥ 8 K F
RIEFURFEHH (K 2) . B8R, FHb—Fal e R
7=, Bl Lenke 2 ZU B i L IES HLBUERE , AT IER
BEAR, ALY EMESHEFAFERS, BO85E
S T MERIENINE , ARG DU K F
B R, Li Z950HT 25 ] Lenke 2 B2 B2 1
HRERHE RN, S fIRERELEBHERE;
BREISAHRPHEXARSG RSH WARER T4
Al LiFelREABHRBHNERELS THSR
BATRORMNM A, NS RIBETN FHRE T £
T S IERCR, Rt E# TR E LB HBRE
A SRT , FEAS BRI o IR ok 2 B 32 B alifE 5
RIBSTHE A SRZBREBARFIEEZRILEH
BREEREAABERN, RERIER Lenke 28
BERGERBHEHAEFAFEEANZRIR
B, HENLZ B A & AR TR R RIS W B
B EEMIRFE o sE . Bk, MZERF Lenke 2 Y AIS 2
FH ARG IR A BT & , % FK Cobb I EMZ
VIS BB R SEEMBIE

ABF IR KB, LIV-LTV Z{E 2R BARE DR
RS B 55 S — A fa R B & (OR=2.635,P=0.012);
LIV 8{&F LTV, RIESUE A 5 B IR , AP
JE o, BB BT R RS ATS RE ARG BUR 5%
BHREERABENRE, XFPIUR R PER B RK
ZULEEPOANRRBREAENH SMEH
RiEma AR B R R, 72, MTF
EEZHEZTIAMN AIS BE MEREHEIBS
A RIFBA LR LA S SUE FE, AR 8

TR RLA GBI BOE A T AR B B R 1,
Dok S BN TR A5 B DA i B M B 2
AT LLEFREAR G DU 4 ERIFFAR
PEHLHI T 6B B 5B Lenke 2 7 52 35 o 28 B wf B )
TREMEMEERFZ—(E 1C), AT, 5K
LIV $E87E LTV FE Bhniild, it R A FE L
SR IRAT] B S AT R A T e R AUEAEH B S
I AP A7 Vi o B B it JE B I 25 %oF AR J WU R S B

" fREZAEST, BY LIV BUERE S SBOR S XUE 5o F-

By ZADT ) R, AR STIA K, FAREFER Lenke 2
AU AIS B LM G B B BT R Rl & BT, AL
FTMARFERME TS HI adding-on TSI
B % N AR G XUE EE A, A% LIV
HIERE, _

AR RWHEEUT RRE . 8555, EEREH0
B [l BRPERR F 0, AP H 0 X Lenk2 B AIS B35
HIBHTY R 5 FAREBME N R EAE—EWER, XX
ARG & PRI B S HOE i R4 7T REH O
AR, HR, 2HRFREESTESS5EN
AJE VU R 1 B R FEMIEA, FlanE-F SRS 22
PRSI T, BEAR BN E R E ST E
BIFAN GRS EE, o

25 BFTR AR SR R AR K MT Cobb i 5K
LIV-LTV Z{EX} Lenke 2 &I AIS BE ARG XUH L
R EE A RIEER ; B, X T Lenk2 BY AISH
HEESFIE MT JE B %8 LIV SRR J5 BUE #9
P EE,

2 % X W
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