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A correlation study on the relationship between lumbar vertebrae curvature and degenerative lumbar spon-
dylolisthesis Du Chengken™ , Wang Hailei, Dong Juegiang , Wu Qiantan , Weng Wenshui. * Quanzhou Orthopedic —
Traumatological Hospital , Quanzhou 362000 , Fujian , China

ABSTRACT Objective:To analyse the correlations between the lumbar vertebrae curvature and degenerative lumbar spondylolisthesis
(DLS) . Methods : The Cobb$ angles of lumbar sagittal plane,taillard indexs,indexs of lumbar vertebrae lordosis and the Cobb% angles of
lumbar vertebrae scoliolosis were measured on the X — ray films of 136 patients with DLS, then the correlations between Cobbs angles of
lumbar sagittal plane and taillard indexs,indexs of lumbar vertebrae lordosis and the Cobbs angles of lumbar vertebrae scoliolosis were eval-
uated through Spearman correlation analysis. Results: The Cobbs angles of lumbar sagittal plane in patients with DLS was positively correlated
with the Cobbs angles of lumbar vertebrae scoliolosis (r =0.436,P =0.000) ; While the Cobb angles of lumbar sagittal plane was not correla-
ted with the indexs of taillard and lumbar vertebrae lordosis(r =0.009,P =0.914;r =0.032,P =0.710) . Conclusion ; There is a positive cor-
relation between the Cobbs angles of lumbar sagittal plane and the Cobbs angles of lumbar vertebrae scoliolosis in patients with DLS.
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