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Unstability of the lumbar spine; X-ray features and method of measurement(analysis of 73 cases) Caihe, Tang Yonggiang. Depar+
ment of Radiology, Qianshan countrytown traditichal medical hospial, Jiangxi Province 334500

[ Abstracl  Objective: To study the X-ray features, clinical signs and new method of measuremert of unstabiliy of lunbar spine.
Methods: Lumbe- sacral region X-ray pictures of 73 cases of spinal unstabiliy were analysed.The lumbe- sacral angle was measured accord
ing to the method esablished by the author, and this method was compared with that established by Ferguson. Results:Unstability of lumbar
spine occurred more often in younger and adult males(68. 5% ). The method of measurement used by the author was more accurate and
simple. There was certain relationship between spinal unstability and congenital spinal structural defects and acquired status, movement and
loading of the spine. Conclusion: Using the method of radiography and measurement established by the author, the diagnostic accuracy of
the unstabiliy of the lumbar spine could be mproved.
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