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[ Abstract | Adolescent idiopathic scoliosis (AIS) is a spinal deformity involving 3 planes of the spine during

adolescence. The pathogenesis of AIS is still unknown. Posterior spinal fusion (PSF) is the most widely used surgery in

treating AIS. Its postoperative complications have gradually attracted attention. Deformity-related complications, such as

adding-on phenomenon, proximal junctional kyphosis, distal junctional kyphosis, coronal imbalance and shoulder imbalance,

are the most common ones. Understanding the definition, diagnostic criteria, incidence, natural history, risk factors, and

preventive measures of these complications is essential to make surgical strategies for AIS. This article reviews the latest

research on the deformity-related complications of PSF in patients with AIS.
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AIS [BE WG RAFIS, BAAAEIF AE XU . A
¥R M, AIS i34 #: % PSF Ja BRI & 4E K A= %
N 1%~22% " . Bartley %5 7 HF R K W, AIS i #
152 PSF Y [l T AR S K A0 2.4%, FET:
RN 0.03%, MRIIF KA K AR 4.1%. AR5 IF
KA FEEGY . N e R, W3R i)
REPA M . BN A . Horh, WP E AH 0T A hE
SR UL BERAMRE R CEMIE AE R,
PALEEE N (adding-on) BLG . i1 ¥ 28 PR 5 14
( proximal junctional kyphosis, PJK ) . it ¥ 38 5t
P J5 ™ (distal junctional kyphosis, DJK ) . Ik
T 2K 5 FUAR J5 WUR AN F-fif ( postoperative shoulder
imbalance, PSI) . XEEFFE5EH H FEOFIE T A
KM, FoBETRHATRIBETR, fEREMELRE
1R UTE . AR SO AIS 35 PSF IR YT G W2
AT A B R E i AT 84, W4 e AIS KRG
W T AH S F K E P IFFE RN IR I2YY T ARSI S |

1 EmM|K

L1 &L, BEARERL AR BINBE KN
W& ML, ZHe A AN B IE AR J5 A e
Uiy A T A TP N A R 2, () B A i S
AN 5 R 1)1 N S (e

(1) g v [# 2 ME (lowest instrumented vertebra,

LIV ) B A AHEBE £ A3 n>s5°; (2) LIV M
MEAR A 2 BB TP R4k (central sacral vertical line,

CSVL) MYBEESIENN >S5 mm. BhNPGE AIS J5
AR (8 WIS, X— IR R Suk %)
i, SCERIRIE, AILS FBF 12 PSFIRYT I
BIMIGI KA REFER, F2%~51%"",

Yang 25" HFSE RN, AIS HE SIS 09 A0k &
i R N 14%, H A, Lenke 1A %, Lenke 2 % fil
Lenke 58 AIS JR# A A A 3891510 15% . 12% . 9%
12 BB E 5 AT #46  Fujii 25" %5 69 4]
2 52 J5 % 2 B ME M ME Rl 5 R (selective thoracic
fusion, STF) A Lenke 1B, 1C % AIS R H AT T
WH9E, 2 AEMBEDT A 13 B E R ARSI,

KRN 18.8%. M LIV AL T e J filt S HE (last
touched vertebra, LTV ) kim HIEES LTV #icht,

BB RS . Ak, EBOR R LT X k%
AL, AR A IR R LIV Ry HER A >3, )
LIV i 4k 4L i) F ¥ 8. Banno 25" [a] B 43 BT T

90 54557 PSF 1Y Lenke 1A, 2A % AIS H# %k,
KB LIVl 2 DR SR B B4 & A AU
33%: (1) ZE5|6 Fiukasett, (2) il
(bending i ) LIV '~ J7 #E i) & - £, Wang %'
INA LIV R HER (LIVH1) i85 CSVL 1y iE 25
J& Lenke 1A T AIS BE ARG kA S INBLG A fE R
KR, YRR LIVA+1 25 CSVL>10 mm I, &
PRG0 K R B I N, PRI, RIS LIV M6 A
HRE 1) Sk I AR 2R 1M CSVL> 10 mm FHE(AR .
Joo 2SI IA K, XF Lenke 1A % AIS fR 3%, 45k
Koo AN B R R T B
KB IMIG WA BetER, I AT 7870 PFAl
TSR, GG K % B 4. Matsumoto 251
K, XT3 STF iy Lenke 1A B3, 4R J5
B A% 1 = R 25 TOUME i 1 458 K HL LIV 2 T LTV Sk iy
W, BRZEESMMSE ., Fit, B TBIERES
% A=, Matsumoto %5 ' g A R T B R AT
AELUIE T M2 p TR i, 5 EL LIV 07 2/ 2 )
LTV, Cho %™ B4 T Lenke 1A % AIS £ 3% X 43
L4-L 8 (ORHT L, MEMARm ZEMi gt ) 1 L4-R 7 (R
L, MECR 1) A7 M RE ) RO, AT 9 2 R
L4-R BB 5 A= B N B A XU o g, T & BB
INBLG ) LA-L B BE AR TN . Bk E A
B

Yang 2" X} AIS SR ARG KL B ML 5
Wi PR 2 HEAT T SCmh RS, BEAERFSE R N4 i G
B R AL RIS . - R B A . AR M
AN RETERIE RN RBIIESEN . ARAebikim
IR ERAT . LIV SEEA Y SR Mo R 7
SRR IE . [, R T B kA SS HEE 4L,
Yang 2 HY . (1) LIV N B/ VERE R ke T
LMK (EVH1) 5 (2) LIV AN i iaE
HE B R 2 ANHEMR (SV£2) 5 (3) LIV R ZE#E M
HRE 1) Sk I AR5 1M CSVL> 10 mm FAE/AR .

2 PJK

21 =L, RAEFRARL PIKEAIS EEU
TTIa A G 7 WL RAEZ —, A8
FE NS A X A TR W E LS, X —ES
e i Lowe 2561 ZE 9E 4747 /R B 9% ( Scheuermann
disease ) Jii 1™ B JE B 5 B6F 4 o B A 0T A R
JE A PIK DA 1R 1 3 7 - A, PIK 19 2 W A E 7E
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AWrek i, HErn i) 1z 2 Wi bR U B Glattes
SRR, RDOR JE S 35 28 B IX R M A1 ( proximal
junctional angle, PJA) =10°, H # A §jH#4 in &
/> 10°, PJA 45 I [& %€ #E (upper instrumented
vertebra, UIV) FZ&M5 UIV 5 2 MHEMR
LM Z B e fl . SCHkHIE, ATS 3 35 % PSF
J5 PIK 19 B A= %k 7%~46% "5 18 L 25
F 1Y Lenke 1, 2 % AIS /& 44 ", PSF AR J5 PIK &
B 16%, (A8 H O BaER, BiBR<
3% . P T LAEAS K 29 Lenke 5 83, SCik
B ARG PIK 1% 4 H N 23% 2

ANFIFZE H 2T PIK H 4R S (R E B — 3L,
E—IRETT 2D 5 AR, 26% 1Y ALS BETE
HRIRBEVIT (¥ 7.3 48 ) &4 PIK, Hip RZH
BH (82%) ERJGH 2B PIK ™, 5 1
BHXT 410 ] AIS & ST RIE T, PSF ARJS 2 4F
A BB E LA PIK, KARN 27%; H 37 6
ARG 8 RV EP R T PIK, Hor 4 fil7E
ARG 2 AEBETT I PIK 1533 2% /%) . Wang 452 (7]
B 23 AT T #5252 PSFIRIT I 123 6] AIS FEE FORL
28% M H ARG &2 PIK, AJF 6 4~ H N &2k PIK
MR 31%, 6~18 ™ H WAL PIK Y EH K
46%, 18 I~ H M VIS &4 PIK B 23%.
22 AR E M ATk 2Pk S
%} Lenke 5 %1 AIS 8 % PSF i J7 J5 & 4 PIK ) WF
FERM, UIV AL T HIER: . 52 B X5 P 2 41K
P KA 5 B A S EHERT ™ A 25 1H (pelvic
incidence-lumbar lordosis, PI-LL) i &= & K J5 &
APIK e MR, F, d@0E G UV 75 i 2
B AR i s A X R B A R S B
U1 PI-LL {H A RE 208/ PIK Wy kA= o SR B,
ARG B NG KR A 24k e R A A R
FIBIHE ST ™38 AR ALS JE 25 K& A4E PIK, %]
Al 5 57 T A 5 Ik 2 Ak S R v T A B AR ML A
Kes BLAN, ASIRIRA N [ e e PIK & At AT —E
FRISEIR, o P ABh 5 A ) B 3 A P IR XU 4 1,
7 28% ' Erkiline 25 2 §F5Y & M, AIS 3 PSF
TR ULV /K Pl R 28 44 fig 3 %I PIK & ZE
R JRURSE, 8 2% 44 20 PIK R A2 3R 3.2%, AT 41N
13.3%, ZRAGEIHE L, IR RFRE 1B, R
HIRE R R e ™ A B RV K 9 5 T 8 IE % 5 PIK 1Y
RAERK, HIL, HEEA b R 24k B PIK

% H: . Boeckenfoerde 252 4 A T 192 4|3 5% PSF
1y AIS [, BRI, VIBRBZEA 23X PIK (1K
Az i L R, AR ETIMES K SR (rod
contouring angle ) # K M PJA- 2 M A VL L E PIK
KAERGEKREE (K177, Hik, iR
ARER EWABEABERL R, R il 7E N [ 7 o,
oy E 3 YA R AR DAVC LA 741 . Clément
2 S B F S IE 52, PIK Y % A= 55 Bl IR B A
PR G A Y HE S R A
Al COR B O o NEEAE I B ) AT 4 25 I PIK 1)
R,

[ \} uiv+3
/"\_ / [ é
: \>\ Urv-+1

) uIv., < Rod contouring angle

< Proximal junctional angle

B ERsRRENASTHEATER
Fig1 Schematic diagram of proximal junctional angle
and rod contouring angle "%’
Proximal junctional angle is the included angle between the
lower endplate of the UIV and the upper endplate of the second
vertebral body above the UIV, and rod contouring angle is the
angle between the upper endplate of UI'V and the lower endplate
of the first vertebral body below UIV. UIV: Upper instrumented

vertebra.
3 DJK

3.1 EXAKAFR DIKJEIEHEFE N E T Bt
i A F X P B JE BT R ILE:, TR AL
N 3380, DIK A] LA SRR Be s . MER] 4
WBAR SRR 2 A S AN, & AIS BAERLA AR
(3 T R 2 — . DIK 30— B B Y Lowe 251
e, BATHE HBEWitndE . LIV B2 5 H
TOTE 1 ANHER (LIVA1) T &M 22 8] i1 1R 1
Je =100, H5ARFTHE LG K 2 D 10° 02 W8
DIK ' WS E W, DIK 1EEF /R S AU A A
M B T2 0L, ALS BE KA DIK RS AH X5
%, 7 0.2%~15% %
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32 ARBEESMAMGHE LIVEAIS BE
ARJGREEEDIK WEZZMEE ., KRR E
HE ( sagittal stable vertebra, SSV ) J& 48 2 tRk I #
BEE G F AT 0 S T I B 1 HEIR,
SSV X — M A& 1 45 H X B DIK HA 52 1 I
JK 7 X . Marciano 2 BFSE & 3R, % T L5 Ky
F (Lenke 1~3 #l) iy B BUFN C Y AIS 3, 2l
A BARIEM 2SSV, AR5 2 4F & DIK i KU
5SSV A AH LB B F+ 5 (45.5% vs 7.7%) , Kt
HeFE M 25 AIS 8 B Rl A 9 BOW R SRl 2SSV
LR B, Segal %Y By BRI b AIF SC T RS
% SSV WEZME, ZAFIT IR & B J5 i vt 38 A
(distal junctional angle ) =5°J& DJK [ 5 — f& [
R, HT LA DIK & AR E 16 1%, 1A, i
5T T & A= DIK B R LIV LF 23R4 T i 1 B
(T,~L,) , Wi, #WxFrEA DIK &G H &R
1) AIS 3, LIV MW AHE EEEEMIEE . ) —Wi%t
Xf Lenke 1 AU 2 /Y AIS (R F UBFSE W, 4 LIV
AT L, 8L EMEIRIE, PSFIAYY )R DIK 1 Bk Kk
AR 6.6%, # LIV K[ & 2SSV, A5 M 5
™ =25 ° B AR 5 MBS ™ = 102 02 DIK & A )
EfaE DY Hi, I EH LIV RFEEE
SSV B, AR IR I I fof B A S o <25 ° L I Bt
Ja i <10°, X T UEA 132 e Bk W HE Rl 5 19 ALS
%, Yang %57 Il LIV 3% £ SSV 8k SSV F 7
HE A TR B9 B AE 5% . Banno 25 % B Lenke
1A F1 2A B AIS S HEFE LIV B, HF e £k
TR A A &Gk DIK 1 & .

SCHR T OCT DIK oAt G 5 X 2= 9 4 5ok 20
o Lowe % SIEMI AR 5 Tyg~L, i JE 5 2 % A
DIK (fa 2 tesh, SHikFAMLt, FETF
AR DIK () & A 5w (14.6% vs 42% ) , X Al fig
55 FARBIR T EH G a5 5%,

4 BEAREKE

41 B, RAEFRGRE  FIRMKA ( coronal
imbalance ) JZFR LRI I C, BT EL R HLE h R4k
F 7K V- BE E, B SefR f-F- #5725 (coronal balance
distance, CBD ) #id— % Hl, HUK TR 1)
WG BT R R A 2 Wb R A A — o
Wo WM CBD=2 cm A H: I B 5 ik 2,

[H1iE, Zhang % ZERF ST ks SR 1 2 4 5 XN

CBD=2 cm; i Lowe 25 75 X gl A A A 7 35
1153 BIWFSE P CBD =3 eom {1 S e bR 17 2K A48 1) A
W FAEFHFINH, CBD=4 cm I 5 % 195 FI
DiaeFEfiair 0224k 3, NIk CBD=4 cm Al{ER
SRR INT TN O L Ay e

SRR T R A ATS BRIE AR 8 WIT R AE,
SR ALS 5 AR S SN T A 5l 72 3 4 R
PR, SCHkH REE A9 ATS B35 78 J5 7 T8 AR i etk
TR A R s 2 R, AR | Rl B
FIRARE SR R O, Mo RM, AR EN 2R i
SR S A 2] A 50% Y, (A 2R H T 7ERE
Vit H R MIE . bR R SR Sefi e, WIFK
SRR R T A, SCHERRGE & ARl 2%~
14% ', IWRBHEEAEFEHTHBETA. K5
SELIR T O A HLA AR R Y R A E A, FE— TN
A 954 5] AIS FRF IRFFEH, A S R 20 e fR 1 2 iy
M EERN 311%, RJF 6 AR 17.5%, K5
2AERHTIN R 12% 0. S —TRBESE R, AIS i
R A & AR MR 2 ARG 17% B EAR
J5i 5 AR 6%, $ER TR I 2 A 7E AR S 5 4F
NBEB B E
42 BB AT R FAG 4 Hwang % it
50 o422 37 PR PR IEME Rl 5 1) Lenke 5C #Y AIS 55
WFIE R, 28% MY 83 16 AR S5 1 & AR el otk 1 2
g, ARH RS/ A ) R G PR . MBS Y
A K R A8 3t 58 R KR Lenke 5C 74 ATS J# AR
Jei A bR T G A A T PR 2 BRI R R
Jer AT RE & A R T A, (H R LIV (B4R R
JIN, KBSy AR T S 5 E A % 4 1. Banno %5
X LA 25 fg 3 Y Lenke 5C 5 6C %I AIS H % vEAT
G e N N e s e R e R IN TN TSN (O] AP -y
AFE AT LS / S ) TME R EE ( apical vertebra
translation ) K ( =49.5 mm ) . ARJ5RIZ) 04K 1
gty (BPC7 #Y L S5HE hELNE R <—275
mm ) MAFEEE K . Yang %54 45 A 80 15 Lenke 5 .
6 I AIS [ IR 5E K B0, AR 7 X 4k F i
A L AR ARG & A e R 1 7 14 322 f i R
%, Bao &5 HFTE KRB, AR AEAE DRI 1 2%
T A S/ S A R ™ BB RS T 5 A ek
ARTE e . Shetty 258 Ak, AHT LIV 4} =25°
J& Lenke 5C Y AIS f8 5 AR5 A A e R 10 2R A5 Y 16
B R 2, AR T ULV MiAE T GE & R 172 etk i
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A ¥I¥6 5 17 mm, ARFTRUS G 0 5 Tl s ey &

Jiang 25 G &I, Lenke 1. 2 7 AIS 3%
STF y& 97 Ja e R 1h 2 A 1) AE g v, RSB IE
C RURR T el IR TH A Y R AR R (42.5% ) = T AR

(34.8%) FIBH (30.0%) , A% EH ARG E T
v R TI AA, 1 B AU C AU E AT
DI o 25 1 F R 1 R ACEE e AR T 2. Ohirt-
Nissen 25 % %f 32 3% STF 19 Lenke 1 %I AIS 2 & it
TR I, ARG 2 bR s kA0 13%,
FE S ) B A T B AR et bR T 2 A ) A A
£, DI EIUR 7 8 i BE 57 IE . Gomez 25"
KB, PSFIRITIG 2 4F 6.4% (1) AIS f & H B IR
A, M RIETHE 1, Bk E AR Bk
| E RSN IR PR NI TP TR S Sl e v
g3 AIS S B bR T Rl 2 A IR A IE, BRI Sk 3=
BT ARG R R AT AL D7, i
B e it YA YT R D

5 PSI

51 EXEKAER PSR AIS BRI FEIF
KIEZ —, WERWEE MU A IR . H
T 5 SR B 25 =1 em /E K PSI S W FRE,

I R _ T SR i e b 2, FE 50 M
1G22V EM FE R SR IR NIPEM FE b5 H A %
Kuklo %5 S50 B4 Gbrtt, FFH 77 X 28 F -
JEPET AL RN SUE B 2, <1 em
FrWUE A, 1~2 em R, >2~3 cm A
WA, >3 em WEE R, BRILZ AN, #A5RF
TN RPN AR EIE /A . T, MIRMA . B2
BT EE . S—Rh - DB B2 . BE IR A B
Z55 IGRIRINIPEM fa b 3E R LR . 220
MERNE. ZRH[EERE . NINRUS&EEZE . 5
MSUE S BE2E . JE AP AFEEL . A M SIS A A
H R FH 6 A 48 A ke DAk XUE S 1 00 5 6
—HOW, BRI 2= B N R TR 0 1Y
(] i 2 3 o AR £, AR 2 ] A TR R S
ARV I —FhRh7E . SCHRHRGE, AIS BPE ARG
PSI HY KA H N 16%~38% 75!

52 BEHEZF>HAM 4 R EH, K7
XU -1 0 K L s | = R T AR B X
PSR SCHEMEF % . Suk 287 (i FIME 5 AR IE4T 22
gixt AIS SE AL £, (LG M A2 E

F3E A S5 WU -4 (9 FE LK 2% . Rose Fil Lenke
W, X TR PE L, # AR E B AT
Bl IS, ULV 38 T, 58 Ty ANARRTXUS S,
TG EERE R Ty, A ARTAE &, WFFEE 2T,
5 Tyo X TE5MPE FMOES, QARARRITAE &, T
S Ty ARBOSUE T, vIHgsraG i s
Ty; TANRARFIA S &, % 083 W25 0 e pIrE R
25, oG L IES 2 Ty B AT — b 2 )
FEWRIR AR 1 Z N, RS RAFRCR .

Sato %%V I J& T — T 44 A 99 {4 Lenke 1A %!
AIS BF 2l B PERESE, Frf B UTV sedt
T,, 455 BRAJE B %] PSI i R A= % H 27.3%, R
J& 2 AEBE I K 17.2%, LIVAE T LTV R, &
25 9 1 Rk = e PST I FERG I &R, Bk, i
ULV 7 F T, B, 17 i 2kt e [R5 2 A R &
Yang % A, 25 AR i THUAE i B 3 R0 2
A2 AIS FR % PSLI B fER R 2, i 3% PSI
B A R g 3 g, SR T R PST, ORI
b TR AR B R A 7843097 1, IR )7 1 A I g
BEIN KA. Isogai 25" XF Lenke 2 71 AIS H 31
W R BL, FAREE ULV 248 T, HEH Risser /7% =
3 gt PSI A EAG K . Yagi 25 % 85 14
FEZ BOMERL A AR ATS B VORMEA T 534,
A 25% #:32 FARGIT I B E BB PST, % WE5E &
PR, B £ 2 A e 2 TR i 5 PST A2k
ST G B 2. Sielatycki 25 £F X Lenke 1. 2 %
AIS B F s R WL, A8 ULV Wi 2685, 43
TR IE R FFIE R >54% ) {825 555 1F K AECF
1E#<529%) I, H % PSIHY & A= 25 ik 59%,
PR, AR S IR KR, s i R TR
M, AR TN IE MO AR 1 PST # & A: .

6 SRR

AIS JE 5 WA A ML 2S5, B IR AT
AN AR R B AR B R i i AL Bl
B EITHEARMF AR K E, PSFIRYT AISC 4
X A L AR FART S, (HFEARIGIN
Tok kI AE I . AR SO ARG BHE ARSI &
JEMAT RS, BINM4 ., PIK, DIK., bR i 2 4y
M PSIEARJGFH A E . PR REZHITRAE, K5
AEFEAR M S5 RN R R, L, T eedf
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RARHLEI FPIR R MG TR AIRT, 45 b
TERE AIS 1297 TAEAERYE
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