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Kyphosis assessments
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Abstract

Kyphosis is a common disorder in the elderly. The condition likely affects several aspects of the
individuals including restricted pulmonary functions, induced back pain, and reduced mobility that affect
endurance, activities in daily living and quality of life, and increased risk of falls in the elderly. Therefore, a
screening and monitoring method is important to promote effectiveness of treatments and to minimize possible
consequences of kyphosis. Currently, kyphosis can be assessed using several methods both invasive and non-
invasive techniques. These methods have distinct characteristics and limitations for clinical application. This
article reviewed information relating kyphosis assessments in order to help readers for selecting an appropriate

method of measurement.
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(ﬁmmﬂ: Korovessis et al., 2001 p.673)
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fodiiflszez OWD 5217 5.1- 8 3. UAFUUIIN

v

ARANNIZE OWD nAM 8 wu.

U

31)

pdulsiou fagiums@nsuneafums
dszifiulagldnsinszezanienesdaniiadaiaiuiu
T wadimsdszifiuduinanuianaialdhe i
namaamnvesliussialivnuigassazi
MANVNIN (gﬂﬁ 79) wenmnil wamtssifuiiiiy
spoen . annamInfieumeuiuransdsziiudig
F5oug Sainneauraifumanulfwenszgndimds
ot Inenfimusvesidenialdvanngunsaldmsums
Psziunnenizgniundsdenlagldszoznnmia (ky-
phosis wall-distance tool: KWDT) 91n@inealioiiiis
maties (digital vernier caliper) Ve 15 . (gﬂ‘ﬁ
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8n) e eI alszIiuA1IZNIZATUHAIADNIINMT
o ] O A Eq o & Ao 14

Jaszozaamnnnuialdhedu Iagnniunivliamsa
= 9/35 2 o/ Fal e‘d‘ ¥ 49( = 9(:
gagunsallvisamnduntialdie Tasgnsainasavuiiu
wiinan 16ldhe (GUn 8v) Tnamalsziuniiany
aziden danumesmelutasssningsziiiugs (ICC =
0.99 uaz 0.95 MuMav)*” uenAl HamMsszHud
Hanuduiusiuynanuldwesnszgndunasinlsziiv
9NM3LF Flexicurve ga (r = 0.925, P < 0.001) Tagna

a 4 g o/ <) v

matsziiiunduszsgnadaannsanauiuyuanula

Q)]

YoanIzgnaundald lagldanmsanudunius de suves
NITANFUNER = 4 + 4.81(328EMNANTI) + 0.1(218)
Tasaumsifianuansalumatineyuanuldaves
nszgndurasldsosas 81 (adjusted R*= 0.81)* Hana
qmﬁagjizm'nmaﬁwmmmmmmmi’iﬂ (validity of
the tool) ifieufUATINAIgWBU delihielildgunsal
mstszifiunmgnizgndundsdeniiduaziianuazain
TumsléaamuanufiaUndlusgmsunndaiu

(V)

4' a o o/ 1 v X v = L4
gﬂ‘l/l 7 mIlse lNUﬂW’Jﬂﬂigﬂuﬂﬁuﬂa\‘]ﬂ@NTﬂ Elﬂ']{l"liﬂ"lﬁ’.lﬂizﬂzﬁ]”l NMYNDYINNIN

(n) Mmadahmumasziiiunnenszgndundinenlasmslémsiaszosnninenssdaniia

(v) masziiiunnenizgndundsnenlasmslimsinszeznninenasfaniia

(ﬁmmﬂ: Wongsa et al., 2012 p.2)

(n)

(v

s 8 matlsziiiuamznszgndurdsdenlasmsldgunaimsiasseznnienesfantia

(n) gUnsalinszezanmiia (kyphosis wall- distance tool: KWDT) Miaunauain digital vernier caliper

YA 15 BU.

(v) masziunnenizgndundsrenlaemsliglniaiinszeznnienosdanti

(813913 wazAmMe 25564 Win 34)
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