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Abstract

Objective: To investigate sagittal spinal alignment from the perspective of the overall curvature of the "S" curve of the human
spine, and explore the roles of pelvic incidence (PI) and maximal thoracolumbar vertebral tilt(TLmax) in the classification of the
sagittal spinal aligment.

Methods: The tilt of the sacral, lumbar, and thoracic vertebrae (from Col, S5, S4... to C7) were measured. The minimal sacral
vertebral tilt(Smin), maximal thoracolumbar vertebral tilt(TLmax), and minimal thoracic vertebral tilt (Tmin) were recorded. The
concept of lumbosacral lordosis (LSL) was introduced, and the Ferguson method was utilized to measure sagittal spinal
parameters both in anatomical segmentation (Ferguson L1-S2, Ferguson T1-T12) and functional segmentation (Ferguson LSLmax,
Ferguson TKmax). The subjects were grouped based on pelvic incidence (PI) and TLmax separately, and the mean and standard
deviation of each parameter were calculated. Chi-square tests were conducted for statistical analysis.

Results: 1. Based on PI grouping: PI for all subjects was 45.4 + 9.5° (21.7-86.4°). Group A consisted of 117 subjects with a mean
PI of 34.7 + 4.4°, Group B had 158 subjects with a mean PI of 45.2 + 2.9°, and Group C included 113 subjects with a mean PI of
56.7 £ 5.8°. No statistically significant differences were found in tilt of S2, L1, T1, TLmax, Tmin, and Ferguson L1-S2, Ferguson
T1-T12, and Ferguson TKmax among Groups A, B, and C. 2. Based on TLmax grouping: TLmax for all subjects was 110.5 + 5.5°
(94.4-132.0°). Group A had 91 subjects with a mean TLmax of 104.0 + 2.3°, Group B comprised 216 subjects with a mean TLmax
of 110.2 + 2.1°, and Group C included 81 subjects with a mean TLmax of 118.6 + 3.8°. Significant statistical differences were
observed in tilt of S2, L1, T1, Smin, TLmax, Tmin, and Ferguson L1-S2, Ferguson T1-T12, Ferguson LSLmax, and Ferguson
TKmax among Groups A, B, and C.

Conclusion: There were no differences in the magnitude of LSL and TK among subjects with different PI, indicating that PI does
not affect the overall curvature of the "S" curve in the sagittal spinal aligment. In contrast, TLmax effectively distinguishes the
ove'r\‘a?ngl:er\?z{tsu%egPﬁ%erapéj'rtgur}%g.reseamh that has not been certified by peer review and should not be used to guide clinical practice.
Keywords: Sagittal spinal alignment; Sagittal spinal curvature; Lumbosacral lordosis; Pelvic incidence; Maximal thoracolumbar
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Introduction

The recognition of sagittal spinal alignments is of significant importance for the diagnosis and treatment of spinal disorders [1, 2].
The "S" curve formed by the lumbar lordosis and thoracic kyphosis has played a crucial role in the evolutionary process of
humans transitioning from quadrupedal to bipedal upright locomotion [3-6]. Typically, scholars define the lumbar lordosis (LL) as
the Cobb angle from L1 to S1 and the thoracic kyphosis (TK) as the Cobb angle from T1 to T12, to anatomically segment and
analyze the "S" curve in radiographic images [7].

In recent years, there has been a preference among scholars to use functional segmentation based on the curvature of the
"S" curve, rather than rigidly using the upper endplate of L1 as the boundary between the two bends. This approach is similar to
the concept of the end vertebrac commonly used in scoliosis, where the inflection point's position is not determined by the
anatomical features of the vertebrae but by the characteristics of the spinal sequence [8-11]. Consequently, the cephalic end of LL
may be located either proximally or distally on L1. In contrast, the caudal starting point of the lordosis is consistently defined by
the upper endplate of S1.

Contrary to the previous study that considered the sacrum as a whole kyphotic segment [12-14], Song et al. confirmed that,
in terms of spinal sequence, the sacrum is not entirely kyphotic but is divided into a lordotic segment (S1-S2) and a kyphotic
segment (S2-S5, Col). S1 and S2 actually continue the LL, and S2 should be considered the caudal vertebra of the lordotic
segment in the sagittal spinal aligment [15]. If this is the case, the traditional definition of the "S" curve is incomplete, as it lacks
the sacral lordotic segment at its distal end. In the context of studying spinal sequences, the definition of lumbosacral lordosis
(LSL) seems more reasonable than lumbar lordosis alone.

Based on this background, the present study aims to measure and analyze the spinal curvature of the "S" curve in the
general population from both anatomical segmentation and functional segmentation, using vertebral tiltand the Ferguson method.
The study also considers the maximum thoracolumbar tilt (TLmax) as a reference for classification and typing of the sagittal
spinal curvature, comparing it with previous classification types based on pelvic incidence (PI) [9-11, 16-19]. This comparison
aims to provide a deeper exploration of the characteristics of the human sagittal spinal aligments and offer references for the

diagnosis and treatment of spinal disorders.

Methods

The study included 388 healthy adults aged 18-35 years old and collected their full-length lateral spine X-rays in a natural

standing position. Among them, 336 cases were from Chinese PLA General Hospital, where they had been suspected of having
scoliosis by other hospitals, but subsequent outpatient imaging examinations confirmed no abnormalities; 52 cases were from
collaborating hospitals. Ethics committee of Chinese PLA General Hospital gave ethical approval (S2023-446-02) for this work.

1. Measurements: The tilt (right angle to the horizontal line) of the anterior, middle, and posterior edges of the vertebrae from Co,
S5, S4... to C7 were measured. The minimal sacral vertebral tilt(Smin), the maximal thoracolumbar vertebral tilt(TLmax), and the
minimal thoracic vertebral tilt(Tmin) were recorded. The lumbosacral lordosis angle (Ferguson L1-S2), thoracic kyphosis angle
(Ferguson T1-T12), maximal lumbosacral lordosis angle (Ferguson LSLmax, calculated as Ferguson Smin-TLmax), and maximal
thoracic kyphosis angle (Ferguson TKmax, calculated as Ferguson TLmax-Tmin) were calculated.

2.Conventional measurements: Pelvic incidence (PI), sacral slope (SS), pelvic tilt (PT), lumbar lordosis angle (LL, Cobb L1-S1),
thoracic kyphosis angle (TK, Cobb T1-T12), T9 spino-pelvic inclination (T9-SPi), T1 spino-pelvic inclination (T1-SPi), T1 pelvic
angle (TPA), spine-sacral angle (SSPA), and sagittal-vertical-axis angle (SVA-A) (the angle of the perpendicular line from the
posterior edge of the S1 upper endplate to the center point of the C7 vertebra, with the right angle considered positive, thus
converting the SVA distance value into an angle value to eliminate height differences) were measured.

3.Subject grouping: Based on pelvic incidence (PI): Group A <40°; Group B 40° = PI<50°; Group C =50°. Based on the

maximal thoracolumbar vertebral tilt(TLmax) (middle): Group A <106.5°; Group B 106.5°=TLmax<114.5°; Group C =114.5°.
The mean, standard deviation, and extreme values of each parameter were calculated, and chi-square tests were performed to

compare and analyze the groups within the two classification types.
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Results

The measured and statistical parameters are presented in Tables 1, 2, 3, and 4.

Based on PI grouping: The overall mean PI for all subjects was 45.4+9.5° (range 21.7-86.4°). Group A consisted of 117
subjects with a mean PI of 34.7+4.4° (range 21.7-40.0°); Group B had 158 subjects with a mean PI of 45.242.9° (range
40.0-50.0°); Group C included 113 subjects with a mean PI of 56.7+5.8° (range 50.2-86.4°). There were no significant statistical
differences in the tilt of S2, L1, T8, To6, T5, T4, T3, T2, T1, C7, TLmax, Tmin among Groups A, B, and C; no significant
statistical differences were found for Ferguson L1-S2, Ferguson T1-T12, FergusonTKmax; no significant statistical differences for
Cobb T1-T12, SVA-A; however, other parameters showed statistical differences. (Tables 1, 2)

Based on TLmax grouping: The overall mean TLmax for all subjects was 110.5£5.5° (range 94.4-132.0°). Group A had 91
subjects with a mean TLmax of 104.0+2.3° (range 94.4-106.5°); Group B comprised 216 subjects with a mean TLmax of
110.2+2.1° (range 106.6-114.5°); Group C included 81 subjects with a mean TLmax of 118.6+3.8° (range 114.7-132.0°). There
were no significant statistical differences in the tilt of Col, S5, S4, S3, C7 among Groups A, B, and C, nor in PI, SS; a tendency

for statistical differences was observed for S2, T8; other parameters showed statistical differences. (Tables 3, 4)

Discussion

The evolution of humans from quadrupedal to bipedal locomotion, with the emergence of the "S" curve of the spine, which
provided the necessary support for long-term upright activities with lower energy expenditure, facilitating their survival,
reproduction, and development[3-6]. The emergence of the anterior convexity of the "S" curve is particularly important. It is
commonly believed that the lordotic sequence is composed of the lumbar vertebraes and intervertebral discs, hence, most scholars
report the angle between the upper endplates of L1 and S1 as the measurement index for this curve (lumbar lordosis, LL) [7].
However, from the perspective of spinal sequence, even in the normal population, the lordotic region does not strictly adhere to
anatomical features, which has led to much confusion and debate in the assessment and application of the sagittal spinal aligment.
Therefore, many scholars have redefined the "S" curve based on functional characteristics, no longer rigidly using the upper
endplate of L1 as the boundary between the two bends, but instead, defining the boundary based on the inflection point of the
spinal curvature. The definition of the inflection point is similar to the concept of the end vertebra commonly used in scoliosis, and
its position does not depend on anatomical features. Consequently, the cephalic end of the lumbar lordosis may be located either
proximally or distally on L1. Unlike the uncertainty of the cephalic end, the upper endplate of S1 is consistently used as the
starting point of the lordosis, which may be related to the unique anatomical features of the sacrum.

However, contrary to previous studies that considered the sacrum as a whole kyphotic segment and S2 as the apex of
kyphosis [12-14], Song et al.'s radiographic study demonstrated that, in terms of spinal sequence, the sacrum is not entirely
kyphotic but is divided into a lordotic segment (S1-S2) and a kyphotic segment (S2-S5, Col), with S1 and S2 effectively
continuing the LL, and S2 should be considered the caudal end vertebrae of the lordosis [15]. Song et al. argued that, anatomically,
S1 and S2 are within the tension band of the lumbar lordosis, as the erector spinac muscles terminates at the lamina and spinous
process of S1 and S2, while the sacrotuberous ligament, sacrospinous ligament, and anococcygeal ligament insert at S3, S4, S5,
and Col, and their reverse tension determines the kyphotic characteristics of this region. Moreover, S2 is the stress core and
rotational center of the sacroiliac joint, which is more consistent with the mechanical characteristics of an end vertebra rather than
an apex vertebra [15]. Therefore, based on the radiographic study results and logical deductions from anatomy and biomechanics,
S2 should be considered the caudal vertebra of the lordosis in the sagittal spinal aligment. The previous definition of the "S"
curve's lordotic range was incomplete, as it lacked a part of the sacral lordosis at its distal end. Thus, the definition of lumbosacral
lordosis (LSL) seems more reasonable than that of lumbar lordosis (LL). The main reason for this omission is likely due to the
limitations of the Cobb method in measuring the sacral region. For the lumbar spine, the Cobb method is relatively applicable due
to the distinct boundaries provided by the larger intervertebral discs. However, for the sacral region, which undergoes fusion
during development and significant morphological changes, making the Cobb method less applicable. This has led to the
incompleteness of the radiographic evaluation for lordosis. To further explore the sagittal spinal aligment in humans, this study
introduces the measurement using vertebral tilt and the Ferguson method, with a focus on studying LSL rather than LL.

The study compares two classifications of the sagittal spinal aligment in a healthy population: 1) classification based on

pelvic incidence (PI); 2) classification based on the maximal thoracolumbar vertebral tilt(TLmax).
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Table 1  Classification based on PI - vertebral tilt and Ferguson angle of sagittal spinal aligment

Classification of PI
Total (n=388) Group A= - -
oup An=117) Group B (n=158) Group C (n=113) F P

Pl 454 + 05 ( 217 - 864 ) M7 + 44 { 2.7 - 400 > 452 + 190 ( 400 - 500 ) 567 + 58 { 502 - 864 ) 724.785 0.000
Col 820 % 135 ( 432 - 17T ) T58 £ 122 ( 432 - 1068 ) 822 125 ( 440 - 177 881 * 134 ( 563 - 1166 ) 26723 0.oog
&5 304 £ 120 ( 407 - 17T ) 728 £ 118 {407 - 999 ) 813 % 10.0 502 - 1057 ) 872 + 104 (570 - 1177 52530 0.000
=23 616 + 129 ( 257 - 929 3 533 £ 110 (307 - 843 ) 615 + 114 257 - B46 ) 03 0+ 112 ( 450 - 929 ) 65715 0.oog
83 452 = 9.3 ( as - 75 3 404 £ 8.4 215 - 611 ) 457 % 34 { 284 - 692 ) 495 = 39 {313 - 751 ) 32.509 0.000
82 jz0 £ 7.1 ( 118 - 534 3 14 o+ 71 (122 - 490 ) EEREE N ) (134 - 536 ) 325 = 79 ( 1.9 - 529 ) 0.626 0535
81 179 £ 99 ( -07 - 6138 3 342 £ 99 { 140 - 6138 il 82 % 83 ( 8z - 522 il a1+ 73 { -07 - 354 il 68.121 0.000
Ls T43 8.5 ( 510 - 960 3 806 + 6.8 ( 636 - 960 ) Tz 69 ( 536 - 900 ) 678 + 7.2 (510 - 889 ) 98.166 0.o00
L4 910 £ T4 ( 684 - 1112 ) 952 £ 6.6 ( 834 - 1112 ) 906 * A7 ( 684 - 1051 ) 871 + A9 ( 637 - 107.1 ) 41902 0.oog
L3 1009 + 6.9 ( 793 - 1226 ) 1038 + 7.0 { 870 - 1226 1003 + 6.4 73 - 1138 ) 988 + 6.3 {846 - 1175 ) 17.609 0.000
g_ Lz 1080 + 6.6 ( 885 - 1310 1092 + 6.8 {855 - 1310 ) 1079 + 646 885 - 1248 1070 + 6.1 921 - 1214 ) 3397 0.034
E- L1 10846 £ 6.3 ( 843 - 1309 1084 £ 6.9 { 848 - 1266 ) 1085 %+ 6.2 ¢ 910 - 1309 ) 1090 £ 59 {961 - 1258 ) 0.331 071s
Eg Tl 1078 + 5.9 ( 88.0 - 1269 1068 £ 6.3 (880 - 1255 ) w7 + 538 (o900 - 1269 ) 1088 + 54 (866 - 1217 ) 2.955 0053
2 Tl 1051 + 5.8 ( 894 - 1218 1038 + 5.9 ( 917 - 1203 ) 1051 + 54 ( 894 - 1200 ) 065 + 58 (919 - 1218 ) 6.243 0.0z
fl: T10 1028 £ 5.6 ( 86.6 - 121.2 ) 1018 = 5.5 (800 - 1175 ) 1028 £ 59 ( 866 .12z 040 = 51 ( 880 - 119.5 ) 4847 nnog
a T9 1017 + 56 ( 34.9 - 1190 1007 + 5.5 {500 - 1179 ) 1018 + 57 849 - 1167 ) 1027 £ 55 {856 - 119.0 ) 3.946 0.020
=3 T8 996 £ 6.0 ( 825 - 1146 ) 988 = 4.2 { 852 - 1166 ) 996 % 59 (825 - 1120 1004 £ 58 871 - 1135 2.130 0120
: T7 959 £ 53 ( 790 - 1123 ) 945 = 57 { 8l6 - 1089 964 % 59  81e - 1123 ) 967 = 538 €791 - 1115 ) 5.057 0007
a Td 907 £ 4.0 ( q27 - 1093 ) 897 + 4.0 ( 769 - 1020 ) 909 % 40 ¢ 732 - 1060 ) 913 2 6l (727 - 1093 ) 2.393 0,093
g_ T3 4.9 + 6.7 ( 67.9 - 1045 837 + 6.7 ( 679 - 969 ) 852 % 63 ( 9.5 998 ) 58 + 7.0 (680 - 1045 ) 3.097 0.046
a T4 301 % 7.2 ( 528 - 1034 95 + 7.1 ( 600 - 963 ) 801 + 70 ( 555 - 980 ) 806 + 77 (528 - 1034 ) 0.670 0512
g" T3 759 = 75 ( 533 - 1007 ) 755 £ 17 {535 - 979 bl T59 73 ( 533 - 1017 ) T4+ T6 ( 535 - 957 bl 0426 0654
&. T2 725 79 ( 518 - 1012 724 £ T8 { 526 - 938 ) 720 % 30 521 -1z Ti4 o+ 30 {518 - 900 ) 0.965 0332
T1 T15 8.4 ( 459 - 943 3 T3 £ 84 { 439 - 935 ) 709 % 34 {522 - 934 ) T4 % B4 {539 - 943 ) 1114 0329
c7 TR0 % 84 ( 547 - 1086 3 TI9 £ 87 { 547 - 1016 ) 794 % 34 568 - 1086 ) 795 % B4 {566 - 1033 ) 1.394 0.249
Fergason L1-52 Ta6 + 9.8 ( 390 - 1097 769 £ 104 {503 - 1097 764+ 94 {391 - 105 T65 + 8.7 {555 - 1016 ) 0.099 0906
Ferguson T1-T12 363 % 109 4 51 - TLE 3 356 £ 117 { 69 - 718 ) 368 * 107 { 51 - 670 ) 363 * 105 { 78 - 637 ) 0416 0a60
Stain 55 £ 75 ( 07 - 445 ) 88 + 6.7 (122 - 445 ) 264 + 67 ( &z - 413 ) 08 + 71 { -07 - 355 ) 41771 0.000
TLmax 1117 + 54 ( 963 - 1310 1113 + 59 {1014 - 1310 ) 14 + 52 ¢ 963 - 1308 ) 17 + 50 1021 - 1258 ) 0.316 0729
Trmn 700 % 73 ( 489 - 923 3 697 = 78 {489 - 912 ) 635 = 73 {521 - 923 ) 705 = 738 {518 - 900 ) 1.087 0338
Ferguson L3Lmax 6.2 + 9.3 ( 587 - 1187 832 = 100 { 628 - 1137 ) 850 + 90 { 587 - 1083 909 + 80 {707 - 1103 21,898 0.o00
Ferguson TKmaz 417 % 103 ( 126 - 77.2 ] 422 £ 111 ( 167 - 712 ] 420 % 989 (172 - 670 ] 409 + 99 { 126 - 712 ] 0.558 0.573
Col 96.9 + 134 ( 544 - 1396 ) 904 + 122 (586 - 1217 ) 971+ 120 ( 544 - 1350 ) 1033 % 135 (721 - 1396 ) 30818 0.o00
55 814 % 118 ( 440 - 1131 bl Ti6 = 114 { 440 - 979 bl 822 + 93 ( 552 - 1037 ) 882 + 99 ( 59.2 - 1131 ) 577758 0.oog
= 4.2 + 120 ( 0l - 925 ) 365 + 103 {335 - 8.7 b) 642 + 10.5 301 - 43 b) 721 % 106 (473 - 925 b) 64.047 0.000
53 497 + 9.1 ( 7z - 780 3 445 £ 83 {272 - 639 ) 500 % 30 ( 324 79 ) 545 + 85 {342 - 730 ) 42.145 0.000
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=1 370 % 9.1 ( 82 - 7% 3 423 £ 8.1 (194 - 678 ) 3 o+ 74 ( 178 62.0 ) 310 0+ 72 ( 82 - 470 ) 57806 0.o00
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TLmax 1105 + 5.5 ( 944 - 1320 1108 + 6.0 {1006 - 1320 1oz + 53 944 - 1296 ) 1os + 52 (994 - 1242 ) 0.443 0642
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Col TI0E + 141 (656 - 1647 3 1040 % 129 (453 - 1407 3 1100 %125 T 856 - 1505 ) 1175 % 142 (815 - 1647 3 30134 o000
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E!' Tl 1053 + 6.3 ( 820 - 1261 ) 1041 £ 6.7 (820 - 1261 ) 148 + 62 ( 868 - 1244 ) 1071 %+ 58 (859 - 1239 ) 7196 oonL
; TIL 1032 + 6.0 ( 86.8 - 1233 ) 1016 £ 6.0 (868 - 1213 ) 28 + 60 ( 871 - 1168 1050 = 57 (809 - 1233 ) 9.699 0.o00
fl: T10 1011 £ 57 ( 835 - 1215 ) 1000 = 57 ( 876 - 1215 ) 1010 £ 58 ( 835 - 1138 ) 1022 = 54 ( 385 - 1169 ) 4 566 oot
- T9 1000 + 8.0 ( 829 - 1177 930 + 6.0 { 855 - 1173 ) 1000 + 6.2 834 - 1177 01z + 57 (829 - 1138 ) 3916 0021
E T8 976 + 5.8 ( 821 - 1142 96.7 + 6.1 {837 - 1142 977 + 57 (821 - 1z3 984 + 57 840 - 1108 ) 2.859 0059
: T7 931 £ 6.0 ( 773 - 1077 96 = 57 {773 - 1045 ) 934 % 40 ( 788 1063 ) 941 = 6.2 {779 - 1077 ) 5.576 0.004
o Td 873 % 4.0 s 1.8 - 1071 ) 863 + 59 (745 - 93¢ ) 876 + 460 {79 99.9 ) 877 + 59 ( 7L8 - 1070 ) 2.320 0100
5 T3 14 + 6.3 ( 6l6 - 1007 804 + 6.9 ( 651 - 953 ) Bl * 65 ( 663 - 948 ) 822 + 70 ( 6L6 - 1007 ) 2.113 012z
E‘! T4 782 + 7.2 ( 53.1 - 1004 737 0+ 70 ( 574 - 92§ ) 763 + 73 ( 56.1 104 ) TE6 + 73 (531 - 977 ) 0.442 0643
5 T3 712 78 ( 469 - 968 3 70 o+ 81 (484 - 928 ) q09 0 73 ( 469 968 ) 20 % B1 ( 531 - 928 ) 0.764 0466
a T2 681 + 8.3 ( 421 - 900 ) 679 + 84 {421 - 900 b) 677 + 33 ( 464 E18 b) 690 + 8.2 {503 - 3346 b) 0.905 0405
o T1 677 £ 9.1 ( 410 - 92.4 3 675 + 8.9 {434 - 924 ) 674 92 ( 436 - 887 ) 683 + 94 {410 - 839 ) 0.328 0720
c7 TEA6 B8 ( 498 - 1096 3 TIT o+ 9.2 { 498 - 1029 788 % 90 536 - 1096 ) 790 0+ 82 {558 - 993 il 0.304 0448
Fergason L1-52 4.0 + 107 ( 352 - 1027 644 = 11.2 (423 - 1027 ) 632 + 10.6 ( 352 96.2 ) 646 + 102 ( 429 - 802 ) 0.770 0464
Ferguson T1-T12 376 + 115 ( 22 - 70 ) 366 + 125 (22 - 790 ) 74 + 116 ( 54 - 652 ) 388 + 113 (70 - 683 ) 1013 0364
Stnin 413 + 7.2 ( 175 - 612 bl 411 = 71 (181 - 612 ) 425 * 67 ( 226 58.0 ) 400 = 77 ( 175 - 562 ) 3937 nnzo
TLmax 1101 + 57 ( 931 - 1330 1105 + 6.3 597 - 1330 1097 + 546 931 1324 ) 1103 + 54 989 - 1248 ) 0.660 0517
Trmn 656 % 8.4 ( 410 - B6.2 3 654 = 8.6 421 - 8.1 il 652 % 33 { 436 86.2 il 663 + 8.4 {410 - 343 il 0.574 0.564
Ferguson LSLmax 688 £ 100 ( 352 - 1149 694 = 10.7 {449 - 1149 673 = 94 {352 96.2 ) 702 = 94 {472 - 927 ) 3.297 0035
Ferguson TEmax 445 + 11.0 { 171 - 838 ) 45.0 + 12.0 (173 - 839 ) 4.5+ 10.6 (179 - 734 ) 439 + 105 171 - 732 ) 0.28¢ 0751

Table2 Classification based on PI - common sagittal spinopelvic parameters

Total (n=388) = _ Classiﬁcaﬁo_n of PI _

roup A(n=117) Group B (n=158) Group C (n=113) F P
PI 454 £ 95 ( 217 - 864 ) 347 + 44 ( 217 - 400 ) 452 + 2.9 ( 400 - 50.0 ) 56.7 + 5.8 ( 502 - 86.4 ) 724.785 .000
SS 36.1 = 7.2 ( 162 - 665 ) 305 + 5.6 ( 162 - 441 )] 36.0 + 5.2 (232 - 485 ) 421 + 64 ( 286 - 66.5 ) 120.040 .000
PT 9.3 + 7.0 ( 107 - 311 ) 4.2 + 62 ( 107 - 172 ) 92 +53 ( 28 -220 ) 145 + 58 (21 - 311 ) 93.197 .000
1L (CobbL1-S1) 486 + 104 ( 204 - 797 ) 426 £ 95 ( 204 -667 ) 481 8.9 ( 207 -692 ) 555 + 91 (346 - 797 ) 56.888 .000
TK ( CobbT1-T12) 353 £103 (05 - 783 ) 353 £ 114 (05 - 783 ) 354 100 (35 -601 ) 351 + 97 (106 - 619 ) 041 1960
SVA-A 4.7 +3.1 ( 146 - 44 ) 51+ 27 (<116 -21 ) 4.6 32 ( -13.7 - 44 ) 43 + 33 ( -146 - 41 ) 1.927 147
T9-SPi 9.2 32 ( 02 - 19.1 ) 8.7 + 3.1 ( 02 -19.1 ) 9.0 + 3.2 ( 2.0 - 175 ) 98 + 33 ( 29 - 187 ) 3.271 039
T1-SPi 48 + 26 ( 22 -125 ) 43 + 22 ( 19 -109 ) 47 + 25 ( 22 -125 ) 54 + 28 ( -07 - 115 ) 5.378 005
TPA 4.5 £ 6.5 ( -144 - 252 ) -0.1 £ 57 ( -144 - 114 )] 45 £53 ( -8.7 - 195 ) 92 + 56 ( -89 - 252 ) 81.627 .000
SSPA 130.9 + 7.3 (1128 - 1588 ) 1248 £ 5.2 (1128 - 1357 ) 130.7 £ 5.2 ( 1179 - 1420 ) 1375 £ 6.0 ( 1236 - 1588 ) 155.563 .000
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Table 3 Classification based on TLmax - vertebral tilt and Ferguson angle of sagittal spinal aligment
Classificaiion of TL max

Total (n=388)

Group A(n=91) Group A n=216) Group C (n=81) F P

TLmax 1105 = 5.5 ( 944 - 1320 ) 1040 = 2.3 ( %44 - 1065 ) 1102 + 21 ( 1066 - 1145 ) 1186 + 3.8 { 1147 - 1320 ) 700.322 0.000

Col 820 + 135 432 - 1177 bl 803 + 141 ( 476 - 1177 )] 830 + 133 ( 432 - 1176 ) 812 £ 118 (529 - 1089 )] 1.434 0.240

=3 804 £ 120 ( 407 - 177 ) 803 + 122 (407 - 1084 bl 807 + 121 ( 502 - 1177 ) 300 £ 117 ( 455 - 1084 bl 0.091 0.913

=4 16 + 129 (257 - 929 ) 615 + 132 (270 - 391 bl 623 + 125 ( 311 - 928 ) 598 + 137 (257 - &6 ) 1.041 0.354

83 452 + 93 {215 - 751 bl 445 £ 93 {234 - 467 )] 458 + 94 5 - 692 ) M5+ 92 {256 - 1 )] 0.860 0.424

82 320 £ 71 (119 - 5346 ) 320 + 74 (134 - 536 bl 324 71 ( 118 - 523 ) 09 + 66 (122 - 474 bl 1.383 0.252

a1 279 £ 99 ¢ 07 - 618 ) 303 + 115 (07 - 60l bl 277 £ 97 35 - 618 ) 258 £ 81 4 82 - 478 ) 4.590 0.011

Ls T43 + 85 {510 - 960 bl T44 £ 91 {526 - 96.0 )] 732 0+ 84 510 - 832 ) 70+ 78 { 576 - 957 )] 5.80%5 0.003

L4 910 £ 74 ( 684 - 1112 ) 887 + 73 (684 - 1028 bl 901 + 67 Ti5 - 1084 G 260 + 72 ( 897 - 1112 bl 27.928 0.000

L3 1008 £ 69 (793 - 1226 ) 96.6 & 55 (793 - 1066 bl 1005 & 59 846 - 1128 ) 1068 + 6.8 (918 - 1226 bl 65479 0.000

g Lz 1080 £ 6.6 ( 885 - 1310 bl 1021 + 44 (885 - 1102 b)) 1077 + 45 ( 9zl - 1176 ) 1155 + 6.0 (955 - 1310 )] 168.117 0.000

;. L1 1086 £ 63 ( 848 - 1309 ) 1021 + 4.0 (843 - 1077 bl 1085 + 37 ( 970 - 1186 ) 1162 + 5.6 (925 - 1309 bl 240.672 0.000

.?, T12 1078 £ 59 ( 830 - 1269 bl 1020 = 40 (830 - 1079 )] 1080 + 40 954 - 1161 ) 1136 £ 59 (971 - 1269 )] 146.757 0.000

; TI1 1051 + 538 {894 - 1218 bl 1008 + 4.1 {894 - 1077 b)) 1052 + 47 918 - 1154 1097 + 6.6 {955 - 1218 )] 67.544 0.000

['; T10 1028 £ 546 ( 866 - 1212 ) 997 & 45 ( 871 - 1084 bl 1033 & 50 ( 86 - 1146 ) 1052 + 6.6 ( 916 - 1212 bl 25.202 0.000

Eq T9 1017 £ 546 { 843 - 1190 bl 997 % 44 349 - 1084 )] 1022 + 54 856 - 1143 3 1028 £ 6.8 € 891 - 1190 )] 8767 0.000

E T& 99.6 + 6.0 {825 - 1166 bl 984 £ 45 {825 - 1086 )] oo + 59 gl - 1135 ) 997 + 74 {852 - 11686 )] 2.337 0.098

: T7 959 £ 58 ¢ 791 - 1123 ) 953 % 44 ( 822 - 1064 bl %6 + 58 Lo 1123 ) %48 £ 69 ( 8l6 - 1090 bl 3112 0.046

3 Té 907 £ 6.0 727 - 1093 bl 908 + 50 {785 - 1037 )] 911 + 63 T2 - 1093 ) 892 + 6.2 { 7i5 - 1014 )] 3.016 0.050

g TS 249 + 67 { 679 - 1045 bl 356 + 59 {708 - 957 )] 853 + 67 680 - 10435 3 833 £ 72 { 679 - 993§ )] 3.201 0.038

£ T4 801 72 (523 - 1034 ) 816 + 69 (646 - 950 ) 803 71 (523 - 1034 ) 779 £ 76 ( 600 - M0 ) 5727 0.004

g‘ T3 759 + 75 (533 - 1017 ) T7E o+ 73 ( 612 - 1017 ) 759 o+ T4 | 333 - 978 ) 7iE o+ 76 (535 - 891 ) 6.302 0.002

!5. T2 725 + 738 { 518 - 1012 bl T43 £ B0 {518 - 1012 )] T26 + T8 ( 521 - 836 ) 3+ T8 {529 . 879 )] 5.551 0.004

T1 TLy + 84 ( 489 - 943 ) 733 0+ 79 (553 - 943 bl 711 o+ 84 ( 437 - 935 ) 702+ 87 ( 489 - 906 bl 3.:1 0.036

c7 790 + 84 ( 547 - 1086 ) 0.1+ 23 ( 615 - 1033 ) 786 + 84 366 - 1086 ) TeE o+ 95 ( 347 - 997 ) 0.995 0.37

Ferguson L1-52 TE6 £ 98 (¢ 391 - 1097 ) T0l 0+ B3 (391 - 887 bl Til % 81 ( 558 - 8971 ) 354 £ 8.8 ( 618 - 1097 bl 70.926 0.000

Ferguson T1-T12 363 + 109 ¢ 51 -718 287 % 97 { 51 - 500 bl 36.8 + 94 147 - 603 ) 434 + 107 113 - T1LE ) 49.679 0.000

Smn 155 £ 75 (07 - 445 bl 65 % 84 (07 - 440 )] 56 £ 75 55 - 445 239 £ 6.2 { 82 - 375 ) 2.653 0.07z

TLmax 1117 £ 54 ( 983 - 1310 b 1054 + 24 ( 963 - 1102 )] 1114 + 23 (1040 - 1186 )] 1194 + 346 (1140 - 1310 )] 598.424 0.000

Trmun T0.0 = 78 ( 489 - 923 ) 717 2 75 ( 518 - 923 bl 699 + 78 ( 437 - 912 ) 633 £ 79 ( 489 - 87 bl 4.267 0.01%

Ferguson LSLmax 86.2 £ 938 { 587 - 1187 bl 789 + 94 { 587 - 1036 )] 858 + 80 652 - 1082 ) 955 + 70 { 799 - 1187 )] 89.283 0.000

Ferguson TKmazx 417 + 10.3 ( 126 - 772 3 337 2 77 (126 - 544 )] 416 + 84 03 - 639 3 511 £ 9.5 ( 298 - 772 ) 90.208 0.000

Col 96.9 + 134 ( 544 - 1396 ) 956 & 134 (626 - 1350 bl 977 & 139 ( 544 - 1396 ) 961 £ 120 ( 706 - 1244 bl 0.906 0405

85 814 + 118 440 - 1131 bl 8009 + 122 ( 440 - 1039 )] 818 + 117 ( 533 - 1151 ) 805 + 117 457 - 10438 )] 0.444 0.642

4 4.2 + 120 301 - 925 bl 640 + 118 ( 361 - 895 )] 647 + 118 ( 335 - 825 ) 630 +£ 129 301 - 89§ )] 0.642 0.527

x] 487 = 9.1 ( 272 - 780 ) 491 ¢ 8.3 ( 283 - 719 bl 502 & 90 73 - T5L ) 488 = 9.1 ( 272 - 78O bl 0.955 0.386

82 375 £ 70 {151 - 580 bl 378 + 72 {210 - 559 b)) 380 + 70 162 - 580 ) 359 £ 47 151 - 507 )] 2.929 0.055

51 370 £ 9.1 ( 82 - 678 390 % 103 B2 - 657 bl 39 & 89 ( 161 - 678 ) 348 £ Th (172 - 549 ) 4556 0.011

Ls 758 + 8.6 ( 396 - 982 ) 758 + 89 (528 - 959 bl Ti6 o+ 86 ( 36 - 845 ) 78E T8 ( 610 - 982 bl T.165 0.001

L4 916 £ 74 (701 - 115 ) 892 + 7.2 (701 - 1032 ) 908 + 66 TiT - 1084 ) 98 + T3 ¢ 707 - 1115 ) 28.669 0.000

L3 1013 £ 70 ( 780 - 1234 ) 96.5 + 5.6 (780 - 1062 bl 1008 + 58 ( g35 - 1128 ) 1077 + 6.8 ( 926 - 1234 bl 74.191 0.000

L2 1072 £ 65 ( 876 - 1320 ) 1008 £ 4.0 ( 876 - 1064 bl 1070 40 ( 907 - 1143 ) 1150 % 58 (939 - 1320 bl 219.535 0.000

E. L1 1078 £ 63 {851 - 1296 bl 1014 + 39 {81 - 1065 )] 1076 + 35 960 - 1145 3 1155 + 58 {933 - 1296 )] 250.312 0.000

g T1Z 1065 £ 60 ( 850 - 1258 ) 1007 + 4.1 (850 - 1060 bl 1066 + 40 ( 937 - 1144 ) 1125 + 6.2 (955 - 1258 bl 143.972 0.000

L4 T11 1041 £ 58 ( 885 - 1225 ) 997 ¢ 4.1 ( 885 - 1065 bl 1044 47 ( 903 - 1134 ) 1084 + 6.6 ( 922 - 1225 bl 64.953 0.000

Eq T10 1019 + 546 {853 - 1194 bl 988 + 44 853 - 1063 )] 1024 + 50 855 - 1136 ) 1043 + 6.5 {917 - 1134 )] 25.332 0.000

E T9 1009 £ 57 ( 842 - 1176 bl 989 + 4.1 ( 842 - 1065 )] 1014 + 56 ( 842 - 1141 ) mwLs = 7.0 ( 875 - 1176 )] T.812 0.000

; Ta 986 £ 58 ( 829 - 1154 ) 974 £ 4.3 (829 - 1065 bl 991 & 57 853 - 1120 ) 987 £ 73 (82 - 1154 bl 2.801 0.062

2 T7 944 + 58 { 785 - 1096 bl 938 + 45 € 3l4 - 1040 )] 951 + 57 7S5 - 1096 ) 933 £ 6.9 { 74 - 1083 )] 3.431 0.033

% T6 83.9 + 58  ( 722 - 1082 ) 823 ¢+ 50 (765 - 935 ) 885 + 60 (722 - 1082 ) 74 61 ( 753 - 989 ) 3.854 0oz

[ TS 831 £ 6.4 ( 648 - 1025 ) 839 % 6l { 660 - 979 bl 835 & 65 a8 - 1025 ) 811 £ 70 ( 673 - 91 bl 4.855 0.008

g T4 TEL o+ 71 {530 - 1005 bl 797 + 69 {647 - 992 b)) 782 + 70 530 - 1005 ) 759 0+ 70 {588 - 900 )] 6.567 0.002

& T3 T35 £ 75 ( 503 - 931 ) T56 % 74 (578 - 991 bl Ti4 % T3 ( 503 - 951 ) I3 75 (531 - 89 ) T7.308 0.001

T2 T0.3 = 5.0 ( 472 - 942 ) 722 % 78 (513 - 943 bl F02 79 472 - 918 ) 623 £ 8.0 ( 502 - 859 bl 5.209 0.006

T1 9.6 + 8.4 { 460 - 930 b Tié £ B0 {537 - 916 )] 692 + 86 468 - 930 ) 634 + 9.0 {460 - 891 )] 3466 0.032

c7 TEE + 85 ( 522 - 109.1 ) 799 % &1 (634 - 1013 bl 785 + 84 ( 563 - 1091 ) e o+ 94 ( 522 - 972 bl 1.157 0.315

Ferguson L1-52 T0.3 x99 ( 370 - 1062 ) 636 + 84 ( 370 - 820 bl 696 + 80 ( 433 - 884 G 78T+ 91 ( 586 - 1062 bl 51.959 0.000

Ferguson T1-T12 369 + 111 {50 - 754 bl 282 % 101 ( S0 - 508 )] 374 0+ 94 152 - 613 3 42 113 (110 - 754 )] 48.970 0.000

Srun 33E £ 70 ( 82 - 524 ) 47 £ 79 ( 8.2 - 520 bl 341 + 68 ( 161 - 524 ) 320 + 60 (151 - 467 bl 3764 0.024

TLmax 1105 £ 55 ( 944 - 1320 ) 1040 + 23 (%44 - 1065 bl 1z + 21 (1066 - 1145 bl 1186 + 38 (1147 - 1320 bl 700.322 0.000

Trmin 8.1 + &0 { 460 - 894 bl 0.0+ 76 {513 - 886 )] 680 + 80 469 - 894 ) 664 + 8.2 {460 - 846 )] 4.894 0.008

Ferguson LSLmax 767 + 9.6 ( 455 - 1169 ) 694 + 87 ( 455 - 978 bl 760+ 73 ( 591 - 838 ) 967 £ T3 ( 699 - 1169 bl 111.514 0.000

Ferguson TKmazx 423 = 106 ( 140 - 807 ) 339 ¢ 31 (140 - 543 )] 422 & 84 ( 213 - 658 ) 522 £ 99 ( 327 - 807 )] 95.800 0.000

Col 1108 + 141 656 - 1647 bl oo + 135 ( 753 - 1505 ) 114+ 146 ( 656 - 1647 3 1101+ 136 823 - 1501 )] 0.419 0.658

85 2.2 = 120 ( 395 - 1109 bl 815 + 126 (395 - 1056 )] 829 + 117 ( 545 - 1108 ) 210 £ 121 (459 - 1084 )] 0.934 0.394

= f6.f £ 114 (345 - 961 ) 662 £ 109 ( 414 - 930 bl 670 % 116 ( M3 - 932 ) 658 £ 125 (45 - 961 bl 0.350 0705

53 337 £ 93 { 286 - 801 bl 533 ¢ 94 {316 - 768 b)) 543 + 90 - 7T 527 £ 95 {26 - 801 )] 1.103 0.333

82 431 = 7.5 ( 181 - 642 ) 439 £ 75 ( 258 - 584 bl 436 £ 75 03 - 642 ) 408 + 72 ( 181 - 5438 bl 4.926 0.008

a1 482 = 87 (175 - 751 bl 498 £ 99 (175 - 717 )] 433 £ 85 260 - 751 ) 461 = Ta ( 278 - @65 )] 3.868 0.02z2

Ls 775 + 95 {37 - 1024 bl 775 0+ 91 {515 - 959 )] 782 + 99 37 - 979 ) &0 £ 80 {651 - 1024 )] T7.585 0.001

L4 923 £ 74 ( 718 - 11238 ) 9.7 + 73 ( 718 - 1038 bl 915 + 68 ( 740 - 1020 EEERE ] ( 740 - 1128 bl 27.700 0.000

- L3 1017 £ 73 (767 - 1246 ) 970 + 59 ( 767 - 1084 ) 1011+ 59 818 - 1139 ) 1085 + 70 (933 - 1246 ) T6.826 0.000

3 L2 1064 + 67 { 867 - 1330 bl 996 + 4.0 {867 - 1077 )] 1063 + 40 892 - 1144 3 1146 + 6.0 o925 - 1330 )] 239.139 0.000

i L1 107.1 £ 65 ( 854 - 1324 ) 1007 + 4.1 ( 854 - 1074 bl 106.8 + 3.8 ( 4.3 - 1156 ) 1149 + 6.2 ( 941 - 1324 bl 213.800 0.000

g' T12 1053 £ 63 (820 - 1261 ) 995 & 44 (820 - 1065 bl 1053 + 44 ( 923 - 1144 ) 1116 % 6.6 (939 - 1261 bl 127.947 0.000

23 TI1 103.2 £ 6.0 { 8638 - 1233 bl 986 + 4.3 {8638 - 1063 )] 1035 + 49 888 - 1133 ) 1073 + 6.9 ool - 1233 )] 58.742 0.000

UE TI0 1011 £ 57 (835 - 1215 ) 979 + 4.5 (835 - 1067 bl s+ 52 ( g5 - 1126 ) 1035 + 6.6 (911 - 1215 bl 23.820 0.000

o T9 100.0 £ 6.0 ( 8298 - 177 ) 981 % 4.1 ( 834 - 1065 bl 1005 & 60 ( 823 - 1161 ) 108 + 7.3 ( 861 - 177 bl 6.375 0.00z

; Ta 976 £ 538 (821 - 1142 bl 96.3 + 44 (833 - 1067 b)) 952 + 57 ( 837 - 1123 ) 7T+ 74 (821 - 1142 )] 3.17¢ 0.043

z T7 931 £ 60 (773 - 1077 ) 924 2 49 (TS - 10LE ) 938 x589 (TR - 1077 ) 920 £71  ( TRI - 1076 ) 3.368 0.035

2] Té 873 £ 6.0 ( 718 - 1071 bl 870 % 54 ( M2 - 938 )] 879 % 60 s - 1071 ) 857 £ 6.3 ( 758 - 981 )] 4.349 0.014

5 TS 3l4 £ 638 { 616 - 1007 bl 824 + 64 { 6l6 - 971 b)) 815 + 66 622 - 1007 ) 792 0+ 71 {651 - 940 )] 5.930 0.003

5 T4 T62 7.2 (531 - 1004 ) 780 £ 73 ( 596 - 1004 bl 763 71 ( 531 - 977 ) 0+ 68 ( 570 - 856 bl 6.886 0.001

5 T3 TL2 = 78 { 469 - 968 bl T35 2 79 {526 - 96.8 )] T2 75 | 468 - 926 ) 690 £ T4 434 - 852 )] T.566 0.001

g_ T2 8.1 £ 873 421 - 900 bl 0.2 0+ 79 { s08 - 878 )] 679 + 83 421 - 800 ) 663 + 8.5 {450 - 839 )] 4.805 0.00%

- T1 677 £ 91 (410 - 924 ) 698 ¢ 86 ( 500 -3833 ) 673 £ 91 (410 - 924 ) 665 96 ( 434 - 875 ) 3410 00w

Cc7 TE6 + 58 {4938 - 1096 bl 798 + 83 626 - 1006 )] T84 + 87 536 - 1096 ) Tih o+ 94 { 498 - 989 )] 1.440 0.238

Ferguson L1-52 4.0 + 107 {352 - 1027 bl 56.9 + B8 {352 - 760 )] 632 + 86 429 - 345 ) 741+ 100 545 - 1027 )] 80.666 0.000

Ferguson T1-T12 376 £ 118 ( 2z - 790 ) 297 % 109 ( 22 - 538 bl 380 %99 158 - 681 ) 451 122 (108 - 790 bl 45.046 0.000

Smn 413 £ 7.2 (175 - 61z ) 417 + 74 {175 - 580 bl 420 + 71 { w3 - 612 ) 391 £ 47 ( 151 - 548 ) 5.209 0.006

TLmax 1101 £ 57 931 - 1330 bl 1038 + 246 931 - 1084 )] 1097 + 25 (1041 - 1161 )] 1184 + 4.2 1134 - 1330 )] 530.296 0.000

Trmun 656 £ 84 ( 410 - 862 ) 67.9 + 50 (500 - 862 bl 654 + 84 ( 410 - g8l ) 637 + 8.5 ( 434 - 817 bl 5.566 0.004

Ferguson LSLmax 5.8 + 10.0 (352 - 1149 ) 620 + 23 ( 352 - 882 bl 677 + 785 08 - 910 ) 793+ 84 ( &15 - 1149 ) 104.273 0.000

Ferguson TEmaz 44.5 + 11.0 (171 - 833 ) 359 + 5.6 (171 - 555 )] 443 + 85 ( 235 - 700 ) 547 + 102 (343 - 839 bl 92.667 0.000
Table 4 Classification based on TLmax - common sagittal spinopelvic parameters

Total (n=388) _ Classification of TLmax _

Group A(m=91) Group A (n=216) Group C (n=81) F P

PI 45.4 £ 9.5 ( 217 - 864 ) 44.8 = 9.7 ( 272 - 864 ) 46.1 + 9.3 ( 228 - 67.0 ) 442 £ 9.7 ( 217 - 68.4 ) 1.361 258

sS 36.1 = 72 ( 162 - 665 ) 349 + 83 ( 162 - 66.5 ) 363 = 7.1 ( 19.7 - 539 ) 372 + 6.0 ( 266 - 54.8 ) 2.429 .089

PT 9.3 £ 7.0 ( -10.7 - 311 ) 9.9 + 68 ( -10.7 - 311 ) 98 + 68 ( -6.7 - 26.5 ) 70 £ 72 ( -103 - 240 )] 5.529 .004

LL ( CobbL1-S1) 486 =104 ( 204 - 797 ) 414 + 101 ( 204 - 780 484 £ 85 ( 257 - 687 ) 572 + 91 (286 - 797 ) 66.018 2000

TK ( CobbT1-T12) 353 £103 (05 - 783 ) 281 + 93 ( 05 -494 ) 355 + 84 ( 133 - 542 ) 429 + 106 (81 - 783 ) 56.792 000

SVA-A 47 + 3.1 ( 146 - 44 ) 25 & 27 ( 87 -44 4.6 + 2.5 ( -11.6 - 41 ) 73 £ 29 (<146 - -1.0 ) 70.759 .000

T9-SPi 9.2 %32 ( 02 - 19.1 ) 6.5 + 2.6 ( 02 - 119 ) 91 £ 2.5 ( 29 - 158 ) 122 + 28 ( 27 - 19.1 ) 108.124 .000

T1-SPi 4.8 £ 2.6 ( 22 -125 ) 3.0 £ 22 ( 22 -86 ) 4.9 £ 2.2 ( -0.8 - 10.2 ) 6.5 £ 25 ( L5 - 125 ) 50.369 .000

TPA 4.5 + 6.5 ( 144 - 252 ) 6.9 + 64 (-111 - 252 ) 50 + 6.0 ( -108 - 219 ) 05 + 63 ( -144 - 145 ) 24.792 .000

SSPA 130.9 + 7.3 (1128 - 1588 ) 127.9 + 7.7 ( 112.8 - 1588 ) 131.1 + 6.9 ( 1164 - 1500 ) 133.7 + 6.6 (1223 - 1525 ) 14.984 .000
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1. Classification based on Pelvic Incidence (PI)

According to the anatomical segmentation, the study results show that for groups with different types of PI, there are no
statistically significant differences in the vertebral tilt of the transitional vertebrae S2, L1, T1 for the "S" curve anatomical
segmentation (Groups A, B, C), nor are there differences in the lumbosacral lordosis (LSL) Ferguson L1-S2 and thoracic kyphosis
(TK) Ferguson T1-T12. These results imply that PI does not significantly affect the overall magnitude of the lumbosacral lordosis
and thoracic kyphosis; in other words, the overall curvature of the "S" curve of the spine is essentially unaffected by PI according
to anatomical segmentation. (Table 1, Figure 1)

Based on functional segmentation, there are no significant statistical differences in TLmax and Tmin; Ferguson TKmax
also shows no significant statistical difference. There is a statistical difference in the Smin and Ferguson LSLmax. The study
results indicate that it is more common for the anterior edge of Smin to be located at S1, while the posterior edge of Smin is
mainly concentrated at S2, with the middle part of the vertebrae falling between the two. Unlike the thoracolumbar vertebrae,
which are rectangular in shape, the sacral vertebrae are trapezoidal, with S1 having a greater trapezoidal gradient than S2. The
variation in the anterior edge tilt is greater than that of the posterior edge, which could significantly affect the difference between
measurement results and the true sequence. As the results show, the anterior edge of Smin has a greater variation than the middle
and posterior edges, and although there is a statistical difference in the posterior edge (0.01<P<0.05), the significance is lower
than that of the anterior and middle edges (P<0.001), and the mean difference is small, even within the acceptable measurement
error range. Based on these inferences, the author believes that due to the specific morphology of S1, even with the use of
vertebral tilt measurements and the Ferguson method, the measurement results may not accurately reflect its sagittal aligment,
and this could also likely lead to the statistical differences in Smin and Ferguson LSLmax observed in this study. Although not
proven, based on the logical analysis of the results, the author leans towards the belief that the true Smin and Ferguson LSLmax
also do not show statistical differences. If that were the case, according to functional segmentation, the overall curvature of the

spinal "S" curve is also unaffected by PI. (Table 1, Figure 2)

Figurel Classification based on PI - anatomical segmentation
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The study results also show that for groups with different types of PI, there are varying degrees of statistical differences or
trends in S1, L5, L4, L3, L2, T12, T11, T10, T9, T7, with more significant differences in the lumbosacral segment. This means
that although the overall curvature of the "S" curve of the spine is the same across different PI groups, there are differences in

local curvature. The author will discuss the mechanisms and logic behind this in subsequent articles.

2. Classification based on the maximal thoracolumbar vertebral tilt (TLmax)

Regardless of whether anatomical or functional segmentation is considered, this study shows that for groups with different
TLmax, there are significant statistical differences in the tilt of the transitional vertebrae S2, L1, T1 for the "S" curve anatomical
segmentation, as well as the transitional vertebrae Smin, TLmax, Tmin for functional segmentation (Groups A, B, C). There are
also significant statistical differences in LSL, (Ferguson L1-S2), TK (Ferguson T1-T12), Ferguson LSLmax, and Ferguson
TKmax. These results imply that using TLmax as a classification reference can effectively differentiate the overall curvature of the

"S" curve of the human spine.(Table 3, Figure 3,4)

Figure 3 Classification based on TLmax - functional segmentation
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At the same time, S3 and C7, as adjacent segments of the "S" curve, show no significant statistical differences in their tilts.
This result means that the curvature magnitude of the "S" curve does not have a significant impact on the regional range of curve.
Additionally, there are no significant statistical differences in PI and SS across the groups of this classification method, which
further proves that PI, and even SS, do not substantially decide the overall curvature magnitude of the spinal "S" curve.

The classification method using TLmax as a reference provides an alternative perspective for our research on the sagittal
balance of the human spine, which could potentially influence the diagnosis and treatment strategies for disorders of the spinal
sagittal aligment.

Limitations of the study: 1. The study utilized a multicenter sample, and for a subset of participants, data on gender and
precise age were absent. 2. PI is a morphological parameter. The author had intended to contrast and categorize using newly
developed morphological parameters, but the description and interpretation of the parameter would necessitate a substantial
exposition. To ensure a straightforward and coherent narrative, this paper provisionally employs the positional parameter TLmax

as an interim classification method to avoid reader confusion. 3. The sample sizes for the two categorical groups in this study were
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not uniform. This is because uniform sample sizes across all categories and groups did not yield sufficiently significant statistical
outcomes, which could potentially perplex readers. The study's approach to sample categorization aims to clarify results but may

inherently introduce a degree of logical stringency imperfection.

Conclusion

Pelvic Incidence (PI) does not influence the overall magnitude of lumbosacral lordosis(LSL) and thoracic kyphosis(TK). The
sagittal spinal classification based on PI reveals no difference in the overall curvature of the spinal "S" shape. The maximum
thoracic kyphosis (TLmax) significantly affects LSL and TK, and it can be considered a straightforward radiological parameter for

distinguishing the overall curvature of the spinal "S" shape.
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