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ABSTRACT

Objective This study aimed to determine the prevalence
of idiopathic scoliosis (IS) in child, adolescent and adult
athletes of all sports activity levels.

Design Systematic review with meta-analysis.

Data sources Electronic databases (PubMed, Scopus,
ProQuest, Sage journals, ScienceDirect, Google Scholar
and Springer) were systematically searched up from
inception to 28 September 2021.

Eligibility criteria for selecting

studies Observational investigations were included to
evaluate the prevalence of IS in athletes (engaged in any
type of individual and team sports). Congenital scoliosis,
neuromuscular scoliosis, Scheuermann’s kyphosis and

de novo scoliosis were not included. The risk of bias was
assessed using the tool developed by Hoy et al.

Results Twenty-two studies were included (N=57 470,
range 15-46544, participants), thirteen studies were of
high-quality. The estimated prevalence of IS in athletes
was 27% (95% Cl 20% to 35%, 1°=98%), with a 95%
prediction interval (1% to 69%). The prevalence of IS was
significantly higher in female athletes (35%, 95% CI 27% to
34%, 1°=98%). Ballet dancers showed a high IS prevalence
(35%, 95% Cl 24% to 47%, I2=98%). Recreational athletes
showed a higher IS prevalence (33%, 95% Cl 24% to 43%,
[2=98%) than at competitive-level athletes (0.05%, 95% Cl
0.03% to 0.08%, 1>=98%), followed by elite (20%, 95% Cl
13% to 27%, 1°=98%).

Conclusions The prevalence of IS in athletes was
similar or higher to that as seen in other studies of the
general population. IS prevalence may have a U-shaped
relationship relative to level of competition. Further studies
are required to determine which sports have the highest IS
prevalence.

INTRODUCTION

Idiopathic scoliosis (IS) is a three-dimensional
change in the spine.! The prevalence of SI,
which depends on the size of the curve, has
been reported to range between 0.47% and
5.2%.% Spinal health is a common concern
in all kinds of sports. Several studies have
reported the prevalence of scoliosis among
the athletes engaged in ballet and dance,' *™
gymnastics,” volleyball” and swimming.®® The
prevalence of IS is higher in women with a
curvature equal to or greater than 10°."

,! Foad Seidi," Hooman Minoonejad," Farshad Nikouei®

WHAT IS ALREADY KNOWN ON THIS TOPIC

= Although precise idiopathic scoliosis (IS) prediction
is impossible, there is a need to prevent the curve
progression.

= The prevalence of IS is higher among females.

= IS can cause postural changes, standing instability
and gait variations, as well as pain, poor quality of
life and negative self-image.

= The prevalence of IS in athletes can be associated
with sports injuries.

WHAT THIS STUDY ADDS

= The prevalence of IS in athletes was similar or high-
er to that as seen in other studies of the general
population.

= The prevalence of IS among ballet dancers (0.35) is
significantly high.

= This review showed a U-shaped curve of IS preva-
lence in athletic sports levels. Recreational and elite
athletes exhibited a higher prevalence of IS.

= Current literature does not provide enough informa-
tion about all sports to determine which sport caus-
es the highest prevalence of IS.

= For more strong conclusions, we need high-quality
epidemiological studies on male athletes as well as
child athletes.

Because the causes of IS are unknown, it is
impossible to definitely prevent this disease.
However, there is agreement on the need to
prevent the progress of the curve.'' The curve
pattern is probably related to increased pain
(thoracolumbar curves have the least pain
and double curves have the most pain).'”
Self-image is frequently affected and dimin-
ished.”” IS causes posture changes and
standing instability. It is also associated with
gait changes in larger curves, which can cause
pain and poor quality of life."” Therapeutic
exercises,'* bracing and surgery are all treat-
ment options for this disease.'” Therapeutic
exercises, acupuncture, manual therapy
alone or in combination with rehabilitation
exercises and traction are some of the inter-
ventions discussed in the literature for this
postural disorder.'” A review of the literature
shows that exercise can reduce the Cobb
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angle and improve the strength, balance and mobility of
adolescents with IS."*

Competitive sports such as javelin throwing, gymnastics
and weightlifting impose great pressure on the spine.'’
Spinal injuries account for approximately 15% of all
sports injuries.'® It is unclear whether the prevalence of
IS among athletes from different sports is lower or higher
than that of non-athletes.

Understanding the prevalence of IS in various sports
is important for several reasons. Researchers can assess a
disease load by knowing the number of people in a popu-
lation who suffer from a disease or a specific disorder."”
Normal posture may play an important role in sports
performance,' and the loss of normal spinal alignment
caused by IS may be related to adjustments in muscular
moments that can alter joint alignment."” As a result, the
prevalence of IS in athletes may have an impact on their
athletic performance. Since the common prevalence
of IS among athletes has been attributed to sports inju-
ries,” ***! knowing its exact prevalence in athletes can aid
in the use of preventative strategies.

If the prevalence of IS varies from sport to sport, this
information can lead to earlier diagnosis of IS in those
sports. This can help to lower the risk of progression and
the need for surgical intervention and also improve the
health status and performance of athletes. This study
aims to determine the prevalence of IS among athletes
of different sports.

METHODS

Protocol and registration

This systematic review was conducted according to the
recommendations in the Preferred Reporting Items for
Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses 2020 statement.*
The study protocol was registered in the PROSPERO
database with this ID: CRD42021270390.

Study eligibility criteria

This study reviewed observational investigations (cross-
sectional, case—control and cohort) along with those
on the following diagnostic methods for IS: surface
topography imaging and spinal deformity assessment,
radiography-based imaging and evaluation of IS, MRI-
based evaluation of IS, CT, Adam’s forward bend test,
scoliometer measurements, individual Moiré topog-
raphy,” the Watson-MacDonncha Posture Analysis
(WMPA) and spinal mouse. The studies that investi-
gated the prevalence of IS in child, adolescent and adult
athletes (any type of sports; individual and team sports)
were also reviewed.

Participants were selected from among the athletes
aged 8-60 years. Sports activity was classified into three
levels: a recreational athlete is someone who engages in
a sports team for fun and does not train or compete on
a national or international level,** a competitive athlete
is someone who plays in a competitive sports team, trains
and/or competes in local competition, and an elite
athlete is someone who plays on a competitive sports team

and competes on a national or international level.** *
The case studies and case series with a sample size of less
than 6, letters and opinion pieces and studies on congen-
ital scoliosis, neuromuscular scoliosis, Scheuermann’s
kyphosis and de novo scoliosis were excluded from this
review. Unpublished studies were not sought. It is note-
worthy that papers in all languages were included in this
review.

Sources and study selection

Electronic databases (PubMed, Scopus, ProQuest, Sage
journals, ScienceDirect, Google Scholar and Springer)
were searched for eligible studies from inception to
28 September 2021. Reference lists of included studies
were searched to identify further appropriate studies.
keywords were searched for subject headings (MeSH
headings). The complete search strategy is presented
in online supplemental appendix 1. To identify relevant
outcome, we included the term: ‘Scoliosis’. To identify
relevant sports, we included the terms: ‘Sports’ or ‘Sport’
or ‘Athletics’ or ‘Athletic’ or ‘Athletic performance’ or
‘Physical fitness’ or ‘Youth Sports’ or ‘ Racquet Sports’
or ‘Water sports’ or * Team sports’. To identify relevant
populations, we included the terms: ‘Athlete’ or ‘Athletes’
or ‘Professional athlete’ or ‘Professional athletes’ or
‘Elite athletes’ or ‘Elite athlete’ or ‘College athletes’ or
‘College athlete’. Also, to identify relevant populations,
we included the terms: ‘Physical Activities’ or ‘Physical
Activity’ or ‘Physical Exercise’ or ‘Physical Exercises’.

No language or time limitations were applied. These
search filters were used to extract related studies on
ProQuest; audio and video content, magazines, trade
journals, reports, newspapers and other sources were
excluded.

The results were screened by title, abstract and full text
to identify relevant studies. If abstracts or articles needed
to be translated into another language, a translator was
asked to do so. (MO) screened the literature for inclusion
and (MI) double-checked the decision. Disagreements
were settled through discussion. If the disagreement had
persisted, the third reviewer’s (SE) decision would have
been final.

Data extraction and management

For each study, the following information was extracted:
first author, year of publication, country, language, sports
fields, levels of sports activity, sample size, gender and age
of participants, number of athletes, number of controls,
diagnosis method, Cobb angle limit considered as scoli-
osis, IS prevalence in athletes and IS prevalence in the
control group. The data were extracted collaboratively by
two reviewers (LM and FS). Discussion was used to settle
disagreements. Reviewers communicated for unreported
data or extra details in the case of missing data. There
was no blinding of study authors, institutions or journals
during data extraction. Data were recorded in a data
extraction form.
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Figure 1 Flow diagram for study selection process.

Assessment of methodological quality

Two authors (LM and FS) independently assessed the
quality of studies using the JBI critical appraisal tool,
which was developed by Munn et al*® Intraclass correla-
tion coefficient (ICC) was calculated to ensure inter-rater
reliability (ICC=0.85, 95% CI=0.55 to 0.95). This tool
included 10 criteria for evaluating the methodological
quality of studies reporting prevalence data. Answers to
the questions can be yes, no, unclear or not applicable.
Because the appraisal tool does not provide a specific
definition of acceptable quality, the acceptable quality
scores were defined to be five or higher. Disagreements
were settled through consensus discussions. The same
authors (LM and FS) independently assessed the risk
of bias in prevalence studies using the tool developed
by Hoy et al.®’ The tool consists of 10 items that evaluate
both internal and external validity. To ensure inter-rater
reliability, the ICC was calculated (ICC=0.87, 95% CI=0.65
to 0.95). Disagreements were settled through consensus
discussion.

Data synthesis

Under a random-effects model, the weighted summary
proportion was estimated using the arcsine transforma-
tion and the inverse variance approach. Due to significant
heterogeneity, the random-effects model was used. Publi-
cation bias was assessed graphically using funnel plots,
and Peters’ test was used to assess publication bias and
the small study effect statistically. The inverse SE was used
in the y-axis of the funnel plots because conventional

funnel plots are not recommended for meta-analyses of
proportion studies.*®

Heterogeneity was assessed using I? statistics, which
shows the percentage of the total variation in all studies
resulting from heterogeneity between studies.* Subgroup
analysis was performed in the subsequent classes: gender,
age, sports fields and levels of sports activity. The leave-
one-out meta-analysis was used for sensitivity analysis. To
quantify the range of existing heterogeneity, we calcu-
lated predictive intervals. The CI measures the precision
of an estimated effect, whereas the prediction interval
accounts for the true effect of a future study.”’ A p<0.05
was considered statistically significant for all statistical
tests. The meta-analysis was carried out using the package
‘meta’ in R'V.4.0.5.

RESULTS

The preliminary search identified 90670 records for
further investigation (duplicates were manually deleted
during the initial search and were notrecorded). Figure 1
shows a flow diagram for study selection as well as details
for excluding studies. The full texts of 64 articles were
evaluated for eligibility; 42 were excluded (online
supplemental appendix 2) and data from 22 studies were
extracted.

Study characteristics

This analysis included 22 studies with a total sample size
0f 59161 (the total number of athletes was equal to 7453).
Seven studies were conducted in Asia, eight in Europe,
four in North America and three in Australia.

X-ray was the most commonly used data collection tool.
Only three of the eight studies that used Adam’s test used
a scoliometer to evaluate trunk rotation. Thirty different
sports were studied. On the risk of bias scoring criteria,?’
16 studies received 0-3 points (low risk), 6 received 4-6
points (moderate risk) and no study received 7-9 points
(high risk). The characteristics of the studies that were
included are presented in online supplemental appendix
3, table 1-3.

Methodological assessment

The quality assessment score of the 22 studies is shown
in online supplemental appendix 3, table 1 and 2. The
mean quality score of the reviews was 6.9+0.2; 95% CI 6.3
to 7.5 (maximum possible quality score was 10). Studies
frequently failed to meet the criteria for being recruited
in an appropriate manner (88.8%), have an adequate
sample size (77.7%), report on appropriate statistical
analysis (88.8%), identify and account for confounding
factors (88.8%), or use objective criteria for identifying
subpopulations (66.6%). In 15 studies, a score equal to or
greater than 6 was obtained. Two studies met the criteria
but were excluded from the data pooling; one reported
the presence of lower limb dissymmetry in athletes (5 mm
or more),”" and the other did not report the number and
prevalence of scoliosis in athletes.” As a result, 13 studies
were included in the data pooling, with a total sample
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Figure 3 Funnel plot and Peters’ test result.

size of 57470 (range 15-46544) and 5979 athletes (range
15-1288) (online supplemental appendix 3, table 2).
Ballet dance, classical ballet, dance, modern dance
and jazz were all classified under ballet dance and also
gymnastics, rhythmic gymnastics and artistic gymnas-
tics under gymnastics during data analysis. Del Castillo
Campos et al’” reported two types of IS prevalence, one
for basketball and one for other sports. As a result, we
analysed them in the following manner: campos 1: various
sports; campos 2: basketball. Watanabe et af* reported
nine distinct prevalence rates for various sports. We anal-
ysed them in the following manner: (1) swimming, (2)

rhythmic gymnastics, (3) classical ballet, (4) dancing,
(5) artistic gymnastics, (6) tennis, (7) basketball, (8)
badminton and (9) volleyball.

Definition of IS

For identifying IS in athletes, the majority of studies used
radiography and Cobb limits of 10°. In one study, Cobb
limits of 15° for IS were considered.** In seven studies,
Cobb limits for IS were considered 10°6-8 31 357 ; in two
studies, Cobb limits for IS were considered 5°%% % and in
one study, the Cobb limit was not reported.” Adam’s test
was used without a scoliometer in five studies! * %% 4O; one
study used Adam’s test with a scoliometer and a 5° limit
of trunk rotation?' and two studies used Adam’s test with
a scoliometer and a 7° limit of trunk rotation.* *' WMPA
was used in one study,” and Spinal Mouse was used in
another.” Photography was used in one study.**

Prevalence of IS in athletes

The IS prevalence data in various sports are available in
online supplemental appendix 3, table 3. The pooled
prevalence of IS in athletes (13 studies, see figure 2) was
27% (95% CI 20% to 35%, 1°=98%).! 58 21 33-87 3941 1
this review, the predictive interval ranged from 0.01% to
0.69%, and it is appropriate for a future study based on
previous knowledge.

Publication bias and sensitivity analyses

The funnel plot revealed asymmetry, indicating possible
publication bias and high heterogeneity (figure 3). Peters’
test revealed no evidence of small study bias (Peters’ test,
p=0.65). Sensitivity analyses were performed in all meta-
analyses by sequentially removing studies. The overall
effect sizes (ESs) from the leave-one-out meta-analysis

Weight  Weight
Study Events Total Proportion 95%-Cl (common) (random)
Warren (1986) 18 75 —‘—‘— 0.24 [0.15; 0.35] 1.3% 4.5%
Hellstrom (1990) 29 143 —-— 0.20 [0.14;0.28] 2.4% 4.6%
Campos 1 (1997) 4 371 = ; 0.12  [0.09;0.16] 6.2% 47%
Campos 2 (1997) 19 70 —— 027 [0.17;0.39] 1.2% 4.4%
Tanchev (2000) 12 100 —=— . 0.12 [0.06;0.20] 1.7% 4.5%
Heitkamp (2005) 24— ; 0.05 [0.01;0.17] 0.7% 4.2%
Modi (2008) 6 116 —=— ' 0.05 [0.02;0.11] 1.9% 4.6%
Trexler (2013) 3 15 0.20 [0.04; 0.48] 0.3% 3.4%
Steinberg (2013) 307 1288 B 024 [0.22;0.26] 21.5% 4.8%
Longworth (2014) 9 30 : 0.30 [0.15;049] 0.5% 4.0%
Zaina (2016) 6 102 —=— 0.06 [0.02; 0.12] 1.7% 4.6%
Watanabe 1 (2017) 469 944 H E 3 0.50 [0.46; 0.53] 15.8% 4.8%
Watanabe 2 (2017) 56 117 P 048 [0.39;0.57] 2.0% 4.6%
Watanabe 3 (2017) 192 344 ! —— 0.56 [0.50; 0.61] 5.8% 4.7%
Watanabe 4 (2017) 156 320 H —— 0.49 [0.43; 0.54] 5.4% 4.7%
Watanabe 5 (2017) 49 93 — 0.53 [0.42;063] 1.6% 4.5%
Watanabe 6 (2017) 154 340 i —E— 045 [0.40; 0.51] 5.7% 4.7%
Watanabe 7 (2017) 83 217 P 0.38 [0.32;045] 3.6% 4.7%
Watanabe 8 (2017) 82 229 — 0.36 [0.30; 0.42] 3.8% 4.7%
Watanabe 9 (2017) 89 213 . e 0.42 [0.35; 0.49] 3.6% 4.7%
Aydin (2020) 28 679 ®H ' 0.04 [0.03;0.06] 114% 4.8%
Steinberg (2021) 38 132 — 0.29 [0.21; 0.37] 2.2% 4.6%
Common effect model 5979 ¢ 0.29 [0.28; 0.30] 100.0% -
Random effects model —_— 0.27 [0.20; 0.35] —_ 100.0%
Prediction interval [0.01; 0.69]
Heterogeneity: 1% = 98%, 7 = 0.0417, p <0.01
0.1 02 0.3 04 05 0.6
Figure 2 Forest plot of IS prevalence in athletes.
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Table 1 Subgroup analysis of gender, age, sports fields, levels of sports activity

Test of
Overall 95%Cl Prediction I? group No of
ES (intergroup) interval (intergroup) differences studies ES (95% Cl)
Gender  0.27 (0.20 to 0.35) (0.01 to 0.69) 98% P<0.01 Female 16 0.35 (0.27 to 0.43)
Both genders 6 0.11 (0.05 to0 0.19)
Age 0.27 (0.20 to 0.35) 98% P=0.33 Adult 2 0.23 (0.15 to 0.33)
(0.01 to 0.69) Adolescent 17 0.30 (0.21 to 0.40)
Child and 2 0.14 (0.01 to 0.37)
adolescent
Sports 0.27 (0.20 to 0.35) 98% P=0.05 Ballet dance 6 0.35 (0.24 t0 0.47)
fields Swimming 2 0.22 (0.00 to 0.76)
Tennis 2 0.22 (0.00 to 0.69)
(0.01 to 0.69) Gymnastic 5 0.25 (0.09 to 0.47)
Basketball 2 0.34 (0.23 to 0.45)
Volleyball 2 0.20 (0.00 to 0.64)
Different sports 2 0.16 (0.08 to 0.24)
levels of 0.27 (0.21 to 0.36) 98% P<0.01 Recreational 15 0.33 (0.24 to 0.43)
zgg:fy (0.01 to 0.69) Competitive 3 0.05 (0.03 to 0.08)
Elite 4 0.20 (0.13 t0 0.27)

ES, effect size.

were all close to the overall ES, and the sensitivity anal-
ysis did not affect the significance or direction of the
ESs, with point estimates ranging from 0.26 to 0.29. This
means that there are no studies that have a significant
impact on the results of our meta-analysis (online supple-
mental appendix 4).

SUBGROUP ANALYSIS

We were able to estimate the ES for each subgroup using
subgroup analysis (table 1). Online supplemental appendix
5 contains the forest plots for all subgroup analyses.

Subgroup analysis for the prevalence of IS in athletes and
gender

We discovered that female athletes had a significantly larger
ES when we compared prevalence rates across subgroups
(table 1 and online supplemental appendix 5). We compared
female-only studies to studies that included both male and
female subjects. We were unable to locate a high-quality
article in which the subject was solely male.

Subgroup analysis for the prevalence of IS in athletes and age
Although adolescent athletes have a prevalence rate of
0.30 (table 1), there was no significant difference in IS
prevalence when we compared athletes of different ages.

Subgroup analysis for the prevalence of IS in athletes and
sports fields

The prevalence of IS was highest in ballet dance,
according to pooled results (0.35). When different sports
were evaluated together, the prevalence of IS was lower

than in other sports fields (0.16). Figure 4 shows the
forest plot of subgroup analysis for sports fields.

Subgroup analysis for the prevalence of IS in athletes and
levels of sports activity

Our findings revealed a significant difference between
athletes of various levels. The highest and the lowest prev-
alence of IS was observed at the recreational level (0.33)
and the competitive level (0.05), respectively.

Sensitivity and subgroup analyses

We used sensitivity and subgroup analysis based on
gender, age, sports fields and levels of sports activity to
explore potential sources of heterogeneity but heteroge-
neity remained high.

Discussion

This study aimed to investigate the prevalence of IS in
athletes of different sports using a meta-analysis study.
The overall ES of IS in athletes was 27%, based on data
pooling from 13 high-quality studies in this review. The
predictive interval in this study ranged from 1% to 69%
and includes the possibility that new research would
detect an IS prevalence in this range.

The study findings showed that the prevalence of IS was
significantly higher in female athletes. We were unable
to identify a high-quality article in which the subject was
solely male. As a result, this estimate should be inter-
preted cautiously. The female to male ratio ranges from
1.5:1 to 8:1 and can reach 7.2:1 in 40° curves.” The high
prevalence of adolescent IS has been reported among
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Study Events Total
Sport = Ballet dance

Warren (1886) 18 75
Steinberg (2013) 307 1288
Longworth (2014) a 30
Watanabe 3 (2017) 182 244
Watanabe 4 (2017) 156 320
Steinberg (2021) a8 132
Common effect model 2183

Random effects model
Heterogenelty: /* = 97%, T° = 0.0201, p < 0.01

Sport = Different sports
Helistrom (1880) e} 143
Campos 1 (1887) 44 ETh|
Commaon effect model
Random effects model
Heteroganalty: I* = 52%, T = 0.00S5,

Sport = Basketball

Weight Weight
Proportion 95%-Cl (common) (random)

024  [0.15:0.35]  1.3% 4.5%
024 [022:028] 215% @ 48%
030 [D.15:0.49] 05% 4.0%
056  [050;0.81] 58% 47%
040  [D43;054] 54% 47%
020 [D21:037] 22% 4.6%
032  [0.30; 0.34] 36.6% —

035 [0.24:047] — 27.4%

020 [0.14;0.23] 24% 4.6%

012  [008:0.18] B2% 47%
014  [0.11:047] 8E% -
016  [0.08:024] — 9.4%

Campos 2 (1887) 2 027 [0.17;10.39] 12% 4.4%
Watanabe 7 (2017} 83 0.38 [0.32;0.45] 36% 47T%
Common effect model 0.35 [0.30; 0.41] 4.8% —_—
Random effects model 0.34 [0.23; 0.45] —_— 9.1%
Heteroganalty: I¥ = 67%, T = 0.0047,

Sport = Gymnastic

Tanchew (2000) 12 012 [D.0&; 0.20] 1.7% 4.5%
Heitkamp (2005) 2 0.05 [0.01;0.17] 07% 42%
Trexder (2013) 3 020 [0.04;0.43] 0.3% 34%
Watanabe 2 (2017} 56 048 [0.38;057] 20% 4.6%
Watanabe 5 (2017} 42 0.53 [0.42;0.83] 1.6% 4. 5%
Common effect model 031 [0.26; 0.36] 6.1% —_—
Random effects model 023 [0.09; 0.47] —_— 21.3%
Heteroganalty: /1 = 95%, T° = 0.0840,

Sport = Volleyball

Modi (2008) g 0.05 [0.02; 0.11] 1.8% 4.6%
Watanabe 3 (2017} B2 213 042 [0.35;0.49] 36% 47T%
Commeon effect model 329 = 026 [0.21:031] 5.5% -
Random effects model e ———— 020 [0.00; 0.64] — 9.3%
Heterogenalty: I¥ = 95%, ° = 0.1104, p < 001 H

Sport = Tennis

Zana (2018) 8 102 —=— 0.06 [0.02; 0.12] 1.7% 4.6%
Watanabe @ (2017} 154 240 045 [D40;051] 57% 47T%
Common effect model 442 i 0.24 [0.30; 0.39] T74% —_—
Random effects model ——————— 022 [0.00; 0.69] —_— 9.3%

Heterogenalty: I¥ = 95%, T = 0.1201, p < 001

Sport = Swiming

Watanabe 1 (2017} 460 Ba44 0.50 [0.48;0.53] 158% 4.8%
Aydin (2020) 28 a7 = 0.04 [D.03;0.08] 11.4% 4.8%
Common effect model 1623 : 0.26 [0.24; 029] 2T1% -
Random effects model e 022 [0.00; 0.78] — 9.6%
Heterogenelty: I* = 100%, T° = 0.1665, p < 0.01

Sport = Badminton

Watanabe 8 (2017} 82 28 0.36 [0.30;0.42] 3.8% 47%
Common effect model 3979 029 [0.28; 0.30] 100.0% -
Random effects model 027 [0.20; 0.35] —_ 100.0%
Prediction interval [0.01; 0.69]

Heterogenalty: I¥ = 98%, T = 0.0417, p < 001

Test for subgroup differences (Mxed effect): i = 105.22, df = 7 (p < 0.01)
Test for subgroup differences (random effects): J- = 14.35, of = 7 (p = 0.05)

Figure 4 Forest plot of subgroup analysis for sports fields.

female adolescents.” Swimming, according to Zaina et
al,” has a different effect on the spine depending on the
gender of the swimmers. Swimming has a greater effect
on the spine of female adolescents (OR=2.50) than male
adolescents (OR=1.21). Their findings could explain the
high prevalence of IS in females. Adolescent athletes have
received the most attention from researchers. There was

no special high-quality study for children, and only a few
studies included adult athletes. It has been reported that
there is a link between age and the prevalence of 1S.*
The prevalence of IS is higher in patients over the age of
15 (after puberty).” The study findings indicated that the
prevalence of IS was higher in adolescents than in other
age groups. McMaster ef al*® investigated the relationship

6 Mousavi L, et al. BMJ Open Sp Ex Med 2022;8:¢001312. doi:10.1136/bmjsem-2022-001312

1ybuAdoo
Aq pa1oa10.d "1s8nb Ag 202 ‘02 YoJeN uo /wod fwg wasuadolway/:dny wouy papeojumod "g20z 1snbny g uo ZTET00-220Z-Waslwg/9eTT 0T Se pays!ignd 1si1) :pajA 94ax3 1ods uado NG


http://bmjopensem.bmj.com/

between age and the prevalence of adolescent IS in swim-
mers and discovered that scoliosis is more common in
those who begin swimming lessons as children.

Scoliosis develops due to a variety of causes, but once
the scoliotic curve appears, it progresses according to
its internal laws and ‘scoliosis emancipates from its
aetiology’.’ The study findings showed that the highest
prevalence of IS was observed among ballet dancers
(0.35). Some authors suggested that the high preva-
lence of IS in ballet dance is due to body type selection
by trainers and dancers themselves.' 2! However,
some studies have shown that vigorously mobilising
sports can hasten the progression of scoliosis.’ It has
been suggested that ballet dancers may be predis-
posed to scoliosis due to their longer growth period.
Ballet dancers who restrict their weight and exercise
excessively are thought to be predisposed to bone
development delays and abnormal pubertal growth
associated with late menarche and secondary amenor-
rhoea.”*' Generalised joint hypermobility (GJH) is very
common in ballet dancers' *' and has been implicated
in scoliosis. It has been reported that collagen structure
changes in GJH dancers may affect spinal stability and
the development of scoliosis."” The majority of young
dancers with scoliosis and GJH experience delayed
puberty.! *' As a result, all repetitive and high-intensity
activities may have an impact on the bone growth plates
and contribute to the progression of IS.'

The prevalence of IS in athletic sports levels was found
to be U-shaped in this review. Proprioceptive deficits
were reported in AIS patients in a recent review and
meta-analysis article by Lau et al.*® A relationship between
vestibular system abnormalities and IS has also been
reported.*” These data suggest that patients with IS expe-
rience changes in system complexity.

Complexity is defined as the number of system compo-
nents and their interactions.”

Low levels of complexity are associated with poor
performance and unhealthy systems.”’ In elite athletes,
low complexity combined with intense training load and
years of training may contribute to the high prevalence
of IS. According to the literature, long-term exercise can
gradually lead to specific postural adaptations in athletes,
and these postural adaptations are related to the specific
movements and postures of the sports.”* >

Athletes need movement variability to effectively adapt
to changes in sports activities. If the same movements are
performed repeatedly, the same tissues are more likely to
be severely overloaded. Movement variability may adjust
loads from repetition to repetition, reduce injury risk and
allow for variations in coordination patterns.’* Variability
has a chaotic structure that is essential for functional
movement and health. Perversion from a chaotic struc-
ture in biological systems can result in either too robotic
and rigid or unstable and noisy systems. These states are
less tolerant of perturbations and are associated with
pathological conditions or a lack of skill.” Injuries could
result from either decreased or increased variability.”*™

It can be hypothesised that recreational and elite
athletes who have lost chaotic structures of movement
variability of their spines are more vulnerable to devia-
tion from the normal alignment of the spine or make
progress in their abnormal alignment of the spine
because elite athletes have more hours of training and
recreational athletes are in primary phases of learning
to discover possible solutions for a specific task. It can
be hence suggested that an athlete who has lost chaotic
structure of movement variability (for any reason) is less
likely to develop scoliosis if he or she exercises at the
competitive level, and thus, the prevalence of scoliosis is
lower at this level.

Clinical implications

It is possible that using a preventive strategy in athletes
can help reduce the prevalence of IS. These data can
be used by researchers, coaches and physiotherapists to
develop prevention strategies for high-prevalence IS. To
reduce the prevalence of IS among these athletes, it is
critical to develop specific exercises to meet their spinal
needs. Coaches and physicians should collaborate to
create screening programmes that will effectively identify
athletes with scoliosis.

Future research

The paucity of high-quality epidemiological studies on
male athletes and child athletes indicates that more
research is needed before strong conclusions can be
drawn. We gathered data from seven different sports, so
researchers should look into other sports fields. Prospec-
tive studies in all sports should be used to determine the
prevalence of IS in athletes, while longitudinal studies
will reveal long-term results.

Limitations of this review

The grey literature was not included in this review study.
At no point were reviewers blind to the authors’ identi-
ties. As previously stated, Cobb limits for included studies
varied, and one study‘%6 assessed only the lower half of the
thoracic and lumbar spines and half of the sacrum with
radiography. These factors could have influenced the
outcome. We did not receive all of the authors’ requested
information. Some studies’ missing results may result in
a reduction in statistical power. Unfortunately, the prev-
alence of scoliosis in all sports has not been studied. As
a result, current evidence is insufficient to determine
which sports have the highest prevalence.

Conclusion

It should be cautiously concluded that there is a cause-
and-effect relationship between the prevalence of IS and
sports activity, and more studies are needed to explain
these findings. Researchers have been attempting for
years to identify the sports that cause the highest preva-
lence of IS. The review’s findings and research synthesis
can help patients and parents make informed decisions
about which sports to participate in, as well as profes-
sionals who work with athletes to conduct prevention and
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treatment programmes. Although IS has been commonly
reported among athletes, not all sports have been studied
in this regard. Therefore, more studies are needed to fill
this research gap.
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Appendix 1. Search strategy and key words
All search was done from the inception to 28 September 2021.

To identify relevant outcome, we included the term: ‘Scoliosis’. To identify relevant sports, we included the terms: ‘Sports’ or ‘Sport’
or ‘Athletics’ or ‘Athletic’ or ‘Athletic performance’ or ‘Physical fitness’ or “Youth Sports’ or ¢ Racquet Sports’ or ‘Water sports’ or ¢
Team sports’. To identify relevant populations, we included the terms: ‘Athlete’ or ‘Athletes’ or ‘Professional athlete’ or
‘Professional athletes’ or ‘Elite athletes’ or ‘Elite athlete’ or ‘College athletes’ or ‘College athlete’. Also, to identify relevant
populations, we included the terms: ‘Physical Activities’ or ‘Physical Activity’ or ‘Physical Exercise’ or ‘Physical Exercises’.

No language or time limitations were applied.

These search filters were used to extract related studies on ProQuest; audio and video content, magazines, trade journals, reports,
newspapers, and other sources were excluded.

“The preliminary search recognized 90,670 records for screening (duplicates were manually deleted during the initial search and were
not recorded).”

“Pubmed (2,004) /ScienceDirect (19,127) ProQuest (5163) Scopus (686) /Sage journals (1,511) Springer (37,939) /Google Scholar
(24,240)”

Search Strategy:

Pubmed

1. ‘Scoliosis” AND (“Sports’ OR ‘Sport’ OR ‘Athletics’ OR ‘Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness’ OR ‘Youth Sports’ OR
‘Racquet Sports’ OR ‘Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports’) AND (‘Athlete” OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional athletes’ OR
‘Elite athletes’ OR ‘Elite athlete” OR ‘College athletes’ OR ‘College athlete’)

2. ‘Scoliosis” AND (‘Sports” OR “Sport’ OR ‘Athletics” OR ‘Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness’ OR ‘Youth Sports’ OR
‘Racquet Sports’ OR ‘Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports”) AND (‘Physical Activities” OR ‘Physical Activity” OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR ‘Physical
Exercises’)

Mousavi L, et al. BMJ Open Sp Ex Med 2022; 8:001312. doi: 10.1136/bmjsem-2022-001312


https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/mesh/2009673
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3. ‘Scoliosis” AND (“Athlete’ OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional athletes’ OR ‘Elite athletes” OR “Elite athlete’ OR ‘College
athletes’ OR ‘College athlete’ AND ‘Physical Activities” OR ‘Physical Activity’ OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR ‘Physical Exercises’)

Scopus
1. “Scoliosis’ AND (‘Sports’ OR ‘Sport” OR ‘Athletics’ OR ‘Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness’ OR ‘Youth Sports’

OR ‘Racquet Sports’ OR “Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports’)

2. ‘Scoliosis’ AND (‘Athlete’ OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete” OR ‘Professional athletes” OR ‘Elite athletes’ OR ‘Elite athlete’ OR
‘College athletes” OR ‘College athlete’)

3. ‘“Scoliosis’ AND (‘Physical Activities’ OR ‘Physical Activity” OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR ‘Physical Exercises’)

4. “Scoliosis” AND (‘Sports” OR ‘Sport’ OR ‘Athletics’ OR ‘Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness” OR “Youth Sports’
OR ‘Racquet Sports’ OR ‘Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports”) AND (‘Physical Activities’ OR ‘Physical Activity’ OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR
‘Physical Exercises’)

5. ‘Scoliosis’ AND (‘Sports’ OR ‘Sport’ OR ‘Athletics’ OR Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness’ OR ‘Youth Sports’
OR ‘Racquet Sports’ OR ‘Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports’) AND (‘Athlete’ OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional
athletes’ OR °Elite athletes” OR ‘Elite athlete’ OR ‘College athletes’ OR ‘College athlete”)

6. ‘Scoliosis’ AND (‘Athlete” OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional athletes” OR ‘Elite athletes’ OR ‘Elite athlete’ OR
‘College athletes’ OR ‘College athlete’ AND ‘Physical Activities’ OR ‘Physical Activity’ OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR ‘Physical Exercises”)

ScienceDirect

1. ‘Scoliosis” AND (‘Sports” OR ‘Sport” OR ‘Athletics’ OR “Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness’ OR “Youth Sports’
OR ‘Racquet Sports’)

2. ‘Scoliosis” AND (‘Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports’)

3. ‘Scoliosis” AND (“Athlete” OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional athletes” OR ‘Elite athletes’ OR ‘Elite athlete’ OR
‘College athletes’ OR ‘College athlete”)

4. ‘Scoliosis” AND (‘Physical Activities” OR ‘Physical Activity’ OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR ‘Physical Exercises’)

ProQuest:

1. ‘Scoliosis” AND (‘Sports’ OR ‘Sport’ OR ‘Athletics’ OR ‘Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness’ OR ‘Youth Sports’
OR ‘Racquet Sports’ OR ‘Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports’) AND (‘Athlete’ OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional
athletes’ OR ‘Elite athletes” OR ‘Elite athlete’ OR ‘College athletes’ OR ‘College athlete”)
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2. ‘Scoliosis> AND (‘Sports’ OR ‘Sport’ OR ‘Athletics” OR ‘Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness’ OR “Youth Sports’
OR ‘Racquet Sports’ OR “Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports’) AND (‘Physical Activities’ OR ‘Physical Activity” OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR
‘Physical Exercises’)

3. ‘Scoliosis’ AND (‘Athlete” OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional athletes’ OR ‘Elite athletes’ OR ‘Elite athlete’ OR
‘College athletes” OR ‘College athlete” AND ‘Physical Activities’ OR ‘Physical Activity’ OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR ‘Physical Exercises’)

Sage journals:

1. ‘Scoliosis” AND (‘Sports’ OR ‘Sport’ OR ‘Athletics’ OR ‘Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness” OR “Youth Sports’ OR
‘Racquet Sports’ OR ‘Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports”)

2. ‘Scoliosis” AND (“Athlete’ OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete” OR ‘Professional athletes’ OR “Elite athletes’ OR °Elite athlete’ OR ‘College
athletes’ OR ‘College athlete’)
3.“Scoliosis’ AND (‘Physical Activities’ OR ‘Physical Activity’ OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR ‘Physical Exercises’)

Springer
1. “‘Scoliosis’ AND (‘Sports’ OR ‘Sport” OR ‘Athletics’ OR ‘Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness’ OR ‘Youth Sports” OR

‘Racquet Sports’ OR “Water sports’ OR ‘“Team sports”’)

2. ‘Scoliosis’ AND (‘Athlete’ OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional athletes’ OR ‘Elite athletes’ OR ‘Elite athlete’ OR ‘College
athletes’ OR ‘College athlete’)

3. ‘Scoliosis” AND (‘Physical Activities’ OR ‘Physical Activity’ OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR ‘Physical Exercises’)

Google Scholar:
1. ‘Scoliosis’ AND (‘Physical Activities’ OR ‘Physical Activity’ OR ‘Physical Exercise’ OR ‘Physical Exercises’)

2. ‘Scoliosis” AND (“Sports’ OR “Sport’ OR ‘Athletics’ OR “Athletic’ OR ‘Athletic performance’ OR ‘Physical fitness’ OR “Youth Sports’
OR ‘Racquet Sports’ OR ‘Water sports’ OR ‘Team sports’) AND (‘Athlete’ OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional
athletes” OR °Elite athletes’ OR ‘Elite athlete’ OR ‘College athletes’ OR ‘College athlete’)

3. ‘Scoliosis’ AND (‘Athlete’ OR ‘Athletes’ OR ‘Professional athlete’ OR ‘Professional athletes’ OR ‘Elite athletes’ OR ‘Elite athlete’ OR
‘College athletes” OR ‘College athlete” AND ‘Physical Activities’ OR ‘Physical Activity’ OR ‘Physical Exercise” OR ‘Physical Exercises’)
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Appendix 2 Tablel. Studies excluded at full-text screening with reasons (n=42).

Study Year | Title Doi Reason

1 | McMaster et al 2006 | Physical activities of patients with adolescent idiopathic scoliosis | DOI 10.1186/s13013-015-0029-8 Wrong population and
(AIS) compared with a control group: implications for etiology and outcome

possible prevention

2 | Meyer at al 2006 | Why do idiopathic scoliosis patients participate more in DOI: 10.1111/j.1600-0838.2005.00482.x | Wrong population and
gymnastics? outcome

3 | Meyer at al 2008 | The practice of physical and sporting activity in teenagers with DOI: 10.1111/].1600-0838.2007.00750.x | Wrong population and
idiopathic scoliosis is related to the curve type outcome

4 | Czakwari et al 2008 | Faulty posture and style of life in young adults DOI: 10.3233/978-1-58603-888-5-107 Wrong population and
outcome

5 | Balla and Hangiu 2017 | Trunk asymmetry at children aged 10-15 years: relation between | DOI: 10.1515/tperj-2017-0027 Wrong population and
amount of asymmetry and risk factors outcome

6 | Kristin L. Kenworthy | 2008 | Global posture of female collegiate gymnasts and their peers Link Wrong population and
outcome

7 | Sedrez et al 2014 | Risk factors associated with structural postural changes in the doi.org/10.1016/S2359-3482(15)30033-6 | Wrong population and
spinal column of children and adolescents outcome

8 | Assis et al 2021 | Influence of physical activity and postural habits in DOI :10.1186/513690-021-00584-6 Wrong population and
schoolchildren with scoliosis outcome

9 | Espirito Santo et al Prevalence of idiopathic scoliosis and associated variables in Link Wrong population and
schoolchildren of elementary public schools in Cuiab4, state of outcome

Mato Grosso, 2002

10 | Leal et al 2006 | Epidemiological survey on adolescent idiopathic scoliosis Link Wrong population and

outcome
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https://ebooks.iospress.nl/volumearticle/11832
https://scholar.google.com/citations?user=pEuUeRkAAAAJ&hl=en&oi=sra
http://tperj.uvt.ro/wp-content/uploads/2019/01/BV10IS19A20.pdf
http://tperj.uvt.ro/wp-content/uploads/2019/01/BV10IS19A20.pdf
https://www.proquest.com/openview/2a329527f89f1b5c4285eea6f564ecb6/1?pq-origsite=gscholar&cbl=18750
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S2359-3482(15)30033-6
https://archpublichealth.biomedcentral.com/articles/10.1186/s13690-021-00584-6
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FEMALE HANDBALL PLAYERS

11 | Diarbakerli 2017 | Adults with idiopathic scoliosis diagnosed at youth experience | DOI: 10.1097/BRS.0000000000001841 Wrong population and
similar physical activity and fracture rate as controls outcome

12 | Amaricai et al 2020 | Respiratory function, functional capacity, and physical activity | DOI: 10.1177/0300060519895093 Wrong population and
behaviours in children and adolescents with scoliosis outcome

13 | Anggriasti and 2016 | Correlation between Body Mass Index and Physical Activity with | [ ink Wrong population and

Rachmawati Scoliosis in Young Adult outcome

14 | Lazié et al 2021 | Influence of physical activity on prevention and occurrence of | DOI: 10.2298/VSP190702127L Wrong population and
spinal deformities in children during development outcome

15 | Tobias et al 2019 | Association between physical activity and scoliosis: a prospective | DOI: 10.1093/ije/dyy268 Wrong population and
cohort study outcome

16 | Wong et al 2022 | Is Scoliosis Associated with Dance Injury in Young Recreational | DOI: 10.12678/1089-313X.031522f Wrong population and
Dancers? A Large-Scale Cross-Sectional Epidemiological Study outcome

17 | Jandrié 2016 | Differences in postural disturbances between female adolescents DOI: 10.2298/VSP140507020] Incomplete data
handball players and nontraining peers

18 | Guillén et al 2012 | Estudio mediante una técnica no lesiva, basada en la luz Link Incomplete data
estructurada, de la topografia de la espalda de futbolistas

19 | Atilla et al 2020 | Musculoskeletal injuries in master swimmers: a national survey in | DOJ: 10.7759/cureus.8421 Incomplete data

Turkey

20 | Chomiak et al 2000 | Severe Injuries in Football Players DOI: 10.1177/28.suppl 5.5-58 Incomplete data

21 | Hakimipour et al 2016 | Comparison of posture in elite female tackwondo players and DOI: 10.18869/acadpub.jsmt.14.12.24 Incomplete data
non-athletes

22 | Posavac et al 2020 | IMPACT OF CERTAIN ELEMENTS OF HANDBALL Link Incomplete data
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https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0300060519895093
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/0300060519895093
http://www.indojournalpmr.org/IJPMR/article/view/208
http://www.indojournalpmr.org/IJPMR/article/view/208
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=Correlation+between+Body+Mass+Index+and+Physical+Activity+with+Scoliosis+in+Young+Adult&btnG=
https://www.aseestant.ceon.rs/index.php/vsp/article/view/22384
https://www.aseestant.ceon.rs/index.php/vsp/article/view/22384
https://academic.oup.com/ije/article-abstract/48/4/1152/5232554
https://academic.oup.com/ije/article-abstract/48/4/1152/5232554
https://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/jmrp/jdms/2022/00000026/00000001/art00006
https://www.ingentaconnect.com/content/jmrp/jdms/2022/00000026/00000001/art00006
https://doi.org/10.12678/1089-313X.031522f
https://scindeks.ceon.rs/article.aspx?artid=0042-84501604337J
https://scindeks.ceon.rs/article.aspx?artid=0042-84501604337J
https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/esSiqueira/ibc-111875
https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/esSiqueira/ibc-111875
https://pesquisa.bvsalud.org/portal/resource/esSiqueira/ibc-111875
https://www.cureus.com/articles/31808-musculoskeletal-injuries-in-master-swimmers-a-national-survey-in-turkey
https://www.cureus.com/articles/31808-musculoskeletal-injuries-in-master-swimmers-a-national-survey-in-turkey
https://doi.org/10.1177%2F28.suppl_5.s-58
https://jsmt.khu.ac.ir/browse.php?a_id=179&sid=1&slc_lang=en
https://jsmt.khu.ac.ir/browse.php?a_id=179&sid=1&slc_lang=en
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biomechanical parameters of Iran women's national dragon boat
team

23 | Milic et al 2018 | THE SPINAL COLUMN STATE OF ADOLESCENT BOYS OF | DOI: 10.7251/SSH1801086M Incomplete data
DIFFERENT LEVELS OF PHYSICAL ACTIVITY
24 | Pourbehzadi et al 2012 | The relationship between posture and somatotype and certain Link Incomplete data

engage in different sports and their peers who do not engage in
sports

25 | Budiman et al 2018 | Abnormality imaging of plain X-ray evaluation of the spine in DOI: 10.23736/S0025-7826.18.03190-3 Incomplete data
Indonesian lion dancers

26 | Wasik et al 2015 | Comparative analysis of body posture in child and adolescent DOI: 10.14589/ido.15.3.5 Incomplete data
tackwon-do practitioners and non-practitioners

27 | Szabo et al 2018 | Correlation of shoulder pain and postural abnormalities among doi.org/10.1016/].gaitpost.2018.07.096 Incomplete data
adolescent swimmers

28 | Cotta andSteinbruck | 1979 | Wirbelsiulenschiden beim Leistungssportler Link Incomplete data

29 | Zeman and Pitr 2001 | Dysfunction of the motor system in sports shooters DOI:10.1080/15438620109512092 Incomplete data

30 | Lay Sein et al 2010 | Shoulder pain in elite swimmers: primarily due to swim-volume- | DOI:10.1136/bjsm.2008.047282 Incomplete data
induced supraspinatus tendinopathy

3] Stefan and Geanina 20]6 PROPHYLAXIS CAUSED BY OVERLOADING THE JUNIOR Llnk Incomple[e data
JUDO PLAYER

32 | Steinberg et al 2013 | Injuries in female dancers aged 8 to 16 years DOI: 10.4085/1062-6050-48.1.06 Wrong population

33 | Jones et al 1999 | Radiographic abnormalities of the lumbar spine in college football | DO /10.1177/03635465990270031101 Wrong population
players

34 | Aginsky et al 2016 | Posture and isokinetic shoulder strength in female water polo DOI: 10.17159/2078- Wrong assessment
players 516X/2016/v28i3a438 methods for scoliosis

35 | Radakovic et al 2017 | Differences in postural status of primary school students who DOI: 10.22190/FUPES1701063R Wrong assessment

methods for scoliosis
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https://www.academia.edu/download/70381332/The_Relationship_between_Posture_and_Som20210927-30142-1t3imad.pdf
https://www.academia.edu/download/70381332/The_Relationship_between_Posture_and_Som20210927-30142-1t3imad.pdf
https://scholar.google.com/scholar?hl=en&as_sdt=0%2C5&q=The+Relationship+between+Posture+and+Somatotype+and+Certain+Biomechanical+Parameters+of+Iran+Women%E2%80%99s+National+Dragon+Boat+Team&btnG=
https://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/medicina-dello-sport/article.php?cod=R26Y2018N03A0441
https://www.minervamedica.it/en/journals/medicina-dello-sport/article.php?cod=R26Y2018N03A0441
https://doi.org/10.23736/S0025-7826.18.03190-3
https://yadda.icm.edu.pl/yadda/element/bwmeta1.element.desklight-5f93f75d-edee-44af-8ecc-ed5127eafde7
https://yadda.icm.edu.pl/yadda/element/bwmeta1.element.desklight-5f93f75d-edee-44af-8ecc-ed5127eafde7
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/BF01729540
https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/15438620109512092
https://bjsm.bmj.com/content/44/2/105.short
https://bjsm.bmj.com/content/44/2/105.short
https://www.proquest.com/docview/1880275184?pq-origsite=gscholar&fromopenview=true
https://meridian.allenpress.com/jat/article-abstract/48/1/118/110782
https://journals.sagepub.com/doi/abs/10.1177/03635465990270031101?casa_token=LZnyMazDj_IAAAAA:VeRvhB0TRe9qwGzttKt5k0eCGq4O7At3GVEj64tYjgMvUi_3GhV-UNH6CUfP7IzY_pZ7euHvSOB_
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Brazilian swimmers

36 | Radakovié et al 2016 | Comparison of posture between gymnasts and non-athletes Link Wrong assessment
methods for scoliosis

37 | Milenkovié et al 2012 | Frequency of the spinal column postural disorders among elite Link Abstracts Only
Serbian swimmers

38 | Yoo et al 2001 | Asymmetric exercise and scoliosis: A study of volleyball athletes | DOIorg/10.4055/jkoa.2001.36.5.455 Abstracts Only
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Appendix 3. Characteristics of included studies
Table 1. Characteristics of included studies that didn’t use in data pooling (quality assessment score/ risk of bias score)
First author Year Language Sample n Athletes Age Gender Sports fields Sports activity Assessment method Quality  Risk of
size levels score bias
1 | Becker 1986 English 336 336 Adolescent F& M* Swimming Competitive Adam’s test** 5 1
2 | Hamilton 1992  English 28 28 Adult F& M  Ballet dance Competitive Adam’s test 5 3
3 | Ogon 2001 English 120 120 Adolescent F& M  Ski Competitive X-ray (thoracolumbar 5 2
& adult and lumbar spine)
4 | Vaiekova 2011 English 62 62 Adult F Volleyball Competitive Adam’s test 5 3
5 | Zaina 2014 English 329 112 Adolescent F& M  Swimming Competitive Scoliometer 6 3
6 | Ramos- 2016 English 102 102 Adolescent F& M  Swimming, fencing  Competitive X-ray 6 2
Alvarez and badminton
7 | Langdon 2016 English 207 207 Adolescent Rugby Recreational &  Posture Analysis 5 4
& adult competitive (WMPA)
8 | Lotfian 2017 English 244 244 M Football Competitive Spinal mouse 5 4
9 | Snodgrass 2021 English 263 263 Adolescent M Football Competitive Photograph, modified 5 4

*F=Female, M=Male **researchers just used this test without using scoliometer.

Watson and Mac
Donncha scale
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Table 2. Characteristics of studies included in data pooling (quality assessment score/ risk of bias score)

First author Year  Language Sample n Athletes Age Gender Sports fields Sports Assessment Quality  Risk of
size activity method score bias
levels
1 | Warren 1986  English 75 75 Adult F Ballet dance Recreational ~ X-ray 7 3
2 | Hellstrom 1990  English 173 143 Adolescent ~ F&M Wrestlers (30), Gymnasts  Elit X-ray, lower half 7 0
& adult (F:26/M:26), Male of the thoracic
athletes pooled (117), and lumbar and
Tennis (30), Soccer (31) half of sacrum
3 | Campos 1 1997  English 371 371 Adolescent ~ F&M 27 different types Elit X-ray 7 2
4 | Campos 2 1997  English 70 70 Adolescent ~ F&M Basketball Elit X-ray 7 2
5 | Tanchev 2000  English 4900 100 Adolescent F Gymnastic Recreational ~ X-ray 8 2
6 | Heitkamp 2005  German 41 41 Child & F Gymnastic Recreational ~ X-ray 6 4
adolescent
7 | Modi 2008  English 46544 116 Adolescent ~ F&M Volleyball Recreational ~ X-ray 8 2
8 | Trexler 2013  English 15 15 Adult F Gymnastic Competitive ~ X-ray 6 2
9 | Steinberg 2013  English 1288 1288 Child & F Ballet dance Recreational ~ Adam’s test* 7 3
adolescent
10 | Longworth 2014  English 60 30 Adolescent F Ballet dance Recreational ~ Scoliometer 6 4
11 | Zaina 2016  English 305 102 Adolescent ~F&M Tennis Competitive  Scoliometer 7 2
12 | Watanabe 1 2017  English 944 944 Adolescent F Swimming Recreational ~ X-ray 9 2
13 | Watanabe2 2017  English 117 117 Adolescent F Rhythmic gymnastics Recreational ~ X-ray 9 2
14 | Watanabe 3 2017  English 344 344 Adolescent F Classical ballet Recreational ~ X-ray 9 2
15 | Watanabe4 2017  English 320 320 Adolescent  F Dancing Recreational ~ X-ray 9 2
16 | Watanabe 5 2017  English 93 93 Adolescent F Artistic gymnastic Recreational ~ X-ray 9 2
17 | Watanabe 6 2017  English 340 340 Adolescent F Tennis Recreational ~ X-ray 9 2
18 | Watanabe 7 2017  English 217 217 Adolescent F Basketball Recreational ~ X-ray 9 2
19 | Watanabe 8 2017  English 229 229 Adolescent  F Badminton Recreational ~ X-ray 9 2
20 | Watanabe 9 2017  English 213 213 Adolescent F Volleyball Recreational ~ X-ray 9 2
21 | Aydin 2020  English 679 679 Adult F&M Swimming Competitive ~ X-ray 6 3
22 | Steinberg 2021  English 132 132 Adolescent F Dance Recreational ~Adam’s test 6 4

*Adam’s test= researchers just used this test without using scoliometer
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Table 3. Characteristics of included studies (IS* prevalence/sample size)

First author Year Country  Sample n Athletes n Control IS* prevalence in athletes IS prevalence in control
1 | Becker 1986 USA 336 336 - 16% Mild Functional, structural idiopathic 6/9% -
2 | Hamilton 1992 USA 28 28 - 50% of the women and 27% of the male -
3 | Ogon 2001 Austria 120 120 - 24 (20%) mild scoliosis -
4 | Vaiekova 2011 Czech 62 62 - 2 (3.2%) -
5 | Zaina 2014 Italy 329 112 217 Odds ratio: 1.86 Not reported
6 | Ramos-Alvarez 2016 Spain 102%* 102 54%* 2 (8%), a left-thoracic curve, 18° and 20° Cobb for both cases. -
7 | Langdon 2016 Australia 207 207 - S-Scoliosis, Moderate deviation: (8.2) and Marked deviation: (0.5)- -
C-Scoliosis, Moderate deviation: (23.7) and Marked deviation: (0.0).
8 | Lotfian 2017 Iran 244 244 - Players with scoliosis 3 (1.2%) -
9 | Snodgrass 2021 Australia 263 263 - 17 (6.5%), Odd ratio: 0.76 -
10 | Warren 1986 USA 75 75 18 (24%) -
11 | Hellstrom 1990 Sweden 173 143 30 Males 29 (20.27%) Not reported
12 | Campos 1 1997  Spain 371 371 - 44 (11.85%.) -
13 | Campos 2 1997 Spain 70 70 (27.27%) -
14 | Tanchev 2000 Bulgaria 4900 100 4800 12 (12%) 53 (1.1%)
15 | Heitkamp 2005 Germany 41 41 - 2 (4.8%) -
16 | Modi 2008 South 46544 116 46428 6 (5.2%). Cobb Me=12, Range: 10-15. Odds ratio:6.1 465(1%). Cobb Me: 24.5,
Korea Range: 10-55
17 | Trexler 2013 USA 15 15 - 3 (20%) -
18 | Steinberg 2013  Israel 1288 1288 - 307(23.8%) -
19 | Longworth 2014 Australia 60 30 30 9 (30%) 1 (3.33%)
20 | Zaina 2016 Italy 305 102 203 6 (0.05%) 12 (0.05%)
21 | Watanabe 1 2017 Japan 944 944 - 469 (49.7%), Odds ratio: 1.10
22 | Watanabe 2 2017 Japan 117 117 - 56 (47.9%), Odds ratio: 1.04 -
23 | Watanabe 3 2017 Japan 344 344 - 192 (55.8%), Odds ratio: 1.38 -
24 | Watanabe 4 2017 Japan 320 320 - 156 (48.8%), Odds ratio: 1.04 -
25 | Watanabe 5 2017 Japan 93 93 - 49 (52.7%), Odds ratio 1.19 -
26 | Watanabe 6 2017 Japan 340 340 - 154 (45.3%), Odds ratio: 0.88 -
27 | Watanabe 7 2017 Japan 217 217 - 83 (38.3%), Odds ratio: 0.69 -
28 | Watanabe 8 2017 Japan 229 229 - 82 (35.8%), Odds ratio: 0.61 -
29 | Watanabe 9 2017 Japan 213 213 - 89 (41.8%), Odds ratio: 0.76 -
30 | Aydin 2020 Turkey 679 679 - 28 (4.1%) -
31 | Steinberg 2021 Israel 132 132 - 38 (28.8%) -

*Idiopathic scoliosis, **Asymmetrical: fencing, badminton=48, symmetrical: swimming=54 that considered control group.
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Appendix 4 Sensitivity analysis

Sorted by Proportion
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Omitting Watanabe 2 (2017) —_— 6 =026 [019-034]; I = 98%
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Omitting Watanabe 9 (2017) —— 6 =0.26 [0.19-0.35]; /I = 98%
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Omitting Longworth (2014) _I_ 6 =0.27[0.19-0.35]; I = 98%
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Figure 1 Leave one out test
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Study
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Appendix 5. Forest plots of subgroup analyses
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Figure 1. Subgroup analysis for gender
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Figure 2. Subgroup analysis for age
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Figure 3. Subgroup analysis for sports feilds
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Figure 4. Subgroup analysis for levels of sports activities
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Appendix 6. Statistical codes

Statistical codes have presented in following text.
Also, this information is available from the corresponding author at foadseidi @ut.ac.ir.

rm(list = 1s())
setwd("F:\\meta k")
library(haven)
library(estmeansd)
library(meta)
library(dmetar)
library(metafor)

Data <- read_dta("")

Data <- transform(Data, Gender = ifelse(gender == 1, "Female", "Both genders"))
Data$Age[Data$Age == "1"] = "Adult"

Data$Age[Data$Age == "2"] = "Adolescent"

Data$Age[Data$Age == "4"] = "Child and Adolescent"

Data$Age[Data$Age == "5"] = "Adult and Adolescent"

Data$Sport = NA

Data$Sport[Data$sport == "1"] = "Ballet dance"
Data$Sport[Data$sport == "2"] = "Swiming"
Data$Sport[Data$sport == "3"] = "Tennis"
Data$Sport[Data$sport == "4"] = "Gymnastic"
Data$Sport[Data$sport == "5"] = "Basketball"
Data$Sport[Data$sport == "6"] = "Volleyball"
Data$Sport[Data$sport == "7"] = "Badminton"
Data$Sport[Data$sport == "8"] = "Different sports"

Data$Level = NA

Data$Level[Data$level == "1"] = "Recreational"
Data$Level[Data$level == "2"] = "Competitive"
Data$Level[Data$level == "4"] = "Elite"

# Arcsine transformation (sm = "PAS")
m1 = metaprop(event = scolioa, n = nathlete, data = Data, studlab = Authore,
sm = "PAS", method = "Inverse", method.tau = "REML")
pdf("Begg test.pdf")
metabias(ml,
method.bias = "Begg",
plotit =T,
correct="T
)
title("Begg test")
text("P-value = 0.4298", x = -15, y = 0.015)
dev.off()

# Egger test for Bias, Results are in Funnel plot
eg = eggers.test(x =ml)
Pubtext = pasteO("Eggers test: Coefficient = ", round(eg$intercept,2),
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"(", round(eg$llci,2), ",", round(eg$ulci,2), "), P-value = ", round(eg$p,2) )
pdf("Funnel plot.pdf")
par(mar = c(8,4,4,4))
metafor::funnel(m1, studlab =F, level = 0.95,col.random = "white",
pch = 16, cex =2, yaxis="invse")
mtext(Pubtext, 1, 5)
dev.off()

pdf("Funnel plot type 2.pdf")

metafor::funnel(m1, studlab =F, level = 0.95,col.random = "white",
pch = 16, cex =2, yaxis="invse")

dev.off()

pdf("Forest plot.pdf", width = 12, height = 7)

forest(m1, xlab ="", digits.se =2,
col.diamond.fixed = "deepskyblue3", col.diamond.random = "dodgerblue4",
col.square = "forestgreen", col.by = "blue4",
prediction = T, just = "center"

)

dev.off()

inf.analysis <- InfluenceAnalysis(x = m1, random = T)
pdf("Leave One Out Analyses.pdf”, width = 12, height = 7)
plot(inf.analysis, "es", "REML")

dev.off()

m?2 = metaprop(event = scolioa, n = nathlete, data = Data, studlab = Authore,
sm = "PAS", method = "Inverse", method.tau = "REML", subgroup = Gender)

pdf("Forest plot gender.pdf", width = 12, height = 14)
par(mar = c(2,2,2,2), oma = ¢(2,2,2,2))
forest(m2, xlab ="", digits.se = 2,
col.diamond.fixed = "deepskyblue3", col.diamond.random = "dodgerblue4",
col.square = "forestgreen", col.by = "blue4", just = "center",
prediction = T.fs.axis = 7, spacing = 1, addrows.below.overall = 3)
dev.off()

m3 = metaprop(event = scolioa, n = nathlete, data = Data, studlab = Authore,
sm = "PAS", method = "Inverse", method.tau = "REML", subgroup = Age)

pdf("Forest plot age.pdf”, width = 12, height = 14)
par(mar = c(2,2,2,2), oma = c¢(2,2,2,2))

forest(m3, xlab ="", digits.se =2,
col.diamond.fixed = "deepskyblue3", col.diamond.random = "dodgerblue4",
col.square = "forestgreen", col.by = "blue4", just = "center",

prediction = T,fs.axis = 7, spacing = 1, addrows.below.overall = 3)
dev.off()
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m33 = metaprop(event = scolioa, n = nathlete, data = subset(Data, Age != "Adult and Adolescent"),
studlab = Authore,
sm = "PAS", method = "Inverse", method.tau = "REML", subgroup = Age)

pdf("Forest plot age 2.pdf", width = 12, height = 14)
par(mar = c¢(2,2,2,2), oma = ¢(2,2,2,2))

forest(m33, xlab ="", digits.se =2,
col.diamond.fixed = "deepskyblue3", col.diamond.random = "dodgerblue4",
col.square = "forestgreen", col.by = "blue4", just = "center",
prediction = T, fs.axis = 7, spacing = 1, addrows.below.overall = 3)
dev.off()

m4 = metaprop(event = scolioa, n = nathlete, data = Data, studlab = Authore,
sm = "PAS", method = "Inverse", method.tau = "REML", subgroup = Sport)

pdf("Forest plot sporst.pdf”, width = 12, height = 16)

par(mar = c(2,2,2,2), oma = ¢(2,2,2,2))

forest(m4, xlab ="", digits.se =2,
col.diamond.fixed = "deepskyblue3", col.diamond.random = "dodgerblue4",
col.square = "forestgreen", col.by = "blue4", just = "center",
prediction = T,fs.axis = 7, spacing = 1, addrows.below.overall = 3)

dev.off()

m44 = metaprop(event = scolioa, n = nathlete, data = subset(Data,sport !=7), studlab = Authore,
sm = "PAS", method = "Inverse", method.tau = "REML", subgroup = Sport)

pdf("Forest plot sporst 2.pdf", width = 12, height = 16)
par(mar = c(2,2,2,2), oma = ¢(2,2,2,2))
forest(m44, xlab ="", digits.se =2,
col.diamond.fixed = "deepskyblue3", col.diamond.random = "dodgerblue4",
col.square = "forestgreen", col.by = "blue4", just = "center",
prediction = T.fs.axis = 7, spacing = 1, addrows.below.overall = 3)
dev.off()

m5 = metaprop(event = scolioa, n = nathlete, data = Data, studlab = Authore,
sm = "PAS", method = "Inverse", method.tau = "REML", subgroup = Level)

pdf("Forest plot level.pdf", width = 12, height = 16)

par(mar = c(2,2,2,2), oma = ¢(2,2,2,2))

forest(m5, xlab ="", digits.se = 2,
col.diamond.fixed = "deepskyblue3", col.diamond.random = "dodgerblue4",
col.square = "forestgreen", col.by = "blue4", just = "center",
prediction = T,fs.axis = 7, spacing = 1, addrows.below.overall = 3)

dev.off()
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