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Abstract

Osteopenia is indicated as a common phenomenon in patients who have sco-
liosis. Quantitative ultrasound (QUS) has been used to assess skeletal status
for decades, and recently ultrasound imaging using reflection signals from
vertebra were as well applied to measure spinal curvatures on children with
scoliosis. The objectives of this study are to develop a new method which
can robustly extract a parameter from ultrasound spinal data for estimat-

ing bone quality of scoliotic patients and to investigate the potential for the
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parameter on predicting curve progression. The frequency amplitude index
(FAI) was calculated based on the spectrum of the original radio frequency
(RF) signals reflected from the tissue-vertebra interface. The correlation be-
tween FAI and reflection coefficient was validated using decalcified bovine
bone samples in vitro, and the FAIs of scoliotic subjects were investigated in
vivo referring to BMI, Cobb angles and curve progression status. The results
showed that the intra-rater measures were highly reliable between different
trials (ICC=0.997). The FAI value was strongly correlated to the reflection
coefficient of bone tissue (R?=0.824), and the lower FAI indicated the higher
risk of curve progression for the non-mild cases. This preliminary study re-
ported that the FAI method can provide a feasible and promising approach
to assess bone quality and monitor curve progression of the patients who

have AIS.
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Introduction

Scoliosis is a three dimensional (3D) spine deformity characterized with
lateral curvature and axial vertebral rotation (AVR). Eighty percent of sco-
liotic cases are idiopathic, and it is usually detected on the juvenile and
adolescent stages (JIS or AIS) with the prevalence ranged from 0.5% to 4%
(Cheng et al., 2015 |Hresko, 2013; |Altaf et al. [2013). During the rapid
growth period of children, 15-30% scoliotic curves progress, therefore it is
a major concern for orthopedic surgeons to identify the spine curves with a
high risk of progression which require active treatment (Soucacos et al., |1998;
Van Goethem and Van Campenhout, 2007; |Kim et al., [2010). The standing
posteroanterior (PA) radiograph has been the standard routine method to
diagnose and monitor spine curves for decades. The follow-up radiographs
are prescribed every 4-12 months depending on the age and growth rate of
the scoliotic cases (Van Goethem and Van Campenhout|, 2007; |Cobb), |1948)).

Many Studies have indicated that lower bone mineral density (BMD)
is a common phenomenon in scoliotic patients, especially at the region of
spine, femoral neck and calcaneus, however no direct correlation has been
revealed between the BMD and the scoliotic features, such as curve pattern
or curve severity (Cook et al., [1987; Cheng et al., [2001; Li et al., |2020).
Recently it has been reported that BMD is an important risk factor affecting
curve progression. In the study involving 324 adolescent girls, 50% subjects
showed progressed curves, and osteopenia in the femoral neck of the hip was
indicated as a factor in the prediction of curve progression with the odd ratio
of 2.5 (Hung et al., 2005). Although the dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry
(DXA) is the most commonly used method to evaluate BMD, it exposes



the patients to more ionizing radiation besides the follow-up radiographs,
consequently it is unusual to measure BMD in children with scoliosis. On
the other hand, BMD is influenced by the absorption of bone tissue which is
only related to the density information; it cannot report the elastic strength
information which reflects the mechanical properties of bone. Therefore the
parameter is insensitive to detect the change of bone quality and mechanical
properties. The change of bone density can be detected using radiography
only when over 20-40% loss of skeletal calcium occurs (Castriota-Scanderbeg
and Dallapiccola, 2005)).

Quantitative ultrasound (QUS) has been deployed to evaluate bone qual-
ity especially for the assessment of osteoporosis and prediction of the fracture
risk since 1990s (Langton, 1996; Murashima et al., 2020; Liu et al., [2020; |Gri-
mal and Laugier, 2019)). As the two most important ultrasonic evaluation
parameters in QUS, broadband ultrasound attenuation (BUA) and speed of
sound (SOS) are related to both bone density and mechanical properties.
Lam et al.[ (2011} [2013)) calculated the stiffness index (SI) from the measured
BUA and SOS on the calcaneus to evaluate bone quality and to predict curve
progression on AIS subjects. Among 294 recruited girls followed-up beyond
skeletal maturity, the adjusted odds ratio of curve progression for low SI
was 2.0, and it proposed that SI can be used as an independent prognostic
factor for curve progression instead of BMD (Lam et al) 2013). Different
from the ultrasound transmission modality applied on the calcaneus, using
the spectral amplitudes of the reflection signals from the interface between
cortex and marrow, the BUA of cortical bones can be also estimated by the

spectral ratio method and peak frequency shift method (Zheng et al., [2007,



2009).

Recently, a new ultrasound (US) imaging method has been developed to
measure spine curves on children with scoliosis, and the results showed signif-
icant consistency with the measurements from the conventional radiographic
method (Zheng et al., 2016, 2017; He et al., 2017; Ungi et al, [2020). A series
of B-scan transvers images were continuously acquired along the subject’s
back and then reconstructed to a 3D data volume of spine. Based on the
strong reflection from the interface between vertebra and soft tissue, each
lamina was identified and used as the landmarks to assess the spinal curva-
tures using the center of lamina (COL) method (Zheng et al., |2015a). On
the other hand, the amplitude information can be simultaneously collected
for the analysis of bone properties and quality. [Zheng et al.| (2015b) imple-
mented a pilot study using the ultrasound reflection signals from vertebra
to assess the bone quality of spine. It exported the amplitude information
from the original radio frequency (RF) ultrasound data and calculated the
reflection index (RI) of vertebra on 18 subjects with AIS. The RI values of
the non-mild curve and mild curve groups were 0.47 and 0.74, respectively.

The objectives of this study are to provide a more reliable and robust es-
timation parameter of bone quality derived from the reflection spinal signals,
and to investigate how the defined parameter is related to curve severity and

curve progression of subjects with scoliosis.



Array transducer probe

Figure 1: Ultrasound pulse reflects at the interface of soft tissue and lamina.

Materials and Methods

Frequency amplitude index (FAI)

For the ultrasound signals reflected from the interface between soft tissue

and cortex of a vertebra, the reflected wave in the frequency domain A (f, 2)

can be described as a superposition of plane waves (Zheng et al., 2007):

A(f.2) = B-S(f) - e i) 0

where S(f) is the source pulse emitted from transducer probe, f is the fre-
quency of ultrasound wave, R is the reflection coefficient between soft tissue
and vertebra cortex, « is the attenuation coefficient of soft tissue, z is trav-
eling distance of the ultrasound waves reflected from the cortex/soft-tissue

interface, where in this circumstance z = 2d and d is the thickness of the
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soft tissue layer. Fig.1 shows an ultrasound pulse travels though soft tissue
and reflects at the surface of vertebral cortex. Considering the frequency

amplitude of the wave, Eq. is then converted by taking logarithm as
In|A(f,z=2d)|=InR+In|S(f)| — 2ad (2)

Define the amplitude Agp = 20log;((A4) = 8.6861n(A), then Eq.(2) can be

rewritten as

Aap(f) = Rap + Sap(f) — 2aapd (3)

We define the maximum amplitude of the frequency spectrum as the fre-
quency amplitude index (FAI), and it indicates the energy peak at the main
frequency of an ultrasound reflection signal. Given the constant source pulse
S(f), the FAI is only influenced by the reflection coefficient (Ryp), the at-
tenuation coefficient (agp) and the thickness of soft tissue (d). In this case,

the reflection coefficient can be calculated as

R (Z2 — Zl)z (4)
(Z2 + Z1)

where Z; and Z5 are the acoustic impedance of soft tissue and vertebral cortex
respectively. According to (Goss et al| (1978, |1980)), the range of acoustic
impedances were 3.75 — 7.38 % 10%kg/(m? - s) for bone tissue and 1.65 — 1.74 %
10%kg/(m?-s) for muscles, and it resulted in the range of reflection coefficients
(Rqp) was -8 "-18dB. On the other hand, the attenuation coefficient (ayp)
for soft tissue at 2MHz was about 1dB/cm (Kremkau, 2002)); the difference
of the soft tissue thickness among subjects was usually only a few millimeters

(Vermess et al., 2012; Zheng and Lasaygues, 2013)), and it demonstrated that

the attenuation caused by soft tissue was mostly less than 1dB for pediatrics.



Therefore the FAI is mainly influenced by the reflection coefficients (R) of the
interface between vertebral cortex and soft tissue, and moreover substantially
affected by the bone parameters including acoustic impedance, density and

velocity.

Bone specimens

Eight bovine femur specimens were obtained from a local butcher shop
and applied for the in vitro study to validate the FAI method. The speci-
mens were cut to 30mm*20mm*6mm blocks. The nitric acids solution with
concentration of 1%, 2%, 4% and 7% was applied to decalcify the specimens.
Eight specimens were randomly divided into two groups (n = 4 in each), and
the specimens in each group were decalcified for 6 h and 12 h, respectively.
The density of the specimens was calculated from the mass and volume. The
mass of specimens was measured by electronic balance, and the volume was
defined as product of length, width and height. The velocities of the speci-
mens were measured using the ultrasound transmission method (Zheng and
Lasaygues, 2013) with one pair of 2.25MHz immersion transducers (Doppler,
Guangzhou, China). The velocity of water was also measured as the refer-
ence. The physical and acoustical parameters of all specimens were listed in

Table 1, and the reflection coefficients were calculated by Eq..

Subjects

For the in vivo measurement, one hundred and one subjects (F:86, M:15,
age:14.242.0) were recruited from the local scoliosis clinic. The inclusion
criteria were: 1) diagnosed with idiopathic scoliosis, 2) 10-18 years old, 3) no

surgical treatment prior to the study day, 4) with at least one clinical record



Table 1: Physical and acoustical parameters of the decalcified bovine bone specimens.

Acoustic
Density Velocity Reflection Nitric Acid  Decalcification
Number ) Impedance
(g/ecm®)  (m/s) Coefficient*  Concentration — Duration(h)
(Mrayl)
1 1.927 3285 6.331 0.391 1% 6
2 1.882 2710 5.101 0.308 1% 12
3 1.905 2966 5.651 0.348 2% 6
4 1.847 2637 4.870 0.290 2% 12
5 1.668 2295 3.829 0.201 4% 12
6 1.845 2848 5.254 0.320 4% 6
7 1.760 2717 4.782 0.283 7% 6
8 1.473 2211 3.258 0.145 % 12

*Calculated between the specimen and water (Density: 1.00g/cm?, Velocity:

1459m/s) using Eq. ()

acquired during 12 months before or after the study day, and 5) with original
RF ultrasound data. Ethics approval was granted from the local health ethics
board. All subjects participating in the study signed a written consent form.
The information of Risser grade, age, body mass index (BMI), Cobb angles
and curve progression status for the subjects at the study day were exported
from the local clinical records. The curve was determined as progressed if
the increase between the Cobb angles obtained from two successive clinical
visits was > 6. One of these two visits was at the study day, and the other

occurred within one year prior to or later than the study day.



Data Acquisition and Analysis

For the in vitro study, the specimens were immersed in the water tank,
and the reflected RF data from the specimen surface were acquired using
the Vantage ultrasound system equipped with C5-2v transducer (Verasonics
Inc., Redmond, WA, USA). Each RF data contained 128 channel records, and
20 channels in the middle were selected to calculate FAI. For each record,
Hamming window was used to select main pulse of the echo. For each frame,
the FAI value was calculated on the average spectrum of the selected echo
records.

To acquire the reflection signals from scoliotic subjects, the standing ul-
trasound scan was performed on the subject’s back as described in our pre-
vious study (Zheng et al.| 2015a)) using the SonixTABLET system (Analogic
Ultrasound — BK Medical, Peabody, MA, USA). Three adjacent B-frame im-
ages at the lumbar vertebra (L5) were selected based on the clarity of the
reflection from vertebral surface, and the original RF data of the correspond-
ing frames were then exported.

The procedure as shown in Fig.2 was applied to calculate the FAI of in
vivo ultrasound reflection signals from clinical subjects. An in-house pro-
gram was developed to load and process the RF data and export FAI values
for the selected frame. Fig.3 showed the program interface and a typical RF
frame data collected from a scoliotic subject, and the red color illustrated
echoes from the different anatomic structures such as soft tissues and verte-
bra. Each RF frame data were consisted of 256 signal records, however only
the area indicating strong reflections from lamina (flat surface of vertebra)

was selected as the region of interest (ROI) and contained approximately
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Data import — select 3 adjacent frames with clear reflection at the
designated location (L5)

ROl — choose the area with strong reflections from interface (the
material edges or lamina of L5)

I

Signal Processing — remove noise channels without reflection signals
band-pass filtering
select main pulse using Hamming window

l

FAIl calculation — Find FAI value on the average spectrum of the
reflection signals for each frame, and take the mean
FAl value of all 3 adjacent frames.

Figure 2: The flow chart of FAI calculation.

54-88 records (black box in Fig.3) for one frame. To minimize the random
effect, the average was taken among the spectrums of all the signal records
in ROI for one frame, and the FAI value was calculated on the average spec-
trum using Eq[3] for the frame. Then the mean of FAI values calculated over
three selected adjacent frames were used to demonstrate the FAI for the sub-
ject. Therefore, the FAI value in this study implied the average energy of
the ultrasound signals reflected from the surface of lumbar vertebra, which
should be correlated to the reflection coefficient of bone/tissue interface and
moreover related to the quality of bone.

All FAI values were exported in dB. The standard deviations (SD) were
calculated among three selected adjacent frames at L5 for each subject to
examine the error range of the FAI estimation. One rater with more than
10-year experience on ultrasound research measured all the data twice with

one week apart (2 trials), and the mean absolute difference (MAD), standard
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Figure 3: The in-house program interface for FAI calculation.

deviation, the intra-class correlation coefficients using a 2-way random model
and absolute agreement with a 95% confidence interval (ICC|2,1]) and the
standard errors of measurement (SEM) were calculated to assess the repeata-
bility and reliability of the method. The FAI from the second trial was used
to analyze the influences referring to gender, BMI, maximum Cobb angles

and the curve progression status.

Results

Fig.4 illustrated the FAI values referring to the bone parameters includ-

ing density, velocity, acoustic impedance and reflection coefficient of bovine
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Figure 4: The FAT value in reference to (a)density, (b)velocity, (c)acoustic impedance and

(d)reflection coefficient of bone specimens.

specimens, respectively. The correlation coefficients (R?) were all higher
than 0.70, and the FAI showed the highest correlation with the reflection
coefficient (R? = 0.824).

Table 2 demonstrated the intra-rater difference between the two trials
on all 101 scoliotic subjects. The results showed the FAI values from the
two measures were all in the same range, and the relative mean difference
between the two trials were only 0.13%. The measures showed very reliable

results with ICC of 0.997 (Currier, [1990). For each subject, the FAIs were

also calculated for the three adjacent frames, and the average SD among
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Table 2: Comparison for the FAI measurement between two trials from the same rater.

Mean (SD)  Range  MAD (SD)
Trial 1CC[2,1]
@) (@B () (B)

1 1014 (22) 95.2-105.6

0.13 (0.11)  0.997  0.12
2 101.3 (2.2) 95.2-105.6

adjacent frames over all 101 subjects was 0.19 and 0.18 dB for two trials
respectively. The measurement differences regarding to different frames and
trials were all less than 0.2dB, which indicated the mean estimation error of
FAI measurement would be smaller than 0.2dB as well.

The mean FATI was 101.2£2.2dB for 86 female subjects and 102.24+2.2dB
for 15 male subjects. The mean value showed 1.0dB difference between dif-
ferent genders, which was 5 times larger than the measurement error for
individual subject (0.2dB). Therefore only the FAI of female subjects was
used for further analysis.

Fig.5 and Fig.6 illustrated the FAI values in reference to BMI and max-
imum Cobb angles for all 86 female subjects. The distribution revealed no
apparent difference of FAI values for BMI in the range of 14.3-29.2 and Cobb
angles in the range of 11°-52°. In Fig.6, all female subjects were divided into 4
zones (Q1-Q4) according to the categories of mild curve (Cobb<25°) vs non-
mild curves (Cobb>25°) and the categories of high FAI value (FAI>101.2dB)
vs low FAI value (FAI<101.2dB), where 101.2dB was the mean FAI from all
female subjects. Table 3 summarized the subject and curve information in

four zones. There did not show apparent differences for Risser grade, age
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Figure 5: The FAI value in reference to subjects’ BMI.

and BMI among the subjects in Q1-Q4. The mean and standard deviation
of FAT were 101.5 £ 2.0dB for mild curve group (Q14Q2) and 100.9 +2.3dB
for non-mild curve group (Q3+4Q4), respectively.

Table 4 listed progression status of all female subjects regarding to differ-
ent zones. In the non-mild curve zones (Q34Q4), progression cases showed
higher prevalence than the mild curve zones (Q1+Q2). However, there were
none progression cases in Q2 and only one in Q3, and the prevalence of curve
progression in these two zones were much lower than Q1 & Q4. Fig.7 il-
lustrated the distribution of all progression cases referring to the maximum

Cobb angle and FAT value.

Discussion

In the in vitro experiment, the FAI showed strong correlations with the

properties of bone tissue. As indicated in Fig.4, the FAI were highly cor-
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Figure 6: The FAI value in reference to subjects’ max Cobb angle.

related with density, velocity, acoustic impedance and reflection coefficient
(R* > 0.70). Since the FATI implied the energy of echoes from the interface
between vertebra and soft tissue, the reflection coefficient showed the highest
correlation among all parameters. On the other hand, the R? between FAI
and acoustic impedance was 0.79, which suggested that the FAI could be
regarded as a parameter to indicate bone quality. It was worth mentioned
that the decalcification solution used in the experiment corroded some bone
specimens. As the result, the surface of bone specimens became quite rough
in several cases, which could disperse the energy of the received ultrasound
echo and cause the large uncertainty of FAI calculation.

Based on the statistical analysis, the FAI method demonstrated good re-
liability and repeatability for the different trials and frames. This consistent
measurement results were partly due to the simplified processing over the

frequency domain. The procedure chose the main pulse of the echo and cal-
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Figure 7: The FAI distribution of progression cases.

culated the FAI value from the in the average frequency spectrum of echo
signals collected in ROI, therefore the results represented the integrated en-
ergy of the reflection signals along the vertebral surface. The energy integra-
tion during signal analysis could reduce the variance and influence from the
acquisition parameters, for example the selection of amplitude peak in time
domain. Therefore, comparing to the amplitude analysis in time domain, the
FAI presented more consistent and robust results with relative measurement
difference between trials less than 1%.

As illustrated in Fig.5, the FAI values were evenly distributed over the
whole range of BMI (14.3-29.2), which indicated that the soft tissue on pa-
tient’s back had very limited influence on the measurement of FAI. It also
implied that the FAI value was mainly influenced by the reflection coefficient

of vertebral surface and was a good indicator of bone quality.
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Even though the mean FAI values of mild and non-mild curve groups were
slightly different, 101.5dB and 100.9dB respectively, there was no apparently
correlation between FAT and max Cobb angle (R? = 0.0741) as show in Fig.6,
which suggested that FAI method might not be suitable to directly estimate
the severity of scoliosis.

In Table 3, we summarized the subjects’ information. There were no
apparent differences for Risser grade, age and BMI, which illustrated the
similarity of the patient groups from different zones. However as indicated in
Fig.7, the FAT values of the progression cases were all located in certain zones.
Especially for the non-mild curve group (Q34Q4), the FAI of progression
cases were all in the range lower than the mean value (Q4). It indicated
that the subjects with lower FAI values had shown higher risk of progression
for the group of non-mild curve. A possible explanation was that the bone
quality of spine could change and thus affect the reflection coefficient of bone
surface during curve progression (Salzmann et al., 2019)), therefore resulted
in the different performance of FAI values. Based on the statistics from
Table 4, for those non-mild cases, the subjects with under-average FAI values
exhibited higher probability to progress than the subjects with above-average
FAI values (30% vs 5%). It illustrated that the FAI method had the potential
to monitor the progression for a scoliotic patient.

Finally, the FAI can be easily measured using exiting medical ultrasound
equipment for spine imaging. The data used to calculate FAI can be directly
obtained during image acquisition without extra procedure. With good re-
liability and repeatability, the FAI can be used as a promising indicator to

predict the curve progression of scoliotic patients in clinical application.
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Table 3: The summary of subject and curve information for Zone Q1-Q4.

Number of Cobb Angle (°) Age BMI
Zone Risser
Subjects Mean SD Range Mean SD  Range Mean SD  Range

Overall 86 0-5 26.5 9.6 11-52 141 2.0 10.0-17.6 199 3.2 14.3-29.2

Q1 26 0-5 181 3.6 11-24 141 19 104-174 187 2.8 14.5-23.8

Q2 14 0-5 181 42 11-24 136 1.8 10.3-15.6 19.6 3.8 14.3-25.9
Q1+Q2 40 0-5 181 38 11-24 139 19 10.3-173 19.0 3.2 14.3-25.9

Q3 19 0-5 328 51 2544 147 2.1 10.3-17.3 208 3.1 17.9-29.2

Q4 27 0-5 345 76 2552 141 2.1 10.0-176 20.7 3.1 15.7-284
Q3+Q4 46 0-5 33.8 6.6 25-52 143 2.1 10.0-17.6 20.7 3.1 15.7-29.2

Table 4: The summary of progression cases in Zone Q1-Q4.

Number of Progression cases

Zone
Subjects  Number Prevalence*
Overall 86 13 15%
Q1 2% 4 15%
Q2 14 0 0%
Q1+Q2 40 4 10%
Q3 19 1 5%
Q4 27 8 30%
Q3+Q4 46 9 20%

*Calculated by dividing the number of progress cases to the number of

subjects in the corresponding zones.
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Conclusions

The paper proposed the frequency amplitude index (FAI) as a reliable
parameter to assess the bone quality for scoliotic patients with the relative
measurement error less than 1%. The FAI method showed strong correlation
(R? = 0.824) with the reflection coefficient of bone tissue in vitro experi-
ments and exhibited limited influence by BMI. Especially the subjects with
lower FAI values in the non-mild curve group showed higher risk of curve
progression (30%). This preliminary study reported that the FAI method
can provide a feasible and promising approach to assess bone quality and

monitor curve progression of the patients who have AIS.
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