Lumbar Ultrasound Measurements are Imprecise when Compared with MRI:
IS it more than SOft Tissue Com pression? Table: Bland-Altman Analysis of Agreement Ultrasound Compared with MRI
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Figure: Bland-Altman Analysis of Agreement, Ultrasound Compared with MRI
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measurements were recorded from paramedian oblique and

transverse probe orientations. Maximal ultrasound
measurement values were used for depth observations and

mean for all other multiple planned sequential observations. A
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Compression of overlying subcutaneous tissue is intrinsic to the application of an ultrasound probe. This
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compression is the greatest source of inaccuracy. Ultrasound measurements that do not include subcutaneous =
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