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Objective: To evaluate the prevalence of low back pain among 
caregivers of patients with spinal cord injury and to investi-
gate the risk factors for LBP among this population.
Design: A cross-sectional study.
Subjects: A total of 100 spinal cord injured patients and their 
caregivers, and 87 healthy control subjects.
Methods: Caregivers and control subjects completed a ques-
tionnaire about demographic characteristics and low back 
pain. Pain was evaluated using a visual analogue scale and 
the Oswestry Disability Index. Duration, severity and level 
of spinal cord injury, and functional level were recorded. 
Results: The prevalence of low back pain was higher among 
caregivers than among the control group. Visual analogue 
scale scores of caregivers with low back pain were higher 
than those of the control group, whereas there was no sig-
nificant difference in the Oswestry Disability Index score. 
There was a significant correlation between low back pain 
and level, severity and duration of injury. Prevalence of low 
back pain was higher among caregivers of patients with low 
functional scores.
Conclusion: Low back pain is common among caregivers of 
patients with spinal cord injury and is associated with dura-
tion of injury, level of injury, severity of injury, and func-
tional level of the patient.
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INTRoduCTIoN

Low back pain (LBP) is a common cause of disability and 
functional loss in developed countries. While the life-long 
prevalence of LBP is approximately 70%, the annual incidence 
ranges from 25% to 45% (1, 2). Age, gender, lifting heavy 
objects, and certain jobs are the main risk factors (1–4).

Risk factors associated with LBP in the workplace have 
also been studied, particularly in occupations such as nursing, 
industrial work, police service, and fire service (3, 4). Lifting 
heavy objects, inappropriate lifting techniques and poor fitness 
levels are risk factors among nurses, whereas heavy physical 
activity, frequent bending and lifting, repetitive movements, 

being exposed to vibration, and depression are significant risk 
factors among industrial workers (3–11).

As physicians working in the largest clinic in Turkey that 
deals with the intensive rehabilitation of spinal cord injured 
patients, we frequently encounter problems due to LBP among 
professional caregivers of patients with spinal cord injury (SCI). 
The life expectancy of patients with SCI has increased in recent 
decades due to advances in medicine and rehabilitation tech-
niques (12, 13). Together with the increasing prevalence of road 
traffic accidents this means that there are increasing numbers 
of younger patients with SCI. Improvements in post-accident 
survival rates and life expectancy mean that these patients are 
supported by a caregiver for longer, thus the health of caregivers 
is of great importance, particularly decreasing and controlling 
the frequency of LBP, and LBP has become a social burden. 

To the best of our knowledge, there are no published data 
concerning the frequency and risk factors of LBP among 
caregivers of patients with SCI, or recommendations about 
preventive measures. The aim of the present study was to 
evaluate the prevalence of LBP in caregivers of patients with 
SCI and to determine the risk factors for LBP.

MeThodS
Participants
The caregivers of 185 patients with SCI who were rehabilitated in our 
clinic between May 2008 and January 2010 were recruited to the study. 
exclusion criteria were: under 18 years of age; previous episodes of 
LBP; working for less than 3 months; and family members of patients. 
Five caregivers were excluded due to previous episodes of LBP, and 80 
because they were family members (spouses, parents, children, other 
relatives, etc.), in order to avoid psychological factors affecting LBP. 
The remaining 100 caregivers were “professional caregivers”, who 
were employed by the families and who had been nursing the patients 
since they were injured. There are no staff caregivers at our rehabili-
tation centre, thus families mainly support the patients themselves. 
however, in some circumstances they employ professional nursing 
support and, in Turkey, these caregivers are allowed to work at the 
hospitals. Thus, 100 caregivers fulfilling the inclusion criteria, and an 
age- and body mass index (BMI)-matched control group, comprising 
87 healthy subjects, were included in the study.

The caregivers were informed about the study and invited to partici-
pate. Signed informed consent was obtained from all participants. The 
study was officially approved by the local ethics committee.

Study measures
Participants (caregivers and controls) completed a questionnaire. The 
first part of the questionnaire consisted of demographic characteristics. 
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data regarding age, gender, educational status, and BMI of participants 
in the study and the control group were recorded at the beginning of 
the study. Caregivers were asked whether they had LBP. The extent of 
pain in those with LBP was evaluated by using the modified Oswestry 
disability Index (odI) and visual analogue scale (VAS). odI is one of 
the most commonly used scales for evaluating individuals with LBP. 
The odI consists of 10 items addressing how LBP affects the indi-
viduals’ ability in everyday life (14, 15). each item is rated from 0 to 
5 points, with higher values representing greater disability. Validation 
of the odI for the Turkish population was carried out previously (16). 
In addition, duration of injury, level of injury, and level of functional 
independence for the patients nursed by the caregivers were assessed, 
and the patients were examined according to the International Stand-
ards for Neurological Classification of Spinal Cord Injury. 

The Functional Independence Measure (FIM) scale was used to 
determine the level of functional independence. This scale consists of 
18 items, of which 13 are for motor and 5 are for cognitive functions. 
These items involve self-care, sphincter control, transfer (transfer to 
bed, chair, rest room, and bath), locomotion, communication, social 
relations, and cognition. each of these 18 items is rated on a 7-level 
ordinal scale, with 1 indicating complete dependence, and 7 indicating 
complete independence (17). The adaptation, validation and reliability 
study of FIM for the Turkish population was also performed previously 
(18). In the present study, only the self-care, transfer and locomotion 
items of the FIM were used.

Statistical analysis
Statistical analysis was performed using the Statistical Program for 
Social Sciences (SPSS, Inc., Chicago, IL, uSA) version 15.0. Fre-
quency tables were used for categorical variables, whereas descriptive 
statistics were used for numerical variables of the sample, which was 
divided into study and control groups. In comparison of the groups, 
a χ2 test and Monte-Carlo simulation were used where appropriate 
for categorical variables. A Mann-Whitney U test was used for the 
comparisons of numerical variables because they were not normally 
distributed. The relationship between the severity scores of LBP was 
evaluated using Spearman’s correlation. A p-value < 0.05 was consid-
ered statistically significant.

ReSuLTS

The study group comprised 100 caregivers (29 males and 71 
females; mean age 37.8 years (standard deviation (Sd)13.5)) 
and the control group comprised 87 healthy subjects (26 males 
and 61 females; mean age 38.4 years (Sd 12.7) ). There were 
no significant differences between the groups in terms of age, 
gender or BMI. The demographic characteristics of both groups 
are shown in Table I. The 1-year prevalence of LBP was sig-
nificantly higher among caregivers compared with the control 
group (p < 0.001, Table I). With respect to pain characteristics, 
LBP was the most common (77.6%), whereas the frequency of 
radicular pain spreading to the legs was lower (22.4%). When 
the groups were compared in terms of VAS and odI scores, 
VAS scores were significantly higher among caregivers, whereas 
there were no significant differences between groups in terms 
of oswestry scores (Table II). The spinal cord lesion was in 
the cervical region in 30 patients with SCI, the thoracic region 
in 61, and the lumbar region in 9. There were 77 patients with 
motor complete lesion and 23 with motor incomplete lesion. The 
ASIA Impairment Scale (AIS) grades of the patients are shown 
in Table III. There was a significant association between LBP 
of the caregivers and lesion level, AIS grades and duration of 
injury of the patients. The prevalence of LBP was higher among 
caregivers of those with complete lesion and with long injury 
duration (p = 0.04 and p = 0.004, respectively; Table IV). LBP 
was also associated with FIM scores of the patients with SCI. 

The level of functional independence of patients (self-care, 
transfer, mobility) nursed by caregivers with LBP was signifi-

Table II. Visual analogue scale (VAS) and Oswestry Disability Index 
scores of those with low back pain both in the study group (caregivers) 
and control group

Study group 
(n = 58)

Control group 
(n = 24) p-value

VAS score, mean (Sd) 5.64 (1.63) 3.96 (1.67) < 0.001
oswestry score, median 28.08 (12.63) 24.08 (12.7) 0.196

Sd: standard deviation; min: minimum; max: maximum.

Table III. ASIA Impairment Scale (AIS) grades of the patients with spinal 
cord injury

AIS grades n (%)

A 68 (68)
B 9 (9)
C 17 (17)
d 6 (6)
Total 100 (100)

ASIA: American Spinal Injury Association.

Table IV. Correlation of low back pain (LBP) of caregivers with ASIA 
Impairment Scale (AIS) grades and duration of the injury of patients with 
spinal cord injury (SCI)

Caregivers 
with LBP

Caregiver 
without 
LBP p-value

AIS grades, n (%)
A 40 (69.0) 28 (66.7)

0.04

B 8 (13.8) 1 (2.4)
C 9 (15.5) 8 (19.0)
d 1 (1.7) 5 (11.9)

Total 58 (100) 42 (100)
duration of SCI, months, mean (Sd) 20.1 (6.9) 12.2 (6.9) 0.004

AIS grades were evaluated using χ2 test (Monte Carlo method), whereas 
the duration of injury was evaluated via independent t-test.
ASIA: American Spinal Injury Association; SCI: spinal cord injury; ASIA: 
American Spinal Injury Association.

Table I. Demographic characteristics of the study group (caregivers) 
and control group

Study group 
(n = 100)

Control group 
(n = 87) p-value

Age, years, mean (Sd) 37.8 (13.5) 38.4 (12.7) 0.670
BMI, kg/m2, mean (Sd) 22.6 (2.5) 22.7 (2.4) 0.875
Gender, n (%)
Female 71 (71) 61 (70)
Male 29 (29) 26 (29)

Pain, n (%)
Present 58 (58) 24 (27.6)

< 0.001Absent 42 (42) 63 (72.4)

BMI: body mass index; Sd: standard deviation.
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cantly lower than that of patients nursed by caregivers without 
LBP (p < 0,001, Table V).

dISCuSSIoN

LBP is a common problem among healthcare workers, particu-
larly among nurses, due to their occupations, and there have 
been a considerable number of studies on this subject. The one-
year prevalence of LBP has been reported to be 46–77% in the 
studies investigating LBP among nurses (8, 19–21). The life-
time prevalence of LBP has been reported to be 48.2%, one year 
prevalence 31.5% and point prevalence 11.5% among industrial 
workers, whereas the one year prevalence of LBP was found 
to be 54.9% among policemen after they began working (22, 
23). The most important risk factors for LBP among policemen 
were: using heavy equipment, driving, physical requirements of 
the job, poor ergonomics, and inadequate physical adaptation 
(3). In the present study, the one-year prevalence of LBP was 
significantly higher among caregivers (58%) compared with 
age- and BMI-matched controls (27.6%). The prevalence of 
LBP was also higher among caregivers of SCI patients with 
long duration of injury; i.e. LBP was associated with caregiv-
ing duration. This was attributed to activities that cause LBP 
having been carried out for a long time.

The present study showed that LBP of caregivers was as-
sociated with the severity of the patient injury. LBP was more 
common among caregivers of patients with motor complete le-
sion identified according to the AIS. The FIM levels of patients 
were also associated with LBP of caregivers; the FIM scores 
concerning self-care, transfer and locomotion of the patients 
nursed by caregivers with LBP were significantly lower than 
those of patients nursed by caregivers without LBP (p < 0.001). 
As there are no auxiliary devices or mechanical patient lift 
systems in our centre for the transfer of patients with SCI, 
manual handling of patients is common. A high frequency of 
LBP among caregivers of patients with low FIM scores was 
thus an expected result. The use of mechanical patient lift 
systems is advantageous in reducing the load on the low back, 
and healthcare workers are recommended to use these systems 
(24, 25). Similar to the present study, the frequency of LBP was 
reported to be higher among caregivers of patients with high 
levels of dependence in a previous study (26). In their study, 
Tong et al. (4) investigated LBP among female caregivers of 
children with physical disabilities and compared them with 

caregivers of children with endocrinological problems. In that 
study, the prevalence of LBP was higher among the caregivers 
of children with physical disabilities (71.1%) compared with 
caregivers of children with endocrinological problems (43.5%). 
Moreover, Tong et al. (4) also reported that the prevalence of 
LBP was higher among caregivers of children with low FIM 
for Childern (WeeFIM) scores compared with caregivers of 
children with high WeeFIM scores, consistent with the results 
of the present study.

This study also evaluated the severity of pain, using a VAS. 
The VAS scores were significantly higher among caregivers 
with LBP compared with control subjects with LBP (5.64 
(1.6) vs. 3.96 (1.67); p < 0.001). No significant differences in 
odI scores were found between caregivers and control group 
(p = 0.196). odI also includes criteria such as travel and so-
cial activities. however, the effect of these criteria cannot be 
shown in the disability scales of caregivers of patients with 
SCI, although they may have pain that negatively affects their 
lives, because their lives do not include these activities. Based 
on these data, we conclude that the odI scale is not adequate 
to evaluate disability due to LBP in certain groups and that 
there is a need for more sensitive scales for special groups to 
be developed.

In conclusion, LBP is a common problem among caregivers 
of patients with SCI, which appears to be associated with nurs-
ing duration as well as the functional independence level of 
the patient. LBP among caregivers is a public health problem, 
and subjects should be informed about this. There is a need 
for scales to be developed to evaluate the effect of LBP on the 
lives of caregivers of patients with SCI.

ReFeReNCeS

Andersson GB. The epidemiology of spinal disorders. In: Frymoyer 1. 
JW, ducker TB, hadler NM, Kostuik JP, Weinstein JN, Whitecloud 
TS, editors. The adult spine: principles and practice. 2nd ed. 
Philadelphia: Lippincott-Raven; 1997, p. 93–141.
Biering-Sørensen F. Low back trouble in a general population 2. 
of 30-, 40-, 50-, and 60-year-old men and women. Study design, 
representativeness and basic results. dan Med Bull 1982; 29: 
289–299.
Beyaz eA, Ketenci A. [Low back pain in policemen.] Agri 2010; 3. 
22: 1–6 (in Turkish). 
Tong hC, haig AJ, Nelson VS, Yamakawa KS, Kandala G, 4. 
Shin KY. Low back pain in adult female caregivers of children 
with physical disabilities. Arch Pediatr Adolesc Med 2003; 157: 
1128–1133.
Lusk SL, Raymond dM 3rd. Impacting health through the worksite. 5. 
Nurs Clin North Am 2002; 37: 247–256.
hignett S. Work-related back pain in nurses. J Adv Nurs 1996; 6. 
23: 1238–1246.
Feng CK, Chen ML, Mao IF. Prevalence of and risk factors for 7. 
different measures of low back pain among female nursing aides 
in Taiwanese nursing homes. BMC Musculoskelet disord 2007; 
8: 52.
Karahan A, Kav S, Abbasoglu A, dogan N. Low back pain: preva-8. 
lence and associated risk factors among hospital staff. J Adv Nurs 
2009; 65: 516–524.
Mohseni-Bandpei MA, Fakhri M, Bagheri-Nesami M, Ahmad-9. 
Shirvani M, Khalilian AR, Shayesteh-Azar M. occupational back 

Table V. Low back pain (LBP) and Functional Independence Measure 
(FIM) scores

Caregivers with 
LBP (n = 58)
Median 
(min–max)

Caregivers without 
LBP (n = 42)
Median  
(min–max) p-value

FIM self-care 20 (3–40) 28 (6–42) < 0.001
FIM locomotion 5 (2–18) 10 (3–21) < 0.001
FIM mobility 4 (0–10) 7 (2–21) < 0.001

min: minimum; max: maximum.

J Rehabil Med 44



861Low back pain among caregivers

pain in Iranian nurses: an epidemiological study. Br J Nurs 2006; 
15: 914–917.
Martinelli S, Artioli G, Vinceti M, Bergomi M, Bussolanti N, Ca-10. 
mellini R, et al. [Low back pain risk in nurses and its prevention.] 
Prof Inferm 2004; 57: 238–242 (in Italian). 
Van Vuuren B, van heerden hJ, Becker PJ, Zinzen e, Meeusen R. 11. 
Lower back problems and work-related risks in a South African 
manganese factory. J occup Rehabil 2007; 17: 199–211.
dreer Le, elliott TR, Shewchuk R, Berry JW, Rivera P. Family 12. 
caregivers of persons with spinal cord injury: predicting caregivers at 
risk for probable depression. Rehabil Psychol 2007; 52: 351–357.
Blanes L, Carmagnani MI, Ferreira LM. health-related quality of 13. 
life primary caregivers of persons with paraplegia. Spinal Cord 
2007; 45: 399–403.
Fairbank JC, Couper J, davies JB, o’Brien JP. The oswestry 14. 
Low Back Pain disability Questionnaire. Physiotherapy 1980; 
66: 271–273.
Fritz JM, Irrgang JJ. A comparison of a modified Oswestry Low 15. 
Back Pain disability Questionnaire and the Quebec Back Pain 
disability Scale. Phys Ther 2001; 81: 776–778.
Yakut e, düger T, oksüz C, Yörükan S, ureten K, Turan d, et al. 16. 
Validation of the Turkish version of the oswestry disability Index 
for patients with low back pain. Spine 2004; 29: 581–585.
Kirshblum SC, Donovan WH. Neurologic assessment and classifi-17. 
cation of traumatic spinal cord injury. In: Kirshblum SC, Compag-
nolo d, deLisa JA, editors. Spinal Cord Medicine. Philadelphia: 
Lippincott Williams & Wilkins; 2002, p. 82–95.
Kücükdeveci AA, Yavuzer G, elhan Ah, Sonel B, Tennant A. 18. 

Adaptation of the Functional Independence Measure for use in 
Turkey. Clin Rehabil 2001; 15: 311–319.
Smith dR, Wei N, Zhao Li, Wang RS. Musculoskeletal complaints 19. 
and psychosocial risk factors among Chinese hospital nurses. oc-
cup Med 2004; 54: 579–582.
omokhoidon Fo, umar uS, ogunnowo Be. Prevalence of low 20. 
back pain among staff in a rural hospital in Nigeria. occup Med 
2000; 50: 107–110.
Sikiru L, Shmaila h. Prevalence and risk factors of low back pain 21. 
among nurses in Africa: Nigerian and ethiopian specialized hospi-
tals survey study. east Afr J Public health 2009; 6: 22–25.
Toroptsova NV, Benevolenskaya LI, Karyakin AN, Sergeev IL, 22. 
erdesz S. “Cross-sectional” study of low back pain among workers 
at an industrial enterprise in Russia. Spine 1995; 20: 328–332.
Brown JJ, Wells GA, Trottier AJ, Bonneau J, Ferris B. Back pain 23. 
in a large Canadian police force. Spine 1998; 23: 821–827.
Tomioka K, Kumagai S, higuchi Y, Tsujimura h, Arai Y, Yoshida 24. 
J. [Low back load and satisfaction rating of caregivers & care 
receivers in bathing assistance given in a nursing home for the 
elderly practicing individual care.] Sangyo eiseigaku Zasshi 2007; 
49: 54–58 (in Japanese). 
Santaguida PL, Pierrynowski M, Goldsmith C, Fernie G. Compari-25. 
son of cumulative low back loads of caregivers when transferring 
patients using overhead and floor mechanical lifting devices. Clin 
Biomech 2005; 20: 906–916.
Fujimura T, Yasuda N, ohara h. Work-related factors of low back 26. 
pain among nursing aides in nursing homes for the elderly. Sangyo 
eiseigaku Zasshi 1995; 37: 89–98.

J Rehabil Med 44


