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fiflEnz k) icnok?,

QUSTIZENZ AL T % #8EE O I L E
ZEHAIL, 0o OFHIMEIC X > THERIMEE
IND, HWEHEILERT L PR (F 72
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D% EERCHESHIEN R E I NG, M
BQUSEETIE, K & i O IR E)
F(F I VAT 2—) B2 A THEL,
IRE)F[H % B 5 2 I O IR S HEHE L 2
FHlE Nz (K1), EHICEERHE) =2 e
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LERITE B,

B SOS D EHAIF 121, KRz & o 72
FE D E ML (Viear), HEE OFE i H L
(Vibone), TOF (time of flight) 3JE (Vier) O 3 fii
BOMEEZ KD 2 LD 5, TOFEIZIIH
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QUSHSH SE D E R DB L 72 D 131990
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X)), DM-US100 (Ix FE#ESE) ©, BEE
% Ml 3 % Soundscan 2000 (Myriad #1:), Sonic
1200 (DBM #h) % £z nEHo WA TEH

24(24)

ftLantz, ZDiFHI DTU-One (Osteometer
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30 R P — g S 22 S R D)
=D— (S1 + S2) /T— (T1 + T2)
D= 7 v A7 2 —V[HHgE, T=7ZERH, S1+
S2 =REBHRRIE, T1 + T2 = KEBAHE R R

1) BERIGHREE : SOS (speed of sound)
(K1)

SOS 1 BAALIR 4 72 O i S AR RE (m/
sec) THh %, HFPSMIRHIE, K(E I s
VA6 ZAZ DRI DRI £ T DB MR %2
T2 Z EIC ko TR B FIED—RINTH
5205, BeEBLILGALEOROEATOR
B DFHERF D T & BRI % 3k % 75
EEBRHL TR EELH 3,

C DT PAREE IQUSEE CHINI L D
=L, HE IR E A Young K & WE D%
ok o THESINEZLILH B, T4bb

SOS = (Young #% [N/m?) /density (Kg/m®))/2
DRERICH Y, —MRICEHEEORMIZE b %>
TYoung ZHIZIM L, EHIFTE DR
T & DEAEHHEZ RS, Ol Enb X
DEHEOZVETIE LD @il 2
Bl D,

¥ 7-Y'E D Young i3,

Young #% (N/m? = K X density (Kg/m?%?

(K (3R LA D2 #)
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SOS = (K X density)'/2
ERBII N, HEIEOEWOEE I E ORI &
WP DM F 2 MK L 72 s RBI N5, X
SIERT a—DATHEL KE T a—b 0T
22012k, NRFOHE X OCHEHEIED
HHREHRT, BFREROEZ WG VOS
(velocity of sound) ZHHTE %,
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AT 2 EEfR L, water S A & 5 13 water bag
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system % H T 25451213 Z DK ASHE
W R 5.2 5, EIROBHEE L 1 5EDK
HCIEKIR ISR AR L 2 DBAFRIE,
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(t 13Kl 2 °C)
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sound attenuation) (5] 2)
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D% 70y b LTZolmERZRD, ZOMHEABUA L LTH
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L, BRMZREDCRA AT —=v )
ol HIEETH B, bTiaBEkE N, H
TR EEONTWE D, ZOPHLIZ
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1%, KIS DS 72 & L2z i e 2 B
®mT 5,

- F 9 4 %D A-1000 EXPRESS ¥ X (¥ A-1000
InSightTlZ, #REIT X > 7L v NIZHIER DT
T 52 LICkoTIRL, HEFIEEETE I
ns,

AOS-100 % :

Ml (A BEE) % 2 ik EiE

HEHEY —%

ICEE X

BDX—

27(27)
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FEICEE S5, RET XY 7LV IIBED
ILLEICR 2 oy BADZEN) 323 0DT,
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Fxv 7 LCHHELZEET 5,

=
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a) A-1000 %, b) AOS-100 %
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- SR E DTGP RIED R DIREE,

s XY = EOBADIREE,

- RDFGERLIE,

- A-1000 % Tl
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AT,

%YAM = (b O MENE /YAM i) X 100
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fE D IEHER 722
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DR HE(R 2
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LSC (95%f51) = CV X 1.96 X y/2

22T, CVIZZHEREL (coefficient of vari-
ation) TH hH, ZNFNDREETRKD 7 ER
RS, 7B, 0%EHEDE A1 1.96 DY
Hhiz1.64 25,

8) WBDAVTFVARKE
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22 AZEDH LK 200 M dE 2 & I HiRE) 2
YTV ERZHT D,

< SERE TR O E K13 S % B AR R 72
DI, 64 HITIEIZPEEE X OHIEKD A%
19,

AOS-100 % :

“RRZ7 L,

oL AERDIFEEER

HIEIRFIZIE%  OFRFEIET 228, DT
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EDMED 3THHIZ DWW THEL T %,

DORIEE G DR

HIESAL L, AR CHEE RS2 ARV
HERREE INTws, LaLl, #EFic
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P ecm BEROYA X2HLTWLI EkED
5, MIEMEICEE 2L < AEDT 5
DI EESADBERPEEE 25,

K3z, 2072 2641 CF¥4EHR : 20.9 5%,
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FEHENDELZ R L R R/ T, ER2E
g 22 &1z X > TSOSH T 16.3m/sec D
ETBRD S5Nt, ZDI EIF, HEEREDY
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B D% 55T %, LzdoT, BURTIX
RAERTD/NRISHE N RO L T2 DDEE L\,
727, RETIE2DY N v 7 AT L —Z
MNZEEEL, Y7 VYA LEBA A=
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QMEM DR
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ZRRE LT, AOS-100I1CE 1 2 MEED /A
Erel LMl znd, Bedbls, fon
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sec, 37°CTIX1530m/sec &, 2°CT10m/sec D
EBHBH, UKD, WEROREEMOE
FEIME D, L L, K4k EDRET
BB DI IRTE T 2 OISR L, RIS s
FHOWIRICIKE T %, Lo, BREORE
HIHEAE I RIE TR RN S DT, @b
1D EOREFHIZAETH 5, LRI, A-

p<0.0001
1650 |
1625 -
1600 |-

S 1575

2

E 1550 F

8 1525 _é_

n
1500 —é—
1475+  1563.9229.9 1547.6+29.1
1450 L L

EARER EREEAH11

B3 A-1000 DREZRICKEITIEHRD
SOSEICH T B E
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a) NS
| |
1700 - g
1650 |- @ $
)
g 1600 - f_____________ﬁ
£
@ 1550 - é s
@ o
1500 |- O
1450 1 !
b=l =
4 AOS-100 lc T3 EHES SOSED LR

a) B (n =77), b) KV (n = 89)

1000 Oj# EEEEE & L CRHANREE 15 ~ 27°Cov#
FLLEREL TS, £7, A0S-100 2Tl
REpF2=y PRICIREL VY —Z2 L T
52DT, MEOWEEZITIZL WY AT LLE

30(30)

1700

1650

1600

1550

SOS (m/sec)

1500

1450

—
AR

Vi\
(0]

oTWwb, 7271, A-1000 %% L MAOS-100
ZEHIT, BICE T WREOBARHSTO
B8, HE AR ORI HEMN IR R 5 4
L0 H 5D THEREHT 5,
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QUS> ks

QUS OE#(E

FHCRZAPRATIERRE ) N e ) 7 — a vl
3

. THEHALTWwELDTH S,
H ¥ (& — .
1) A-1000 (GE EAX T 1 ALY AT L)
3R 1~ 5 (AT IS5 ) o i o HL el %2 stiffness, ¥ HIHEIREL (broadband ultra-
NT, TNOIFHMEER —H —PEHEfE L L sound attention:BUA), #B3ZREHEERE (speed

=1 A-1000 DE*(E

stiffness BUA (dB/MHz) SOS (m/sec)
i n

iy SD P sD iy SD

7k 20 ~ 24 1860 93.1 13.2 113.1 10.1 1563.8 29.3
25~ 29 2260 91.0 12.2 112.0 9.2 1558.7 27.7
30 ~ 34 2090 89.5 12.1 111.4 9.7 1555.1 27.1
35~ 39 2553 88.4 11.9 110.8 9.5 1552.2 27.2
40 ~ 44 2056 86.6 11.8 109.8 10.1 1548.2 26.6
45 ~ 49 2726 84.7 11.6 109.4 9.0 1542.3 26.5
50 ~ 54 2899 79.8 114 106.4 8.7 1531.8 25.3
55 ~ 59 2651 73.6 9.8 102.4 7.7 1519.1 219
60 ~ 64 1987 69.9 9.3 99.8 7.5 1512.2 20.8
65 ~ 69 1329 67.5 9.5 98.1 7.9 1507.5 20.5
70 ~ 74 687 64.4 10.0 95.9 8.4 1501.9 21.2
75~ 179 360 60.0 114 92.7 9.0 1493.5 23.9
80 ~ 84 127 50.5 11.3 84.5 10.3 1478.8 21.0
85 ~ 89 103 46.5 9.9 81.4 9.3 1472.2 19.1
90 ~ 94 51 47.0 6.0 81.0 6.5 1475.0 12.1
95 ~ 99 9 38.0 3.3 71.8 3.2 1464.6 8.1
EEXES 20 ~ 24 439 103.1 16.6 122.9 11.5 1576.3 36.5
25~ 29 458 95.6 15.2 119.2 11.0 1558.0 33.2
30 ~ 34 503 94.0 14.8 119.2 10.6 1552.5 32.8
35~ 39 480 91.1 14.4 117.4 9.9 1546.0 32.6
40 ~ 44 407 90.7 14.2 117.9 10.3 1543.7 30.1
45 ~ 49 352 87.7 13.3 114.8 10.0 1540.2 29.7
50 ~ 54 383 85.8 13.4 114.9 9.6 1533.4 29.1
55 ~ 59 409 85.2 12.1 114.4 9.2 1532.0 26.6
60 ~ 64 467 83.4 13.1 112.8 9.9 1529.3 27.3
65 ~ 69 378 80.0 12.9 110.2 10.2 1523.6 27.1
70 ~ 74 232 77.0 13.1 108.2 10.1 1517.5 29.0
75 ~179 108 74.9 15.5 105.9 11.7 1515.3 324
80 ~ 84 50 69.6 14.2 100.9 10.7 1508.4 32.8
85 ~ 89 40 57.0 10.3 91.8 9.3 1484.9 19.3
90 ~ 94 11 60.8 6.7 94.4 6.5 1492.2 16.8

Osteoporosis Japan wvol. 13 no. 1 2005 3131



stiffness

120 [ e of sound : SOS KD 5N 2 (R1), ZDIH b,
o i HHEBEZW D72 D 2 7)) — = 71T stiff-
100 ness SV 5413 Z & 3%\, stiffness 134
80 - Tl SR A S 1, BETHM
HhicE b o THRAIIET T2 (K1),
60 2) A0OS100 (¥ 0O#A)

4 B O BN 2 135 225 STl (osteo sono
40T assessent index : OSI) B3V 513 (R2), &
o0 PETIXA0RARITR T 25 L <, BHTl3inigic

LT IRIIRNERTH 2 (K 2),
0 L L L 3) Benus (EREE /¥ =% /4l
20 40 - (ﬁ;" 80 SOS # Xk OV RHREHRE L LTk ohn
n A - -
) % (&3), B3ICSOSDMRIC & b7 ) 2%
1 A-1000 OF#FIEE(E
F2 A0S100 DEE(E
7k Bk
AE

A + 2SD — 28D FEUERE + 28D — 28D
20 2.7094 3.2373 2.1815 3.0586 3.6331 2.4842
21 2.6984 3.2263 2.1705 3.0449 3.6193 2.4704
22 2.6938 3.2217 2.1659 3.0356 3.6100 2.4612
23 2.6952 3.2231 2.1673 3.0318 3.6063 2.4574
24 2.6992 3.2271 2.1713 3.0261 3.6006 2.4517
25 2.7050 3.2329 2.1771 3.0157 3.5901 2.4413
26 2.7050 3.2329 2.1771 3.0090 3.5834 2.4345
27 2.7012 3.2291 2.1733 3.0068 3.5812 2.4324
28 2.6940 3.2219 2.1661 2.9988 3.5732 2.4243
29 2.6908 3.2187 2.1629 2.9862 3.5606 2.4118
30 2.6884 3.2163 2.1605 2.9731 3.5475 2.3987
31 2.6866 3.2145 2.1587 2.9527 3.5271 2.3783
32 2.6860 3.2139 2.1581 2.9292 3.5036 2.3548
33 2.6860 3.2139 2.1581 2.9074 3.4818 2.3330
34 2.6902 3.2181 2.1623 2.8939 3.4683 2.3194
35 2.6926 3.2205 2.1647 2.8838 3.4582 2.3093
36 2.6980 3.2259 2.1701 2.8777 3.4521 2.3033
37 2.6990 3.2269 2.1711 2.8747 3.4492 2.3003
38 2.7022 3.2301 2.1743 2.8694 3.4438 2.2950
39 2.7014 3.2293 2.1735 2.8641 3.4385 2.2896
40 2.7018 3.2297 2.1739 2.8553 3.4297 2.2809
41 2.6980 3.2259 2.1701 2.8476 3.4220 2.2732
42 2.6976 3.2255 2.1697 2.8370 3.4114 2.2626
43 2.6956 3.2235 2.1677 2.8258 3.4002 2.2514
44 2.6934 3.2213 2.1655 2.8180 3.3924 2.2436
45 2.6860 3.2139 2.1581 2.8148 3.3892 2.2404
46 2.6764 3.2043 2.1485 2.8157 3.3901 2.2412
47 2.6604 3.1883 2.1325 2.8158 3.3902 2.2414
48 2.6382 3.1661 2.1103 2.8164 3.3909 2.2420
49 2.6086 3.1365 2.0807 2.8123 3.3867 2.2379
50 2.5754 3.1033 2.0475 2.8028 3.3772 2.2284
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Osl

#£2 AO0S100 DEH#E(E (DDE)

7 Bk
Al
TERHERE + 2SD — 2SD FEAEAE + 2SD — 2SD
51 2.5412 3.0691 2.0133 2.7872 3.3616 2.2127
52 2.5074 3.0353 1.9795 2.7723 3.3467 2.1979
53 2.4764 3.0043 1.9485 2.7586 3.3330 2.1842
54 2.4478 2.9757 1.9199 2.7479 3.3223 2.1735
55 2.4254 2.9533 1.8975 2.7411 3.3156 2.1667
56 2.4054 2.9333 1.8775 2.7392 3.3136 2.1647
57 2.3872 2.9151 1.8593 2.7363 3.3107 2.1618
58 2.3698 2.8977 1.8419 2.7292 3.3037 2.1548
59 2.3546 2.8825 1.8267 2.7192 3.2936 2.1448
60 2.3400 2.8679 1.8121 2.7081 3.2826 2.1337
61 2.3266 2.8545 1.7987 2.6962 3.2707 2.1218
62 2.3144 2.8423 1.7865 2.6865 3.2609 2.1121
63 2.3030 2.8309 1.7751 2.6791 3.2536 2.1047
64 2.2932 2.8211 1.7653 2.6732 3.2476 2.0987
65 2.2832 2.8111 1.7553 2.6635 3.2379 2.0890
66 2.2758 2.8037 1.7479 2.6513 3.2257 2.0769
67 2.2638 2.7917 1.7359 2.6382 3.2126 2.0638
68 2.2512 2.7791 1.7233 2.6238 3.1982 2.0494
69 2.2368 2.7647 1.7089 2.6145 3.1890 2.0401
70 2.2262 2.7541 1.6983 2.6080 3.1825 2.0336
71 2.2160 2.7439 1.6881 2.6082 3.1826 2.0337
72 2.2082 2.7361 1.6803 2.6034 3.1779 2.0290
73 2.2024 2.7303 1.6745 2.5996 3.1740 2.0252
74 2.1928 2.7207 1.6649 2.5890 3.1634 2.0146
75 2.1754 2.7033 1.6475 2.5702 3.1446 1.9958
76 2.1498 2.6777 1.6219 2.5389 3.1133 1.9645
77 2.1260 2.6539 1.5981 2.5157 3.0901 1.9413
78 2.1058 2.6337 1.5779 2.4973 3.0717 1.9229
79 2.0970 2.6249 1.5691 2.4893 3.0638 1.9149
80 2.0888 2.6167 1.5609 2.4829 3.0573 1.9085
fitii% OSI (< 10°)
3.5
- 5k
3.0 \"\___\_:ﬁi
23y \
20
0.0 . . !
20 40 60 80
F#5 (%) K2 AOS100DFEHHRIEZE(E
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%3 Benus DE*(E

Ll St
iEfim SOS (m/sec) HRmEFE (%) SOS (m/sec) HRMEFE (%)
n n
Ty SD Tty SD iy SD R SD
20~44 | 10344 | 1895 | 115 32.7 43 | 3398 | 1899 106 | 32.8 4.0
40~44 | 2561 | 1892 | 111 32,5 42 525 | 1889 100 | 324 3.8
45~49 | 2841 | 1875 | 108 31.9 41 529 | 1829 89 | 301 3.4
50~54 | 3402 | 1829 97 30.1 3.8 539 | 1819 95 | 297 3.7
55~59 | 3025 | 1780 89 28.2 3.5 501 | 1797 83 | 289 3.3
60~64 | 1812 | 1744 73 26.8 2.9 406 | 1788 91 | 285 3.6
65~69 | 1322 | 1730 75 26.2 3.1 415 | 1783 91 | 283 3.6
70 ~ 74 678 | 1720 85 25.8 3.4 329 | 1764 103 | 275 40
75~ 79 279 | 1696 85 24.8 35 163 | 1755 97 | 272 39
80 ~ 133 | 1623 82 217 3.4 14 | 1717 97 | 256 3.9
2000 ¢
- Bk
- ik
1900
g 1800 -
E
8
Q 1700
1600 |
1500 '
20 40 60 80
F# (R X3 Benus DEEHIEXE(E
=4 CM-100 QE#(E
2k Bk
1600
i SOS (m/sec) SOS (m/sec) o B
n n A
-
i | sp v | sp i
20~24 | 180 | 1540 | 33 | 125 | 1539 | 35
25~29 | 191 | 1537 | 32 | 146 | 1534 | 35
30~34 | 190 | 1533 | 30 | 171 | 1530 | 32 8
35~39 | 195 | 1528 | 29 | 187 | 1525 | 30 E 1500}
40~44 | 267 | 1524 | 29 | 212 | 1520 | 26 §
45~49 | 467 | 1517 | 28 | 208 | 1515 | 28 @
50~54 | 656 | 1511 | 27 | 249 | 1510 | 28
55~59 | 548 | 1498 | 24 | 157 | 1505 | 27
60~64 | 533 | 1492 | 21 | 180 | 1500 | 27
65~69 | 401 | 1487 | 20 | 221 | 1496 | 27
70~74 | 276 | 1481 19 | 181 | 1491 | 24 1400 ' ' '
75~79 | 135 | 1475 | 21 | 81 | 1486 | 26 20 40 60 80
80~84 | 63 | 1469 | 17 | 39 | 1481 | 22 i ()
85 ~ 89 38 1465 20 14 1476 23 K4 CM-100 DiEFRIE#E(E

34(34)
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#=5 DM-US100 OE#(E

BAR (%)
ok B
S fiE i b it P
20 34.4 31 ~ 38 33.7 30 ~ 37
22 34.3 31 ~ 38 33.7 30 ~ 37
24 34.1 30 ~ 38 33.7 30 ~ 37
26 34.0 30 ~ 38 33.7 30 ~ 37
28 33.8 30 ~ 38 33.7 30 ~ 37
30 33.7 30 ~ 37 33.7 30 ~ 37
32 335 30 ~ 37 33.4 30 ~ 37
34 334 30 ~ 37 33.1 30 ~ 36
36 33.2 30 ~ 37 32.8 29 ~ 36
38 33.1 29 ~ 37 325 29 ~ 36
40 32.9 29 ~ 37 32.2 29 ~ 36
42 32.8 29 ~ 36 31.9 29 ~ 35
44 32.6 29 ~ 36 31.6 28 ~ 35
46 32.2 29 ~ 36 31.3 28 ~ 35
48 31.6 28 ~ 35 31.0 28 ~ 34
50 31.1 27 ~ 35 30.7 27 ~ 34
52 30.5 27 ~ 34 30.4 27 ~ 34
54 29.9 26 ~ 34 30.1 27 ~ 34
56 29.3 26 ~ 33 29.8 26 ~ 33
58 28.7 25 ~ 32 29.5 26 ~ 33
60 28.1 24 ~ 32 29.2 26 ~ 33
62 275 24 ~ 31 28.9 26 ~ 32
64 26.9 23 ~ 31 28.6 25 ~ 32
66 26.3 23 ~ 30 28.3 25 ~ 32
68 25.7 22 ~ 29 28.0 25 ~ 31
70 25.1 21~ 29 27.7 24 ~ 31
72 24.5 21~ 28 27.4 24 ~ 31
74 23.9 20 ~ 28 27.1 24 ~ 31
76 23.3 20 ~ 27 26.8 23 ~ 30
78 22.7 19 ~ 26 26.5 23 ~ 30
80 22.1 18~ 26 26.2 23 ~ 30
82 215 18~ 25 25.9 23 ~ 29
84 20.9 17~ 25 25.6 22 ~ 29
36 20.3 17~ 24 25.3 22 ~ 29
88 19.7 16 ~ 23 25.0 22 ~ 28
90 19.1 15~ 23 24.8 21 ~ 28

- Bk
35& —o— ik

301

20

BAR (%)

151

-
o
T

0 1 1 1
20 40 60 80

Fh (%)
5 DM-US100 QE#HBIEE(E

AT, Bk b2 40 R 5 DET 2R D
%,

4) CM-100 (TJL%)

BEEDFHIICIZ SOS Vo3 (R4),
SOS (FMiEs & & HITEMMVITRT 258D 2 (K
4), FHEHEETHZ2Wd 2 720 DRI - K
g r o kb onhy A 7{EIZ
1479m/s TH %,

5) DM-US100 (12 FEsRE%/BANXE)

B % B O Rl 125 RS (bone area
ratio : BAR) 23w 5415 (R 5), BAR Id&:
TIHA0HARB L S E TR EL LD DITH L
T, BT E DR )ETNIIERTH S
(E5),
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QUS> k5

o BRI A
—ERARIVE R —

FRIRERAFLR A + TR B e i s

(P = IS

& U &l

quantitative ultrasound (QUS) 13 X R85 853 72
Wk, ERAREZ 2 b, ZMITH B L) A
¢, dual energy X-ray absorptiometry (DXA) X
DERTWD, ENTIEZZIZC O, B#IC
BOTHHET QUSIASCHERLTWEH DD,
Z OEHIC W TOH AN E RSO W TH47
WIS T WL B I REE D H 5, AFETIE,
i QUS DEFRICE T 2 EEITOWVWTHEZ %,

I. QUSIBEBEEZRRLTWSEH?

HHED A THIED 70 ~ 75% DSHAT &,
ZDfhoFEF & LT OIS, HIUEE, V€
FULY, GERALEZR EDEG L Tws L&A
SNTV W, BHHRIRGE X =R E ROy
MThh, BREMN, R, BMEERe
ZEWET 2, QUSITIEERIIC 1RSSR Ak
FriEZ KL TWw3 EEZ 6N, QUSHHBLL
7o MPNTE, R DN B RS R L 72
Sz 5 2 5HEE E LT, B%%E (bone min-
eral density) BMD B B3V 2 7 FHlic A H
ThHD I EPHFEINT,

HHEE EQUSHK T X ¥ — L DBIRZ ML 72
% { OIEFEORIC X DS I 2 LG,
DFTh 2,

1) BUAIZFEIERR IS E D AL IR L T
%, QUS Z—EDHIBNTIZBMD & RAFIZE
FRIOICHIBE 3 2 12~ 1973 A BRNEEDH %2 8 2 5
EEMEIZ RO T, 2 4UEQUSHBMD
ORBERDZEDRAEZEEREL TV,

2) QUSIZE I % RAFIC KIS 220, M

36(36)

SV IPEIE R X KL Tw B 720,
HlREEoOMEbEwEELZONS, LiL,
WA i 9 2 B QUS ol SEIs & it
DM EDIR SN TV R0, BRTHES 1L
77 —% L ORI IF IZNEETH B,

3) BIEREGHHI S5 X & — LHHBIL, SOS?D68
%, BUA®D67%, stiffness D 72%, BMD @ 74
% D3RI THIIT X 7253, QUSIZ 2R
FIcEHEEE X DR L 722,

4) Bk 2 ez iilBmofE g &, DXA
CRBEE, i, BEd), pQCT(BEH), QCT(H
HE), QUS (HHE) OBfR %z 7 ia 2 B0
T, BMEICEI LT QUSIZBMD I T %
W35 2 eh oz, BUARSOSIZ, HKICET
ZEHMETHICE W TER I LS 2ICTE xR
WEVIREDLH B,

I. BBEFADOAEMEICDOVT

100 DL B2 KT L 2GS ofE R %2 F L D 5
&, SOS & BMD (5 #ff - RBREEA7E0 - - 4
L7 DXA) & OMIBIREIE 0.35 ~ 0.7224~ 2D,
BUA & #Hft DXA2425:27~32) - RG4S A7 7
DXAZ2930~ 3D o) B {% 51 0.32 ~ 0.55 TH -
7o IS, REYE L BRSO BMD OAHEY
PRI Z LA STV 528, FEEHHIE
NRTHEIEZDHDICHRADLDH 3,

WK, AL CH A HHEDXA L OMHESIZ, 8K
W DXA E DML D HEWI . Lo,
DXATI G DJIAHIPHD 7 — % TH 5 DIHF L
T, QUSTIIHEH O——H% Bl L 727 —
ZThHh, BED GO L L IThR ) R —
7oA T, HIEEAL O E N IZAHBI DR &
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%%,
m. &) AI7HbICE TR

1 BB X VFMEICE TS QUS DEE

QUSOBEHEF TV 2 7 DZWite % Bt L 74
WitFZE T3, DXAICZ %%, [EZE38~4D kb
ENLBD PRI ELELTHE, ZDE)
ZRIESOF OB E LTIE, BT 0BkiiEE)
M—SInCouinwl e, KT 2 BMD I35
HERHE 2 IS Hh & LTwW b 720, LE
MERE, KEIRA AL, %78z &z
ZIFTwsEEZSNS, 500 N\OERMNRD
HEWITZE49 1 & % &, BUADZWELMEZ 3E L
A OTHEE, DXAOTH XD vt E2
57z,

QUSOBHEFIT Y A 7 DLWIRE % W3t L 7t
Wit e 13 2w, 560 A D BRE#S 2ok % 2.7 4K
B L 7245, BUA I X 28R4 D
Fv A, BFHEEPTL50, FEEHEEHT1.89, 4
HH1.72TH Y, QUSICT X 2 BEHEE I FHNIZIZ
EHREEE Z ST,

EEFIOY 2 7FHliic BTk, QUSIZE
ATH-7 L I MEIBR NS, LT
oA v XHIZBUA2.7, SOS3.8, stiffness 3.0,
#FHEDXA 2.1, K DXA24THbH, BMD &
FIEFESETH - 72 1910,

2 KBEBBITYRIVFHEICEITZQUSHER
1) EEAZEDL S H7z QUS DEE
QUSIFAEICKIEEITEEZzMmIETE 5 L

VW) W5 IE %, ROCEFTOMEE, QUS(SOS:

0.85, BUA:0.79, stiffness:0.83) |3 M DXA

(053) 2 LD E, KBREUEHZBDXA (0.78) & [H

GTho 7, KIRESEHEITRA SEMND

G % A 7 BEWTIEZE 49 Cld, SOS, BUA, AfE

HBMD D4 v XH1:2.0~35TH 1, QUS &

KBS DXARNC 22X e b> o 7o, il O KRBT

ZOTYH, QUSDA v AHIF2.0~3.0 £\

RBlifiERTch o7,

78, QUSIZAKIEENT BMD £ D HEHr
DYA7ERFICHBIL, SEEITL D biKT
HEF THBEIEETh > EWME I TW
%49,

Osteoporosis Japan wvol. 13 no. 1 2005

2) fREFFE D 5 Al QUS DEE

QUSORIEEHIT Y A 7 DBtk % af L 72
MEWTIFZE I D 7o, EAKR — L AT D Lcl1414
%% 2 AERBERRE L 2208 T, ST
BT BUA 3 BRI 2 753 L 7250, il 2ot
5662 %D 2 SERDBEAE VT, 4 v XLh
BUA 2.0 (1.6~2.4), SOS1.7(1.4~2.1), BMD
1.9 (1.6 ~2.4)T, QUS & BMD i3[{%TH b,
% 7 BUAZ BMD & 137 L 7= KBEE5 31 I
Tl b 2 EDIRE NI,

75 LA 1 7598 N%& ¥ 3.5 fEf#IEE L 7%
EPIDOS study®? T, 807 LAHiTIZBMD D13
9S80S, BUAX h HEICEVZWiaE %~ L %
73, 80 ETIkAETH o, ORI, fth
Dar—MIEDORERE KT 29,

3 ZFoftoEFY R VFHmDERE

TEWIBFZEo5, MEWTRFZEO I X 2 &, QUSE
BMD D47V A 7 Wit I3 IZIZHSETH - 72,
4 QUS&BMDEEHAICEZEIRI RV

ffioH Ak

QUS & BMD DifiZF#H\w5% &, BV A7

ZWEEIZ LR T 2089 iz o T ofbEIZ
T g 40,

REWTIFZEIC B\ T, BHE - KPR - BTk 91 )
A7 BWikg %, QUS & i BMD % ff¢ CFF
L THZWHREIZRE S ED S 8hro 725759
SOF study IZE8 W T, SHEHOEHY 27 7
N—T7 DA v AHix, BUA25(1.3~4.9), K
HFBMD 4.5 (24~84)THbH, QUSZEHH (5.0
[2.7 ~9.5]) L T & K4S BMD BLEDZWifE
W3 6 o719,

—77, QUS & BMD Dii& itz X b 2Wiag
D30 B L 72 & ) BERTRIFSE 59, MEWTRFZE 59 &
A oIS, HEREITORBIIIZE T, BHEBMD
& QUS Dl HMEAE T HiE, BMD D AEAE
DLDED IHFY R BE Lo EREIN
7250, 2 LT, E) A7 HOMEIC il % A
B bR iHlEDEN T & v ) 5 60~ 623k
R33Nz,
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IV. BFIRHEICHIT SEAMK

HE M EETH ) BEREREEHEL TV
DT, HUEGHOENE ES Z BITIEEL
TR eSS, L L, QUSOIGHEZIE
HFIZB T2 EHEIC>VWTOa vy R
BonTwky, 28 Y vy ZOFHMEIZEDY
HIERGE IR L, KED28fF0 2 EEZ b -
THE? LHLiTE 225, QUSAKDHEHEE
DRI VBE=F )V ZIZB W TORFBDFK &
EZoN3, ALY b= v® FLE TR
RO L AL EY I DHIFEIEES D
QUSIC X BB E=% U v 7 DX TH, QUS
DREE DRI IT X ) DXA ITIE AL v & fl o
INTn3,

—J, REDE AT £ A7 4 F— MHEHIC
BWLTHE L 23Tk, BB ERITE
BMD 1.1%, S0S0.4%, BUA1.1%, stiffness 3.2
%L, 44EICBMD 7.6%, S0S1.2%, BUA
1.9%, stiffness 9% DM ZRD, TN kD
QUSOHT Y, stiffness 3k b &  IBIEEIE %
EOZDTEDTERLY, BRHEEIX BMD I

T\,
x & O

QUS %[ D & T DXA i % H & 72\ PRI
%f , QUSICHEED W BIRIC R 208, Z DY

@B@@ﬁ~mﬁm%m%hﬂﬁbfﬁ<
_kﬁﬁﬁf%a FEARMICIZEE GRYE T
H5, EEHOWELZZ TS, HREGESAE

38(38)

BE) BEMTEEVIHIRAND S Z L, QUS
RT ALY — LB DO - B L ORIRIHTE
tiﬁ“é‘?ﬁ%fﬁ‘(“% 2 &9 BBERTIERW E, 2
HOREZI -IMECTFEEZ EOFELZRZT

2 6869 = at;m MR TH 2,

WEOMEEBRIET 5 L, QUSOIFRIZEIT
ZEALEE LCEBWZRa vy 2anEohn
TWw3 D%, KEEEHRY X7 OFHITH %,
BHEEIICBAL Qb are vy Ri3is
NTOLROLPIFITRFZERTH 5, QUSITE
EOEHBIEEEIT Y 27 DFHIRLO &
BFECREIN TS, BEREIEFNZ BT
BRI, B & AR R I T,
BB DB, B8 IR (Bl 2 {535
22 EDRENTLE 0%, BT QUS XK
AR ZMELTVWL I E LD, ZRNICE
WAEBRET2 Z 8k s, JHHSHEF I
DBEMEFIT Y A 7 ZWORFUBEL T\w 23 &
el S 4%, BMD &OFH L TEITY 2 7 2 5Hi
LChamgizmnd Lbm L& wLl, BUAL
BN~ —h—DffHTb Wtz L5 L 7%
ol tHEVINTVS, LaL, EERER,
7ok ZXEITE, AEoRE, KkERED
FBRDIVRY 7708 —% 13 EREL 500
LERITZ20E, FHERIEZ W X cost-effective-
ness @ﬁﬁ)%ﬁﬁﬁ PEIZE,

BEE=S Y v cown T, QUSOA A
WL ZINTE ST, BMDIZIES &) i
FEFIARG, ERXT7 4 A7+ % — b EEHIT
FHEDTEINT VRS2, 20 THREMEEIC
B T3 BMD I3 iz v,
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QUS> ks

B PR It
—A7V—-ZVJ -
LI NVAPS S NS P SHIPAY i TS 2
R

t

& U &I

FHIEDO PO 7-DI121%, HEND ORI
FERNEETH S, Lb)b’m’*ﬂmrilﬁﬁé'ﬁ’
A TIER THEIT T 2 720, BEIEREITo

FHFERLIIEEL <, ERBZ % L DENBESH
HEL 5,
P RLRRAE P18 WL 0D 7 o0 | A PE I 22 1

HOTHEMBEZZIT) ) Evwola kI, 1’76
PO TAADHE L T2\ B 23k 3
BIERAI) =70, 27 —=
VIFEMNCEIERETH D, FEFINICAIN
THBIEDRETH B, 2D k) HBLED
5 AT, FHBREEFKRZICE VT, KE
HMoHER 2R, HHETLEiTax
F 87— v A X WERNHEE I (quan-
titative ultrasound : QUS) #:i& 723, % Of|fi%
O LRSI N TS,

& 512 2001 4 A [E] V7 23 R B fFZE T (NTH)
Dave I ALEHIIE LT, FHEEOTE
VﬂgwmAﬁgkénémﬁﬂon QUS
12 & % E i E D Ve T O FREE & 7 2 TR
7b>méh, HEAEEEE LTOARGT, F
E?ﬂ%amuﬁ%w%ﬁ?ﬁ®t®®QUs
IOV TRILHE > TE T3,

Z ZTCARTIE, FTEE S DTN Z 5
ELT T a7 v — FEICHEDE, SRR
EMZICE T % QUS ONEMN T ZHS 2T
3, ISICAZ YV —= v T L L THOQUSD
HEHMEOEEZH G NICT 272012, HHSIC
& %5 QUSE X Xdual energy X-ray absorptiome-
mﬂm&k;%@&@»@#ﬁ%ﬂ« %ﬁ
FERA 7V == 78BS QUS DEEIZO W
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TE AT\,

I. BREICETZEHEBERZORE

SRR TAEFE (1995) 0 6 & AR IC X 21X
MR A EEZ T REDO —HoEH & L TEHM
RIEMGZ A S T, 2L AR, FHO
HIGMIC 81T 2 BHERIERE O ki %
TRL, SHBOMEZOH D FiEHMLT 572012,
HHERIEMZ 2 F20E U 22 XHTRhC 7 > r — b
HMERITo D, WRITPHR 7 DR
RZHEFEL L CHHBRERZ 2 EEL 72 LJE
A s CYIRIEER) ICRED H - 7 4E 78
mXHRTH - 7,

[AI%1298.7% & R TH - 72, HFAEEH X
Mg, BrgFEMHE, @%wkﬁﬁ&,ﬁ
RFEOFEF L, Wig ik GeWEE, WiEm
iz, FEhagn), W2EH, RMemE, HEAE,
T8, BRSO ATE, B %R E
35 HHTH %,

DTV — DR S,
DV THDHEHEZATHAS L, BZHE (N
ET) TD %D o7 DIZDXAT71.4%, fHil>
T AR microdensitometry (MD) 21.4%,
QUSZO 0%, ZOfh5.7%DIEE 72> Tz, Z

ELWESERNCAL E, LS oDIF
DXADCS600’C22.9%, iV > TDXA DTX21.4%,
QUS Achilles 21.4%, DXAQDR14.3% & 7> T
Wz (K1), ZWREAENcA S &, BEEasiRd
%< 51.4%, i\ THEHE22.9%, HFE21.4%,
HEE 20.0% DIE & 75> 7=,

HENEGE
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II. QUSHAIEEDDXAICLZEBEEEE
DBE

FHH O, AL LA 12 19904F 12 3 E L
72ad— MIBWT, 105EHICFNRE ICHE
DXAIC X 2 BB & S W % 920t
L, DXA 2 k- T 67 10 MO EHEED
KM% QUS HIEMEIZ & - T EDREFHET &
ZICOVTHEI L2, Thbb, Al
LA BT 2 M AN D 40 ~ 79 I D 2R
1543 AW RICas— b E2FEL, ZDEMD
5 SERBLAS0N, 400 N% T > & LI
0%, 1990412 DXA (DPX-1000; Lunar, WI, USA)
ZHOT, BHELy~y, RBEETOLES D% B
ExRIToT, & 5IC10EROBIHTRIZ, )
FE#EREICSML 20 RHic, FAEED

MD DIP
MD CXD
DXA DCS600 |
DXA DTX ]

DXA QDR

DXA DPX |

QUS Achilles |
others ] . . . .
0 5 10 15 20  25(%)
K1 ®RZICAWShZESATEEE (™
& D5|A)

Kk |
*ok
koK

0.5

0.0

50 60 70 80
s (%)

DXA % M\ CTHFAL OB % EHE Z 17\,
AOS100(ALOKA, Tokyo, Japan) % H\>C, [#
FoEHE (speed of sound : SOS) (m/sec), %
W51 (transmission index : TI) Z & L, 5%
Y5 2T fiE (osteosono—assessment index : OSI)
187,

SOS D BYEDV-HME (FEHER 22) % AR 2
% &, 50, 60, 70, 80mfRDNHIZ1558(22), 1558
(22), 1539 (18), 1526 (21) m/sec & 7% D, 4F
i & & BT LTz, FRIC 50 ~ 60 &I
L T 70 ~ 80 R AR IC{ED > 72 (p < 0.05
~0.001), ZMEDV-EfE (BEHER2) 13 50 At
725121553 (25), 1530(16), 1526(28), 1514
(15) m/sec L7 0, Flin & & HITAR T EEANIC
Hotz, FIT505% L 60~80% &k h b HE
IZE < (p<0.001), 6080 HMN LD BH
BICED» o7 (p <0.01), TI, OSI TH [N
RO s (B2), BT —F%
FEMRDOMWEINCEEE L 72 & 2 5, 504D SOS
flizbr\VC, & DOFHifE b R TOFERTHME
DI I PEREICE D> 72 (p < 0.05~0.001),

RIZDXA T K DME L 7z m B L
SOS, TI, OSIE DB, AN HIHEDER,
REZHAIE L TEBmIITICTRD I E TS,
Z OEEERRRFEEIEIR1IOZTELTH D, B
LZEDBLTNOMBFW T X —5 HEFEEL
REFEOBEZRL 72 (K1), ZOED»S,

ik
1.5 -
Fkok
ek |
Hokok
x|
-
1.0 -
0.5
0.0

50 60 70 80
s (%)

X2 TIEDH - ERFISE 7 & D3IA)
*1p <0.05, FFip<0.01, *FF:ip <0.001
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P A (2 B ALK LA
AL T3 Z EHS N E RS T,

WA

B bIC

—MRICHZICB W TEEINE AT —=

kAL, AR (validity), (SN (reliability),
& {1 (convenience) ? 3 &bz LT\ 3
EBRETH D, ThnrHHBRIERSIC
i@f%xf&%k,N@iﬁﬁ@,mﬁ@_
MO TN T WD, MELIZVLZXBRERS
TDIZAE v 7 I3HEWMEHETH 5 Z EDET

HY, XEEEHXIEOBEDHEE LD, B
AT X o Tdflh o %iE % I 2 X D 3 REH]
BBl Ebdh, fEEE VI HTAY
V== ZICHT DD 5,

—7J, QUS i DXA (2 b CHEIME (EiFrk)
2% 508, HIE TS B N ENETE,
X & 2R CHE S /NTH D, fHfF
P& TR BEREZE FF S e,

R 7 > 77 — FIAE OB T, TR

B 2 HREERZ TIrbh 2 BEOWEIE
DXADmbINHEIN TV, LaL QUSDDH
DR, ML v R, R ERZE

WRELTT)BHBRIERA 7 ) —=v 7B W»

TRARICEDBRERAY Yy FTHB, BHER
JERGS % FEh L T 2 HITRICN T 2 2 0o
Tra—F i, o EEY E DR
ZALL 72023 S 2Tl 2 wads, 8% 5 L QUS
12 & 2 HERIEMS % FEi 3 2 TR O Fl 453

HIML Twa 2 EFRHRICEE S 2w,

X512, QUSOBFRMEIZOWTY, —FER
EXRE L-EHOMWFHEIC LD, BEEE

LR L EEBEW T A —FHE OBMEE &%
L2 AT, FEPEREZMIEL T AREBHS
T A=l & FEELRE ORICIZE R
HWEBD L, JuF, EEHINEMHE K
TZFHEL D 2HEEEERTIOTHS, L
L 4 [0 o083 9% 13 104662 0 X R A e L A
W T 572 DTH 5720, 5B 6 ICiHEH
HBHEIC DWW T HBWFAEZIT ) LEDLD 5,

QUSIC X 2 P fE Iz EHT Y A 7 & THT
HHEED B 5, EBRINIC G U 72 %8 Tl
KIBEEHEH DY R 7122w T, SOF if
%270 EPIDOS W45 50 7 & AHBIS 22 population
based studySWCK TITHOIL TV 525, VI Nd
IS B W T b S EHIME T SRk ic 81T
289 % FMT % predictor 127D H 25 LD
RO o N, HEAEPTIZ OV CHuang 5 1,
Hawaii Osteoporotic Study IZ&flIL CT\Ww3
Loz F 2.7 B L, HES QUS ORIEMD 9
%, broadband ultrasound attenuation (BUA) 723,
BHEHERTITE L 2 LN D BT84 D pre-
dictor £ 0 9 2 2 LWL, boEIC
BWLTHABE AR ENT QUS L HHTIcowT
DIENTHHEA TV B,

I ECTHMBRIERZOFE 2 HINIE, &
ﬁ?%,%%wiﬂﬁ®5@.¥%%0%®%
PR LERZ T T2 LTHDE (ZXT
Bh) &£ D@D, QUSICKB A7) —=v

F1 BEEHMOEEBEZEZ(LEREOBEE (TH™ &L D3IHE)
B ok
BMERE YR ERE. | TfE | significance | BE¥ME(RIENYFHERE | THH | significance

S0S 0.37 3.86 ok 0.26 2.60 *
Ly~ 4 213 TI 0.24 2.29 * 0.29 2.46 *

0SI 0.28 2.74 o 0.31 2.72 ok

S0S 0.26 2.79 o 0.29 2.97 o
KEEG AR | TI 0.22 2.20 * 0.33 2.85 o

0SI 0.24 2.42 * 0.33 2.92 o

Fip<0.05 FFip<001, FFFip<0.001 LERH, REZAIE
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IZOWVTHRTEL, L L MBEREZNRE
L 7B HEBREENRZICIE S ) —DO RE R HIY
BhHb, Tubb, FHEENOBLOKTE, K
KE®EROM L, RSO Z & %280 7
FERE, EREE (X TPE) Th D, TUdR
WERSDVDITLEVIZAIY —= v D
513 TN b0 b Linknds, FR%Z
WRE L 72, PR RIFE RISz <,
SNk 2 @R 2 12> 7 F 3 % (population
strategy) #E %2 H I RETH % L EHIZEZ
%,

PIRO T, $TZ20BMEHD I ED5

42(42)

HEs, [ARICEEZHEL, BoOERZH
h, BHREZMZ, 2L CZ2OTHCBELE
O, ZDXI LA I7ILIERZSEA
7o Iix, BHERIEMZ ONRE ZEL B L
ZMbTIRIA S BE, HERRICE  ofigEss
HEWETHZ Z EBBETHE, ZDLIH 7%
QUS (Z X 2D M X D & B &2 FHET %,
@ERAETD X 5 B—RFPH OB VT,
FRHREL D2 CHHI S REcH H, ZOEHE
MWD E NI S T W BBIRTIZ H 2 53,
QUSHIHDOHT L Wi e L TR PBiDkd
DY =N ELTOMHHEZHFTEEL Y,
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QUS> ks

£ BERPRICF
— B8O R T FHE—

TR BRI TR R F 2
RIS e

& U &I

OHETIE, FHERERZ IS, BEEEIC X
% B&E Ml (quantitative ultrasound : QUS) 23)4
CHwbsNTW, 22T, QUSHIEAY, &
ekt o E s Az - FHICE 2 DD
W, RDORZEMGEL 72,
1. QUSHIEME I, BIraEL T2 2 &3
TE D,
2. QUS JIZEME I, T8 Y A7 2 FHld %0,
OQUSHITESEX, A< UREICTIT
5,
@QUSHIEME X, HHEZFICBW TS FHIT
50,

I. QUS AIEMEIC &2 EBNHEEDHIR

WK D BEWTIY & 2\ I3 ERT - RHIRRFZE 12 B \»
T, Bizdb-oTwBEALEZITHEVALD
QUSHIE % Ml 2 &, KIRESRE, 8B, &
K ir 2 oA, 77w AT EERQUSHIYE
fili1Z 15~ 30% (K> 72 ™, HAAIZ DOV TY,
KB SEGRE T 2 & 2 ADSOS, BUA, stiffness
RO EPE I N T2 ™),

B ORI L CROCHENT 2479 &, QUS
HEMEIC X >C, EoFPbHilcER, o
&b & CHBIL 72 D IR E ST AT T, AUC
(area under curve) 12 0.7 ~0.75TH D, BEH,
Z DD BT TIX0.6H1H, BHEEHTTIX0.65~
0.75 Tdh > 7 B44B808D (£ 1), HARAZ IR
IZLHEICB TS, QUSIHIZEHEE T LIAE
DEPZHF L, koW & MMk KBRS
HE I ORI R b E <, AUC I3 0.8 Hifs T
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Ho18(FK1),

UeffSE D> D QUSKESR 12 X 2 JIE il IR = %
g U 7298 <k, £ OBSRRS B2 [ L 7
73, JREQUSHIR B HIRIFEA L v & v ) it b
H5b,

I. QUS AEEDEHTFH

% DMEWTFEASLTE) - v 25Ty IeL
Ea =880 Eiliiortic BT QUS Ml
fiEins 1 FHEfR 22 (SD) K N3 2 L BITY R 7 1%
1.6 2549 2.0 5127 D, QUSHIEMDE T
FHIIE, BEELIZIASE TS EHRESN
TWw3, 612, QUSHIEMIZ, B%E L3
MLTHEWZTFMT 22 00, BEEL
TR THEL, BEIETIERY A 7D
Mz L CTW2DTRELREEZLNTL
%,

BT DT DREWTHVFRA 13 N A 72 b 23,
BHEIIEVWTYH, ZHEEFEUBREISEROEIT
YT 8, PRI R O IREH O %
RNRIZLZFATICE TS, Bz TFilL, &
A EEICHRTHL I KCTFAT S 09
WELH 2,

ik OHEWITHEL» &, HRANICE T 3
QUSHIZEME & BTV A 7 FHIDHFE I N,
DOFEL, 2E SR 4975 ND Bz WGz L
7-##& T, SOS, BUA, stiffnessindex (7 ¥ L
2), SOS (A0S-100) i, KBEESEIREYT, F
HE, FHEUNAOER I A7 2 FMTS L
PGS P> T, FHEMISDIKT T2 &8
PO RAZ IR 156506 25127 -7, QUSHI
EfEIE, REEEEEzbo &b X CPHIL,
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&1 QUSHIEEI & B EHTDOHIA

AUC (area under curve)
LEEii QUS HI7EME
% i wise 50 | Krieg MA, et al®? | Njeh CF, et al*®
KBRS 7X¥ LA SOS 0.85 0.75 0.70
BUA 0.74 0.74 0.70
SI - 0.77 -
AOS SOS 0.72 — 0.65
BEE 7F¥L A SOS 0.64 0.62 —
BUA 0.59 0.61 -
SI - 0.63 -
AOS SOS 0.75 - —
Z DAl 7X¥ LA SOS 0.56 0.53 -
BUA 0.53 0.53 -
SI - 0.54 -
AOS SOS 0.61 — —
AUC (area under curve)
(g QUS & fE
Gliier CC, et al® | Hartl F, et al®?
B 7¥L A SOS 0.67 0.75
BUA 0.65 0.76
SI 0.66 0.77
—— AREEERER EE"I‘%@ QUS MEME DB I FRIIE AP & 71X
=
e T ay | RO ONAD ST G,
3 -
& ]
" B L IZIEREEICETE AL, BEE
QI_ 2r ST L TETE PHIT 5, QUSHIEEDOH
5 4 $ EURs B mREnC, BEECBY
- % THEZFHMLE, HRAZBWTH, QUS
e HEM X BT 2 PmL, B ymix, WkH»
L LWMEINIFERELED Y oz,
0 fham e LT, BHBREOZW I EE IS

SOS

BUA

SI

1 QUSIHFEREETICEFZBI/N\Y—

REE

SOS, SID 1SDIE T I BT 5 RIRESEERE o

WY 2271325 TH->7 (F1), D QUSHI
EEDFITFIINE, WKOHE £ E1X %>
Teo BLANKFTLTH, BROHE & FERIC,
44(44)

WwWTED, mﬁﬂﬁmf%mﬁr% Wi % 2
LIFTEROD, FIEREDE WA Z R
52 LETESL, Lo T, HHRERZIC
QUSH% L b T3 23, QUSHIZE X, HH
RIEOZWORDLY L2 bDTIIRL, B
EBREDEOCAD A 7Y —= v 7L L TEED
H 5,
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QUS> ks

B PR It

—/MNRICE TS QUS —

e PR RER AR IR BT 4B
R R

= VN

B EEIE X RIS B W TR IRIE O
ZWL, BROFHEE L TASER L T0w5, E
IV I (quantitative ultrasound : QUS) (%
BEERED 2L LT, FICEEERZICX
CHweNZ XHILhoTER, BHEED T
Bz BwvTd, peak bone mass (R NE &) DHE
FHEBER SN LI 12 h, X DHELERD
SR ER I NG XISk o7, FRHTEN
2B 2 EEEOEA DD FROER IR
ECHEEZRIFLT0E ks ns k)1
o725, Thbb/ARICET 28 HEOMR
1%, HIUINRICEB T 25 EOBH O AR TR,
EEICE T 55 BOESE L HERE I 2 P
DHMWNT, ¥EM» 679 2 EBEINTH S,

FHNRIZE W T X DRRETX 2 H 20
QUSHIfF I N T 5, RS Tl L H%L<
DOAGEERFHNT 2 48 23H D, DXAD X ) B RE
HIGEZ VS KD, ffENE: L BB 45 QUSEE
EOFEEEOMLHIEL T2 EEZ 5N,

2 TIR/ANRITE T 2 QUSHIE D 756 & il
M, ANRICE T 2QUSHOMIEDHEEE, NRICE
I} % reference data 12D\ TihR 5,

I. MNRBICHIFZQUSHEEDEREMER

BRI CTHAS I o BE T, B
7Y v 7 (modeling) Ick b, ZoELEEZE
kx> %, HOEFY v AInk ) ilE
M7k & D2 21T 50°, BRERT, &
WKHEDLS L, Vv, ZVURIH, ¥ 3
v D) LHEBIIRARERICKE RFEELH 5T
VB NI B 1T B B T 0 R UGE
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DOHREMEDYD D, wWIHICRIEEN 2R T2 2 &
&Y, EY) R 2T L FERISRER OB
JENDEE NS 2 Z LN TE S,

Z D7 DITIE/NRIZE T % reference data D
RIS EETH Y, BEEDORIN DL -1
PODITNERNTLZEICkD, RERED
B, RELCHEHIA oM, MBS
BEEBROIEHE, FICEITY A7 2RI 58
o B R WA RIS BT B BT O AT RE: I
DWTHHMITE 3, NEIATIEEIBEASLE,
FAEMEMESE, anorexia nervosa , cystic fibro-
sis, ZIEVERGZE, WMV, MR R,
FERY T ~F, 27 0—ViEREZ EICBT
2ATHA PR ERHTFEN5,

AR 5 /N D B8 EHIE 12 DXA S pQCT 28
FHIRYE (precision) , IEAEME (accuracy) 1IZ#E4LC
BH, XL{fHEHENTVS, L2 LDXATIFH
MBI 2 EHETHD, DARICEWTIE
BOREIIWLDHENTE, ThbLEDY
A RHDVNZ WIF NS 2 GRS D 5,
WNROYE, BEIIGT THDOY A X132 d
270, 4 Z0EMIC L DEEEZT D,
DXAT 3 & AT OXAMATE S, WA
T 5L, AT ZOHEDLET BN
TRZNODWELRZIT B LItk %, pQCT
TIECEE, WERE O 2 nZ o2 bz sl
ETE 5D, HEICEL KT TS D
BHEZDIENTER Y,

QUS 1% 1984 41 Lanton” 12 X b o7y
e LChF s, ZDHBQUSTHIE S L
NI A =% =%, DXAIZ X 2 EHIRE &7 L
T PHIR 1 HLRRAE B D BHES T o R BB S50
BHOY R 2 2 FWT 3 L@t sn®, QUS
HEE BT 2 2 LRI, QUSICL S
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HEEMEIE KR T 5 LI ICko7,

QUS D37 X — & — L@ H I O EEE
T& % SOS (speed of sound; m/s), BUA (broad-
band ultrasound attenuation ; dB/MHz ) # X 8
stiffness 2 ED /8T X —=F —DPHLLNTW 3,
SOS ixFoYMETHh 2 v FFIHHI LG
A R Z U v, BUA B IR O
WaARLHDTHY, BOWMINGE & BHREZ
RLTOVBEEZSNFDOY A A EL2Z T 7
WE XT3, stiffness I3 SOS & BUA L h A
THICE R S 7 {stiffness = (0.67 X BUS) +
(0.28 X SOS) — 420} RN T A= —Tdh 3,
ThbL QUSTHEING T A—F—13TFD
YA ZDOWEEZIT R wE W) FEBD B,

NI E T 2 QUSHIE D RTE SR PES
DY A ZRDOEIC LD, BEEFAEEL L 0K
HEZR(F 7 VAT 2 =) DM 2 2 2 2 U
LokwnwitE, FPIVATaAa—HTDOYA XN
HOREZIHL TR VEE, KETFOHIA
D% \»sustentaculum talizs £ DHIERTR TR
WL Z G > THIELTLE) 2L TH S,
= 5132153 D FE BN E O QUSHIE D S,
Fnk L R R & REMFREE & ofIicA 2
BRERZ D, BEEB X CHERICE L 7 2R
AND T T ATy OIS X DY) 2 E R
EPRONS I EzRELTw5, SOSHIED
WHET BAEIFEREISemL T TlEo0i s, &
E19cm M ETIESRTAHTHD, FPIVA
T 2 —HDORKEZIZRLAFADLE20mm TIE A
Ytz e, I VATF2—YDOREXIZ
£ 14mm ST TH S Z EMEIN T3,
b b B AT 2 QUS & Tl
RIREZSE U, /NVEEF oo 250 2 I 57 7% B
T LU E MBI E 2 5,

INROEE, RIRFICHERZEICRRF T 5 2
EE )WL 725, il & 2> DEEIEE D WA
YTH 20, LOHERHOMENBIETH 5,
BIfE QUS HEEICIIKEIc R 22 L THlES %
123X (water coupled device) & b 7 ¥ A5 2 —%
% BEIRICEe AGA A THIRE % 8250 (gel coupled
device) 3% %, MERFHLFES P IV AT 2 —
PTRE S LMEZIZI AL XY ICHETE

46(46)

2470 QUS HEDEHITH %,
WTFNDEEIZB W THHEIED TV T =X A
DWHEIL 5 TWS 728, BRI TIEIRE X2 v
THET = 2T 2123 E> Ty,
NENOEE T RMET -y 2EMT 52
LT, RN TESL Z ERMEL TV,

o. /NBD QUS IC&E T B reference data

200 DA _E DR AIZ B 1) D reference datald, %
(oETHE S, 4oL TY
VAL AREENT LY, NRICE T Srefer-
ence data 1 £724 7% <, /INEFEHHO QUS &
THIE L 72 EIIE LA ER v, ANREED 72
DOEHDIEE B > T\ % Contact Ultra-
sound Bone Analyser (paediatric CUBA system)
t paediatric Achilles ultrasound system 12 X %
IR E T 2 B2 E 2 H v 72 normal refer-
ence data 238 &I B LM E TN ST
2 89)o

CUBA THI%E E 4172 BUA TlZ 67%2> 5 15 %
FCHLMIRRINEIMmL Tw 5, BRTIE
40.9dB/MHz ! 75 87.9dB/MHz™, “Wclk
35.5dB/MHz ' %> 5 74.6dB/MHz ™ T b % H3\ > §°
NOFARTHHWEDIZ ) LR L Y & fEZ R
LTz, CM100i & D ilE S 7= 75%0° 5 18
WE CTHIL 4794 44, LU 4352 4D EERITE
7% SOS D IEHZ R L7 (1), BIETIE8
%, 9%, TR TIRIFICHETDELIAADED
S5, BRILIZI0 T A & h A bin%z
7, BUAMH & 1357 D HhegllclaZe /i, &
BB EPEEZTL, BTor—21318
KZHTHD, LFOE=7F4KTHTH
29, WL b 19EEMA D LWERIE T T %,
20 J5 LAR% @ normal reference curve & &h¥ %
L, R1DkH Ry o7 e%%, BENHAT
LR DIZE ) 3 S0SIEE < %2 5205, o
BHARIC X D B IR, BTl AE1 2
WCREL 2 BBt RE2B W, 19
R A6 B E SHRRIT T % EHRER T
WD ETEC, PHRRRIEEEL DKL %5,
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®1 6EHMS520RETDCM100 IckB
SOS @ normal reference data

4 5
M) i L sp | w | v | sp | n
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