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DICOM) &R ® CT 7— % N ® Hounsfield Unit
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WER7 7 bADCT T -2 2B LR
& & BB (bone mineral density, BMD) 7 —
s REHEhD, 0Ok, FEXNFROBROHMM
(segmentation) 2172, & >icHii s hi-BOF
R BMD 27— % 2 HVWTHERERE T VA8
fERR &3, %72, HERO BMD 7— 7% 3H#¥
BRI h TRERcHBREREs Y., 22
T, BEHE LS OBRE, FEEEEELD
H¥BRBR»>»oBshT— 2HEIILTL
112 2T, BEBOAT v 73, WE-FRSFE
BEEFNVICRET 2. REOFMCHL-HE
PHEOEENE Z 5NB, Ttk 2, KREE
BLER O AT TR CEA O s Yerese T
b3, BIERELTE, B2EOME, FERE
Wt % VB8 B 0 2 BIFEROZMA,
BL2EC BT 2B FRRMLOEE, vabbE
DL RBIFRARTFRHENILEHOIITES I
enTE3(E1).

CT BEfRESRE(CT/FEM)(ICLD
Bt 2V OFMICHTEEME

CT/FEM &, S EmAORERRET,
BB & 2 5REE L AR TR X 3R % o
M3 2 EIEFRIC & > TEDEMESER SN T
w3k, %78, CT/FEM X BV A 2055
BE % DXA & 2HEMEEE (areal bone min-
eral density, aBMD) XD & X (BT 3 Z &8
FROZEETRC I >TRRENA TR 3, &
PIDEBRTIZ 3, THEMEEICBT 2R TH - 12,
Z O Tz, EEA CT (quantitative comput-
ed tomography, QCT)Z & % ¥E#iE OB T
B (volumetric bone mineral density ; vBMD) &
D b CT/FEM i X 2 HE(RSREEMEAS, X D AR
FOVARZ2BANTERLREL TS, Bl
OWRTIE CT/FEM i3, BIf2ET2R8ELFE
BIFBEE LD LSEHTE S Z L3RRI NI
LELTWS, —HTERMLE BMI2FEL T
b, DXAWI2BEEIMELENTE 2o
Jeia,
¥ 7: Imai 5% 13, FEIMBEHREA BT EREL 72

BARE R B IRAE O 29 £ L BEFH R IO 2 VR
BREREORE S HERAEL, y¥—Aa b

HEEs - 45% 1055 - 2010 10 A




[} PAAS
Lhb@oh
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BRI o CTHARME

3RFTCTEFN HBEREFIL

T TER
REmEL
h¥Esitn
mm
—
m‘a
mﬁmxm
- B (W) WE
v IR BRISH - Wi () MO BT
EERIch kR ﬁ!ﬁ#ﬂ)

-BEEFTORETN

1 CTHEBEREZCSLZBAERITEORE
SRl & OB Ol (segmentation) #175. CT ¥— % A® Hounsfield Unit X BR7 > P 2D CTE7—% 2L
7ol 5 BMD 7 — % cE#iah 3, fitiEh:BOBRE BMD 47— 2w THRERE 7T ABEREh S,
ROTEERD BMD 7— 7 BBt ERENWTEERCERERE NS, BEROAT v 71}, WE-AREELERE
REFNVECRET S, BIABERE L TR, BLEOHE, BB 28T FHSMEHEO LTI I ENTES,

®1 MENS—-Z32 P O-VRRON |

R LA-MERRTEBETEOER :

ERE £F—l%(years) 69.5+7.7 76.0+4.8
*p<0.05, tp<0.01 & & (cm) 150.6+5.1 147.5+5.4
BFEOZEE 5B LIFMBERERITOR (k8 (ko) 51.5+7.3 47.846.9
BOb2BE29HENRE L, i, BR, : "

B0 DXA & k 2 EHREHE (@BMD), 52 B Total hip aBMD(g/cm?) 0.710£0.092 0.634+0.102*
MW B O ENEFE (VBMD), B8XUL2 L2 vBMD( 3) 80.3+24.2 1.5+22.0
OMAREERRIE &R ITRE & R R R TR o R,
THERN L. HER RS (KN) 2.55%0.78 1.59+0.51

O— VR E2To72(E1)., ZhoDBEENR ZHACEIBIIORE - SRELRE L/, HE

CuYRT 4y 7 BERMTETo%., FRLEE
THEBL TRNLEER QCTIRX2EHMED
vBMD & CT/FEM i & % #4856 B fE »3FE 4t
BUMERITOV R 2 7725 —Lizol, &5
K, ThosDBEEZXRICL T, ROC Bl ##
(receiver operating characteristic curve, ROC
curve) #fEf L, CT/FEM i« & 2 BisBE#EIC X

DAy bA 7% 1.95kN & L 7REDOREE I3
75.7% T, BRERZ78.7% Th-o7z., $7:20D
ROC #h## T D THEH (area under ROC curve) i3,

CT/FEM i X 2 BB N RO KE,0.822 T
HY, R>THMED vBMD TO0.767 TH -7z, HE
#d aBMD X 0.713, % 7z KE&E D aBMD
120.682 L |{b Dot Tho Pl —

e 458105 20105104 889
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9 2 BEREORE « ARk

EGOBEROBRE D > Bl H—2AHOWEEERL, RRUOKEERS 2R T 5 MMEREAF

PRV,

A3y bo—NVEFRIC X 5 CT/FEM ORE - &
BREOV~NVIZ, DRERRBLTHEINLTVLS
DXAWX?aBMDick 24y b A 7fHICE 3
HABFERERIORE - RRELVLERT
V31,

CT AREREICED
ERIBROFMICH T DERE
FREBEBEORZFCNLT, EA72A
7+3— MUKITHBET Vv Fox—bO¥RE
CT/FEM 2V THHli L7, BREECEET 2
BEAERE, BEHIEH 2 { 58 2 B BT 02 wIRSE
HEREBREOLKE ITHENRELEY, TVUF
oi— b % 5mg/HTHRE L., B2 EROHRE
OFRBIEE 2Pl R L L, WEREGEHA
{1 e AR 12 39— B E 0D 5 BABHEERE
L7 (E2). CT/FEM i X % FHll36 8 O 5%l i
JURUTF—% 2> QCT « & %5 2 EHeHEME
that#f > vBMD O FHifli 2 #5580 - Bt 5% 3612
A BRI, 552 K58 4 BEEEIER O DXA I X
% aBMD OFFili 2 & 580 - 56612 » AR
ok, oz, BRINBL T, BRE~—2—
T®H 3R D N-telopeptide of type collagen
(NTx) DHIE 2SR/ Lt BERIVARBVLT

To72. 12 4 B %8 & LT, £oMMPic
BERZ Y CREHMETE b2 24BL T,

0 B BT BE U 2 82BN LIz 33 ACGE
WER TS5 ICOWVT, 7V Foix— 0%
B¥5E % CT/FEM £ QCT 8 X ' DXADMT
HOREY L 7z,
BHBREBRE B ACHTEZT Vv Foix—}
BE5O#R, DXA i & 5 aBMD Oz &5&
6% BTHEHIT%(ERERZL)THY, 124A
TR 7.5%ThH D EEICHEML 72 (paired t-test,
p<0.0001), ¥7: QCT i & % vBMD ommix,
B5%6 AT, 5.1% (EEER2L)T, #5812
HBET8.8%ThHy BRI 7z (p=0.0013).
zhicx LT, CT/FEM i X 2 #ED FHI5EE
BRE5#£3IALAT10.2%, 6 VHT16.7%, 12 %
BT26.9%ThH0, ThEhEECHEML
(Freedman test, p<0.0001), CT/FEM iZ& %
FHIFREEL 3,6, BX U 12 A BOTRTORAT
BERL Y VEBICHEMLT, RPO NTx 3£
B TREIYBETERLRZBAY -7z
(p<0.0001), ZdDZ k»s, CT/FEM iZ DXA
2 QCT & bR BER < FEHRR O HE »3
ARETH - 72 (K9 3).
INSDEERGS, TV Fuix—L3BREE
RIS € 208, #hll b FReReAE R 218
XEgrZLBERENE, ZOZER, TVUF
o A — b %z £ OFRIGNHEZE LB E Ol b
BT OFEE R IMEI L7 L v S EEOBKERD
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| RRYERTIEETHD,
‘ FHBEE D E > SEBEE &V bEFC L 28
BREP-LBRIZOERN T2, EROV LD
1%, DXA % aBMD QI ¥ %2 b b HREE 2 &t
#IL, CT/FEM i2 QCT @ vBMD O&REE O
F—IR2AVBEI LD, . EITHRIBLTY,
vBMD 12 aBMD X v &, & 0 /EEEICHBELE
W ENRRENTWSY, Black 562 D7 Vv Fo
32— b O%E % vBMD & aBMD O [ & T 7 {ii
L7z ICBWT H, vBMD DIE 5 BRBER < %
BEFEL T3, CT/FEM TiZ & 5 vBMD
DA BT 2 88 %2 itk U THEERRAT 217 5.
Thbb#lERE L U THlis 2, =2 THEAR
RGO F OREE R LN T 5 AR TR
PRETIE, YR, BEEIHZIBEEOR
mEREBL, 2o KELHMTEI LTS,
bhvb 23T - e FRNERKERIC 8\ T, B&
OHEFOBEESMERN T2 £, #EOKE
¥ x )V OIEEE ¥ 12 3 FE OB S B HE O
SRS FH CFEE L, EREMC X 3280
fEREEWERTH 2 BNEEA DM EOK &

BEH

w
L4
1

-+-12-4 aBMD
_. 30} = FRME
F -
B 25}
&
o 2r
£ ol
u
§ 10}
| o {
0= 3 6 9 12

PLrFoix—ba#%EA)

6hA

N -45%105 - 20105108
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B3 ZvryFo#*—ME5#ROCT/FEM & 3 Tl
KX, DXA LS 3REROKED

FHERE X, 85 3 Y ARFICRSAT L D bERCHmML -,

B®E (aBMD) 12 12 » AR EEICHML 7z, FRMEE

OREMEZ, BEEOMMELKE { LR,

WS EATAZ L, REREAL L b2, fEKRE

EBHREBL L TWwWa I EBHLLTH- . Thb

HHEEERE & U TEMBRO Y A 7 O/WEERL

DB E L b IBP LI LB TH S, X
125A

4 FryFod—t 5mg/ BRERNBRBRELBRIEEZLLH
EFIE 74 ROKHT, 32 BEAE LT, BEESHOEBE LBIRT, 1 kN 2EMAN L 2 RBOB/NEESET
BERT, #7—RA7r—ArikBVT, BEOHBIIRINEBL20MMESAE {, BifOBREBHERTH 2. R5E,
BEEIEORTIzEML, BITY 2 2 0BWER (WOBS) RERN KD L1,
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rz LHTREE N B(E4). DXA & 3

aBMD OFMTIR E 5 X O WERIRE
CT/FEM T3l T % 2 e H 5,
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=Bl o)\ A AANZITX

—___ BEEAEICLD

MR T DBR5T

BE B40BECBILEHEUEHO) R 2
TEMICIHET 2 L ICRBRAYDHS. HLOR
BB Z2BOMECHET Z2HTFR, BT
DNNOHMRPREE, F-HEECHT 5 EE
ZECREMTELRWI LB BEHTHS. BOMK
BEICHET 2 1 o0BEELRTL L TEBEIE
FohaZidw) FThiv. BEOERHY 2
7 #Hlilx, ECTE X RBIDIERE (DXA) 8
#& ) CT (quantitative computed tomography :
QCT) K& oTIFbhTWwa. FEHEIZEIME L
PIENDH S LBESRTWAMNESD  ms
SEDOBBRWHMMMGENE I, DXA IZX 2D
2 RICHE B (areal bone mineral density : aBMD)
KEoTiTbha, L L, BEER #EOR
FRUEATHRERLEBEHOLZVWBER =S
KIRBHNTET WMECBIZ2EEEHEOA —
K= 9 TPy 52320 F7- BEEIH
D in vitro THE L7258 L MBI 2 wE &
BERBENATVWE® BRICBWTIR, ALE
FETHoTHEHTAREL LEVEELER
T3 %7 BHRECHNTIEAZ7+A74
= MO R % 5 L 7 BRSO R %
TAE ARG CHIEEOBEEOHMIT
5~8% THo7=DIzxt L, HethBITY R 27 Wiliz
50~60% TH ok, Thbb, RHICLEEBE
EOMm, HAEEHR) R 2 WEHBROIZADD

THALAFHBELEZVwEWS.

BE, BOBEL BEFELERICI>THE
ENBLEZLNTWS., ST, BELIZ B
BECPIPDLERTFOH L, BEEUNORT
ERBEENTVE®, HEDOAL S TR IIREER
HEEboTHBY, TOMRERINET 2MeE
DD EDL RN > TRES. ZOEBBO
BEEFII T R TEMREICHET 2BRLEELD
na. EZIE IV LRVORBETIZ B4
HORR, BEEOLMIHIBHRE ST 2
BRTHY, 3702 LRUTiR, BOARE 2
1Lk, BEEY 2 VOEAR, BAEOBPLEE &
REEDOY, K&E, FHEENERLELS. %
2, ¥73 707 LRVTIR, AKRILPa5—¥
YOGAEPEIIHBEL, X512 LRVTIR,
AF—-F L OWERIOR) VXY, BRILD
ERLHERORN 2 EVFBRTH LY.

QCT X, DXALRZ VI KRTWLBEE
(volumetric bone mineral density : vVBMD) & &
EESHEZERTAILINTES. WERITOTL
Bho, WECBLBEEE, BEESMA, 8067
FRERBIUEERZ BECKE(KET
5% QCT X 5 vBMD i, DXA I2 X 3
aBMD & Y % in vitro CRHAIL - BMEIC L D 4
AW EANRERTWAS”., LAL, QCT
&, WERR (B.OHER) ORENRITFLEBN%
ELboTHVALZVERLIS, MEFRMEN
DXA XD bHaRLEoTW F 7,
vBMD XL THBLEBRAOBRROBMZ R

t RRAFAZRESLRFRAINBLEIORIK - ABMBELEHAB (T113-8655 LHX AH 7-3-1)  Isao OHNIsHI :
Department of Orthopaedic Surgery, Faculty of Medicine, The University of Tokyo

FHERD 23(8) : 785-789, 2010
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DA THY, BAEHHROME F-HEES
ﬁ&&@ﬂ#kkﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁtbfnénf
Wwa, :
BEEOHTILE

gjxyogxanmfa

ZEHTERVY, MR ORI D
ROHEIHT HECTHE, SOL)LRE
i X 2 BBREOBAK £ o T, SHOBEDT

YR =, FREMMORBREILETHY,
SRS Lo TR LD THEFHERICHR LR T X
<§&§T§6”’Ltﬂot‘xbiﬁ019
REMICHRCBIITE 5, F BRI &
) RER R T X ABIFENROON TS,

 ER#CT &AL
T HRERACSORREIE

- HMREFH: (finite element method : FEM) i,
EHNRERICBVTIZ 1972 FICKBEO 2 %k
TERATE T VAMER SN, B ONEEEOFEIC
VLN OPFRATH LY. S5, 1991 Fic
i QCT 2w, BEOBEEL SRTERES
iz ER L7 BEER OEMENEAD FEM €7V
MEREINE?, QCTF—22EICL-BEE
D FEM EFVIC X 2B REFEIZ, CT TR
MTExL2EHE BER BEEBIUBEES
HEZRTAHAILHNTE, IYVERICITVE
39200 = HFEICL T, & IEMELHEAR
EOFESBE T LICTRIC R T, B
WAL 2REOBELE T, EMNICH
LTRRBICHEBRBEDL L5720, FERE
FEM I & 2 B MAT 13 KV (2 IERE 2 R4 % 17\
18%. Keaveny 5%i%, QCT ¥— ¥ » Ltk
FEM £2 £VvE5)V (QCT/FEM) ZM%L, #
BETEMAD SR L oA 0 HERBR & FEM
& 2REFH 24T, FEM O IEREY 2 BEEL
o L L, BAWRICIE4 ORRIDH o 1.
Y BRETRILIBERLHNL I LHEL,
BRI A LR DB YA CRELEVHED, &
 ORWED &5 2P WERRE ERCIGERAT
Bldol. 6T, BEEO CTMHIZ, TRk

BEBEOBOBEICIIH>ERHR (partial vol-
ume effect) Z& DB/l SN 2EMICH 5.
¥, BREMETISRY OMER TIIOENTE
CRAEREL D, hEHFEIRLS. ThH0E
EizoWTRETMEDHFETIIER STV
ol F IhHOFECBWTIR, BHO
ERICT TR Dotz 7ok 21, Keyak
LPDHECBVTEFII IS BORET 2ER
OB ER‘EINS. BEXY A XN 3mm Thh
ERRERII 2 WV KER DI S0, BK
CBIA2BEHOBRLE I L2V ITENRD.
72, FRlEHEE: O IEHEYE DB TEARA L VT
fibhTwad, BHRHEOFMOAICE LTS
TEY, OFAOFMRA+ITHo. T/,
EHEEDL L - T

QCT/FEM i, B® QCT I X % Digital Imag-
ing and Communications in Medicine (DICOM)
F—rEZRBL, ChEEIIRTORETVE
ERL, AREXEIC > TRERT 2T, £
BOHMERE SONNIHT 5ME% ERIIC
RKDBHETHS. 7, CTIZL-oTIRETD
BilkE BEESHLRODLILNTEL. FE
KERIEVOBEEEZRDL7-DIZT7 ¥ bA
OCTHEF—7%MBTE, EFX7LVDOCTE
LREBEELMES T ARERERDLIEANTE
5 BREBICE-T, CTHF—7IIBEET—
FICERTAZLNTE S, DICOMT—7%1IC
$oT, SRTCDBEFNVOEBATICIIBEHE
F—rkBEOBEZ oD ICRET ST LA
ThsH ZOREICL-oT, av¥a—% LEiZiE,
BEOBLI K A—OWMELEETHE L -
23RTDBEEXBATAHILNTEE. Tib
L, BEBRFOBEFNVEERTESL. IhEd
5 C FEM EFNVICHET 5. FEM €7 MICH
LTREMNZWE - WREGZRELT, MTA
S, SHoAE, RERIE, SURMELZCEER
BICRHABZ EDTES. T/, FRFICRHEEEN
RERBRTHILNTES.

5571, EITHEOBRLES <L, HME
MEFMEFTH) FEM EFVEH7-CHARL .
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Bl EEE UM 17 2UE)
EFEI:2mm ONEEDO YY) v FE
EAEAL, BECIIEL0.4mm D
SAREHEERLBYFOL. #ER
IVBFOMBRERIRELTET NV
kL7

BEES ) =AKER

BRE . DECEXE

2 W - WRAE

a: IEW#&, b: ME&E.

HAEAOWERBIIEAICH L TREL2 MMERRRE T, AREEMITITLLRASOE
B s L - MO E - RAFL L. FRORBEEEFEL MR, RMOREIIE

SWEE L

39, EXRRABCRI4ATEEACTVS. &
X =EABOFPREEZELHV:. ThicloTH
MrREEREHIBEKRELZERTAATHLR
EICBRATE2E) %ok (A1), BHOE
FSEWRICBIT AWML FRRIC, 1 EROBIR (E
WEhxrovr) 2EHLERLL. BRORS
HIIELT, BloRVISHEEMEITIIRES
REMRERALL. T4bb, Flo|mDICHL
TREOLOREZBERL TRAERAHICED
ML SR L, FEMICH L T8 2y
i LTEZRL, BREICERBEETLIOOLL

7z. 2% h, BRBICIZFEREELZEL, T
MREROKELZERLTHRITLL. /2, RRE
HIZ I3 F oMY % E#R L Dragger-Prager %45
NEFRM L. £, BEROEBRERIRNHED
FTAH-10,000 v 70X ML YUTELL.
AR LLRE D FRAT IZ X E I 38 TH 5 Newton-
Raphson &% Fv 7z,

7, REOEMELRIET 5/7:0, WA
PO L HEAREAL VT, EMEARICES
HUBEARSREE » FEM (C X % i #6585 7 o4l
PHERELZ: (B2). EX014232mm D
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B 3 WSO ERY
HERBREOHAEERDT A/ 70 CT FREHE L FREERTROBRSEVTASHERT 2
bl K
HERBRBOERERE (a) TR (b) OFMRE®R FREDIFHBLERT.

BT BOERERITE () LERNE (d) ORMEVTASE. REals (WEH) R0TA
DR EOKEVEBRTHS. DL ) CENBERBRAEVTAOMMEDOKE WHIRIZL -
TERICTFRE .

FEM €7 )V T, CT/FEM I X ZHEfRSRBEME &
FERBRIC L 2B EME L OMBMAEU 0.978
(p<0.0001) :HiBAED o7z, ¥/, BIHICE
AHi0 1 kN ERETIZ, CT/FEM 228/ E
O ATl L HERRIC L 2BDECTAE
fili » OHBIEENZ 0.838 L WM TH o7 (p<
0.0001). EFo 12831 mm DEFNVTIE, CT/
FEM (2 X % Hefh R BEfl & 5 EaABRIC & 2 BT
HAlE OFBIAEUE 0.938 (p<0.0001) & &AHPE
Tdho2H, 3mm O EF NV T AR
0.866 (p<0.0001) & 1mm EFNVBXU2mm
EFNVICHBLTETLTW:. WERRIZXS
BRI, BRIMIRTH o kL, HAED
HEHDVIIPREERL -HeED 2 ¥ 4 7H
Hor. 1mmBLU2mm EFNTIIERE R
BARBRDEDTAOKEEAKE VEBRICE -
THEICFR ST (B 3).

B EFMICHBT 5 CT/FEM 0@ e LT,
FHRECHETIHTFDS L, AEE 3RTH
TBESM, CTTRMRTX2BMELHMTES

EET N5, FEFEHEEREA T KN ERR
I2& 9, QCT/FEM 2SHEMRSREE, BHhcd X T°
BIERE BINCEZ2ITCORNERELRE S
{FHMlTELIEMRENS. FEMETFAMAYE
DREOK X S THNIIEHWHE CHMABITE T
TELHPRFLAER 1mmBET2mm DY
4 X TIBENRNS. BRT1HEEEZATA
AE 2mm CHRET AL, 15~20DA 574 A%
20, BAHREBRIE3ImSYEEL LS. O
T A (2 4 o X BB R O
BREICHYT A0, BRIBHTE2b0LER
Y (-8
FBEFHET VIZ, FHREHFEELORLL
EFNTHDH. BABEREAOTHEERTITOTFH
KHMLTRSHEBOBRETH 5.
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