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B BT AN R TR AR BT R R, B AU R
o, 0TS BRI I e A B BT XU ) B S
AR AR, Bl % A A A 25 B Bk 1 T B A 05 2R IE A
AR . 2018 AP E K TRl 2R DL 2 it I 45 2R R
T 65 % LL B KR Brsi A B R 0 ik 32,090, /" H
B NEETE ok TE RS A3, R
AF PR (lumbar degenerative disease, LDD) J& i I8 HE 25
PR AR S B0 — RIVLENG , UL 0 A T M A B AR g IRAT
P I B DL T [ 95 2 SR A5 BRI 2 11 2 AT I
IR A R i 7 TR T AR oS R IR R A O T
SR, B A AR A £ 2 1 T i A 1 55 F A, b, =50
AL M TR 1 BTSN SR R 48.9% , BHE TR
SEE A 27.09%P, G v 1 BT B AR RS Ok 1R R
4 A Rl 15 A [ 2 RS B T L A A DG O R, A e 75 AR IR
BT RA B R SIS A1 T A A A AL AR AN S AR
JEHE I T ARIT R, PR, B R TR AR X P
SE TR RS ) O M UM R AN B A BT
AR SR I A 11 T 837 5 it A AT B B g A A G I R E kAR
AR T AT R B A X E G CT BT AT IR 2 A
FE AT SRR R, RS HEIR CT (B4 Bhi2 B R B
A0 5 5 B G DR J8 3L, 5 T £ i A AR B O X AR i R
R VT AN PR G AR T b 7 I DR S B b R AR 1A
CTfH.

1 BEENERERMRS

H I R FRHIE R 09 % B (bone mineral densi-
ty, BMD) I it 7 A XA X Ml i (dual energy X-ray
absorptiometry, DXA) | &£ #t CT (quantitative computed to-
mography, QCT) . #} & QCT (peripheral quantitative comput-
ed tomography,pQCT) FliE 2 i 7 (quantitative ultrasound,
QUS)ZEI, H F il 12 77 %A DXA Fil QCT MFf
1.1 DXA

DXA J& WHO 45 1) 3 5t BMDFIZ W7 1 S5 g W F 42
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R r N Pl - (A A (S (Y TR IR ST A
R P, X 50 22 LA B v s 46 )5 Lotk DXA DUTE
HE (L1~L4) RS AT ] — Ak B B AR BMD T {8 8 2% $6 45,
¥ T <-2.5 0B i Wibr e, Hod T 2 A0 )
{E, 1B FH BMD 5 [l F % ) P 51 46 1 75 45 A BMDF- 25
fH CF3# BMD) BAHRT KN, SR A T EH=( 520
BMD—F-#4 BMD)/SD, ot SD Sy [m] i 7] 4 5l {75 4F
ABMD ) b5 i 22 (standard deviation,SD), #&TF DXA | i2
FIBMD T, B 8 #5302 E# (T H =-1.0) , &
A (=2.5<T fH<-1.0) , B BB A (T 6 <-2.5) B ™ 5 & 1 Gi
A (T {H <-2.5 BAFAERE A3,

SR, DXA SR FH A 2 57 1 5 52 B AR, 00k A 2 i AR
BMD (areal BMD,aBMD) , B0 g/cm?, 4 35 #E 14 52 B8 #
JoR R LA B ME A S 4 R S X B S I A R 3B B BT
W 1 1 2 BENO S P o A SR R AR P A A
THT BT B ME ] 8 5 /N ST IR AR | AR AL S AR Y
RS G 2 BMD 0 ERT T (BB e R R, S A T
Bt 1 B SARE SECR SN RS- JF B IR 1T
PR AR ™ T BMD R 1 34 75 B0 T B b 2200, R AR Y
AR DXA B T B A T 12 S R O, M A A T R
Hh, A S0%H 1 DXA K45 AR A5 e el b
B EE I,

RIS BB 0T ) kA B e R R FE R T XU Bl ) A
B A5 7 T AL L B 545 0 o T B T LA 7 1 IO A W)
V724 TG A B e LA i T AR S B BMID ) 2L 5 AR
AR S5 A R
1.2 QCT

QCT Bk 4 42 FI T BMD I 2 #1 B s 43 2 Wi . QCT
BARAE CT FI ER A FERE 1, 75 B0 4l 5 ik 3 4
i A QCT (R ALK e (calibration phantom) ., $X {4 H 3 ¢
L1~L3 A4 b g W0 1 A 4 (— & L1 A1 L2) AR TR
)2 Tl AL B S5 DY B D AR SRR %R X (region of interest,
ROI), LLFAGHER 9 /R FUBMD (volumetric BMD,vBMD),
A7 mg/em® U, 38 [ ST 2% & (American College of
Radiology , ACR) T QCT fif Jij 9 4 md 4 %% BMD fHi <
80mg/em? 12 Wi by 1 it Hi A%, 80~120mg/em? by 1 i ik 2>, >
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120mg/em? S S EH 0 DR A BT BT H A Y B
R R DL QCT 78 PP Ak - BT #A J7 i b DXA 5
U A SR OB 5340, QCT AT L = 4k ROL, 78
b 0T R AR AR 2 R g LAk L vBMD, £ 41k 5O
B RE R BMD {51021,

QCT i AR B g £ 2R 1 T REWE, IR 21 1L
DXA %, X AT 5 QCT A i3 B4 AP AC & ) AR (A
KERI LA AR FH AR NI G, 53 —T7i, 5 DXA A
e, QCT Ml & BMD (¥ 46 25 9 FT BT i, 4 5 ) o B K2,

2 IEREMCT HHH#ME CT ENES BMD & 7%

LR, CT B 28 18 I A 52 182 w05 FH 14 2 95 12 WG
WA THZ — igeil, 55 E 44 f & CT K2 i
5000 75 AW, #F B SR CT W CT F1 4 S ECKH 3
P KB, 8 CT MR RS o6 T A 35 Be iy d 4k, i i
A QCT o & b i, ol DAl 5 Ak 26 CT &% o
U HE AR T 1 CT (BRI B A R

CT (AR ALV L CT KR AR5 50 B 11k
FRBATT , A — AR BB IT N A 0 X2 0 2 D R R
TIZRB AT R, 08 CT i, o =2 [
(Hounsfield unit, HU), — &80 E b5 fE & S FE S F 2500
KB CT {87 OHU, 25 <. —1000HU , M 54K B8 56 # R

) CT AN :CT{H (HU)=1000% (po=Pusser)/Porters FEH Pl

Iy 53930 AR 3R 28 08 KORURE AR AR T X X4 1 3 0l R 8
U L, — FBAE 300~3000HUR 21, [ Jy Al (A% A £ 21
VIRABTE 9 3, B LAARIR Y CT Bt S e T 8 30 7 i
K

Bk PE, HEARR TR CT (A& JEFL S QCT 2
26 Ay = A i CT FR D SRR AR o 2 506, 1
LG FR) AR A B BT 1 75 i — S AT e DR B A B RO, skt
TV B Ja B ST A4 X (1B R 24 L 7 0 A 5 48
FH ) 5 FLALE B9 PACS (picture archiving and communi-
cation system ) #11 H 213 8 ROT P /YF- 35 HU UE, B
A MEM A BTE A CT E (B 1), s Pk i =2

BOL, 23 R R RAY R — 2 M P2 R AR - —
2,0 5% = A2 1 RO A HU i (181 2)24, i i 3 5545
HY A B HE (A - 3 HU B .t T — M AR R 28 BG R CT
(fifi CT JL#B CT MEHME CT 48 ) B9 414 M BB 406 & L1 AR
PR L1 2 e i F A A CT R B,

3 WERES CTEMNEREX
3.1 CT {5 DXA M5 (A9 A etk

R CT I A A S B T AR HU {5 DXA
2 ] S E M ARSE, 0T LU TR BMD R R
B TR o B4 2 W58 3R L1~14 HEf CT H5 DXA
i) BMD {8 Z [FAH G R 40 2 2 0.38~0.77, Y5 DXA (9 T{H
Z IR R HCH 0.37~0.79, UESE T ki % BMD FB i & #Y
Ul D AR CT (B B R A2 2030 e Lee S PONE 2 %) 128
Bl =40 % L VSR B35 EAT B I R B, B AR i 1 B A {
CTHBEZ FFe L1~L4 #K CTES TE (240N
0.673.0.794 .,0.766 .0.713 ,P<0.001) .BMD f& (2 4> %I A
0.657.0.774.,0.737 ,0.673,P<0.001) ¥ W EF LA, H
Lee 55L& B0 L1 CT {BL09 T B 508 >k B B XURS: 1 184
T &, I RLE L CT K2 vl DL e — 2 R B L A VR4
BMD 9 4h 78 J7 3 | 5 By R 06 45 0 R SR B A

R WH A HE e CT AR 12 W7 o0 A8 1) o o, 1 2 TR 9T
FT DXA SRifEHEAG T CT [ER2 B 5L, IR A 1T 1
BRI . B BETTH CT (8 X 408 5B A 5 i Jo ek 2 s 1
W BMD 1Y HH £k T 1 X (areas under the curve, AUC)FE:AS
BIR T 0.8, BEUT & L CT (B 07 25 A2 Wi I3 B A 11 i S 4
N, Hop Pickhardt 2000 B 43 HF T 1867 B1°F 1
59.2 % PH H A SE N IE HEAT I EB CT A A 1Y B, R L1
B9 CT {12 Wir ST B A , T 5 00 3 RURR 52 8 (202 75% )
R E R A8 135HU, H AUC 4 0.83; 4 A4 4 160HU
R X B SO 1) 12 W BUER B  90%, FHE R 110HU H
LW 91.3%.

KA HT CT (65 DXA HHEVERBTT, LB ST
B WE B AA Y CT (L FHE M r LA 42 2% T DXA 1

B 1™ ZEERoRE AR A CT MR Ak L3 e 2 507, A7 s b 2 il (7 B ROT A9 k& K {8 PACS & %8 A 8T8 ROT 1 F
BHUME B2 FEFR =4 fEa CT G s 5 — Mtk A B .C =240, 4002 LA T — 2 MEdkbm)2 |~ & E—
25 T B B 2R = A OGER IX (ROT) WY K 4 I PACS & 48 [ 8hiT 55 ROT 9734 HU 18
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G 7 PEME IR AR 2R R EME DXA 45 SR 2 s Al 1, T
Lk #b FE AT RE I AN HERG . R aX — B2 A Choi 452K
it OG5 58 TP A 0] 45 A 2R A R P R I R I 4 1k
FRIE K 110 181 RIASA 7 AR T AR (9 2835 43 g 3R A48 21 A 3R
AR T oA R AR A A RO 43 BT A DG M 12 R e R A
{8, KHTERIBAH P LI~L4 V2 CT {55 DXA MY
BMD FI T {H A S IEAR CPE, AHOCRE r 435124 0.721 F
0.734(P<0.001) , T 7E R AZ 20 i AHOCHEARH 25, r HAr0ilA
0.426(P<0.0019) 1 0.398(P<0.031) ; LA oA 18 725 20 $i 4 fr fig
W) % ik # T AE FEfiE (veceiver operating characteristic,
ROC) 4R CT B 1E & B4 12 W T2 0y U B R
88.2% , K5 5 i K 85.7% , FL & I oK 4y i AR N 12 Wi i I B A%
I PUA  Zou T T B MR AR B H U HEIR CT H 5
DXA 5 (5 1 #H 56 | o 2 i 5 0 A 3 8 45 # X DXA
S (1) BMD {HL (52 W, AR 1 2 T B0 e ] 48 3R AR e 56y
2% 57T IR AR P A A R 0 AR B D DR AR 5 AR AT M
M LI~L4 hAg &0 3 AR AR MEMR, WK g 5 9 A
FER AR AL, AR A A X B 1Y R AKX R R
PR 2H v B ME CT 5 AR ST Y DXA 45 5 H 56 R 50 >
0.7, WiHEEIRAH P r<0.7, HEARESE T 8RR 2l
DXA 45 S8 k3 i , el AS CT (A 5 HAE G AR 22 . BF
DL 5 (5 FH AT 6 4 B A 1 o R 2 500 | 7 S 4R vk 1l 0y
B I HER T (H=-2.5 BT 1Y CT {4,151 L1~L4 HE
112 B BT g S i SHE 43 %) O 110HU . 100HU \85HU il
8OHU ; I iX —#r 43 HF DXA BB R lsi2 R, K Bl &E
JE IR AR 4 38. 7% AT RN 11.5%, BEWIZ 5 1 RgtE
— AR T T R AR AR A IR I

1 AT LUE B4 I 5T 3RAT M BLE A TR,
XTS5 RO HE ) AR 1A (CT LS BRI s 280
A5 ) B VA B OR R DG R — B T RORR A )

52 2K AJ A T B AR 1 R RS R 12 TR o
3.2 CT{EY5 QCT Il {i Ay e

FEF] QCT M T DXA BTk & , 2 Bk 8 & 1
AR AR B 3 Pt ] UER S CT -5 QCT 45449 BMD fi
Z AN AR G, 3 T A5 0 T A A R TR A 12 T
Gerety Z5PF 58 T 30 f 55~71 SR EIEHR , L L1 1Y
CT {5 QCT 9 BMD fH Z [8] 47 fR 4 9 A SC ¥ (r=0.83) .
Kim A0SR GF 55 T 180 1 B A A7 MEMEF R B %, &
L L1~L3 f°F3 CT {65 QCT &) BMD fH % 3 : 1IEAH ¢
(r=0.868 ,P<0.001) , 1 5 A H DXA ) BMD {84 &4 r 1L
4 0.489 (P<0.001) ; Al i, 2% QCT 45 5 & 57 1912 Wi i
BLAA FEE R 146HU, B FRE 5 B 43030 O 94.3% Fil
87.5%,AUC 23 0.960; Tiifdi Fl DXA #f 5 ity 58 7 95HU,
U TR S RAG, 4 B 82.5% 1 66.4% , AUC X
70.781, HF QCT Al DXA (912 Wi 45 J A Sk s A7 A2 e K
Z5 P BI2ET QCT Al DXA A £5 2 /Y B 55 48 12 Wi
CTHFHE B S,
3.3 CTES5EH AR IR 1A et

i T AE B TG A JB A AEAE BMD AR, I VR A
P2 L AN R ARG S ) R B BORE A R R S AR
BRETAS ShH Z A h AE MEAME AL A P [ RS I R RER, P&
W57 PNy (3 M A CT (ECBR IR, A A I 1 52 P A
I e A ARG kg BRI o LI A AR A IR CT RS A
At MEAS CT A, LAE K o JEA T B 00 A 1) S 36 7 R T3
7 LA P ] 2 il T RS A OGO R
331 HESMIZETHASH  Bredow Wi 1 %} 365 vk A7
TN ME AN B M RS TR R R TR R, A 45 6
(12.3%) B4 & TIRET#A 8, CT #9188 116.3HU, W]
WALTRM BB E R 132.7HU, Zou %P & BLLE 503 41
AT IEEAE = AR IR ET 1 TR M5 h 151 $91(30.09%) R

F1 BFUHARSEHERERERERBRITM

1E#H FeAG:  ABE MBI () CTZE WA FYEHU) #URE (%) FBFRE(%)  AUC
W5 CT 135 75.5 75.4
Pickhard% 1867 %I SI/THI92 gl G LI 160 90.0 523 0.830
6%3H 5 ) 110 52.1 913
Buckens#1' 302 f% 675w/ Ty st MRS LI 99 62 79 0.740
116 59.7 60.8
Alacreus™ 326 TUHEF  81%/TH9 624  MEIBHE CT L1 160 914 27.0 0.664
73 237 90.1
i 100  HH 839%/°-14 67 R CT LISV 136 90.3 723 0.860
119 722 65.9
Cansu %P 111 +HH  73%/TF¥ 576 Ji5 B3 CT L3 170 88.9 253 —
102 66.7 89.1
Choi %511 80 i 66%/ V-1 51.4 EHECT  L1-14 71 — 88.2 85.7 —
L1 110 583 90.2 0.860
Jo o : _ . 12 100 582 85.6 0.855
ZouZsm 1522 hE 57%/FH 58.5 A CT 12 0 282 s 0833
14 80 333 88.5 0.811

TEAUC, M 28T 1 AR (D A AR R AR it () 36 JI A A
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Ja R T IRETAAN SN WA B AL 03 CT AR AR B4 (43
#°8 106.3HU 1 132.6HU) , H AR BT # I A9 HE R CT fE 2 A
S VA A A B 1 A ST FE I PR 2R
332 HABTBEYr Meredith 5T T 20 6 A F: @l
ARG KB BB YR SRR 0 S
BRI il A 7K ST T VG T A 15 4T 9 e R AL AR i CT A/ AH
e, e IR AT AL R A B T I HE R CT 38948 145.6HU,
W A X R4 199.4HU , I H, i 1 41 v 4 358 B i i i
Mi B CT #9891 B AKX B 41, 4 514 139.9HU Al
170.1HU,
333 WA RALAL Mi SEOE T I A B SY EAE 18
BT BT B LA-LS 20 A 1] LA AR (1] il £ AR 556 4 200 0 A 5
MR ET [E 52 (TLIF-UPF) T AR 0 825 b RHi CT fH 5 cage
B R, KA cage B AL H 19T CT {H W B AL+ XF
M4, 2351 112.4HU #1 140.2HU .,
334 MEAREEA Schreiber SN[l P HF5E T 28 47
FEEME il R 1 BB MR CT S A 56 & 0k 52 4~F
RATELR A 27% W7 BEAR GG, sl A B CT
fH % 203.3HU, .2 & T R RS 1 B 19 139.8HU; LE 4R
AT Rl Y BEAYHELR 1 BMD, & BLAL A 4100 CT 3408 o e o
BlVA 4w, 430 133.7HU #1 107.3HU, %0 55 U6 400 gl
BT BEHEUR CT (E ML, % A R AS B 1 JRUIG: ik v
SISk L A8 A TEEAE Rl A N 1 R EAIR Y CT (E
SR G BRET A B ARS8 B AT Rl G a B8 L R B A il
BEIERIEA K, BB R IE 12%~30% , ™ H 500 F R
JPARRN SR D AEVR A H L E 24k [nl 554 40F 5, 00F 9 4 1
BT A IR, 75 2 E— 2 HEAT G MR 5T W EE R T CT i
SR G IR KA B R S S AR T K IR YT RN R R R O R
i AL T A 1 A 18

4 FIMHEME CTENEMHEXEE

HEAAS CTT B B4 0 2t 45 S5 0B JoT B A% 12 T SR 1) A 7
WRES CTHLHER S50, M 2s | i,
ROI (£ 2 WiME I i e B 56, B CT Pk CT
WS 1 Sy — g A PEAL BMD B9 53, 5 245 1 AH 56 52 )
R 0S5z ) Z AR s W B, DA

CT ML 2 80 32 B AL H5 %5 1 1K (tube voltage ) Al
HLf (tube current) . 2445 L E AR B 2 A9 CT (A ,
BiE 5 F R A REAIG , CT (0K B 0 384 o) B DA% CT
B2 S EOS FE#L G — 12 W AE R UL T 2
XTI ME R AR R AR, MEHEEH CT & e — il
120k Vp, Jir LUFI AR CT I & CT (8 5 A B 1 ml ek,
AT A LU XS CT LIk Y 52 0 — B /)N

B — 0 5 PR [0 S 2 22 A HU (0 o A5 AR 4
A — S A |, 4058 P 4L N A 5% £ 3L (intraclass
correlation coefficients, ICC)3EAR K F 0.90(% 2) .

T HB 43 B 5N A # K S 3 5 R T e s CT (H .
Pickhardt Z5%% $LHE 3% CT /9 HU {E H A B 58 CT F 31

Y 1IHU, {H P35 2 W R 0T B A Y 5 R AR LY (AUC
43504 0.81 F1 0.83), HEMAPE LA A 24 JC B 5 1 52 )
Pompe % M % B 525 BT WO T HER M (A
I8HU) , X nl fig & F OB R B B2 . Jang 2591 % B
Jok 4 5 1 5% R X 35 5 LT (50~54 % 60~64 % AR I 4L
B CT (HA W 520, 10 26 HA A I L5 ma /N BLA
JE PR IR AN B A

A iF RO A A [R]85 16 CT R0 2 235 2 1) 5% i
T IE— LTS, Lee Z09% B L1 HEUR A 2502 CT i
W KT 4R A7, 1 22 78 3.6HU (P<0.01) , 3% 1] fE 5346
43 BB HEUR S BMD {8 18 5 3k A R AT 56 B i3
I ] — A A A [0 CT A A A Xt /N TEAS T B8 3 R A7 A
A5 [ B, Zou SR B ST MEMR R A, CT (H BB 8 5+
ARAE, 43 34 202HU Al 185HU , Cansu ZE570 % B 1.3 HE
WAL (133.7HU) FIAARAL (131.9HU)CT {8 2 8] G i 2% 7k
R (P>0.05), ROL /I3 51k 50,100 A1 200mm? fif
CT {8 — 5 R4, 1CC>0.990%,

KT LW R B AN Y HEAOK e B, H RGBT ITIA
K L1~LA AT —HEVR K19 58 405 FH 15 Jo0 A 1) PEA |, AH 5C
PE RS Wi R 48 TG 8 2 Rl L1 — R — R
A A RAER TR ELREE A CT Hh 6
L1, RE K i 2 B2 w8 i JoR 5L s 1) 07 3 R0, T DAL 2 T 56 2
W 1 0 B 5 0 L1 AR S AR R AR AR B L1 ~14 1
SERME TR R R R BOMER Y CT (B 35 T
225 L1 HEVRAY B BRBR A CT {512ty S8 A 06 v] LA B3 1
FHEN ALY B HEOR TR 2 ST, IR ST HER CT {8 & 3%
1o T IS

5 MK CTENIGKEBMNE

il F CT & HE PR CT kA8 % BMD 2 Wi 5 i
WAEREZ N (1)5 QCT KA ML , MEHE CT 2 WEAE gl &
PN BT S A R R R R R A 2 — |, r LLEAT HU U4 AN
W ARSI B R R IR) R R B N A SR BE L EL CT
(LT 2 45 A B L | B ) o R 2 R e K, (2) T i
JEER  HER CT (B0 4 /Y 2 A8 BT BMD, I 17 0% i iR
ARGERY B AR S R RN, e ™ R AR R b el AR L
DXA S HEM I BMD {H., (3) A HEAE 37 10 8% DXA 4551
KREZFRIMAF WD EEEH, T DXA RAEKA B 5
POTEAE, T B0 CT 0 A B s s 4, 8 B 2k

x2 E-UREZEMLAERNEZEZBHE CT EN

EN—HHE
fE# W A ICC D4k 7] 1CC
Schreiber% 2 0.964 0.975
anpe*’i‘?”” — 0.70~0.91
HendricksonZ# 0.98 0.98
Kim %518 — 0.961
Gerety %1 0.99 0.97
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A7 T 42 PR L A R T 06 P T 4 A AE DS L6 R B
TRYT R A F DXA HUBf A 2 S A RER B, %ML CT 7f
DL KR SR B b A TR (0 05 2 T A DR AA) 306 17 0k A7 1635
Pl CT Ao A5 iy (8 25 24 AT AT HEMR CT (B A9 4

6 /NG

g 1, e MR AR B R T DXA JEER X Ar
R AEZE R ORI B E B, AF T BMD B 38 o AR 5 6 A U
2 e’alrﬂ@o T R A G A CT 00 A A T 15 CT (]
DLSRE T AR A8 S5 4, B0 v b Sz e S8 3 0 EL S KO
HAE R CT {5 BMD K B o BE =22 i) 77 76 WA 05 A oG4
R, e T ™ o A AR A2 Y R 2 b A AT LK DXA 1Rl
VAL BMD 55— 2, fH 2R i M A B 2 46 A 2% PR
FAEEAR AT AR, N DXA 2 W E B S RS 7T
B o BEISE R SR B AR ] DA CT i — 25 46 I M A S 75
TEAE B B s, IF e B IR )T T R U TR E ARG
WA KA, i JLAEHESR CT fE3EAG BMD 1077 3 8 Wi &
R R RN 5E 3 (R0 A 14 22 W PR ) e 5 BF 9
fift e, HAZ W (AL 5 L3 — 25 B0, TR A, HiEfA CT {H 12
BT AL P A VRS IR, L BR R T MEDR CT  RAG
BMD ik — 254, 75 B KR A i B adk — 2B 43 i Fn
",
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