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unAnda

TsAnszgnwgu (osteoporosis) iulsafiAaiiiasaniiananszgniias (bone mass density) uazlassasszaanszgnilasuuiias il
Anuidsdenszgniin uazdwariiiaanuiinsuandetio lasmmenssgnazlnnwdonssgndundnin msasadansasazaanso
Tilumsuszivuazduwnmslumsinun e wiasdislumsasadansasiinanesiia Tnsudazsiiadnsiymludasaals (sensitivity)
wazanuminzanlumsldiilavssiiiumsnmnaddeiliiyalssasdileAnmanuuiusuasiisuiisuszviuad osil ol ldiiu
m‘%"mmmmansz@nLmz‘[ammﬁmﬁnsz@nﬁ’nﬁn 10 T (ten years probability of osteoporotic fractures) Lmzﬂszqnﬁnwﬂ%’m‘%’mﬁana’n
Taeldasadansasiniumsnnaniudidauunnau-numius w.a. 2551 i 425 ne Tesldedasenananszgnlagldzitianaisd
USedadia (axial Bone densitometer - aBD) Ll,aﬂﬁ'l,ﬂ%:mﬁaﬁﬂ 3 #fiaAa OSTA (osteoporosis self assessment tools for asians) KKOS
(Khon Kaen osteoporosis study sore) uaz{]a{i’mi‘iﬂwm‘éﬁn (clinical risk factors - CRFs) Lﬁaﬂimﬁumazmaniz@nLLazTanwmﬁlm
ganszgniindn 10 T wudh (Hwene 127 11 (29.88%) uaznds 298 518 (70.12%) mqm?;ﬂﬁv'wuﬂ 52.62+8.95 U (d1e0e 25-78 V)
fhnifninde 61.61+10.23 nn. mmgua"éﬂ 159.36+7.88 %al. 378 (bone mass index - BMI) 1dt 24.22+3.54 OSTA 1.80+2.66
KKOS 4.05+4.83 31an3sqn -0.96+1.22 tladedeamanaiin 0.63£0.86 %fia Relative risk of clinical risk factors 1.22+1.72 Ten years
probability of osteoporotic fractures 10.91+9.23 [218 7.91+6.38 (3.30-44.50) ¥N12.18+9.99 (5.80-63.50)] \A%psila OSTA KKOS
CRFs %58 aBD avlianuln 21.43% 78.57% 50.00% WAz 85.71% MUMGU LAZANNTIWY (specificity) 99.27% 86.13% 91.73% uay
58.15% MNMGU Lﬁmﬂ‘%ﬂuLﬁamﬂ%:mﬁaﬁgﬁ'wﬁﬂwuiw AUC of ROC (area under curve of receiver operating characteristic) 284 OSTA
KKOS aBD oz CRFs iU 0.90-£0.04 0.88£0.05 0.77-£0.08 Wwaw 0.87+0.07 mMuddy Fuadacila 0STA auiluadasiidlumadansas
wdazfianuliduazanudumzge daiu mslfiedasiiaiiiesiodmanihlilddanhd anudimegs Ssmsldeiosiie
winegiiasusuiainanslhussdulssansuaamsaadula (Multiple Coefficient of Determine - 2) lumsnsia nsdiflifdas DXA
(dual energy X-ray absorbtiometry) %38 aBD Ranansoldiadeciie OSTA KKOS uaz CRFs (r2 = 71.5%) taUszfivuazlimssnm
wennalsanssgnunavidelsanszgnnguldidudiondu violdiaiasiioaaniinfio OSTA wax CRFs (2 = 71.49%) Feazliualdlndidsadiu
nstiitlfiadasile 3 ufinfia OSTA CRFs waz aBD (+° = 71.9%) fAazihliiidudszanduasmsiadulaisduuazlishannnsldiadaiie
4 #iip@Aa OSTA KKOS aBD udg CRFs (1° = 72.0%)

MaAy: MInTRNaNTzan; lemadafinszaniin, Uadudeaneadiin; wissenvnanszanlasldfdienyisduinudaiia

Abstract

Osteoporosis, characterized by low bone mass density (BMD) and changed in micro-architecture, increases with
fracture risk and is more morbidity and mortality especially fracture of hip or vertebra. Screening tools which
have many techniques and have questionable for sensitivity and advantage for evaluation and treatment guideline esp.
QUS (quantitative ultrasound), axial Bone Densitometer (aBD), are valuable to prevent and treat osteoporosis.
The purposes of this study were to evaluate and correlate the 4 tools for assessment of ten years probability
of osteoporotic fractures and to provide screening tool(s) and guideline for assessment of osteporosis. The 4 tools
were OSTA (osteoporosis self-assessment tools for asians) KKOS (Khon Kaen osteoporosis study sore) axial
Bone Densitometer (aBD) and CRFs (clinical risk factors). Four hundred and twenty-five people were recruited
from patients of Naresuan University Hospital, Faculty of Medicine, Naresuan University, Thailand since
January-February 2008, and were measured by aBD and calculated by OSTA KKOS and CRFs methods. The results were
127 men (29.88%) and 298 women (78.12%), average age 52.62+8.95 years, average weight 61.61+£10.23 kg., average
height 159.36+7.88 cm., BMI 24.22+3.54, OSTA 1.80+2.66, KKOS 4.05+4.83, aBD -0.96+1.22, CRFs 0.63+0.86,
Relative risk of clinical risk factors 1.22+1.72, Ten years probability of osteoporotic fractures 10.91+9.23 [Men 7.91+6.38
(3.30 to 44.50) Women 12.18+9.99 (5.80 to 63.50)]. The sensitivity of OSTA, KKOS, aBD and CRFs were 21.43%, 78.57%,
50.00% and 85.71% respectively. The specificity of those tools were 99.27%, 86.13%, 91.73%, and 58.16% respectively.
AUC (area under curve) of ROC (receiver operating characteristic) for 4 tools were 0.90+0.04, 0.88+0.05, 0.77+0.08 and
0.87+0.07 respectively. The OSTA was the best to screening tool for osteoporosis because of high
AUC of ROC. However, OSTA had low sensitivity and high specificity, Combination of tools esp. OSTA and CRFs
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or OSTA and KKOS were increasing sensitivity, multiple coefficient of determination (r2). If DXA (Dual energy x-ray
absorptiometry) or aBD was not available, Combination of OSTA KKOS and CRFs were more multiple coefficient
of determination (1 = 71.5%) to evaluate high risk of osteoporosis. Also, OSTA and CRFs were effectiveness as those
tools (r2 = 71.4%). If usage of 3 or 4 tools (OSTA CRFs and aBD or OSTA KKOS aBD and CRFs) was measured,
multiple coefficient of determination were 71.9%, 72.0% respectively, which were not difference.

Keywords: Bone mass density; Ten year probability of osteoporotic fractures; Clinical risk factors; Axial bone densitometer
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TsAnszgnwgu (osteoporosis) {hilsafiifaLiiosnndiana
nszgniias warlassadmasnssgnivdeuntas il
mwﬁ'méaniz@nﬁn (Alvah et al., 2006) alsaisinwy
ludfgeargluwandannninwane mliluggeegasiinny
@eadamsiianszgniinldinn Tastamznszgnuinadoiia
nsrgndunds uaznszgnazinn Feasinluiiuviedeade
enuAiMswasMsEeiinanniu (Alvah et al., 2006) Fatfu
dannsavssiiulomaiianiiulsanszganguldfazannse
Ypanuuassnmn lenurieh (Alvah et al., 2006)

29AamMsawsialan (World Health Organization - WHO)
IdUszivanudaanszgniinnnlsanszgnuguin mssnm
nszgnrinmnlsanszgnnguasdssaunadiinisenhmsilaeiy
(National Institutes of Heath, USA., 2000; Tao et al., 2008)
oty Seflenunfuiasdessafiuniadugidenudeags
Aouilaniiomsgadenanszgnudoiiansegniin (Fujiwara
et al.,, 2008; National Institutes of Heath, USA., 2000;
Tao et al., 2008)

M370uIanse@n (bone mass density - BMD) ﬁni:@n
vinaie g TeslfieiesiiaamanszgnlasglsSsdionaisd
(dual energy X-ray absorbtiometry - DXA) L“ﬂummgﬁ‘iﬂumi
Fadehithedulsanszgnwgu (osteoporosis) Tsanszgnun
(osteopenia) W%E)N’Jaﬂiz@ﬂﬂﬂa (normal) (Kanis et al., 2008;
National Institutes of Heath, USA., 2000; Tao et al., 2008)
Tosauinanuidedanszgniinitiuaesnies 1 midssnasgu
ﬁamaq (standard deviation) (Kanis et al., 2008) lunsdi
yoslsnnszgnugumsasaiananssgnasiiuiamsifiade
wanuendsTamaidssdanszgniin

U a.6. 2002 Uszind ansgalnsmleeasdms USPSTF
(U.S. preventive services task force) leg]'LLuxﬂﬂﬁ'@'Wiﬂﬂnﬂﬂu
flangeiaud 65 Tull msldsumsasdansaslsanszgawgu
G’fmLﬂ‘%laﬁmmaniz@niﬂﬂﬁ%’qﬁl,anmiﬁ (Alvah et al., 2006;
U.S. Preventive Service Task Force., 2002) Uara9AnI5 NOF
(national osteoporosis foundation) 19’1’ﬂiztﬁu’h@'mﬁuﬁm
12 WosiFudivhiu ildsumsanadansesdenionsnamna
ﬂiz@ﬂiﬂﬂiﬁ%\iataﬂmiﬁ (National osteoporosis foundation, 2002)

flgfumsasiadisnansigndisiaisinsininanssgn
Tagld5adonasdasiinldhegs wdoudsdomsldiuid
wnasd uazlildillFlunnlamenng dafu Saldimaiann
\3asiiaen  dmiudansaaviasudiuanslsanssgnngu

LLazTamal,ﬁ'ﬂwiani:@nﬁ'nﬁqu 1) OSTA (osteoporosis self
assessment tools for asians) (Koh et al., 2001) lagmsdmulo
Gages 0.2 x hwiindududlaniuaudemeihull) tem
Hasaides nicﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁmémgq (Wpani1 -4) fazdeaca
fufunadeiassnnananszgnlagldiidionsisd 2) KKOS
(Khon Kaen osteoporosis study sore) (Pongchaiyakul et al., 2004;
Pongchaiyakul et al., 2007) azflumsminamazuuuain
ﬁmﬁnuazmq dmnhezuuuipenhivhiv -1 fazaiea
fusiudhaaias DXA wWwdeiudie daufiazlinmsSnum
MUKAYBY BMD 3) Lﬂ‘%lmmmmaniz@nﬁamwmﬁ (bone
mass density quantitative ultrasound - BMD-QUS) Toamsnsa
wanszgniiuiniiagie dafia daui wazheniildn
ManNe BMD 4) Lﬂ‘%lmmmmaniz@nimﬂﬁqﬁLanmiﬁ
U3Inedaiin 981N (axial Bone Densitometer - aBD) (McCauley
et al., 2006) uay 5) thdedsamendinfiduuslomado
Giaﬂi:@ﬂﬁﬂ (Clinical Risk Factors - CRFs) (Kanis et al., 2001;
Kanis et al., 2002; Kanis et al., 2005) Lﬂ,aﬁwmmmmmtém
Fuwug (relative risk) Mnildedeudazsin
e‘hﬁumimmmanis@né’mm‘%mmmmaniz@nﬁamw
el fudnTuilsilmanzanlumsionanszgn thanlsdiu
ANNUTIUNINYBINTZQN (bone strength) HIANTZGN UATATIN
#angunIauLaRINTERn (bone elasticity or fragility)
(Hans et al., 1995; Tao et al., 2008) Ua¥NIINTIINIDNILYN
feeesamananszgnaannzndiinmgn lidssdemsldsu
$ydiondisd uenNIUAEILUIENS 7 151 BUA (broadband of
ultrasound attenuation) SOS (speed of sound) SI (stiffness
index) THialdnnip3asdhduiusiumudEsdamsianszgniin
(Tao et al., 2008) weathalsimu wui anuly (sensitivity)
°zJENmiGmﬁlﬁmniawa\ﬂiﬂni:@nwiué’mm‘%mmﬂamaniz@n
FeaIasanizndazimdauing e lilaiduiiiew
1% 0ued a9iolunsnsrananses (Kanis et al., 2008)
wannntumamsanananszgnilunddalaldduduiy
arliianszgniindnde ety mslatladedaamanaiinena g
%ﬁmtﬂ’%uiﬁ'ﬂﬁmJawamimmmaniz@nlﬁﬁmmhLﬁ'uﬁu
w3ssnTinanszgnladlisidanssduinasaiie fauh
asidadluniedasiinanliunsnn sansedaudhaldazain
Aehiitadeludasdasduiatusedensd winasiivsina
@iawfhw‘i'w (McCauley et al., 2006; Thorpe et al., 2006)
2518974 (Prado et al., 2002) WU mﬁ'@maniz@nﬁu’%nm
fafiauazdanhnazuaasfannanszgniiinnnuinansegn
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dundauaznazgnazinnlagldinios Dxa 1d

mslatlasaideade q Wy 81e Lwe (Fujiwara et al., 2008)
Usrinszgniin Ussidnsauniiiidinszgnazinniin mslden
Alfiesand guyva auiAasanLaanasad Tsaganaasd mslden
Ysugastuume fivssialsanszgnwunanszgnunluasauaiy
Sulumsvsaiulamadeadanssgninazdrsiiuanuly
UAEANAANZIBINITIINIAN 32N IdANNTU (Fujiwara et al.,
2008; Kanis et al., 2008) %ﬂniz@nﬁ'ﬂu’%nmﬂ'aaﬂwn (Alvah
etal., 2006) Lmzniz@nﬁ'ﬂu’%nm‘é’u 7 WM HENUMSANE
vnnsnunuh Tadedesing wu oy anugs Useia
nszgnvinlunsaunsh wameeh guuva augn viafis:ia
nszgniin aslifianuduiusiuanuidedanssgniinfion
(Kanis et al., 2008) W& lUUNMIANEINUI mq“?‘l,ﬁ'u%u
Waz3NaME (bone mass index — BMI) hanadiluilaseides
fiddyeduiusiuana nasgnanuasiinTemaidssdanszgniin
(Tao et al., 2008)

dwsumsldlemaideniinszgniingn 10 T nnlsanssgnigu
(ten years probability of osteoporotic fractures) (Kanis et al.,
2001; Kanis et al., 2002) Aanansoldtdlumsuszliunandiin
wazanansaldifuwuamalumsilesiuuazSnmlsanszgnngy
dauﬁazﬂnsz@nﬁnlé’ (Alvah et al., 2006)

Tuddeil Geajsmnaiiaiiouiisuied asiiad g
ldlumsanananszgniulemaideeiinszgniindn 10 1
il asmnlutlagtumsldiad asiiadanarlud feuanndu
wddslafimsAnniFsuiisuhmsenadeeiasdanaiag
ansoldvevanislamademdanszgniinlauiola daiiy
f«gmﬂizmﬁwmwu"‘;ﬁ'ﬂi’lﬁa 1) Ussfivlssansnmananieaiio
#1949 lumsaswIansgn 1 OSTA KKOS LA394a599
W9NTEQn8anTTNd uariladaidsemanain 2) dnwm
anuduiusszhaeiasiiodinaniulamaidasiinszgniin
5n 10 1 3) wwuawnmalumslgindesilaniinea q 4) Anwn
faanuddguazanuiiiululfiniasasinnanszgnlas
155 adenmsduinadaiialumsnail alsuiiunglse
NIEYNUNUBENTENNTY

[

4 oy
']ﬁ@izﬂﬂ'iml,l,ﬂ%ﬁ’]ﬁﬂTi

Aansaugfiinsasnanszgn Gadtaluil

#ata#lumsnsa (inclusion criteria) 6ail

1. fnev3omd

2. fuiivisnaunsavualssiidiound

3. fnevizermdeiiiulannszgnuna (osteopenia) n3alsn
N32QNWIU (osteoporosis)
HoantiulumsasIa (exclusion criteria) eail

1. fitiivieinsiinszgnitioiionn

2. ffilld5uenTannssgninavianszgnugu

3. gndilsaUsshinhlinanssgniiamieanas wu lsacax
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wnlnseaeiuie

Jarnugamhafuudues hewissiannugs sz
iminmhedhilanduderiasdnimin wasdnamuams
NgAT BMI = weight (kg.)/height”(em.) T pj'“?‘tﬁ'ﬁ'umimm
WANTEQN ARULLUFBUMN Fulsznaudiedmmu 2 dau
fAatoyailu wuay e fieg 1Wudu wasdoyaifeniu
Hadedeamenaiin 7 99 (Kanis et al., 2001; Kanis et al.,
2002; Kanis et al., 2005) Gail

1. efinszgniinaindaundalal amgiinazgniin waelden
adesesavse i gliauazUSanaween

2. guyiavdalal dgulissyUinadiguda udugvdalai
donlissyniiouasUSnaiaudotu

3. Wunatnedulsagunnesd (theumatoid arthritis - RA)
wiola duths Bmssnm uazaauiiinmwenng

4. TenSugashiumaniali dldssuriiouaz3anm

5. fibmviemnsmiinazgnastnniinudala awmaiinszgniin
UaEMIINE

6. fanadhulsanszgnunavsenszanwuviali diidulas
Tuaseundh wesdsmsintuasamuisnunmening

Tt fumsanananszgn anawanszgndsiaia
A399579n3:@N PIXI bone densitometer Mu3nadaiiainsla
thawils uazutlaemsnnananszgn (Fmunariuasasdns
awnsielan) dail

1. @ T-score NINNNWIBINAU -1.0 UaNT MIaNTEONUNG
(normal)

2. # T-score 3NANT -2.5 UANBENT ~1.0 UANT 31d
N3QNUN (osteopenia)

3. @) T-score UAENTINIDLINNY -2.5 LAAITI WID
N32QNWIU (osteoporosis)

WisuuasdnaaNuEswauaIaciia OSTA dnamn
0.2 x (ﬁmﬁ'né‘f’sLﬂuﬁiﬂn%’mué”mmqlﬂuﬂ) waz KKOS

v
=

AW ten years probability of osteoporotic fractures ANl
MUIUN relative risk of clinical risk factors (Kanis et al.,
2005) MnilseiEsemendiinudaraiansInay wazihen
relative risk U@ A ten years probability of osteoporotic
fractures

indayaTavuandnauasURsuTBUNIEaa wu anal
(sensitivity) @NNNLWIE (specificity) PPV (positive predictive
value) NPV (negative predictive value relative risk (RR) odd
ratio (OR) ROC curve (receiver operating characteristics curves)
AUC (area under curve) of ROC WasMunNamANNENnus
yasshulsdassuasdudsmy Tagldlusunsn SPSS nadiu
11.5 lumsinnzinnuannee@any (multiple regression
analysis) ﬁuﬂizaﬂéuﬁ\mﬁﬁﬂauh [multiple coefficient of
determination (r2)] MIIANEHANNUWUIUIY (analysis of
variance - ANOVA) Chi-square test oz Creamer V
coefficient (V)
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f{imu@'ﬁtﬁ'ﬁumimmmaniz@nluiiqwmmawﬁwmé’s
wamns fandadivelon daudidaunnnan-qumiug w.a.
2551 (miwﬁ 1) ﬁﬁy'wm 425 g Whime 127 e (29.88
wWadidud) uas vtk 298 e (70.12 Wasidud) mqmﬁ'ﬂﬁwm
52.62+8.95 T (a1 25-78 T) neadeaarne 53.40+8.95
T (10 27-76 U) orgdsuavdi 52.28+8.84 T (Fhany
25-78 V) ihwinmas 61.61£10.23 nn. (e 67.85+8.41
AN, M9 58.95+9.86 nn.) mmguaﬁ'ﬂ 159.36+7.88 2.
(118 159.36+7.88 o). Vit 156.13+7.88 %3.) mammaﬁ'ﬂ
24.22+3.54 [28 24.31+2.55 (16.84-30.48) WelN 24.18+3.89
(16.65-45.18)] OSTA 1.80+2.66 [118 2.89+2.72
(-7.40-10.80) 9 1.33+2.50 (-5.60-7.80)] KKOS
4.05+4.83 [18 6.40+4.67 (-13.50-17.50) VIElN 3.05:+4.55
(-9.00-17.00)] ¥@anszQn -0.96+1.22 [%8 -0.88+1.19
(-3.5-2.50) Milla -0.99+1.23 (-5.20-2.70)] thdeidsams
AN 0.63+0.86 %ilM (218 0.75+0.95 (0-4) ¥AN 0.58+0.81
(0-4)] relative risk of clinical risk factors 1.22+1.72 [#18
1.42+1.83 (0-8.27) N 1.13+1.67 (0-8.24)] ten years
probability of osteoporotic factures 10.91+9.23 [#18 7.91+6.38
(3.30-44.50) vif912.18+9.99 (5.80-63.50)] uanmnﬁ?u
ganuhanlugiuou 89.88 wasidiud (382 ) fgiann
agludaninfivailan

WUl 1anssq niannad aadl anTInanszgnlay
Fadenusdusnadeiia dulng 52.71 Wasdud (224 91e)
flananszgnund 37.65 Wasidud (160 918) finszgnuiauas
9.65 Wasldud (41 9e) finszgnwgu uaz 1.65 Wasidud
(7T 425 e ﬁniz@nwiuuazmamm‘iw 5.41 WadiBud (23
Tu 425 919) finszgnwuuaznameUnd uas 2.59 Wasiud
(11 Tu 425 518) ﬁniz@nwiuuazmamﬂgq (miwﬁ 2)

dianBsuidisuhuuiafadsmanainiuinanssgn
nasnnanansgnlaalisidenasduinadaiio (mna
il 3) wudh Snuiinanszgnwgu 9.65 WasiFud (41 Tu
425 318) N3EQNUN 37.65 Wasidud (160 Tu 425 918) uaz
52.71 wWasiFud (224 lu 425 118) nuihdedennnh
wnpu 1 giiededy 43.29 wWadidud (184 Tu 425 918) uaz
gifitadadsannniuiiy 1 sliefifinanssgnwgunie
1Ay 45.77 WadiBud (92 Tu 201 518) (5197 4)

MR 4 wuh WanszgInuLazUNuashnuilale
@eaannnd 1 sgniisnu 92 918 (50 wWesidud) uazana
nssgnunduasiiinnuihdedsnnnnt 1 athefisnnu 92 118
whiu (50 WadiBud) wazan ANOVA wuh nednu
fadeades uazananszgnilanuduwusesaiiiameadad
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confidence interval 95% (YU 0.028

MMt 5 wud snanszganguiiiuin 41 nelu
425 18 (9.65 Wasidud) ananszgnuniidnu 160 Nelu
425 18 (37.65 Wasldud) uszananszgnind 224 Melu
425 918 (52.71 Wosifud) uazdlahdnnuiladadenuen
aswuh ananszgnwguiiithdsdsannnh 1 aghefidnnu
17 98 wanszgaundidadadesannnh 1 agadidnou
75 918 uas nanszgnundndihdedsannni 1 adeidnnu
92 71y (93n 184 3y) uazwuh elFiladeidemandiin
Swfumsasa aBD ougiithdsdsamanatinannnh 1 agha
UAZNIANTEYNWIU MIANTEPNUN WazananszgnUndsiinny
ana 58.82 53.29 uaz 58.93 Wasldudmuieu

M3l 6 anahwatedssila OSTA KKOS aBD wa CRFs
WU 21.43% 78.57% 50.00% WAz 85.71% MUTIAU
anwlhias PPV 28913895 OSTA ua aBD azen udaxdl
ANUILINzILe: NPV g4 dhue KKOS asfianuhthunantigs
uddien PPV ¢h womadesiio CREs axfiamnulige wdanw
Sumzihiige wondalfugadanniladamendiinannni
1 aehs (uthdamenddininnnhuianhiu 2 ag fasvili
Anu RN (AN 58.15% 1T 87.5996) ¢ RR
wax OR vy 6.91 uaz 42.35 muddy dwmsud oSTA
diauiugadann <4 iy <1 Ragihlimanulaiia wid
ANUINUINZANIULULGINUA RR Waz OR Yhuaadennu
M3USuMINAAEDIAT aBD

Pnesedl 7 uar 8 wudh Soudithiedsigennms
1#10389ii0 OSTA KKOS aBD waz CRFs iU 6 68 41 wax
184 muddu uazillomsidendanszgnitnan 10 Tniy 32.73
20.66 19.08 waz 16.52 anuaeu TasilaTadeiadaaiio OSTA
waz KKOS Fiifanuidsgefiaziilomaidesdanszgniings
wuiu widriadeindosiie aBD wax CRFs fifimanuidegs
uaziilamaidsadanszgniineh lurhus e relative risk
waua‘%’mﬁaﬁxﬂmuwﬁm (OSTA KKOS waz aBD (2.32 2.08
1.52 MNEIGU) udz CREs i relative risk §Ng0AD 2.88

NngUit 1 wazenseit 9 wuh nswas ROC axfhuinnuas
wiasilan 4 #fia waavh wasilandsiiofienuduiusiu
Tomaidesiinszgniindn 10 Tldgs waze AUC 289 ROC 289
t303ila OSTA KKOS aBD uaz CRFs Wiy 0.90 0.88 0.77
uaz 0.87 MudGU lag OSTA asdid AUC gega dau aBD
asiidhonge udaah in3asiiofivendianuduiuswiolama
eniinszgniindn 10 TldaEmmuddudsil 0STA KKOS
CRFs uaz aBD wazluiusaideinununsdizasiwands
dumAmENUT AUC 789 ROC 39410389310 CRFs azdiega
figadie 0.99
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#157199 1 Descriptive statistics (Mean % SD)
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Descriptive U LAl UGN
statistics
NINUA 425 978
il (AU) 298 (70.12%)
A8 (A) 127 (29.88%)

aewdy ()

52.6218.95 (25-78)

53.4018.95 (27-76)

52.2818.84 (25-78)

Pninade (nn.)

61.61110.23 (33-95)

67.8518.41 (33-88)

58.9519.86 (36-95)

ANNGURdY (7N.)

159.3617.88 (140-186)

159.3617.88 (140-186)

156.1317.88 (140-186)

BMI' 24.22+3.54 (16.65-45.18) 24.31+2.55 (16.84-30.48) 24.1813.89 (16.65-45.18)
OSTA’ 1.8012.67 (-7.40-10.80) 2.8912.72 (-7.40-10.80) 1.3312.50 (-5.60-7.80)

KKOS’® 4.05+4.83 (-13.50-17.50) 6.4014.67 (-13.50-17.50) 3.0514.55 (-9.00-17.00)
aBD* -0.9611.22 (-5.20-2.70) -0.88+1.19 (-3.5-2.50) -0.99+1.23 (-5.20-2.70)
CRFs’ 0.6310.86 (0-4) 0.75+0.95 (0-4) 0.581+0.81 (0-4)

Relative risk of
clinical risk factors

1.22+1.72 (0-8.27)

1.42+1.83 (0-8.27)

1.13+1.67 (0-8.24)

Ten years
probability of
osteoporotic
fractures

10.911+9.28 (3.30-63.50)

7.9116.38 (3.30-44.50)

12.1819.99 (5.80-63.50)

"BMI = Bone mass index, ®0STA= Osteoporosis self assessment tools for asians [0.2 x (weight (kg.)-age(year))], *KKOS = Khon Kaen osteoporosis study sore,

4aBD = axial Bone Densitometer, 5CRFS = Clinical risk factors

= = =
13NN 2 Lﬂiil‘uLﬂﬂﬂu)ﬁﬂ?ﬂttﬂzﬂ'}ﬂﬂiz@ﬂ

MY Osteoporosis (%)  Osteopenia (%) Normal (%) Total (%)
High BMI' 11 (7.14) 51 (33.12) 92 (59.74) 154 (100.00)
Low BMI 7 (15.91) 24 (54.55) 13 (29.55) 44 (100.00)

Normal BMI 23 (10.13) 85 (37.44) 119 (52.42) 227 (100.00)
ERtY 41(9.65) 160 (37.65) 224 (52.71) 425 (100.00)

1 .
BMI = Bone mass index

mand 3 Wisudsuhiuutadedaaneaain (Clinical risk factors) WasaIANIzN (BMD T-score)

Snuiladeadeas

Osteoporosis
—— Osteopenia (%) Normal (%) U (%)
NNAIUN (%)
0 24 (9.96) 85 (35.27) 132 (54.77) 241 (100.00)
1 7 (5.79) 50 (41.32) 64(52.89) 121 (100.00)
2 6 (13.64) 17(38.64) 21 (417.73) 44 (100.00)
3 4 (23.53) 7(41.18) 6 (35.29) 17 (100.00)
4 0 (0.00) 1 (50.00) 1 (50.00) 2 (100.00)
N 41 (9.65) 160 (37.65) 224 (52.71) 425 (100.00)
9ed 4 Wisuisuhinutladedeauesananszgn
ﬂﬁﬁiltﬁlﬂ\i Osteoporosis-Osteopenia Normal N
NNNTNNIDNNAY 1 B8N 92 45.77% 92  41.07% 184 43.29%
50.00% 50.00% 100.00%
Tifitadades 109 54.23% 132 54.77% 241 56.71%
45.23% 58.93% 100.00%
9 201  100.00% 224 100.00% 241 100.00%
47.29% 52.71% 100.00%
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= o a o o o
m3ni 5 Wisuieuihnnuladedesueznanszgn

ﬂ%%ﬂtéﬂﬂﬂ']ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬂ Osteoporosis Osteopenia Normal W
BMD' alone 41 9.65% 160 37.65% 224 52.71% 425 100.00%
WNNNNUIBNNAU 1 Be N 17 9.24% 75 40.76% 92 50.00% 184  100.00%
laisidlade e 24 9.96% 85 35.27% 132 54.77% 241  100.00%
w3guLiiau BMD alone Uaz -24 -58.82% -89 -53.29% -132 -58.93% -241 -56.71%

thiadeesnnnii 1 agng

'BMD = Bone mass density

MeN 6 Wkauiauiedasiiaziinnis ) ﬁ’uTammﬁmﬁnszgnﬁ’nﬁn 109 (Tools for assessment of osteoporosis and ten years probability

of fracture)

Tools for assessment Sensitivity Specificity PPV NPV Relative Risk (RR) 0dd Raito
of Osteoporosis (OR)
OSTA (<-4)' 21.43% 99.27% 50.00% 97.37% 29.36 37.09
OSTA (<-1)2 78.57% 89.54% 20.37% 99.19% 7.51 31.38
KKOS(<=-1)° 78.57% 86.13% 16.18% 99.16% 5.67 22.77
aBD (<=-2.5)" 50.00% 91.73% 17.07% 98.18% 6.04 11.09
aBD (<=-2.0)° 64.29% 81.18% 12.16% 98.58% 4.06 9.58
CRFs(>=1)° 85.71% 58.15% 6.52% 99.17% 2.05 8.34
CRFs(>=2)’ 85.71% 87.59% 19.05% 99.45% 6.91 42.35

'0sTA cut-point high risk < -4, Median risk >=-4 and < -1, Low risk >= -1, ®0STA cut-point high risk < -1, Low risk >= -1, kKOS cut-point high risk
<=-1,Lowrisk > -1, *aBD cut-point high risk-osteoporosis <= -2.5, Osteopenia >-2.5 and <-1, Low risk-normal >= -1, ®aBD cut-point high risk-osteoporosis

<= -2.0, Low risk-normal >= -2.0, 6CRFS cut-point high risk >= 1, Low risk = 0, 7CRFs cut-point high risk >= 2, Low risk < 2

= =t = ' o o ' a
MINN 7 WEBuisua Y IaNNaLaasnilo

iy

o Ten Year

Y
Tools for Assessme » TR ANNGD Probability s

(Au) ag () v BMI OSTA KKOS aBD CRFs RR

(nn.) (By.) of All
Fracture
All 425 52.62 61.61 159.36 2422 1.80 4.05 -0.96 0.63 10.91 1.22
OSTA-High Risk' 6 73.33 45.83 149.00 20.56 -5.50 -8.92 -1.93 1.17 32.73 2.32
OSTA-Median Risk 48 61.82 51.19 155.13 21.27 -2.13 -2.86 -2.18 0.98 20.93 1.98
OSTA-Low Risk 371 51.09 63.21 160.08 24.66 2.42 5.15 -0.78 0.58 9.25 1.10
KKOS-High Risk® 68 60.46 49.81 153.90 21.01 -2.13 -3.15 -1.93 1.03 20.66 2.08
KKOS-Low Risk 357 51.12 63.86 160.40 24.84 2.55 5.42 -0.77 0.55 9.05 1.05
aBD -High Risk-
5 41 60.66 57.63 157.44 23.22 -0.60 0.17 -3.18 0.76 19.08 1.52

Osteoporosis
aBD -Osteopeniaa 160 63.42 59.80 158.83 23.66 1.28 2.97 -1.67 0.68 11.43 1.35
aBD -Normal 224 50.57 63.63 160.10 24.81 2.61 5.54 -0.04 0.57 9.03 1.06
CRFs-High Risk* 184 52.53 61.03 159.53 23.96 1.70 3.73 -1.05 1.46 16.52 2.88
CRFs Low 241 52.68 62.05 159.24 24.42 1.87 4.30 -0.89 0.00 6.62 0.01

'osTA cut-point highrisk < -4, Median risk >=-4 and < -1, Low risk >= -1, ’KKOS cut-point high risk <= -1, Low risk > -1, *aBD cut-point high risk-osteoporosis
<= -2.5, Osteopenia >-2.5 and <-1, Low risk-normal >= -1, 4CRFS cut-point highrisk >= 1, Low risk = 0, 5RR = Relative risk
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f13°19N 8 Lﬂiil‘uL‘VlilUIﬂﬂWﬂLﬂEl\]‘Vlﬂiiﬁ@ﬂWﬂﬂﬂ 10 YusnmupIasiaucazniio

' Tammﬁlmﬁnsx@lnﬁ'nga ‘[amm?imﬁnsanﬁ'ndﬁ
Tools for assessment of Osteoporosis 5 N
(High Risk)” (%) (Low Risk) (%)

OSTA-High Risk' 3 (50.00) 3 (50.00) 6

OSTA-Low Risk 11 (2.63) 408(97.37) 419
KKOS-High Risk” 11 (16.18) 57 (83.82) 68
KKOS-Low Risk 3 (0.84) 354 (99.16) 357
aBD-High Risk’ 7 (17.07) 34 (82.93) 41
aBD-Low Risk 7 (1.82) 377 (98.18) 384
CRFs-High Risk* 12(6.52) 172 (93.48) 184
CRFs-Low Risk 2 (0.83) 239 (99.17) 241
Total 14 (3.29) 411 (96.71) 425

165

OSTA cut-point high risk < -4, Low risk >= -4, “KKOS cut-point high risk <= -1, Low risk > -1, aBD cut-point high risk <= - 2.5, Low risk > - 2.5, “CRFs

cut-point high risk >= 1, Low risk = 0, ®Ten years probability of fractures cut-point High risk >= 20, Low risk < 20

OSTA KKOS

ROC for Surregate = KKOS, Gold Standard = NewlMeaningTe

ROC for Surrogate — OSTA, Gold Standard — NewMeaningTe
Specificity
Specificity 1.00 .80 .60 .40 .20

1.0 o e g R0 g g 00
1.00 .50 .60 .40 .20 o 109 Qe
1.0 1.00
ELY F20
kg0 s
5 .60 60
o 40 a0
.20 k.20 -204 =20
o — T 0 [ — T ]
.20 .40 .50 .80 1.00 a .20 .40 .60 .80 1.00
False Positive Rate False Positive Rate
aBD CRFs

ROC for Surzogate = No_of RFs, Gold Standard = NewMeaningTe

ROC for Surrogate = BMD, Gold Standazd = NewMeaningTe

Specificity

Specificiy 1.00 .50 “60 .40 .20 c
1.00 .80 “60 .40 .20 0 o S R LIRS T LT
F.s0
e 80
5 .60 &0 T -89
= ko w0 5 F.e0
.20 .20 -204 F-20
o T T T T T T T T T o o T T T T T T T T T o
2o .a0 &0 80 | 1.00 .20 .40 .50 S0 | 1.00
False Positive Rate Falss Positive Race

Eﬂﬁ 1 ROC (Receiver operating characteristic) 289lA3aNNaUAazAlN (NIFDILNE)

Aatatateuag

AaratiTsusg
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#13799 9 Area under Curve (AUC) of ROC (Receiver operating characteristic) 289t@389iauaazuiin
Both Sex Women Men
Tools for
assessment of AUC+ - . - S
Standard 95% Confidence Limits AUC + Standard 95% Confidence Limits AUC + Standard 95% Confidence
. Stan

osteoporosis of Area Error of Area Error Limits of Area

Error
OSTA 0.90+0.04 (0.8218-0.9851) 0.91+0.05 (0.8096-1.0000) 0.89+0.10 (0.6872-1.0000)
KKOS 0.88+0.05 (0.7813-0.9823) 0.88+0.06 (0.7836-0.9986) 0.89+0.11 (0.6753-1.0000)
aBD 0.77+0.08 (0.6262-0.9225) 0.79+0.08 (0.6268-0.9536) 0.67+0.21 (0.2698-1.0000)
CRFs 0.87+0.07 (0.7412-1.000) 0.86+0.08 (0.7120-1.000) 0.99+0.01 (0.9627-1.000)

afumeEam @ OSTA azfianudunusiulemaidesinszgnyindn 10 U 44.13%

Tsanszganguilulsed duilymdegumwiiwuldvas
Toaan: lundilsnuadssinion wazaniulamadrann
dodinnuanasughvlunsdiimanszgniin Fasiisanmsme
1/1%E)591?1miﬁmitﬁlﬂﬁﬁﬁu(Center et al., 1999; Cumming &
Melton, 2002)

m3ifasalsansegnnguludlaady Gold standard Tuns
fiads Aomsnadienios DXA fudnanssgniunda
waznszgnazinn aealsfony TuihgiuGEuiimsiieissie
aTmananssgnlegldSadionusduinndanh doiie (axial Bone
densitometer) 11732y Tagwudh tedasiiadenamaziinnuly
wazaNNIIzIAUAY 90 WasiFudamiulsanszgnngu
ﬁu’%nmniz@nz?'uwé’w‘%aniz@naﬂwn (McCauley et al., 2006)

uannntiu daiimsamunanssgnlasldiasasiiansiang
niz@né’]’amwnﬁ (Quantitative ultrasound - QUS) WU SOS
(speed of sound) 28N m‘%lm QUS 2234n3:Qn radius, phalanx waz

1]
a o

tibia aw‘iﬂuwtywi’wmﬂizﬁuaau (Tao et al., 2008)
g waulugwdasi i uiiuesnsegn cortical aaad
UasfimsuentPadnsgn trabecular LRNTUIBITEENFT U
MIBAANNVUNYBINTZQN cortical I IMANNIINTDIUMS
FULSBINTLNUATANNUTUNTIBINTENANEN BraYh liLha
manlAsuutaslasamasnszgnuasiniidanssenvinldhei
waznszgnUIONATiNdIuNBaINTLgN radius daulans
AUNINON mig“?‘tﬁ'u%u (Kanis et al., 2001; Kanis et al., 2002)
NANUIY WU (Marin et al., 2006) WHANNTUNUS
B4AINIANTEGNTININNMTOTINNILLATDINTINIANTZGN
BAANIMENUNILANYIN WU nazgnazlnn (hip) NszgnuELEILLY
(humerus) niz@mmud’mﬂmﬂ (forearm) LLasniz@nﬂ'aﬁa
(wrist) 39986 relative risk (RR) WAy 1.55-1.74 dmu
M33039884 bone QUS 1 druilsarunanasgiu
ynmsisuidisuiaiesiio 4 xiia fulamaideeanszgnin
10 1 wuh e3asiie OSTA asiienulniige udiilalSuem
0619 (cut-point) NN <-4 i <-1 wuhenamnalasadunn
21.43% ({u 78.579% lasfidansadafenudoiy 999
(Chi-square 82.79 00.00, p=0.01) waz@1 Creamer V
coefficient (V) AU 0.4413LLam’htﬁaﬂ§uQmﬁm <1 @

Fathuadasiio 0STA Seilimanziladldifuniasiiadansas
diasmnemalio waseamaduiusiasthunans dauedasiie
KKOS wuhagiianuhuazanudimzgs (78.57 uas 89.54
WasiBudmudrsu) damanzdmiulalumsdansaslsa
nszgnwguld udilioimsond 12 udrhasiiendn (20.5%)
namdataiasiie KKOS asfianuduiuslunmsdadula
(rz)IE)ﬂ’lﬁl,ﬁ'EJwiE)ﬂiz@ﬂﬁ'ﬂﬁﬂ 10 Thilens 20.5 WadiFudiyhiiu
FWMSUMIANNNANTEYNMNILLATEIATINNANTGNTIANTIZNE
Wumsemmnanssgnitdnadaiia daih wasdauiiitedonsas
iindssdomsithilsanszgmnavianszgnwuriauiizasatug
HAMIATIIELATET DXA Hfimldhedouinegs wasliies
Tiiflsswennavhiuiifiiedossana MINTIANIINTEQNAE
\A3B905 79 IaNEgN aBD Henudisuiiinanniuiissnazain
Uszndaen ldheuazliduanedagsumsnsiaise udagnls
Aona nnmddewuh wissdanamdaanandsiianaliues
M PPV 6 udanudimizuasiien NPV g9 vansanud
dmnhmannadeaiesnsanianszgn aD Tikaundde
fidnnanszgnundmnnnd 90 Wesidud uddmnhwadu
audee Aefananszgnipeviadlulsanszgnwgu waneh
iapsinzuanheiihasiiies (Ustanm 25-56 Wasiaud)
Famaandasiunided TesFeulamadesiinssgniinly
211A6BN 10 Twud (N9l 6) Hamadeaiasinsana
nszgn aBD Ligadadeasiidianaly 50.00 wWasidud
anuduwz 91.73 wWasidud PPV 12.16 wasidud NPV
98.18 Wosiud uanieUsugadanauaiaiiann <=-2.5 1fu
<=-2.0 wurh emwluinEunn 50.00% Ty 64,299 udemad
\wzaaasIn 91.73% (Hu 81.18% adeiiiamasdafienu
Fasiu 99% (Chi-square 107.85, p=0.01) Wag@ V U
0.5037 Gethuilausuadio usaeiiioUsugada <-2.0 ¢ aBD
afienuduiusiulemaidesiinszgniindn 10 Tthunanade
50.37% Getiuasasiia aBD Selimaineildifluedaciia
lumsaansasitenathaden (dlasneaahii) uazedasiie
CRFs 2siimulgagn (85.71%) uAReMAEIE (58.15%)
waziloUSugadaliiiu 2 sliawuhasihlienudmnadumnn
58.15% 1{u 87.59%) Fauandahaiitemeadalasiite
meaBaneNNEa 999 (Chi-square 159.08, p=0.01) tiaze
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Vv uhiu 0.6118 Guilu ileUfugadauaasinilesugad
>=2 @ CRFs agfianuduiusiulomaidesiinszgniindn 10
Tthunansiageda 61.18% Seaaaadasiuendszandurians
Foaulafiienthunansiie 55.709 iy 1desils CREs @ansa
il lumsdansasld uailasmniemausionzen Samsldsm
fuindasiloniioau q

31l 2 uazns 9l 10 azwuh OSTA fidh AUC gage
udasiendulszanduiemsseauladasiies 21.29 g CRFs
aziien AUC 0.87 udasiienduuszaniuenmsdaaulathunaa
(5197 10) @9 55.70% UFAII CRFs azUandaauduwus
haziilemaidesdanszgniindn 10 Wlddnh osTA Tuhuas
(@enfiu KKOS uaz aBD fiedulszand uismsaaauladh
waziladanzianunanaslasndedulszansuwinseaaula
domstialamaideiinszgniingn 10 Twuh duszandurians
oagula (rz)ﬁﬁmmnﬁqmﬁa 72.00% ial#iedasiianidnia
Tumsn573 (OSTA+KKOS+ CRFs aBD) udiilaweutiisuiiu
mslFiadasilaiiies 3 #ila Wy OSTA KKOS CRFs OSTA
CRFs aBD %38 KKOS CRFs aBD aswuh fehduuszansuvams
Foduladaud 70.2-71.9% (Winudisuiumslsiaiasiia
4 #1l0ABENNNU 0.1-1.8% W30aAANINEN 0.14-2.5%) Waazd
auazanuazldladendn wazidl atl3suiiisued asile
weniie wuh mslFiedasiia OSTA CRFs aBD aziidn
Fudszansuiamsdadulageda 71.9% (Indidsaiumsly
iniasiiamaniin 72.0%) uaznstinliiedasiiaiiiesaasaiina:
WU e3edila OSTA uaz CRFs asfidduiszandurams
aodulagedia 71.4% (anas 0.83% waz 0.70% NAMILY
ieiasilons 4 nilouas 3 HAMUGIA) Feeamnneniie
ABUNUT (Pongchaiyakul et al., 2007) msl#ie3asiia OSTA
uar QUS %38 KKOS uaz QUS azmanuhinazanudime
WINU WUIIAE 77.3% 92.8% 81.0% 93.5% MUSIAU

mngﬂ“?‘ 2 Q"ﬁmauamewﬂlumiﬂwm‘%lmﬁaamwﬁm Toun
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OSTA uaz CRFs anldiiial#lumsdaaladnengihe oy
Togl#iadasiio 0STA FashminmiedunTansuuasduam
ngmiaduluazldgns 0.2 x (ﬁﬁwﬁn(ﬂn.)aué”mmq@))
nsdiffaiasnd -4 ugashiianudsage lWdumiladedes
menddinlaun prior facture, parental history of hip fracture,
steroid usage, rheumatoid arthritis, alcohol intake, smoking and
low BMI nsdifithdadasnnnimiawidu 1 agheugasi
fihfedeegs doiu Temslimsinwndsen nsdifl osTa
fienannnhviauhiy -4 usashuamudsaiaedeiunans
warildedsamendiinannnimiauhiu 1 eghauaasii
fhdudsig fulu Samsanaiiudndensias DXA dinnh
@ T-score panNuiaiiu -2.5 Al¥Mssnw uadil
dannn -2.5 fldduushlumsmsadiouasasuulas
wq@miimﬁaamﬂﬁwwﬂﬁﬁnﬁu 1 waznstinlaife3ae DXA
ﬁzﬂmsnﬁ%‘l‘ﬁm‘éamimmaniz@n aBD lumsnsivinuna
nszgnumileldudeniu

G mneAdedl aguldh 1) edesiia OSTA asl
anhimudasiianuiumegs wasddudsednsuians
daaulach uanadosila CRFs azfianulhgaudanadonzen
wasdidulssansuiamsdadulage 2) wesiiaiiisesiioien
fienwhiniiazuandslamadesiinszgniindn 107 3) msaz
Tindpeiianthaios 4 wiiafa OSTA KKOS aBD uay CRFs
Fefidulszansuiemsdaaulagege nsdidlifiiiesiia aBD
Aeanansaldiadasilo OSTA KKOS uas CRFs w3 OSTA was
CRFs unuld 4) 1eaeiin aBD Felusiihilumsasinnanszgn
temssnLiiesathadien mslinuiuwesaeiiadu q wu OSTA
KKOS uat CRFs %38 OSTA uaz CREs atghalsiomu a5l
thiudsmendiinfndelumstsziulomadedanszgniin
10 ¥ mslddsanusingeds Wasmniadedaemendiin
fisnwasz Population-specific FaazdosSuliminzauiuidend
wazngAnssuwaslsEmnIme

——
OSTA-High Risk |:> CRFs > 1 |:>

—

I 00O/
e (e Y|

|:> | DXA/aBD U | T>-2.5 > | Advice + Life Style Ij

A
A

——
|:> DXA/aBD ’ | T>-2.5 > | Advice + Life Style Ij

CRFs = 0
OSTA-Low Risk |:> CRFs > 1
|:> CRFs = 0

I:> | Advice + Life Style Ij

3Uf 2 msldiadesiia OSTA CRFs uaz BMD-QUS ifluunmislumssnmlsanszgnwgu
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M990 10 wWiauiiiey Regression analysis of Tools for assessment of osteoporosis and Ten years probability of fracture

2#

Tools for assessment of Osteoporosis r* r F-test T-test
OSTA 0.416 0.212 0 0
KKOS 0.453 0.205 0 0
CRFs 0.746 0.557 0 0
aBD 0.299 0.089 0 0
OSTA+KKOS 0.463 0.214 0 0.027
OSTA+CRFs 0.845 0.714 0 0
OSTA+aBD 0.477 0.228 0 0
KKOS+CRFs 0.833 0.695 0 0
KKOS+aBD 0.471 0.222 0 0
CRFs+aBD 0.778 0.606 0 0
OSTA+KKOS+CRFs 0.845 0.715 0 0
OSTA+KKOS+aBD 0.479 0.229 0 0.053
OSTA+CRFs+aBD 0.848 0.719 0 0
KKOS+CRFs+aBD 0.838 0.702 0 0
OSTA+KKOS+CRFs+aBD 0.848 0.720 0 0

“r = Coefficients of partial correlation, #r = Multiple coefficient of determination

ideil fidehfaiasmnimnugiisumsasamnanszgn
shempsannImaiimipsuashuluanmndmIaden
warmshmasaiiudnlusiuraueiasiia aBD Miausnmn
699 15U Fainila Hauh tanFauieuiueiasiioniindu
wasiselumsihiedasiladanananldlumsusafivuazdama
mM3snweNasia b

ayduamsdnw

Tsanssgnwgudulsafianansoilasfuld ilalailiAaua
unsndouluewnan Wy nszgnin Feardinadonumniio
ez liiAeanuiinsuasdedioldidesmmnnssgnin daiu
MInNIRaNIBINIamsaTaemelsehdAidndialums
Uszdinlamadesdenszgniinld Tagliagasiio a1fi OSTA
KKOS CRFs 1138 aBD athalsfimu msliedaciiaiiesathaidien
azghaiienaliuaz PPV dh datfu Seidludasadaadasila
wanerfiasiniy Watiuanullumsasa doiy luaey
wenwna vaalsanennadiliiilaes DXA vida aBD faansols
tA3asils OSTA KKOS waz CRFs tiauszdiunaslimsdnm
wenalsanszgnunavdelaanszgniguldidudendu nsdi
1ﬁﬁtﬂ‘§'aqmmmani:@n aBD faansoldiaiasiiasaniia
#8 OSTA waz CRFs ladeliualalngideaiu nsainlsiedasiio
3 #iia#® OSTA CRFs uaz BMD-QUS fazinludnszans
yaamseadulaviiadude
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