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BT RS PRAL 7 ¥E IR RS B R i T AL R E R =, REFIEERFT2DMA B B G E
(osteoporosis, OP) S EITRME %, HHRIBRZ [ T4FX T2DMEF FIREN LY IR Ko R BT
RS RIGIT k. Hitk, AIXBEEXNT2DMEFHOPEE IR IS FiEFREEAY AP R
HYHRIT R ARRIE—L5R, DAREEH K15 .

xiia)

2RIBERIR, BRGE, B, R, 96T

Research Progress in Fracture Risk
Assessment and Treatment for T2DM
Complicated with Osteoporosis

Shiyi Liu, Guiqiong Li*
Department of General Practice, The Second Affiliated Hospital of Chongging Medical University, Chongging

Received: Jul. 12, 2025; accepted: Aug. 5™, 2025; published: Aug. 13, 2025

Abstract
The bone mineral density of people with type 2 diabetes mellitus (T2DM) usually remains normal
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or increases, but their risk of fractures is higher than those without diabetes. This makes people
with T2DM a highly susceptible group that requires particular attention to skeletal health manage-
ment. However, traditional methods for assessing fracture risk, including dual-energy X-ray ab-
sorptiometry and fracture risk assessment tools, underestimate the fracture risk in people with
T2DM. As fracture risk assessment methods evolve and novel hypoglycemic treatments gain prom-
inence, despite evidence linking T2DM and osteoporosis to higher fracture risk, there is a lack of
randomized controlled trials for people with T2DM to identify optimal fracture risk assessment and
treatment strategies. Therefore, the purpose of this paper is to review the current research on frac-
ture risk assessment, novel hypoglycemic drugs and, anti-osteoporosis drug treatments in T2DM
people with OP, in order to provide a new theoretical basis.
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1. 3]

2 AUHE R (type 2 diabetes mellitus, T2DM) & —Fh A BRE S PEACI VBN, Bl A LRG0 0,
T2DM [ ZZ4 EFt, T2DM O E AL PA R EE S 1], 2 RATH S AL, T2DM
SR BT AR 3 T AR R B (2] [3]0 — TR BYFTRHE AT 0 30, T2DM 35 i 47 (0 XU A2 JE
BE PRI NBER) 1.5 f55[4]. B BB M 3T (osteoporotic fracture, OF)/2& & B i FAYE (osteoporosis, OP) ) —Ff
P IR RO R RUF A, R B A U S WA R 5 B R B, S U I i XS, G
£ 50 % S VAL AR 2V [5]. OP je—Mi W IR, IR, M2 fnT 7t R, T2DM
3% OP Al OF MUK 2248 m, T2DM 5 OP 2 [A] (1 AH FLAF Al AT Re A Rl & 2= 3iKH . A5 AR 1 28 1k
PAR B AR [6] (7], AT, @Al H Al AR T U7k, VE2 OF Z&nTLATR . ik, F-A1E
Jii 4 5% T2DM &I OP B HHE Pl B SN, FER4Es 1R R IERE 2 E4ED T2DM &9 OP &%
B AR R 7 T 1) 22 A 1 S AR AR

2. T2DM BE &3 oP WEIMRKEITAHEMTR
2.1. Mgk X &Y% (Dual-Energy X-Ray Absorptiometry, DXA)

Tk

DXA 1ENZWr OP 14 AnitE, FHI5E 1) % % (bone mineral density, BMD)& PFA & $7 XU 1 FH 48
FR[8]. 1HAE T2DM b, i BMD i@ H AL T IEH sifhim, AURMBUZ —Fabni & 2 At B 4 UL 7] 9]
XA EELSREY], T2DM AT fe i id AL T B0 P RGN, anar a5 A s« B b S350 %
SR B AN . AR A R SRR E RS AN[10] [11]. DXA AEEFEAEIS T 3D o &5 14 Fl 52 i
FLURRE MG R, WABEX /R B AL BE 1) BMD [12], 3 HASE$13E 5 i 3Ebr 1L BMD AL 8%l & 45
REREHAARTE Z R . Kk, @il DXA MllE BMD KiF{h T2DM &3 OP 345 3T XS 2 e+ 4
AR,

2.2. BERFREI(Bone Turnover Markers, BTMs)

BTMs J& [ Wi 4 Hys s (il S AR M0hR 54, T BMD 5 fg U IR v AR AR 4k, T T VP08 E- AR 5
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Wl OP FYE R . X LEhs M) F 2 B BRI RE P B =R, A RShR S 1 BURJFE SRR HE R
Uit /I (C-terminal telopeptide of type I collagen, CTX)FH T 4 Jist Ji A2 1 24 2 A ¥ Ik (N-terminal telopeptide of type
I collagen, NTX)Zs; ‘B I ibr &40 T 704 J5 i J5 4 3L o7 /1K (procollagen type I N-terminal propeptide, PINP).
AR BRI . TR, T2DM 1) BTMs lH KT 4F T2DM &2, KRBT BB
A IR B [13]0 R BTMs 78 I W& #4507 i v] 58 A M, (BARBIBAIBT AL 2on, eI G HAE
T2DM &3 KU (K TR B[ 14] 0

2.3. B /NEIES (Trabecular Bone Score, TBS)

TBS il & [ T A M EHE DXA BEEIRE K S50, TIPS HEAR B NS 0], Tk
SPEE1S]RFFRER B, TBS 78 T2DM 3 g — AN EE I EH7 KB T T A, 77 U7 T BMD $2 45514t
HIME B, 5 5 - P G 1R45 1B (fracture risk assessment tool, FRAX)AH LY, {# f] TBS 1% /5 1) FRAX
A LU T2DM B 4 XS T 16]. HE3E SILVA Z5[17]8F58, TBS Al =25 IEWMIMEEH: >1.35.
TR H: 1.20~1.35. IBALAIIEE K. <1.20. #FFCREL, T2DM E3# K TBS I 5HE N 1.279,
J@ T BB NS R, X AR T EME T2DM B8 e S EIER, BRENBL RS
H A FIMEAR T HT[ 18]

2.4. HBREHEAR

b 7 ERFTRR B TIESL, HAL— SR ARAE LS BMD Wl & H9E AE b 78t ) A T il T2DM
BE R =T HEHLETE i (quantitative computed tomography, QCT). 5 73 #FR /1E & =it
HHLWTZ F1 6 (high-resolution peripheral quantitative computed tomography, HR-pQCT). & it /4 (quantitative
ultrasound, QUS). 5458 7 £ i (radiofrequency echographic multi spectrometry, REMS)%%

QCT Al HR-pQCT A CT =4 t17 704, Refil & B S AR B % B (volumetric bone
mineral density, vVBMD), J53 5l VAL B B AL B - QCT 192 1 [ BRIG IR B % B 22 AT, HR7EH
ILRPHIIA T QCT EF B AAKE T H N . 2 E I EST XY, HR-pQCT ZHAE & 4 Tl b Re 4 &
TRERATE, (HI RS IRERUN19]. HAT, f#H QCT A1 HR-pQCT PF{h T2DM & HIH 4t KUK (1l
RAF TR, QIU 25201078 KB, T QCT 454G I RRHIEX & BT % (1) T2DM HAT R 4 I il A48 «
H R J643 BT (finite element analysis, FEA)BETY 22 455k — B g N Tt fdlig 72, 2S00 F 2 TR
MM ES . R, 5T QCT B FEM MU AR I & vBMD FIETlLit, ez fay)
NFZHL, HERTAS R EAL B 9L, JFIRWeE I URTRAR . G5 S & MTUeREPE[21] 0 1K 2845 BT
VAL T2DM B35 B3 AR JC R 2L, A2 AR IR R L B R iR 2 R o B FidEH, QCT 143 a4y
HEAAN I DU S A 0T B I 2 A R R D FLBR R, B AT DASE IS v ) 23 B e e, (RN DX R
i, FONIX 2 SEERSFIER M, 1M QCT MARM & C AN =[22].

QUS HA M RSAFITG B i S5 i, B PRIG IR 5% B2 M — T2 A R, 28R QUS
AetE iy H S DXA —FEA RO I EE B 3231, 12 QUS TEME R B3 v s>, HEs RA—EL
HAh, QUS HiARAAE— Lo S B RIRYE, R QUS AREH T2 Wi ds, BRIt 5 T AR 2H 2Ly hnife & 2
T DXA MU BMD #3721, AfE5S FRAX i@ f][24]. REMS BRI 0 Hr R 28 IR 0 IR 46 7 15
FRVEAL BMD B &, 24k QUS TERE A 7 H BT HOR, A BN R 8BRS 1 — M ]
7. HET REMS 55T T2DM HI#F R4, RA Caffarelli Z5[25]1I8F 71 FAE T REMS $iRH DXA &
FIT T2DM 38 & BB A SE 112 W o
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2.5. B NK&"LSFHIE(F racture Risk Assessment Tool, FRAX)

FRAX T 2008 4t 7t B A H G A b O AE S B U SE R AR 20T Kk, FRAX I I 45 G i R XU [A] 3%
A BMD SRS AR 10 52 R A2 32 B FRETAA M B P A S5 PrivME R, Zad 2 AR N 7 i 20
BSUE, CORCAAEkE 8 IS UE ) XS TG TR 2 —[26]. T2DM f£ FRAX T H b7 A E
JRBRPE, —J5HAE FRAX TRMES, BEREHFAZ N FEMRMALE; 5770 FRAX ik
JER DR 1 T XU Py s i) =32 B2 A S i PG BMID SR SEHILIRI[27]. A T #2155 FRAX X T2DM IPERE, X FRAX
T HBNBAT 7 CUR VORI RIEAG: 1 KBCE S0 T W4 BRI 0.5 SDs 2. K g AR N 10 45 3.
B BRI R ERNGIHERN T2DM; 4. IIE/NEVES AR AR E T T2DM &
B E T KBS T, (RS —MOEAE T E LN (s ANSFEZEBEE AT AN DR R 3 R EAS [ (00 R
T A ER R AR [ 16]. 7E 2023 4F4), JelE W HE /R K= W7 DU AT T FRAXplus ()R,
BINEZPMAISEG OFG: BOl R AR E UG B 3T I TRREAL . B R R 77 & T2DM (1)
FFEEFTA] . TBS. 12— W BB EIRE . #ERICRE DL A4 BMD 2 [A][1) 2 7 [28]. £ T2DM &
F, IR R LR S S A (R ] AN g 2 2% A 5 g R i BT KU A 5 [29], FRAXplus 49\ T2DM 1)
Frafmf e B 2. R FRAXplus H AT TR B, (B0 1 ThREA 2 1E AR R NI R P SR 3 41t
BRI FEISCHE

2.6. HtllsRREITEG TR

KT FRAX T EHA4L, IEH & H 2R3 X A T E . Garvan & §7 XU T E B8 KR IE Garvan B
ST R TAS TR AR 5 R 10 518 OF AR 3T X, 2 ERHIT BMD K F - 47 XK
[30]. 5 FRAX T.EMl, i T2DM ##E K BMD @ H H e IEH , Garvan B 37 XU T 28 76 Fi
T2DM £ [ v KU s 3 2 ARl S B KU [4] [9] [3 1] — T BA B BIF 7876 X6 £ A 0 08 10 Lo 1k 1) Js i 3
T PFArFEAK 0.3 JEEBT A, SR RIL, XMIHEAEIR KFREE PR T Garvan X OF HEHE 4 KUK 1)
i A [31]. QFracture ‘B 47 AU PFAf T 22 f 9 W 7N ST R B F Tl 0h 30 22 99 % ABETE 1 £ 10 F N
{100 2 L T B RA P T AN AT AR, R ——ANER T IEEINAY) FRAXplus Z AMEERE IR A 3%
BN RS T B 5 TR, B BMD {E M ANASE . ZIRAE T A Iy 554 KU« A0 ot
[ NBER RSB [32].  H ATIE A & 1194 QFracture 7 T2DM 234 OF T4 BE K0 7T

2.7. #EIR(Microindentation)F1 & HLAF AT E S (Bone Histomorphometry)

TR IR A — PO ok T B VA B B AR ZUKP U BRI R o B AT PR UE IR 7 1%
TEIA S 2 )5 SR AN PP R IR, 43 756 S P % 4%« Biodent ¥ 7% Al OsteoProbe 4%, HI# 3 5K
MR, JEE A TR . MR — R . MEAREAR, BEWZ R, HiEd—
AR E PRy 9 A R T R R TR R AR MR, R SO MU R R 7T, X MR RE
PLE A4 B} 58 £ 45 % (bone material strength index, BMSi)#&7~[33]. #F7iRIH, T2DM &3 ) BMSi 51K, 1R
P FRAX il 550140 32 B2 T e 12 7 R B0 1 JXURS 14 I0 58I ¥ BMIST VP4 S35 A, HaX oGt
SELTE B E34]. BEAN, KM URE S B IR A R A AR R, ST R R s A Ak, SR E
PREE L, AT AR, AR, LR ETE T2DM EEH, BMSi 5 Rk R R &
KPR A IR[35] [36], XK M fUR IR I & (1) BMSI RE68 S W& B R E R A8k . SRT, HH
TAZEARMAZ N TR, HHATA0EH TR, 2156 4 5 B 856 A B IS 757 3 — P 7.
HHLVER TR @ e 2RV 0 g BMEG, SR SHNFHSHIESH, aFgEE.
RS R BB UR 2R A [37] BRSSPl ERUPIRES B ESArdE, Bl THENEMEES

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2025.1582310 872 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2025.1582310

XIFEG, DR

A%, IRPRILFSZBR . FERE PR I TEA IR, W TE s 8 RS P R AF, T2DM A8 B R %
MUBERRIE TR, B IR AL 2R P & B in B 5 L AR 107

2.8. AL E&E(Artificial Intelligence, Al)

SRS TN T HANE, ATSALE B3 AR oAl s S T SEIUR A ReR . AT QI ERE B A AR
IR ARG TR, N TR BB CT JHi SR R E S A ML, feilm il

T BMD, [7] Hiof 92D 5 38 AN 0 EE PR S5 XU o Wi PRI F 4 5 £ T 75 9 I &0 4/ ) 2l FH AR 5 B kAl |
Al HHBIFLZE CT ££ 60 % LA EAHER T2DM (3 rh, W DAy — Mo R B B FA i 2 TR [38]. #l
#%%# 2] (machine learning, ML) AY Bk ER 22 i T DA sk FE U8 0 & 4 ARz [39]. ML 7E R & 7 THI
HA T GREE S, 7T LATE Bk = 2256 1) I R B8 AR 04T = L HERA I i2 T . H AT, K2 EWT R E ST ML
TETHIE o A AE F8 AR (i BMD) R B4 R 4R 401 2R, ML 78 T8 5 st b v 8 37 7 T et 1 A0
R AR BRI SR &, ML A1 AL S35 85 4 A CHRARIE R, ¥ L RME LT Z/E T2DM
FEAAR ST ANBIGAIE, A B — D 3 RS Tl £ G 25 P A ] Sk

3. T2DM & OP HFET B FEFEZSIATT

K J e Y P e R AR U B TR A I LA R . TR AR, RSS2 Akt B AR A
BMD [ L [41]. RAEWL, VA2 PR, IR SUK MR i AR B E, T
B R AR, BB BENZG . BRIFEASET RN Z —, W SEEdr i EEEK42]. =
FXUNIAZ Y697 T2DM s FH IR 24, R LA i D 7 J 1200 e 1) i 4 oA AT A T XL
Br[43] 0 — TR ] K 1) e B PE AP T B, H KG9 8 326 Bh T2 % T2DM &35 1) BMD, F T8 AR i [44]
{H LEE Z5[4510F 70 &I, i 5 Zd ik 3 e i Rk qs) i XU () 426 T2DM 2 4F B B4 g . 5
il FH R P 2 1 B A L, B2 RS IR T T2DM B HO B 3 UG S (291 515 40 i 4B 25 A
Bl, B2 B 25 ok 22 T T2DM B30 U R I IR CRA A Se 7 a2 o 5 FH sk iz o X
51K T EATX T2DM B FEFEHRIT/E OP Al OF A AT R B, Sk, AT LT =28 Al %
WL IEAT 1A
3.1. M-BEREhREEEER 2 #1%l57(Sodium-Glucose Transport Protein 2 Inhibitors,

SGLT?2 #lFl3))

SGLT2 il 71368 i {12 32 R ¥ o 2 W ) ISR B AT IR 7K, 50 0 XL OB PR 5 8 1R 45 0
E RIS RS HEM, SBUSBERS R, WIS AR . TR, RIESIESBORE R, Wb
JE B FUVHE B ()1 SR E , BRI 38 BMD [46]. CANVAS HF 70 HRIE 4% #1115 7] BE LU 22 3 751148 g e KU
{H CREDENCE 7t 2.7 ¥ UEHE 3R LS B 37 S 5 R A& BB T7 6 O [47] [48]. — TR AL 11T 4
WFFRY, MARKSRE T2DM S &S F 0 RE 8 n, BARRFEEERTE CANVAS #F 78 i 32 il
FERECR, B /NERIEIS FRBUR, RRIR IR R, ELSL AR A A S B AN R A R Bk
RIS B I 5 [47] (HI27E T2DM /NRAERL RS ZIFIE N 7 BMD, JF23% 1 T2DM /) B 1B sl
¥, MO, FEREBEMEE, RASSFLE S uMOIREE TR TR AR 4[49]. TAN SE[5018F 70K, &
R FIF A SREVRIT (£ T2DM & 9F OP 3% i 35 G B AU . #4501 BMD, JERECE I R4
2, HABMIIERSER . A FEFTT SGLT2 #5558 4 U (52 Z A — B &5 58, HopRig
B BUROR . — TR ) B bR oe o M R, A3 SEAR LGB B T SR, R AT I R & 47
BRI T 4 88% [517, AFXFBEAEA B3 LK) T2DM & 3F OP i, (] SGLT2 5] 75 B AL i Al
B, R RAE S, IE HSE BT BMD AR T KR AL .
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3.2. REMPEFEERK-1 Z&H BN (Glucagon-Like Peptide-1 Receptor Agonists,
GLP-1 Z{&#zh7)

MFIFLE IR BERDHE IR 2 =] e ks S 1K, P 207860 460 B AR 14 i & 30 RE I 22 IR (GIP) Mk ey TR 25 A K- 1
(GLP-1)32 A0 B J SN 78 /R I AR Rk 2 26 o [ B 17, GLP-1 32 BEhFI7E L AT T2DM & R y7 fe ik
WAS T H . B4k, GLP-1 SZARBEEhRIZUE S0 L A 2, #EEHr 11 SOUL Mt FELER A
i, FUIRE] SRS S K25 BRI T2DM A 0 I A/ B0E 1 1 s 28 2 o I IRURS: 14% [52] T
HEIRC, BRAT, ZIERESNIRE, RE LIS LR GLP-1 2R Bsh 7 E . o
U BMD AR, BRI R mn gl B NI, AR HAH A JE[53] [54]. feHi—
T2 A3 M S, GLP-1 SZARBEN A IG I 1 REAMERD I B 31 BMD, 3840 W ORI k7 1 ek Ok
PrERE[S5]. T NI 10 MM TR, GLP-1 Z/KshIfE T2DM EE By H, FHk
AERBR R NS, B 70~79 B XANERAH, T2DM BH B RERPAETET 26.4%
[56]. % LFTIR, GLP-1 ZAREBHFHIIEIAIT T2DM & OP B LI A s B /ERT, BR 7 32 6 i p
4, GLP-1 52BN FITE A B SR AT AH DG B TS5 7 ThD A9 LA OG0, R R EPE A 2B 3T K
G IR 2 AR it AN R 1K) T2D &9 OP .

3.3. —RKERKEE-4 #PHIF)(Dipeptidyl Peptidase IV Inhibitors, DPP-4 HPHIF])

GIP. GLP-1 PAK V2 HAR YA KA 2T i A2 £ 1) DPP-4 14, T GIP 1 GLP-1 Xk & 24y
WA PERR S A R E 1G4k, DPP-4 #7547 T2DM. {EH B& 520 /7 TH, DPP-4 i 7%} 74 = A1
IR A GLP-1 SZARIEN 555, H LR85 A 2 el A PR A AR W AU (571, AT B ARG T XU
[F]E, DPP-4 $fil @S 3G A IEYE GLP-1 /KF25EIR - A0 - Bl FRACE R (2 E TR
> OP FIE T I R AR (58] SR1, WFFCRBIHELL DPP-4 #6570 FER AT 4EA%AITT . Wi )yT ]
RESE & 4 KB [59] . AT &, DPP-4 S| 7775 A8 FH A R 2 Ak O Tk 1 IRV IR A R 52, i PR ] DA
AR NIRIT T2DM &3 OP g k2 —.

4. T2DM &3 OP KB RIGAR NG TT

T R 2 A UREIR 2L AT B P PR ERERCR AR TR (B EOF . s Eh). ik
FEAEA BT AR I BMD I 2 B AR e Bbr S 7 T, XUBBRER A7 42 T2DM AIEARRE IR 8 o
HIRCRAHIEL[60], MUt ET BHTRE I 7 BMD B 1 A OP A T2DM [ Lo PEMEMR B 3 (K Rz (611
RS E SR RENE PR AR BEAR B 3 I R BT, R B B e bn B I ONTX YTl P T PR ) ) KT
I 2 AR T AR R, XA BT BCEE R, RN IR B A REgma[62]. SR1, il
S5 AT RE 2 B IRE F s RIS R AT ot ) SRR [ 63 ] (R BEB TR BRZG N Rp SLIA AR Ly i fik, 6 2
AR OP BT 254, BT IS IAKYE T2DM & bR I 5F T2DM BE A BARA Rk, 2% oG 1
P TR SURTEHE () BMD [64], /b 1 AR AHE (A 37 (R Rz o 2 S i il 4l i AL 2 1, AT L
BN R AR, AR TR, eI RE R IR A AR, S BRI [65]. HRT, KT A g
7E T2DM 3 A R A 22 i JE BARIESE . RIS 4L R D KV 5EZERHMAR A T2DM 1Y
IR EARSS, HLEI T REAIEYEA 3R D XS by 3R W . D IBR R AP SR AL IS . b
L SOEE[66]. THTELEAEZR D LW B A REAE T T2DM J7 A 825 R0R 0 T-0E R R 9124
[ By FR oA 2 N TR, I B se b 2 5] BMD BRI [67].

5. T2DM &3 OP BT
G TR R R G 2, T 50 % M LA F 1 T2DM B 3% K5 52 5% 5 (DX AR 25, 76 V5 PR 1
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THOLT, WIRSEA 50~60 %2 22 8] HAT I PR 4 KU DS 2 (1 J 3 B2 1 DXA K B [68]. X3 i Al OAE A 17
Prs s, USRS TR AA 1YY (R TT) [68]. 24 FRAX VF4- 4 & T W EA/E T <2.0
I, R BCHEAT TR T (— TR [68]0 I e IUBE 2 G T 47 KOSz, PRI S ™ #6472 ] UK 7K~ . T2DM
EIFLR R AL 1 R, AR AR e, ORGP RE /), BESR{E. BT, RIER
Ao AES AZEAEZR D RN, DISCRFEERE[69]. BEATIE A IS shan: AT, 125, A BT 15 5 A
BT UTRE ST, AR 3T R

6. BESRE

H 4R T2DM &) BMD IE# 8w, (HEHr A&, X4 Im R B uifE ¥ T2DM &9 OP #fik
(B AT XU SR PR AR BT A AU A 5 A T — e O TR B, (HB = R bk, SR RS
0B AT RS T 4 AR AT A TR R B e ML A AT S92 IE 70 I RS T /R 8, 24 BB B 5 2
BE G AL EL(FEA B ADARSE &, A9 717/E BMD Z AME IS5 31 RSP B . A& R BT 7t B 5 A
TEFE B S AR (P HERA P P45 E PRI BE AN PR A 0N A Ak T v R, DUEE B b di Sl R R 5 o X T2DM
G OP EHE, BRAMUEERIH BRI A . — R IR T (RES M4 R DA, E4AERE
oL, BEAEER ERE Y 2 A, (EIR)T T2DM &9F OP I, 5 B4 &% [ H A B E 25 W 5 IX o R sy
BB A BE 5 T R 22 41 597 20 GLP-1 24K 75 . DPP-4 11 70560 B 45 J& A v Mk s AR B B0 . {5 SGLT2
FOHIF T BT AR S5 R M AR A — 3, NAEEATA, Rl BEAE v e S . AT
JRGTFAZEYD, 0. SUBEREE . HET b, BRI, HEr ARk, Bl S AR AE T2DM B i P2 2 4
BRI dehh, Hph—ue244), AR D ANEE4EA R D RS RS ERRER, ©F ks
Ab o ARIFE TR L5 W BB R 25 5 P DB AL 2550 i B RE s, AARAK T2DM i3 A Ak va
IT HEME

SE K
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