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Abstract

Osteoporotic fractures, also known as fragility fractures, refer to fractures that occur as a result of
minor trauma or during daily activities. They represent a severe consequence of osteoporosis, with
hip fractures in postmenopausal women being the most serious type of fragility fracture and one of
the leading causes of disability and mortality among elderly patients. With the increasing aging of
the global population, fragility fractures of the hip due to osteoporosis in postmenopausal women
have become a growing worldwide concern. Current methods for diagnosing osteoporosis have cer-
tain limitations, making accurate imaging measurements and assessments particularly important.
The occurrence of fragility fractures is attributed, on one hand, to an increased risk of falls due to
comorbid conditions, and on the other hand, to reduced bone mass (bone density or size), disrup-
tion in the spatial distribution of bone mass (i.e.,, macro- and micro-architecture), and alterations in
the material properties of bone tissue. These factors collectively diminish the bone’s ability to resist
fractures, increase its fragility, and render it incapable of withstanding certain external forces.
Therefore, imaging techniques aim to measure single or multiple determinants of bone strength to
assess the risk of hip fragility fractures in the elderly. This article provides a comprehensive analy-
sis of the latest advancements in quantitative CT research for predicting hip fracture risk in post-
menopausal women, with a focus on CT-derived bone density and imaging indicators, body compo-
sition assessment, predictive model construction, and clinical translation. It also discusses the chal-
lenges and future trends in this field, aiming to offer valuable insights for related research and clin-
ical practice.
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1. 5]

ik

TG FAE DA Bl AN B A U S MBI O, & BB BN 4 [ 1] BB R 44 510
o Iﬁ AN B AT S R R — R, HORAER S 2RI DI O [2] [3]. ARFRA, FRIE R
Biks B3, BT SR 200 C N BT, AR G 51 X — T B EAS BA BRI FE 2, AL 1990 4
%2006 4E], PR BTSSR M Tt T 2R, SRR ER R EEST iH . AL GE RS
2 W AR BT R T A 3 AR DXA 58 182 B (LA T R, (R B 70 & B0 22 Stk v i i i
BRI ARIER] “CHRERA T VA A£G LR X ZIRIGEDXA)N E H BT, AH X RS 1 T
MR AL 65%,  FLAME DR BUE G M AR S 240 [4] [5]. DXA A 4Bl S84 5%, AiEX o
WARE 5 R, B0 R4 E T BAT R R ETH[6].
AR, CT 8 &M i = 4RI SR8 ), BRNE IR E %5 B (AR 25 ) B B ) AT 2 3 R TR
BT FHLAUEEER, &ﬂlﬂﬂl’ﬁuﬁa%a’?w&/\%ﬁm [8]. WK L, CT B¥EsREE R, 4
e B B CT & IS A RO AT “Nias ” PPAGE B AULPUIRES ,  SEOLE T B ba 1AL 2 1 0 25
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(opportunistic screening). 141, 8k HAEH CTC (BN W52 ) R A5 B0 i HU B 0] 7E 10 4 Py i
HHRE, 112 HU A E i a mAE, KT E R B 10 SEME0E J R 525 1 m[0] . 7EAR A4 2 7 T
¥ CT Z%(B4E BMD. JUI AR A AR ) S LA 5 ) T g5, v R3E R T 5.4 BMD (19 XU
TRI[10] [11]5 50 a7 R B 2 S @S ) CT TR AL, 7RSS0 B 4 s A Wil — k& 4T 2 3 4F AUC
Ak 0.74, T E TAUE LG AR IR F R AL (AUC £ 0.58) [12][13]. Kk, CT &R A B 41X
R ) AT PR SR A T8 i . ARSI LR CT 8 & W TE A2 J5 10 Lo B ls B 417 AR Tl = Fr 4t 8 AR
EFEE BV B UM S EL T BARR Y 73 BT DL T CT [ i AR A b 2 46 5 T 1 SR 5
AR, I I PR R A 5

2.CT EED TS EEBETMN
2.1. QCT MEBFES iy

CT EEFHAFEMLE /T CT EEIREUE 8 B AR RS % FE(vBMD), 1] A3 550 e i 1 5 o2 7
WIREE%EE. 5 DXA MEEZEEARR, QCT A CT #UZE BE4: & i A SRR B 3 Y,
RIS SR BUE (mg/em®) IR B AR B 35 B . WF U, QCT W () = 4125 i At o R i s
R B AA KAL) R, O BAAKS H R m T DXA [14]. 7EIRPRSZE T, QCT ik 4% HE M mld #5340
BEATIN G BEMEEEN L1 8k L2 MEGARA B 10715 vBMD, 50 0 3 20 DXA R 15 3 8 1
FUE 2 B (g/om?) FHH L T M. AEF I, B0 SL Bz /e ™ R A M AR 1) B3, ISR A QCT
DAIEE G DXA W& T4 15]

2.2. ERERFEEHE CT BESBITNKE

A RAF AR CT SRAF 1B %5 B 5B RS 2 A OCEE[16]. Liu D S5 [HH 247 T 2004~2007 4%
% CT 455 6926 44 53 10 FEREVIEE, R I o =1 #% X 381735 HU 8 n] 2 T &
PrARE[9]. F— TRk, N QCT Ml S MG MFER A 7 N XK vBMD, 4558 EREHr
& (LTS E A7 AR 1) B 37 21 (K 4% (X vBMID 24 42 8 AI% 47 4 1 S DT 2 (K 5 BE 4L(P < 0.001), $27R IR
[ vBMD S84 m A OG . JRHRTE Lok, KR FIX ) vBMD T FEIRE TR, ]8Tk R 1]
Privo e FFEARTTRIA, AR R T HU (B FRAR S B s A w47 U8 e & A0 G . i,
FIFH EME CT BATHL S MR R BL, BARAIMER HU (B2 R 505 B 5 Fa = fe NBERI A CF B R,
CT & 58 2 B VAN R HE A X 208 4 = s AT 17]-[19]

23. HU EENSMRmEPRINA

CT HMHU) 5 & %A By 7 hrdE QCT IS4, CT HH 1 HU {8 v 1F B % B 1 IR 448 A
M 38 I B A CT [ o 0 M B B B2 HU %5, OGRS DXA B3 M. £
WEFR R, EAMEMEAR R & B E) HU BE AT AR 2 B2 B ba Al % B2 IR [ 16] [18]. EiR Bin C 451
W C R T8 B CT 3/15 HU (EHET /007201 7EGIGERHIUE, K L1 Mtk HU AR & % B AR EE a3k
WA AT IE R HU YaR, BFARN OE<100 HU A& BB R, A& BLE %5 <100 HU & Lt 758
WEFE P EZETE. M. J. Raschke 2570 H7 280 4] 60 2 LL_E R A KA BE & 8 E 1) CT 4558, &
Pref g # X 3k CT R T 5 H4L(P < 0.05), £ Logistic [FIJF40#7, IR X Ik CT {8 /& B i i
HIHEEI R R, LS N TN BE 2 A4 [ U9 7 R 2010 #E— 5 3E B 7% HU (8 (KB 25 5 58 3 XU
MIAH G . AT, CT HU $&4E 7 — P o] {5 ) i N5 B SEARAR 75 o 1R 2 P R A 7 3%, I 7 A4/ M 5 B
R A .
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3. CT JLAT & FLE RS H
3.1. FMERISHTHSA)

B LA S5 A (AR A I AR L AR BN B B0 ELAR) DA SR (R R T s D AR R ) B ) i 5
U 5 JEE 1) G R 3 o CT 58 EANDURIUE % 1%, SEBeTHEE T LRI 40 0, B 4544 0t (Hip Structural
Analysis, HSA)Z: T CT 5 QCT KGR IUE BRI [ B(CSA) AR BHERE (CSMI). P2 ¢ 5 )5 £ (ACT)
SFebr, FHFIPAS A ENUMER T N ISR o SR, B FC4s S HSA HI TN (8 M A7 AE 4+ [21]. Ma 5[]
LA TS R I, R PN 28 28 i o 1 B S T KU, 4y HSA S 2((CSA. CSMI. ACT. #IH1#
T Z PN AR AL, R B m T PERE (45 S AUC M 0.729 X B FH% 0.748, ZE RS0
) [22]. X RIHABRM HSA SE00T fe x5 3 KU R385 2 70000 A4 (A BR

3.2. BIRTIH(FEA)

AHEL T B LR, FE T CT B9F R 7643 #T(Finite Element Analysis, FEA) A8 [F] I 25 F& 5 4 kH 4 5T
MERTEAR, AL ML 8 B R LA T X 2R J7 I ¥ QCT 15 21 (1) B 8% 245 e 45 9 A R T M 1 it
ANEEATECE, FBEIR 057 5 E 37 XU . Nishiyama 2576 20 4 BE SEHr. 15 ZHEERIE I & 35 4
XHE LM N A QCT-FEA JISZHFFRIENL(SVMBEAT 738, SRS FE 74t Sk o R rf 2k 3|
82.9%, ¥ FE &5 R 51&F BMD 454 G ER % i — 242 T 2 91.4% (23], XKW, FEA 456143 BMD 1]
FEHIX B BT ME . i, BOKFIZEE 45 2R DXA 56 QCT $¥5i3t47 FE FINLES 2% 3] 4
B, GBHC 19 AT DR 7R @A A, 45 B SR SRR R EA VB AR ZE G I R M FE J& PR (B & J LT AN Rl
JETESE) L AL S8 BMD 2 Wi SRR TN B 9 7 A R w14 N E . BIRBFARM], £E CT &€&
Betill EXINE AU S, FRE AR ST, LA R A RS T R v A 1 [24]

4. CT BHLA RS
4.1. HR-pQCT WRBSHARAEFR

o FE A B B LR R (HR-pQCT) 2 — Pt M B AU ARH AR, & B X 9 & izt iy A1 fi
A A E B O B E LTS S AT R 9 = 4B VEAl, F4% B2 5 (Ct. Th) B2l BMD.
FATE BMD. B /NREEEE[25] [26]. X PR BARAS BB T d, (AL R Ul O Rk B T
FIgINVEAS B KRR THIIIAS T - Jaiswal Z8%F 3028 44 75~80 % Bt i Lo MEHEAT R AE T BAFIHTE 72, £ DXA
% FEW B A BN R PR ) HR-pQCT Ml& . Z5 R Won, TEHEEAERE . BMIL IR AR &k R 35 &
3 BMD J&, RS E vBMD R iR BE S i 4 0 Eom Tl #e 45 . 51\ HR-pQCT Z4)5,
BB B P AR AL S 4 AUC MAELE I R R 2 AT FN BMD 7 0.71 272 0.75 (p < 0.001) [27]. X
— IR T B SIS BAE VA SR R A . B HR-pQCT H Al AR A2 PR, H L JFH4ROR : o
R R CT U S Seik o i, anoRReT Be R i X el T = (XCT)E N TR se ik o 5%, A%
D19 E R RA S WA a1 B it 5 = 1 45445 2 [28]-[30] .

4.2. HR-pQCT MEREBMEEMITH B B

B PR AN 2 B S HLEZ S (HR-pQCT) M 78 A A SR 851 i B A4 FR B 1 <8 7 1) . HR-
pQCT Rekh i B /N MO GSH, RS E RIS B # ey 15, Kotk
B, BMEEE2 EE R ) 2 BORE PR A, R A7 TR R LR NS A A e, X E AR
T HBEH A RS = LR[S, AT R TS AR R DA 1) SR R LA B BV A s A T
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k. T, BLHR-pQCT & I “ RS " R ebrifE, HEZh 7R 5 SEBOR R e, 3
PO SAE Tl S BRI R CT ¥R R, SEBL “Esat” PRfl. —Jrim, &+
CT A FRICI BT(FEA)BERE i S AR B AL N 20 FE 4R AR, I CHGIEWI BEA R X 0B 3 S5 AEE 3 A
#2301 T, AN TR GEBOR(UWE D Wi EE) A I MIRIR CT B “HER” s o PR
AT, XONFIRTEEIA CT AT HL S MR B AR 4t 7 T RE[24]. IXLLRE RIL[FIZRMT, A0 v 23
HER CT BUGR S Seitt 0Wr A 18 J109 i gAR 12 WA B 3 AR T S 4 5 = 25 H5 02, B as oy
FEE 5 3T AR KVR A 7 17 BE D UK

5. BBEARSEREH
5.1. & - QA - BERA E1EHLHI

HREESUA L RIS SO OC. CT € B RE RN VRl 8% SAH TR AL LR 1, Do E 3 R bF
PR A . ARTFUIR I, B - WUA - BENE” AR AR e B3 R A PO BB . J8Id CT ATl
SRAG I v i ) L JUL AR R T i s (R A TE AR B % BE (3 1] Li 5543 Hr 378 Bl & 4 2 Lk & 1 CT,
RIA R Hrefh, ST s WUA RN E S ARG SET KA G, R ZR, OOk sRib e
H“TEE CT AMUAT CLITAS B2 S5t E MR S 1 3R, BT PRSI AT WL M AR 21237, JF i “CT
ARAT AL PR AR 115 25 B3 SO0 B8 B 1 3 R HE T RS, 5 T i S mT 399 7 (32 TSIt geidt— DR W], AR LA
TSR P JUE B 5 TR AR 22 4 B TR BRI B 1) DXA B RS BUFAE R, IR a4 B — e il
MANME[33][34]. BB, Zie CT MERNLAE AR E)M K TR E, W agit— D i m i T
PRAGHHER L .

5.2. CT WHMEAL R B SRR SRR 5 5%

THENLETZ R (CT) 2 € BIEAS SRy, Rl LA & 5 08 0 A0 S br iR % 5% 5
P TR FA N X SRR 25, 0T RPALHU)AT . EIRIRSEE ST, @HWE
R T A T () B = M BB o B (0 BB Sl oy PR AT I 2 o B 1 TR HU B RIfE, W]
PURETA X 0 AR B AL #L8 HU (B Y N—29 Z4+150, 110 g 7 223 (R4 B2 T AR I A0 P s i) Fr)
HU B8 B 9-190 230 [31]. PP Z Lt 3E AT — 2V, MsESiE. IR
e ) R L PR B (R L e LR JUL D ) P T R S bt o UL R) o i o o B0
SEHILA X 3R )T CT (EMHU)KIEG, BAKK HU EHRILA N AEERRIIZ 0, 2L RE R ILA 2h &g
Bee (1 76 B AR A [32]-[34] R NRWT 0 A VPAL , CT BRAEAE i X 43 43 Sl A P9 I I T ARUR 2 I iy T A
PITIERE 7V i R 0 8 il 2, FLTI AR S AR SO B UIAROG, 2 DAl (e JRURS: (1) G B FR AR [ 33 ] -

5.3. {ERRSTHERREE R I KU T - 91

FER IR A, AR FaAn St 1R R OGS B, KRB T B - LA - g A
HAERIRI SR A R PPAG 14 2R o WLARFR S H S S N A 1. WP FE 3, B LA TE AR sl AL
AL JEE (1 AR (R i 3560 5 2 5 A MR 37 RS, S B JE PR T R i AR O o AR P AL A XU A —
T3, AR LA RN B R R A R R R ) S 0 K EER, WU S B O, LA
THRE T e ELP T BT B8 709 55 AR (B WS 15 n I e B i AR R B R R o IR 07 A1 x4 KU 5
Wi WU SR 5 2% o BLAR— 5 B B2 N R W ) O B R (HIE 2 (0 B AR BT CRGIE SR fE R R R
PR A2 — ANIE BRI N 0 2, Lo WA A2 S A0 R 3 PT BRR AR A, (et B e [2]. TR
71N AR UG 07 T R 55 2 S o AR S I B S i P S B TR G, BE AR ST T 5 8 T LRz [33 ]
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TR P A S R 18 P SRR, A RE 1O TS ARl 2 ZRRR PO R ) A R SR B B
ARAIE L, AR T s 5 v P 417 R[5

6. BT CT KRS TR EY
6.1. HletE CT TRERY R M E R Bk

ML2> 14 9% 25 (Opportunistic Screening): 7E# FUEEFI(E) B A2 WitE CT HHi, X B 1 E B AR
ARGCHEAT [ PPAL,  JoFR MG IR 2 3% FH AR A&, A8 R T A RE RIS A T A Ve . i
Frik, @ik L1 s CT HU (EWAE B % B, e Jo 7 Ao 2 B m]oof 28 25 3R AT B 4 XU T [19] 6
Reid S50 7058, £ RIZHN CT BURIHTE % EEE, W MU TR is B, e i s
(R TR AL 2 [35]. REETHMSH CT 19 CT ENE BB M) Z i et 7 arfrik, HFHEZE
KVER)FE, BVEEEAE H W4 SRR, AR CT W& CTEM RS MEZE S, LA 0T LG5I {8
. Xt CTAEF R, XTET 2 B i R 1

A R0 A s A A BB I 5 B P R e D7 FE AR B X vBMD @ ATTHE, HOR SRS B
A BT SRR, SRR TR A QCT B S s A FE, W fE A 5 #5615 vBMD il
BN FHEA R, HWSE RS RL, WKRZER LSRR AR — P HEs) 7T
WHIZWT CT (18 5 B AAATL 2 1 5 2 72 i PR S B HH 149 82 FH AT 5%

6.2. N/ FIEREFIRBHER

ARk, Z USRI CT RFAESS LA 5 SR 3 A TR A, AR 57 4R . Villamor 2545
B QCT-FEA Il PRAZ EEAE AL, R SCRE A S USRI 48 28 J5 Lot AT 85 i Hr ], A AL A
254 19 ANJE TR R R 535l BMD i [24]. BAEEEMN CT =4 E 2 5 S B
IRIEPRE N2, ET T BT A T 2~5 4F N PR BT R . 7ERFEAR IR, Zml & BYIR
JE 2 )RR C FR BN AUC W5 iy T AR Gl PR RS R 3R A (2 4R BE T AUC: 0.74 vs 0.58, 257
AE#E ). XEgE R W, FIH A G8E# CT BUEH H I KRG S, Wik AL J770 47 KK
AR, ATKIESE AL I [12]. FIFEEOEFER I, IR BEALARARALAS 5 2] BIE R B RYLE 5 21 BE
XFHAEE JE B SRR — BRAE T AR OCHE IR 43 g AT HE Al 07 %k, TEBA T HAH SR [36] .

6.3. BB FRSIGREER K

RAEFET CT KIE 4 WS TR R L 8 g, (B2 STl 2 25 R R . 1 EEHRAE TR
L SIZALRE ST, CTE S X MSE. ERFERE RS ERT, SEARF OSSR EZE, |
PR TR RS E PEA &P [37]. Uk, BUA R MBI AR E AN e 28, FRRET BN 1+
Fith, RAEFTRDBANIATIRE. BB XSGR IRR AR, S BOLAE RS A B R 5 T a1
BAIE .

7. RS K RES
7.1. FARSNAEEEIEEPEE

FERR SN MR, 2T CT BE 37 KU H S m w2 T OBkl . 5, BoRIIFMEML S T E R
e KIS, CTHZ 2B, HER% s 2RI, SEEdRsh = ttE, H CT M=
XS, FAUE R R EA TN, BT SRS E. AR CT B MR &
HU H5 8% EZ MR R, 2@ G T IA[37], RIS CT o Bk e Ao rift B ib AR 58 S b ifeqL
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FRIF 1) 23 A7 8 A BRI ZE BRI 38 ] LU, H B AT BEBURIA BR T4 BT SRR (1 o S R i = 38 W
SN I RASAT, AT BT R f ) foRe 2 SEIL I PR VR MU AT SR (1] d ), BUAR 2 £ T A iR
Wik, REEFE D BES VA TIRE . BRI SRR IR R 2R, TON4ERE AN 2%, B H Rl s = KR
A ZHOIAETEFORTIIN CT $RFR 80T B AR R AR E PE[37]. ARORAT IT 75 B HEAT AUBE LA SR 7T,
XTI DXA Al FRAX #571, BI#f CT EESHIE RN E. MM BRHEL . TFAR R AT LLL
SR R 22 24 P PR AR 2 R 5 TOUMU A 2 A2 A o 4 IS ) 0 SR K A

7.2. RERMRFESER

CT R4 30\ T2 R 10 R Bt — SR HE USR5 . B I TR BRRA 0 2 R G5 LR AE W 5 o
HBL, S IR ST T CT RN E % Pl s R GURRAE,  ATLE JURD A PR o A 45
[39]. B4 HE% CT HoRTTREFI TOI R ML . SRR R 2. I 38 hR 5 2 BSR4
BT R VA S AT . (IR, B S CT W& MBI 523, 58 & CT 76 h B Y B ARG RHE
YRR b S AT R R
8. &5iE

i bRk, CT ERririlid 24 ERAR(E B B LT, B A0 AL AR ML G T )
AR I R VR SR O TR B A TR BUARE RN, E T CT MRS 40T Db se H 2 il 5 4t
DXA XE AT KIS I HIBIRE 15 Z5E LA = >T FITR BE 2 S BOR B TR L0 e I s IR HER 2 . 2R
M, 4 RTIESE 32 2R B BB A KN RS ASIBIE TT, A7 75 5 2 e Jo e i S A AT U SR B SE AT 5 3 A A
AR TAER R EE TAREAL CT & B Mrifthe « i Sr 4 [ G 1 & 3 FE B0 22 LUSORE CT i 5 & S il 2
RS, ORI — BRI E i ST A0 70, AT PRI 26 22 ) 4 2 B 4 ) A 2 R A

ESUEIR

SE
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