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Abstract

Osteoporotic fractures represent a severe consequence of osteoporosis, making the early identifi-
cation of high-risk individuals and implementation of personalized interventions crucial for reduc-
ing their incidence. This underscores the clinical significance of developing efficient and accurate
risk prediction models. This review synthesizes recent advances over the past decade in risk pre-
diction models for osteoporotic fractures. Current models primarily incorporate core risk factors
such as age, bone mineral density, and fall history, while also integrating more complex variables
like comorbidities and medication use in specific populations. Methodologically, research has
evolved from traditional logistic regression and COX proportional hazards models to various ma-
chine learning approaches, including ensemble learning and deep learning, which demonstrate ad-
vantages in capturing complex nonlinear relationships and high-dimensional data. Nevertheless,
the field still faces key challenges—such as limited model interpretability, insufficient external val-
idation, and low data standardization—that hinder clinical translation. Moving forward, key direc-
tions for achieving precise prevention and clinical application include deeper integration of multi-
modal data, development of dynamic prediction capabilities, and enhanced model validation and
evaluation.
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1. 5|15

TEARFIRN DGR ERA I M 5N, B B AANE S B 5 R B BUBAA M 3T (osteoporotic frac-
ture, OPF) (1) R i % 2 RIZE T, R A AR fff o 1) A= R A B ) o 5 L B FAJE (osteoporosis, OP)AZ Ui 2
FRIEAE T8 % 5 (bone mineral density, BMD) ) % 2 [EAIK & B AH UM S5 40 5240, BB 8% (0 2B ) 27 0
FERRE, Math SR hn, SOt A i i a0 (SO A B B 45 O B AL i 4 XU 2 3 B = 1]-[3]
OPF AMX &5 3t RN DIREREAG L Bk AR, FE R TG R, HREFEANFIL TR
FHEEFERZ —, FR LSBT, 477 ek KA R 2 RIS, W2 & B AR ST B3
FIR T BRI f 48 [4].

XF i fa NAFREAT 3 RS HER R ST 10, 2T OPF HSCERIA T, B BH BN A3 A X [5].
JARS: RIS A4 Sy OPF By 4% (B 206 1UE TR, B 85 Z Mot e N 2=, Mt A T v MR R
AR SRR A T RS I BCE AR R 6] [7]. BEARLE BE VP £ Z A5 X 7 JE (Discrimination) 5 1 1 & (Calibra-
tion) N7 THI, I SR B AL X 23 AN [F] AU AFERRI e 7D, DL AUC B8R C $R%T &, HAB B = s i AL 1)
X 73 B8 J1FRGT s Ja & VRS TR 2 5 S bR R AR R B — 2, % KA H-L #25%(Hosmer Lemeshow) 47 1
i, P BRGNP R HE BRI (8]0 AL, ALK PR B FH A B AR HLAE PN 30 10E 5 A Bk
i E SR J1[9]. R HETRERCIF K H 250 OPF XU PO AL, {H BT F00M0 A e 56 . sy
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BRI

BIE N2 e B3, KT RR A RO e, B EG — ITiEAE R N T KRG R 5L, DA
FETH e A& FI 1 -

ST FIRA OPF Sl K 3R A Tl fe N TR - 9 (0 B 2 L, ASCIR i OPF TR Y ) 4%
OERIT RGO . BB & P A e R R R e SR R A S, DRI
REFISCIEZA R, B RS S5 2 1B BUAR T 37 RS TS 7R s O T etk e, IR BR A WFTEN B
B e RS 4

2. BREREETNERER

OPF ) FRLINIAS R g 2 e FEARASG Bz DR 2 O HE R IR ) S B 5 [10]. IXEERCD IR, BIESER (AW 1 HE
AR RS R 1) BRAE NG P 47 S L H R M R SR B 3T, SR ARR B 3T S5 5R (K0 fe PR TR B 2 —)
BMD (B JREFASWT I ehnite, LN B BRI 9 B 98 ) S Bk 8 S (I R AR M EHAE ), £ 2 B
SIS b SRR SO TR AR B, AR T AU PP R B A [ 11

SR, FERERE NRFEIG RSB, B3 R 32 25 2 R as A M. flln, A W s (o
RERDIRESE < WE PRI R S RV (A28 KGR OS5 RO I 8, B AR RS WA BIOR, &&=
Wik KIMERIZELLZG, Wb B ST BER AN 1M, JRGIE S & T Pes A s M s ik i, it
TSGR 37 RS o e, AR LA D RE RS (e e A P BUR T T BE 0 T B, 2t — 2B 4R T} 1 Bk i 3
MR EMEAR[12] IXEEAFIR AR IR, FER AT IR RN, 55 78 70 25 R NS B P S5 3R 1 L o

AT TR R PR RS i3, A TR R J7 SR B Ul s RN ) SRR i 22
ST IRB B MR 13 ] RUETEARRS . PRSI BMD S50 RFR L OJBR 2350, (RERT R4tk
HE, ARBFFTERHA S, FOARRME. IR AE 7 BHE T 5 R BRI T RS S 72
A RE AT AE T A N Z AR A SR I AR A P A A PR A2 AL BE 71 (9] ARRAEAL AL T 1o,
ISR AE RSB fE 6 PR R ME SR (B A 1, G RS, 2 oL O RTIE PERIE T, HE— b S R R R A A
FINLEI S AR, TSR THRERLAEAS RN P RS HETE 5 0E SRR TR0 1 A AP XURS: P P 25
(o

3. BRI E T K TR B E 75 %

£ OPF TR (Rt i i A v, SRR PR O TN GE F7 « Wi PR VT I Sz iz AL P e BoAT R sE PERE
MA[14]o HAT, FRESEBRIIEATHPANEGGT AR PLas 7 IR DR i G AR = KSR . A48
REAMZOYERE, RS W AR R TN AL 7 A e 6 . S0 IO A P RE VAL 7 T RO RS S50 P 2% AF
MR TR S

3.1. BETFREGHTFEEREN OPF RS HUMRE

3.1.1. Logistic EIVF#=RY. R, MASRKR

Logistic [F] VA& — @ F T 40 2845 R BRI B 5007 7735, Jld HA T AR 8 5 58 2 25 =) 2 R 78
TER ZRA TR 15]0 AL PN SR B AT AR iy EL TN 1k R R 47, R ¥ 22 F 70 R P [l ot
weik, MELVESZRROC R HAF IR AR E 2ok | i — b ohol, BRI & M2 B RS thah, 85
BT IR B A U0 4 RO SR BRI R T BT N S R RO R, SO AR PE B 04
RS, FFREMHZ A RE o B R 2 BB (R PPAS 2 T AR IRAIE,  BR =Z AE R SZ A4 o ) A1 56
E, HAEAFIGRIAEE R AR M AFIEST . R, 205 T A A SR AL 16] [17]. Bk,
Xia [18]% AFIHKEPIKEEFT N 2015 &5 ST AAE S 50, B e R LA R Logistic [HH A
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HAERS . BMIL B s . Bl R B . BB ER R (ALP) /KT IS5 [ 22 NS0T 1) B 80 P A 2 T
PR PR 25, JH rom B o I 8 FH 2 (1 LU A HE(Odds Ratio, OR) B o 1245 B 7E SR 4 A6 E 20 P 2 R 0 Y
KA A BE F1(AUC 43 51N 0.8165 FiT 0.8646), RMERCRANG RS ZS tBFFRES. BZE[19]5H — Wikl
AR G LRI T AR . E R R R 2 IE R AR E A 17 BUERE R, WEr
Nomogram P FiIIAR Y [F] ¢ 7R A = (I HERF P (AUC = 0.867, C-index = 0.867). IE4h, WA IFIHIR
ZOB P BRI RN B [20], WIS RIMENA S EEE. Ry B, AN, 2
PEUCEON T B 9 A AR, He AUC 3451 0.8775, JEIL TR IESSE & FUMAS R (038 1. 251221005
RS A M SCHIE FESCRRIEEAT T 0T, Fe i “ ASS TIEAL ™ A AR 7 R R B B A . A ATTIE TR
W, TS5 A AR AT RERCA OPF UM B 70 1) S Bk 34 o T 4F SR O IIF 7 3k CUAIE SRR AL 13X — Tl
oo BT, BRI[23 )55 ST FCH H 2850 5 0E (i P4 SRR TN 77 95 BB 5 5 B B AARE I PR 29T 76 5K
RN B br 2 SRk P 3 (5 R . BRI A SR B R B VPG S AT, TR T Gi— T iR IR
AT, ZAUROT TR E TR AN LR 2H¥BARRZEEEIRE R KR BEBHEATHE
FEESRERT, BAETERICE “IR” UL JBVEIIENYIbR S B RS HE 1) 22 2 5 XS TOAR AL, AT 4 50
B SR BRARE ) A T 5 ST R R aE

3.1.2. COX LL GRS EIAEE . EHE LSS5 AR

COX Fb ] A [R1 VAR AL —Fh AR A7 73 BT 710, RS (RIS 43 BT 22 A XU TR 3% 5 1 4 Ty 2 I TRT 7 %
R, W T HRERSYIAR[24], EFFEITER 8] - FAFCBY OPF RS T Hh B MR dh . %A
TUAEI)IE F T RS PEBAFIBEFE,  DAVPAS AN A TE R B 181 B P9 1R 4 SRR

Tebe [25]553& T VAL N2 D Je WA AR AEHHE 22 (SIDIAP) A 1 32 BB B 542 P15 3T (major
osteoporotic fractures, MOF)[#] 1 5 & 5 SF XU AR, 2B BRI COX ELfl X FIH, 9N T 19 A
falRZ&, 16 176 Ji 50~85 % ABFHIBAFIH B RIEFHIIX 23 FE( 4 )% 5 4F C-index 47528 0.717
0.724), FF&d [ AMBIRAE, WEM 1 HAEZ A RS VPG T A E o AF I A A (10 3 1 52 B T R AT
TEFIBR o 5 2 T AR R IR T AN, 3% 0] BE B2 5 B AR A R i st dsk (o S 9y A B b %) )
PERE T FE[26]0 OB BT FURE et — 20 EDIE T 35 T4 ANBET R A2 B et i U o 9l 2, — 0
2025 4B IT L T BA e A AR (88 g g N K T 38 B TGS 284 (IDFracture) [27], PRy
BRI A BEARAT R R N XS o % 7R A 5 Tebe S5 AARBAI 5 3024 22, F) P 6 [ 0 4 AR A B0 e
(CPRD GOLD)H & T 2T COX ELB XS [F1 U /) 10 5E MOF AR E 31 XA AL, H7F 575 — AN hor Bds
P (Aurum) FEAT 7 AMBEAIE . BEAREIR T REFHIX 73 BE(MOF 1) C Giit &8 0.775) MR HERE . X TR 7T
M TR B R KSR IE B R T R A A R EE M, AR B R T A R AR
DR, 7R 2SR B P T3 AR, L ZUEAT A% B A SRS U RIS v, DA I 75 P R BRI A H
PR NBERUAT IR AR (BT, DARE G DRIASE 2 505 1 32 R T 5 5P Tt 4k e I o

3.1.3. G gHERNIGKE RS RENE

FEGERIGE B (A Logistic [F1VAF1 COX [A]J2) /& Tl OPF JRUK (R S ftk . L 32 B 848 T SR B
BT EL AR PR, REE AR B RS U H R 5 485 R 2 IR SR BE (U0 OR . HR fH), {8 Tl PRI 2 R
R IR, R SR AR SR AR T AL 8 SO, SRR A R 1 R AR AR KT SE A, PR adE T
SRR A B o AR, BRI PR [RTRE 52070 5 L X A A B A i 5 4 S IR A AR LR R R
ML BRI R AR MRS AR BeAh, BRRSPERELEIR KRR E B TR BRI E, JEHE
5y % BIAL LR LI o A% OB AL B 3 B T 6k RS IR BB AT MBI 2 . ARREAE ML AR DA R VP A e e AR O
R 5T R BABUARCLA N R KUK o FEIR S S F v, 283 A FLT 32 A3 960 AR ASE 20 (e S 2 7 H A A
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RAE RS HNE, T EE ] S0E RS IR R R R E AR, V2R Z 787 5k
PRSI, N T 5 T AR AR (e s NI, LTI AE A 1 T e KR R R, BRIOR 2RI 78 73 41 &
AR, SO AR T s AR R B, 52 R R S AR o X SR m]
NIRRT RBUGIRS %, HANRAE ¥ 3 12 Wibn it .

3.2. ETHRFIEZMERNT RER S TR &SR

B A T 5 2 P 3 I RN S R S A M R T, AR SR A PR TR (i FRAX) R Ge il (4
Logistic [A]JAF1 COX LA XSS R 76 B8 & 5 0% 22 4R HICHE | Ab 3R AR 2R 14 ¢ SN i 4RI 7 THI A7 7E =) R [28]
FHECZ T, HLER ) e s R R RN S R-IE 2= ST Re 0, i g AA M i 3 XU Pl 42 1 178
(T, B /R O RE_ LR AL B8 714 [29] [30]. LA R HE SIS H], ST AR AR T 7T 5 R
kAT AR .

3.2.1. REFEFEE: AREMSZHE

TR SRR A AR A AR PR H A B TR B A%, RO AR ATE T RAF I AT AR, AR08 R0Bk 7R
A SRR ), R SEE RS PR R R A AT AR [3 1], B, EEEKST[32]5 M T & T SMOTE &1
C4.5 WM L2 J5 Lo TR A PR 3T 0 SR8, et st dbnts Lifg 40~65 0 Lotk mnfa N3, i
27 1823 BIFEAM fahs I 2 R R ERRERAE B o FFIEAT TN 3 BT, ARG (EH C4.5 YRS BT
it BMD. HIZS 6 Nocstdr i, FFME TES 52 19 NI ARI R, BALE R a2l T
VERSAE # 28 N T AL (AUC)ILF] 0.871 (95% CI: 0.8226~0.9211), FHIHEA RIFHIX 36/, SR, %0F
TR A SCRIFEH A TR, SRR AMEE RTREZ IR, 33X ™ 2 7 P SRR I B 7E /NP A B e N\ 24
s G B LA, T2 ALRE I AN R I . DRI, VR SRR AR R B A S it > 5 0l 48 A B i 42
THETE SRR MERMBE T, AP T BRI M R ANz 1 A

3.2.2. Deep Hit 2E: FRELEFS SRS

Deep Hit AL —Fh L Jy A7 73 BBt IOERFE 2 S B, Bl B At AP R AR R A, IR
S A B 5 A RS R B0 [33] 0 FL AR IE I 3 =2 WX 288 FIVRE i A IR 4%, KR AR 5 XU 2 )
IR R ToHRI AL G AR T I LB BB B, 47 1) 3 G A 3R R A EF [ AR 1 ) XU
G, —F 2025 0T N TR RefE & Bugiia i M IZRIR[34], S45 T — WU H Deep Hit ¥R &5 2 A 4F
SRR FE o Z T F0K Deep Hit #7815 COX thfpl KGRI &5 &, W T — A sh&SVFr 28, HT
O A5 B AT AR o FE R IBAZ R, 120 A 2R PO 55 1 T XU 1) Harrell’s C F5 40174 0.860, I REA
W 68.8%1) 10 N EH BT KAER, BERTE 7R SCHE I E 0 I ERE 1. AR T
Deep Hit VRSB I AAF o MT A BN CENG HE . B8 U T 7 T 0 e 5 . SR, LI PRSI FH A7 T s 4 i
B (WX ZINA BMD U 1) 25 )R DG 0 A% B (U JUL/ R AH O (0 N AR 7 Bt B e Bk ik, A 1
B2 A E AN IS UE A SO S . Deep Hit ARSI SHI 78 5 R0 7E T4 e LA BRI 1) Bt AR U AR I 4
(eI B, Dynamic-Deep Hit i i 58 A G 20 11 28 I 266 SR b B i o o U7 wh X B TR) A2 A b AR s, A il
REBEHT I 2 BN A B [35]. [FIN, @ E A 2 51 NG HE S A A 55 1E 4K, (Combined Group
and Exclusive Sparsity, CGES), ARELEYIZEH B 30T BRI, 0T DR FHLE S 4 =7 500 v e A
R . AR S E H THIHBE DT XS Bl s (R B A AR A B A B 7 5%
3.2.3. BERANER: ERFISSHERN

1 FE £ FHHl.(gradient boosting machine, GBM))il i 5 AR4L & £ > 55 2% 2] S kP& TR 5, 7EACEE A
THERNA . IR ES 2SRRI R 2 T FEUESE T AR 3 RS Tt o ek
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By, —30 2024 ERIBFF L T 2R, KL XGBoost BTN 5 EAAE MUK 1 TS PG S AR
(AUC. HERAFE . F1 208055 IR H[36]. 7 —TiE: T 8530 4 M M T FRIC SR I 7t — 2P R A,
S IFF NS XGBoost MVRAHLES 22 IR, TR HER 26 55 R 0 FE 81T 90% [37] X LA 724
TR ) DT AR RS E A R B R TP BE T T 5 ORRE /7, (R AR [RIRE S T H AR B
PR UIZRABEAS B R /N . ] AR R Ko A 55 1 vl

3.24. HEMEER: FRUBIRSSESHEME

N T AHZE RN 285 (ANN) GLFE A Gt 10 FI 154 446 X 24 AR BE 520 23 1) 5 FELRH 28 I 265 (CNIN) S LA R (n 22 J2 R T
#% MLP), JEK @A SRR 0, BA&ARAKN AR ERE /). WHFR M, ANN 7ET
B RERAA KA S HT G 77 TR A R M RE (381 4 i, — T3 2023 S FU R CT SOEAFIESS & ANN
TR R G AATE R B HT[39], WAE4E AUC A 0.867. 75— 2019 “ERF S M) BP #4485 71401,
TEVIZRSE EXTE R AA 2 AUC A2 T 0.970. #P£8 M4 0L K A3 G e 4E s . th4h,
FREE I 25 4 T Rl 2 U5E B (I RARFIE 5 52 8 2 B i AT 255 Tl . 9, Wi Jiidid CNN B 3%
SIEME CT G B TS RFE[41], SCBUE UGS A B IR 2 . A B 70X LRI, 75 T A 4 7Y
HHTHT, 2 LSBT 1 e 5 8 R R AR R AR T, (HAE T R SR BT [42] . BSR4 7 AL B 2 1S
R AEHE T B BSOS, (H L SERR R AR T OO . R AU REE, IR AR A A A AR
FEPEZ PR -

3.2.5. HIERFIRE: MeEABSRKRELRS

WA 2 ST, Rp o AR VR P 5 ST RN F 52 ST B0, AR B TR P 47 RS F90000 e 30 L A S
RIFIFIIPERE, HAZ OB T RE B m g AR M R . A Shif ik B BRHIE IR & RS HEE43]. A
i, RIS SR HG = KA R IR: B, e AR X R A B A o B R ™, AR R
LR NFEA BTt T o LGy LR, B RO PSR R AR 1 IR TR, X 5
e PRESAE XS R B AR SRS i), R B A7 AR BE 45 8 NREBAIUIT A R i, M A7 42 S
AEA R ANEE NBHZACRE A IR AL BRI, SRR BOHIF 70 B E s S dn ] S iROR L R bR, il i il £
KA ZRALRINTE A T adb AT ™ K ORI 5 5 AR IRAIE DL SRR A Joe T AR N T RE R LA 5
PRI RE, M FREZNAIL &2 ST AB 2R A TREIHS P22 1]l PR S R P SE AL o

3.3. SHZERMENERFENRYEE T KR TS

B R [44] AL e SRS M BREUR (TR BL[45], B3 ST QN B4R . R stk
FRTRT B T IR e R s, BE 2 ML as s ) FE SIS S S g AR AR RN, IR R
THERITNE BE 5 R (P 1 ok B id As

3.3.1. SERERNRERR SR

MET R AR E RRS R AN — RS, BRI R — 3R 5 AT IR 2 Fh
(bnZ#EH. BEALARR . XGBoost #4825 58), I8 I ™A% 128 XIS UEFAIVEBE R AR (U AUC RRHERE)ik
P AR, R SR 2] (Ensemble Learning), i H#ES (Stacking). #HZ 2% ] 2% (Super Learner)slfif /&
PRTFEEHELE, ¥ 2 FEANE A R TN S5 SR AT I s e 2 2], DARR R — B () T Z 5w 2%, A3k
HRE EMRMZEATERE . B0, Wu 5 Jung [46]3E T2 4F BYEF R B I LA, FFR T —Fh
BRI SIS AL LTI 32 B A BB Y T . BRI T 5130 BEER S5, FHFENLRIS A
ZREE(80%) AR A (20%),  BF 78 R FH L 2 ] %5 (Super Learner) B & 1 LR 3 2% > B Ry B fii o >
#y, CFERALARMR . BEESET. SCREMIE DR KIELL. IREMAEM LS. mlikb R DI B 4802588 .

DOI: 10.12677/acm.2026.1631163 3558 Il PR 2 2 3t


https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2026.1631163

BRI

TESST IR (n = 1026) LIPS RoR, B2 ) 280 (1 00 B8 2 3 A AT A e — S A ARy, L2k
FHFAUC)IEE] 0.76, H HAEAEN2(95.6%) BUBNE(94.5%) Frir1H(96.1%) 55 Tl Wit fe 48 bx L35
R I AL AR L 30 I ok DR A A A R B R, R T T R T A 5 W DA PR K] 2% i e 5 2
AR RE ST . SR, AL H TN T2 B, X PR T IAEA R &, Rk
T 3t — DR AR LAV iz A e

33.2. FEFZMAERAESRSR THAA

— IR FEE 240 J3PFE N C 8L R IR TR [47], ST R A T B SR (EHR) I AEE, KA
DART boosting 544 & 1537 MK TR (FREMML), FAERE(AUC 0770 T ERAEfilAs, JHF Al fil
FEPEN T B BOARSRAL T I R VR SR S o o I 15 B TE 8 K A B St Rl v, ek i B UV R 8 A 2
T 2 0 R AR 2

A, TEEDAREE AR S AT T, BRIER 22 (A ST R AT AT X AN R . PR RES
NBER AR AT . WA T INIB M B (CKD) B & T 1515 )2 BN LAR AR AL (48], E ik
RIS B T BE(AUC 0.859). 53— IR 7T (4910 HIV B4k TT R 13T XGBoost ) H 31X,
Be T T, SEEL T AR A BIAS B (AUC 0.979) . X SUHFFE 3 R BH, B % EAG MhURe XU A AE (0 A B 33t
IToy R, LIl PSR B B R AN

WAk, BEA Z YRR R TR FE R ATV S AN DR SO TR G R R RSV 5 R R B
Hdi. Wu 5 Jung X Z2E B EFEAR R 5 F G ER RS S, @R B SIL T i
4t FRAX LRFRGAERI BN, I Som H RUFREERSE W 7). X WiER T Gl 5 ARe &5 Bk
TUTE SIS ARG T900575 7 T 1) KT 5t

3.33. FEZMAERBENREXE S

BT 2RSS BALE SR ORI, BRI T R P B XU TR0 A4 v A
Rtk B NBEE N 8 BIRZ OB /12 B % AT O AR B 5 8 & H 26 5 44 10 22 SRUR . T 4 3088 (22 (R 4.
AR YT IS), R B RS LR . Rk, RS BRI R BT g R
BB A S AR B R B S AR NERE,  DRAR ZR WA S A 1R o] R N TR e ER,  DARTHE AL )%
WA 3 1IN P T 2 32 i

4. XEERMEBS T

N T SN R ST FUBR IR IR NI, BATTRE LR 5 2 (1 S A Y $2 A% o B P AT 1 B
(WA 1), FRAREE T H AR AIAN R, SR SUsadEAT T > St ig .

4.1. REERMESRITERXEKS

BT ORI R, AR T 5 R B REAH O 1) — R R T B R I Y BTIE 5 SRR IR
HE, PEREIANRIGIE R AT FE AL, PERETE AR FF B B ST AN UE B (D Tebe 58 A COX
BRY SRR 4G AN HEIK) IDFracture 155 78) I PR T 15 FE 592 008 7000 & o 2 000347 A B IE 1LY,
FAMEVEREAFTEAIA T Mo FLUK, BRI 23 J2 AR T RS P R 108 FH RS ZRY i Gn et o) 468
2 G Lotk B AE B B RS A E FUW (0 CKDVHIV) A BER 2 & J@ A 7Y, L RE(AUC #7>0.85)
AR T HEERH T Z AR E A X SRR BT R & A BB AR M. 3, %
R 2] 5 LA ) R BE BRI BRIy, FEAH R SRR SR b, B IR A HL(XGBoost). HE %
2 ) (WHE G 2 2] A% ) SO IR S 22 21 (W1 Deep Hit) 55 & 2% 532, 18 # 15 X 43 £ (AUC/C-index) F AR T 48
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Logistic [A1 98 COX [B1)H. EATEE KM IR R IARLIER R Sk, thoh, Rhe 24882 37t
TS RE RSB RR AT, IRV REOL R OB W B 1A SEfa [ R 3R i K, s A s . SR A
FRE S P RS D55, X RYIRRAEAIT A 1075 2 — MU T 2 S HR Rl -
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Table 1. Overview of key risk prediction models for osteoporotic fractures
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