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Abstract

Objective: This study aimed to explore the predictive value of combining the FRAX tool with the STRAT-
IFY Fall-Risk Assessment Scale for the risk of osteoporotic fractures among older adults in nursing
homes, and to provide evidence-based suggestions for interventions targeting participants at high- or
moderate-risk levels. Methods: A total of 320 older adults from nursing homes were enrolled in this
study. The FRAX tool combined with the STRATIFY scale was adopted for risk assessment. A prediction
model for osteoporotic fracture risk was established based on fracture outcomes. SPSS 21.0 software
was used for univariate analyses including the y2 test and non-parametric test. The area under the re-
ceiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve was calculated for the FRAX tool and the fall-risk scale to
determine the optimal predictive performance. Results: Among the 320 eligible older adults (182 fe-
males and 138 males), the mean age was 77.62 * 4.07 years. Significant differences in FRAX-derived
risk factors and fall-risk factors were observed between the fracture group and the non-fracture group.
The area under the ROC curve (AUC) was 0.738 for the FRAX tool, 0.776 for the fall-risk scale, and 0.844
for the combined model. Conclusion: The prediction model combining FRAX and the STRATIFY
Fall-Risk Assessment Scale exhibits satisfactory predictive performance and can effectively predict the
risk of osteoporotic fractures in institutional-dwelling older adults.
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1. 51§

U FME (Osteoporosis, OP) & — it UL FEFEAR s s M BA N RFAE ) 4 B P Hds™ LAY
FRRE RS H RGARE B I 1] B BB VE B I RRBRAR T R A AR A TS i, P 2B KR T 9 &
R B 7 £ 0T 5 DR G X BERE AR T BRI . B JRIEN D2 R AR bR, UL R e R ot R 1)
b, RN EE N S SURIE N (2], BBt AR, TR AR N & B pa v & 3
KRR N\ e R, HAET R3], SR, ZRHARIE FURIAAE “iI2Hr R 624 WIR, &
JRBRRA P 3 A AR PR 3R TE Rk (4], S TN HL o 26 XU 1R ) s e N B A B A S i 3
FRAX PEIMEJ I DA A SR (B S XS TN TR, i a5 B MERE R, A )R o1
Rt VT HESH(5]. (H FRAX A RIREE, SOFAME AR XS, RNZENBEFEE T
frm R X T IR BN E A N AL FRAX S ARA S Br B U o BRI 25 & R B PP A B R AT 4%
VAL, BRSO R TN AE B R R R0& 4% . ASHT U IEL 7 FRAX BXE STRATIFY BR{BIVF Al & 2R 1
B R BRAVE T S TR, DLERANIAT PP AR AN 2, oA W T (i 5 B S X
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AWFFAE 2023 4F 4 H & 2024 4 5 H AR R A T 15 AN FREVIZE T T 7 (E e .
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MAPRIE: © Fik 60 B KU E; @ ELEEERE > 3 A, BEISAE R & 5E bVl &7 &
© FMOLEAEIE B T A E S H A @ AR IETAE, REECE SR . R AT
e ®© ANSGEERP NG AR, BES5AUFOFEE RS,

HERRARE: © BAAEMSROE . RIS ™ B MRS, @ SR EO. B B i)
REFEE, SGVEMRREI . BRI AARYEN, S ARSI, JolEm 2 S WG, HBUA A
W <6 MHHE.

22. iR

2.2.1. —RAMFER
B SCHRIFBEAT IR N R Ja BAT B, R EAEER] . SRR B, R, SIRIROL. SOk
FERZ. T ERmU o N D228

2.2.2. FRAX B KT TR

FRAX-RA /& — 33 15 (618 [0 SR A M 4 RS 1 588, 2008 4E R AT, b s 76 A Bk A
HORER % AT I [5]. 1% T HIB I 10 4F A & AR 2 BB R A vE B 3 A B 3 AR, A3 Bh 1 e
RAEFEI SR A IEATIRYT, TR RS . FRAX-RA T B 70 EBARE 12 BHEANE, 4
FE— R, SRR AT SR . BRI . MR . B R R R . HURIE SRR, R
g5 rhig N TBEE, B FRAX RS0 T AT AR SR 10 45 5 o A 08 30 47 40 2 B B i o b P 47
M .

2.2.3. STRATIFY BT EER

STRATIFY #kf8] XU -t 5 %2 (St. Thomas’s Risk Assessment Tool in Falling Elderly Inpatients, STRATIFY),
1 Oliver BIFAT- 1997 4EWF K, Sl IR g2 NBE il 2y i RO A TR 6], xR
SAOIHESE, YRA Aot AR EN: 5 1 FEREkEs; BIRE, M2 g
Wls ATEIRERG . ERG—THINN: FFE A HIRSRHETE 1 48, O RIRSTH 0 4, S50 0~5 73 &
REH T B, CREAEE, ERIEENZERA R TR = R 5.

2.3. ARG E

2.3.1. BEFZ.

W H AR RN B BN R BN G AR R, I T T HEAT FRAX KURS: A% A 780 R k3 IR
BREHIIE. o TAAE RN R BB R ZES 5E, mFREi TR N & a8 v Bb
FAMRMEE . R RIS, TH AKX DRI EE T, ShEEy 10%. 2%
ek, RAEERRIEN T LA E N A S SRR AL B . P & N G308 B B2 5 S S e 55 N
LeAE, JHEETTIRATEZ T 4t MbniEAL sl

2.3.2. R S&SRER

P FER RANALE RFEEREYT 12 N H & A IR 0 U Sk B S et & 3 R BB Ol Bk
EEFEERFEL. 53, BIPRIRT, RAERK. AAE. FFHEEIBE, HRRINIR T 218
TRESE A MR R B AR B . VT AR AT AT BEEE T MREE
s E P WA BT, BRI EX & CDE R NS,

2.3.3. GtEFERE
K SPSS 21.0 BAFHATHIR ST 0o X T AR M IES 20 A B (F IS . BMIL AEFREHUIC
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A FRAX WA T s For, o3BEMEN. TR GSOPRGL. 3= R =) 3 DABIECR 5 4 L
For. WHZ IR AR R LECRH XA, Ea PRI BRI MG R EES B .. DIFREN
FEENBEVT 1N RS R TIN5, 7 ilesl FRAX TR, BES RN - HHE
) ROC 14k, fERIERKT a=0.05 (IEHL R, P<0.05 AZREASIE .

3. 58
3.1. FEWWEEA—RENEAESEIRLEEXMY

A TSN TE T IR BN 60 % L LA 24N 320 7, FHrb B 138 §1(44.38%), ZctE 182 i
(55.62%); EREVEIH 68~92 %, HAEREZE N80 £)102 N LA 31.88%, “FIJ4ERY(77.62+£4.07)
%o WHBEVI—FENRERELEY, B NHA, PR — o R, BpRes L%

lo

Table 1. General situation of the elderly in pension institutions

= 1. FENMMEFA—RER

gk a2 520 Ao 0 ooy PP P
PE5I
5 138 6 (4.3) 132 (95.7) 2.42 0.18
« 182 16 (8.8) 166 (91.2)
o 77.62 + 4.07 79 (78~82) 77 (74~80) 2.97 0.003"
AR
INERPLR 207 17 (8.2) 190 (91.8)
¥Ih Bl B 100 505 95 (95) 2.09 0.352
KR L 13 0(0) 13 (100)
SRR
CLA 228 9(3.9) 219 (96.1)
o 81 13 (16) 68 (84) 14.51 0.002™*
[Es 6 0(0) 6 (100)
KI5 5 0(0) 5 (100)
FERy TR
EAH 152 3(2) 149 (98)
EEE: ] 139 17 (12.2) 122 (87.8) 11.93 0.003"*
i 29 2 (6.9) 27(93.1)
BMI 22.43+2.48 22.15 (20.43~25.33) 22.48 (20.81~24.35) 0.215 0.83
I "P<0.01 BARERITFER.
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3.2. A4H FRAX X EFiE45 3 FEE

XS PR N FRAX ARG R R 3R 7 A G LA T b SRR, BB E e . SRR
TRMIERNEE LB AA R 2R G R S T AT, A ZERAAEG T (P < 0.05). SCRHBER & ¥
S MRS ORI KSR B 4 WU RS R B A P AR ) AT 2 R E ST A (3 P > 0.05),
HARGE R 2.

Table 2. Comparison of FRAX risk factor scores between the two groups

5% 2. P4H FRAX XU EFiES %ttt

REAE & 37 52 66 17 (77.3) 49 (16.4) 4631 <0.001**
SCREHE B T 5 9 1(4.5) 8(2.7) 026 0478
WA 60 6(27.3) 54 (18.1) 113 0.269
KEH 22 0 (0) 22 (7.4) 1.74 0.382
KA BE R TR 25 2(9.1) 23 (7.7) 0.05 0.686
B RIBME ST % 33 6(27.3) 29 (9.7) 6.47  0.023"
R M E TR R & 187 17 (77.3) 170 (57) 345 0.048"
FRAX 10 Eigﬁgmﬁm'ﬁ%%ﬁ Rl 23,53+ 14.56  30.72 (21.73~45.28) 20.25(11.9~30.38) 3.72  <0.001"

FRAX 10 #6537 AR PE 43 12.01 £10.19  11.38 (6.53~19.19) 8.38 (4.5~15.2) 1.83 0.067

E: "P<0.05 BEAEGIHEER; "P<00l EAERESITFER.

33. FENEZEABRBRKES ST R EHEXY

AHFFEILIN 320 ZFREHMEFEN, FAa4rdd 22 A AEE 441 298 N, Xof Ly 2H %5 Tk 3] XU
TR 25, SR BB X, Z=4.54, P<0.01, HITHGEBEIARE R, ARZESFEHSITYE
o BRAERRME S, BARBRE KR IR E 2 NR AR ER, WA Heth 553 A A T 3 kK.
HARGE R 3.

Table 3. Correlation between fall risk and fracture occurrence of the elderly in old-age care institutions

3. FENBEFARERES T L EBXNE

HITA THEATA

= 7RSSR A n=22 (%) = 298 (%) 2z P
kA3 s 64 15 (68.2) 49 (16.4) 34.277 <0.001**
KRS 103 12 (54.5) 91 (30.5) 5.41 0.031"
Pk f i 77 5(22.7) 72 (24.2) 0.023 0.879
AR HE 45 6 (27.3) 39 (13.1) 3.411 0.102
HAEE) 25 18 (81.8) 107 (35.9) 18.143 <0.001**
Bk (A AR 1.29+1.38 2 (2~3.25) 1(0~2) 4.54 <0.001™

E: "P<0.05 BEAEGIHEER; "P<00l EAERESIT¥ER.
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3.4. FRAX X4 STRATIFY E{EHEML B RTUMMEERTEE

BaU7 12 AN H, SRR BEAATEE T 22 B, BITRAER 6.88%. LLFREHMZENILI 1 F2 5k
A RN G R, ) 20 ) AR AU B 2 FRAX 5B R B 3 UK 23 b — # A 1 ROC
k.

PR XS R AUC N 0.776; FRAX 343 AUC 4 0.738, HHi# AUC 278 Guit 2% (P <0.05);
THBEATRINEA ROC #h4k AUC $2TFZ 0.844 (95% CI: 0.783~0.905, P < 0.001); £ 21 & 5hfi € it
BUKIE A 0.501, RESE 0.682, FFHAE 0.819,

Lo ROCHIZ
’ L EEA
e 105 32 B F JRBAA PR B 4T XU (%)
0.8 1 BRI XRE
I A 2
B
@06
JR%
B 0.4 4
0.2
00 T T T T T T
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
1-FE M
G5 R A B
4. ig

4.1. FENHZBFEABITEZEAOZERSH

RHFFER 320 A FREHMEBENTFRB IR D 2GR F R0, BRI RER, Fke.
BRI EER T SR RN ZENRE B IR ERWE R, 245 R 5 E NI ZFEI ek R
FAURH SR BEAT — B, th 2B FREN AR IR RV RAE . e TR ENZE N E IR ER
HEERHR. NWEBENUHRE, ZF ABFERIEK S WP BRI 8% 2 TR, 58It m,
I KA RE . WLAILY) 5 3R, AR KRR T, BET A& 3 A AEBER (7] AHSCHT FEUESKE
(7], SERSZEBEEIT BRGNS IR 2L, mkEZEH P TIA 7, 5A
SiREERE .

USIRAR DU TR ENM EEE N B IR BB Z LW, APl ZE N IR ERT S T OsE
TN, RIGEGE S ZFEN R TAEARERD RO IomE] . EAMARTE IR L, TR B2 A
WA THRE TR R, BAMIF R AR L& m T A BRI, Vol 7S WRIRERT 2 F8 3r f0 R
TER8]. FUHIRE, e, B2 E NNEFREIIGRTE KB Z FO A SCi OB S 15 IE A, 5 B
WEAGA . i BRI, R FR R SR 1 A 2 R AR ALRE 5 AT IR, BB R TY
PREEE IR
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By NG RENMEENBFREFVIMG, At aEZENETREREE ST HeH
BAMEHEEN, SEIMERU RN “ PSR 5B EE IR ZMR, HERP TR
Ir AR B 7 A2 9], TR, e B EEE NRANLRE R, AEiEshEbiss, HEAT
St HIT ARG P EZENRPEAGERRY . fiiEs, AR, T
ROEEREAE] . RERLAE MG E, E IR AR TBAOKT; T A B E N AR D e, A
TIEEHRE IR IR P ErRE B, (B HE R RER T2 AR, RS SEleRRY, BE
WAL RE T B AT B A R R AEBEI AT, BOVE TR AR R X SRR, RN E
ROEN B EZBERAR N 220, ey 2 IR,

4.2. FENEZFEA FRAX Bt REEFLREX L 5347

AHE T T FRAX B FGRA PR 3T RS At A 2 0 26 UL DR 7 I E . S5 5R R, BEAE A3 s
AR SN E IR RIESER R, BT 77.3% 8 E N E R, am T I E 4.
FRRHETEUESE,  BRAEMEPE B Hr 2 25 N RO B BT IO S fE R R, A E TR L N E
RS T FE B AT, HEREIP T e 2, s TR & B THR[10]. 45 R ER,
FNIRAE ST IR 52 AR PRRA R 3R 2 B B PR T R B 2 N B . SRR R AE
1L B B B NEB, = SRR RAE SO, S AR A I IR, RTINS P 2 S B
W ATE B SZIR, FEAREENIRMTETRE ), ESRTHE T A A R [11]. T4 AR B L giha /& & 4
HITH R, FRENMZENS IR, PIRRRENE, 5ERARIEFRERRE, 2
BUR S L FEAGS B REETER N, RARTHE IR, X EESMAH 2R M A “ 4R M s &2
FENEPISLSER R SR

ASHIEFC A SCREERR A 3 50 WP SRR L S DR B B R S5 A% S i I fa B DA 3R R B 25
IR 22 57 o BRAESAT IR AT FU R, 180 4% AN AR SRR R 29 A Al N 3 R SE R R 3R 13
HAW TSR MBER, W RES IR B EHE NSRRI AR B ks R AR, FAERIZIRER K. 537
EH RIS AT SR A 5%, PUITE A S E 2 R T FgstL 7 MAAR R >
TR BAL R F RN K 22 57, 3D ENE R ENMEEEIER N R BEA A e, R ks
R3] DRI, A5 HLA PR N 47 P 0 B

43. FENBEFABRBRES & & EOEXESH

WEFC SR, BRI RS 7 Ak 8] 50 . FeRBREIBRtS . FEAIRES AW S ZFENEITE UMK, Kok
{8 s R IR EHZEENB PRI R TR T ARSI FURNT,  BRARIR & SR R Ik B I fi 2 B L%
B, I 90% M B MR E AT HEREIFE K[ 14]. A BB L HEHE NS AT D RERGR . DEAT. I
AR ERRAA I, BRBI R R R BT, SRR BN E Bz, BEAERR S se AR E 3T
JE NI B IR EIR S . AT FUH AL 81.8%MZENAFAERLALREI AL, 1T TIH i dl. Ferehe /1R
d BTN B AT LA NG IEBIRE ST, R RMRACT . BRI S s S Th RE A% Lo AR B
[15]. ¥R ZAMEHEN D EARCAL S B TEL TR E N, Wo R AR K], ik
. EAMITURL, Ba)he sz RAAZFEBREIVEEIT MR, DIRERT AR S B 4t KUK £ 1
FAR15]o ABHPIRE TR Al R Z R T ENEIT L, ZENNHTHEE T B2 BRI EE)
SRR, S PRI TR, BB IR TSI, SEnGERL . BRI 16]. A1
RWFFEUESE, INRIEAG R TR EN BN EIMIFERIOLER R, & IFR R W R ZE N E I S
IEFHZNTHEEAE17], o 5 AL SR A0 B S B 4 A A B
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4.4. FRAX TEEtS STRATIFY ERFUNEH X BEMEE ST

ROC MR EIR, BREIRESERL NHA 0.776, FRAX T H RGN 37 KBS 28 T TR A
0.738, PIIIRFRIY) BATHSETALRE - K2R XS 3R 5 FRAX 1F B TR 5, AUC $271 &
0.844, FRMRLRERE— ViR, RYIAARIRIIAE € RIRME, K& s & 3 A A 5 B AT
RIS HRSE &, TUAGRAN R — PP TRIA R, $ETH0 IR ENMZENETEE I e AR gE . T
H R, FRAX R 2 BT RSB ANBFRAT A A B, BN R B, bl
B S5 Bgha A R E A fE B R R, XFERET v T HIRE ST MBI B S RN E E N Bk
ERRAL AT AR REEAL, TR E XS B R BB ERRR, EEIIRE M N2
FENEIORERILSLT 5, AU N R I 4 T ROR

AW FC TG A A AR R ) X R A e B AR B 0.501, IEFRREZ TR 0.501 /RN K20 )2
FHE, EUGRENU A I AR N ST 0 R T 107 e MRS A TR <0.501, HIE
DRI NHE, - S TR  f R R, e R AR AR A S TIER > 0.501 I Dy XU A
BE, NOMSRE PPN, EEA A, REESERET . 58 B RET] AR T AW T
FEABNS, e FR oM A S — DI HZ AR, SEBh A AT IR EER R TS5 R, B RS IR
WK S B L 4R 5 T o

i EPTR, WEFCIESETE TR N LRI R 5 B AR, AN UUNAKEE FRAX VFAF3EAT &3 KU 5
B, RRIFENIRLEN. B FORALN XBS+ER B DB WU ™ SUAE PPl A R, RPN ErEEEN, &
TR R FeRERE I ZE . RERP SRR A BRAT kAR B AT S R R N S ML B BT Thg
RENGS OIS, 275K IREIEENE IR AN

B FAAFAE SRR, WEFREADORIE T 8B IX TR ENN, FEAERMATIR, ASAE R
AR FERE X FRENRIZE 7 FEAEA IR, X0 Ge v BB IR bR 0 A 387 T B A A € IR E,
FREXS PR e it 45 RAFAE WG, o Ben] TF 2 vhls s KBEAHT STt — D UG IR I A A A 7 2 R e

E&WE

A A E SR E “3ET FRAX-RA 7RI EF N G 537 R A KU 0 &
ZA T (24B320002).
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