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Lips % (2001) % £ 3% 25(0OH)D 4+ £ ¥ & 42 & 4 5 = #f » £ s> £ © 25-50 nmol/L (10-20
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e V2 g (n=107) 4 4 (n=95)

7 & (n=54) 1+ 3+ (n=53) 7 K (n=47) 13 (n=48)
E# (y) 71.24 + 418 75.42 + 3.42 69.14 + 3.50° 74.78 + 3.54
% (cm) 163.45 + 5.46 162.92+4.99  152.64+5.03 151.56 + 4.98
#WE (ko) 67.08+9.30" 63.33+ 8.66 59.98 + 11.15 56.79 + 9.57
BMI (kg/m?) 25.09 + 3.07° 23.82+2.73 25.72 + 4.66 24.71 + 3.97
) (cm) 90.63 + 8.03 88.33+ 7.58 85.43+ 10.32 85.92 + 10.16
B-[§ (cm) 98.06 + 5.84 96.96 + 4.97 98.50 + 8.65 98.56 + 7.46
WL 0.92 + 0.06 0.91+0.05 0.87 + 0.06 0.87 + 0.06
456 /& (mmHgQ) 72.81+9.59 71.13+ 10.0 65.46+ 11.16 68.31+ 9.86
e 4% (mmHg) 131.41 + 17.40 130.13+17.50  127.94+ 19.44 132.83+21.98
BUA (dB/MH?z) 67.74+ 17.09 7158+ 17.64 53.29 + 12.39 54.45 + 13.75
# = BUA (dB/MH2) 71.30+ 16.70 67.75+ 15.44 57.98+ 13.31 53.10 + 14.27
BUA iz %8 (%)’ -3.26 + 11.30 3.79+10.21 -5.66 + 8.90" 1.04 + 14.08
BUA z-score -0.64+0.83" -0.32+0.10 -0.59 £ 0.73" -0.33+0.81
25 (OH) D (ng/mL) 17.02+ 717 23.62 + 8.64 18.01+7.04" 20.62 + 7.48
ICTP (ng/mL) 2.81+151 1.61+1.45 2.63+1.27 152+1.28
Osteocalcin (ng/mL) 10.19 + 4.22° 7.38+3.46 12.13+ 4.18 9.31+3.98
p k@R (min/day)  226.09+13043°  324.86+107.33 157.56+106.60°  262.5+ 129.63
T (%) 5.77 18.52" 2.04 0
i (%) 11.11 7.69 1.96 0
s (%) 1.85" 0 0 0
F 7R (%) 85.19° 51.92 7255 40

L*¥4 7% A foph 3 ehg B AL B ¥ g B ((p<0.0l > "p<0.05)
2.BUA :c % £ 5 (% BUA—+ = BUA)/ % = BUA x 100 %
3 iEH K REES - 0



# - BUA 2 BUA e § &4 i=2 % & fdp k2 Ap b 12

7 #(n=107) + 4 (n=95)

BUA(dB/MHZz) BUA =% & BUA(dB/MHZz) BUA 2% &

E# (y) 0.04 0.03 -0.01 0.16
P % (cm) 0.05 -0.02 -0.02 -0.05
WE (k) 0.09 0.08 0.22 0.10
BMI (kg/m?) 0.08 0.11 0.24° 0.13
ZF (cm) 0.05 0.07 018" 0.16
B[ (cm) 0.05 0.07 0.30 0.10
AR 0.02 0.06 -0.03 0.15
25 (OH) D (nmol/L) 0.11 0.26 0.07 -0.04
ICTP -0.06 037" -0.26 -0.10
osteocalcin (ng/mL) -0.23" -0.15 -0.10 0.06

1. v Pearson’scorrelation i¢ 7 BUA ~ BUA % € &2 i =] £ ~ 25(0OH)D % # #24p k2 4p B & 47 -
BciE i A 4p b A8 4 p<0.01 Tp<0.05

2z AR FIT 2 ER AR 2 BUA 2 BUA s 8 2 B34
7 4 (n=107) ~ 4 (n=95)

BUA (dB/MHz) BUA :z % BUA (dB/MHz) BUA iz %
T -1.45 -1.92° -4.45 -9.13"
b -1.24 -0.29 291 0.56
w1 P -3.84 -5.35 — —
E -1.15 2.41 0.04 422"
¥ 372 -5.01 0.27 -2.78 -0.48
WA A & 4.52 0.20 352 0.62
Pk g 0.01 0.01 -0.002 -0.02

1. 12 Spearman correlation &7 BUA ~ BUA s % 8 ¥ 4 753 1 F13 2 dp B {24 47 o

Bt i *4 p<0.0l - **p<0.05

e FRERAET T BUA L4 fF



Mode 1 Mode 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5
& 8 -0.05 0.002 -0.10 -0.05 0.02
BB T 3.72 4.24 5.32 1.71 0.78
3 -0.02
A 0.22
E R -0.81
whiF -1.47
-1 -4.95
E 357
W8 A& 1.61
25(0H)D 0.14
osteocalcin -0.92° -0.90
ICTP 0.27
R? 0.02 0.03 0.06 0.07 0.05

1. 2 multiplelinear regression &7 BUA 222 A~ 45 o #icig 8 4 B i » 4 p<0.01> "% p<0.05

2.Model 1 p %70 5 &4~ B AK T
Model 2 f %38 5 #d2 - B ¥ F

Model 3 A %78 5 £# ~ & i F ~ vhif] s #0 ~ P~ Fd -~ G4 LS

~ —E/r—s \»ng‘i_‘_

Model 4 p %38 5 #& ~ & s F ~ 25(0OH)D -~ osteocalcin ~ ICTP

Model 5 p %38 5 ## ~ A Ay &

-
< 1

~ osteocalcin

4p g %18 F BUA Zifie

Model 1 Mode 2 Mode 3 Model 4 Mode 5 Model 6

& 8 -0.27 -0.40 -0.31 -0.38 -0.25 -0.13
BB E 3.43 4.37 3.41 1.44 2.74 0.97
i3 -0.25

Lol 0.51° 0.51"
L -3.52 -7.47
b -2.66

E e 0.74




LA g -0.02

25(0OH)D 0.36
osteocalcin -0.21

ICTP -2.40 -2.30
b AE 0.35

FEN 0.30" 019"
R? 0.02 0.12 0.15 0.18 0.09 0.21

1. 2 multiplelinear regression & {7 BUA 272 445 « Bicig v % B & » 4 p<0.01- % p<0.05
2.Model 1 p %38 5 £d - B K T

Model 2 p %78 5 #d ~ B iy & ~ L3 ~ KR

Model 3 p 7 5 E& ~ B ¥ T ~rhif #0864 a4 L&

Model 4 p %38 2 ##& ~ & i¥ % ~ 25(0OH)D -~ osteocalcin ~ ICTP

Model 5 p %38 5 £ & ~ B A % ~ d3F ~ FRR a2 &P

Model 6 p %3F 5 £ & ~ & dy % ~ R~ RE - ICTP~ GE g a2 &2

2 T ML 0% BUA e R B2 i i

Mode 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5
£ i 0.01 -0.01 -0.01 -0.002 -0.002
Bk F 0.12* 0.12* 0.12* 0.05 0.06
L% -0.01
Lizhca 0.01
LA -0.02
whiF) -0.01
PR -0.05
i -0.02
LA g 0.03
25(0OH)D 0.003
osteocalcin 0.0006
ICTP -0.03* -0.03*
R 0.08 0.13 0.13 0.17 0.17

1.~ multiplelinear regression i& {7 BUA iz & 2. » 47 - ik & B & » *# p<0.01 > ** 2 p<0.05



2.BUA =% % : BUA,—BUA;/BUA; * 100%

3.Moddl 1 j %7 5 &4 B AT
Model 2 f %38 5 # & -
Model 3 § %75 5 #d2 ~ A LK T

PR B ks
s hiE s 4T

PR E R R G A L

Model 4 p %38 5 #d4 ~ B i % ~ 25(0OH)D -~ osteocacin ~ ICTP
Model 5 f %38 % £~ B i % ~ ICTP
- A A BUA e B 2 i fF
Mode 1 Model 2 Mode 3 Model 4 Model 5
X -0.003 -0.004 -0.001 -0.17 -0.005
BB R 0.15 0.16 0.14 557 0.13
i3 -0.002
Lol 0.004
T -0.11
b 0.03
E e 0.02
P - -0.02
25(0OH)D -0.007
osteocalcin 0.01
ICTP -0.008
AR -0.005
[ -0.005
R? 0.07 0.12 0.12 0.10 0.13

1.~ multiplelinear regression it {7 BUA sz % £ 2 A 45 - #icie 8 % B & > "% p<0.01> ~ 4% p<0.05

2.Model 1 p %70 5 &4~ B A T
Model 2 f %38 5 #d2 - B ¥ F

‘—é/r_g \%L»]‘g]

Model 3 p %37 5 ## ~ A L3 & ~ hiF] 00T ~ 8 d AR AR
Model 4 p %38 5 &#& ~ & i F -~ 25(0OH)D -~ osteocalcin ~ ICTP
S B RE R RGE

Model 5 p %38 5 ## ~ B Ay %



