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1. D J3 (stress) F1 M AF (strain)

BN ERRREHRZHEHATEN,
LA HERTER , BUBEANTMEI
wH S PEBFEERNN . BB K/NABER
AP ERERZAWME, BN Pascal(l Pa=1
N/m® £/ EHK). RBBHHFRANOERR, 745
BE45 M 77 ( compressive stress: 4| F R EKE
BEAN A KN ) B YN I (shear stress: 2§ 3 fi
FEREEEAN— T FEEN FREFER3IE, =&
BYYIRY 7 ) FI 5K N 7 (tension stress : {8 5 2% §E {81 Bt DY
PEHEKNT), EERNFXRP, ERIFHNOE
FNFE. REBEWRZBEAME S, 3 #FAF
L7 0 W 32 MU B K B/ O EE 4 R 7 L 5K B ) #N BY
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UYUhZARAN , KA REEE XA
TE—EH RSB EWE WS TER A LBy k3 — 2
MR, MERATHARAXMEH LHSE, 1
ERFTEAT . BEREARKERNE SRR EXEE,
BEGEAFENENNMKESHUBKENLME,
RLAE W A A ¥E A 4 b (% ) FBRRE 28 (g strain, ps) ,
HEXRERN1%=10000 ps, HEFHHHEIVEHHNF
M B AR ZEMIEWNEIE, AR 2 000 ~ 3 000 pso
ALBBOMNEERFEAETETP —BARRTE 400 ps 1
XWF,
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TR F K B LA 4 BB K/ LB RSB A
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MRS A RMBRILARE R, &5 -5 28 i &
NRBETEXANEHTHX , ERBXABHES
WME— R MERTOM M, EHESB MM, =K
REAEHRKEAFRNBR, B8 XRRAREY
KA R AR, e AR AFEERRK
RIS BT, AR I B RR. ARAUEK
DX 380, B 88 4 X, Ut B 60 B b ) B 45 4D B 38 4R K
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Po SBEHT NN R 08 KN SRR
BE, 7E R J7-5 AE 4R 1 X B0 S S b M B R
# KB B (young® Modules) , =75 $1 B L FE R 8B
B bt 48 B P 7E BB B (stiffness) . A MB MR+
ERETETFSE . WEENEEAREHED R
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3. B 3R JE (strength)
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BREABRMONERYE, SERT JLAERE
*, BERXBENTRERFINRZ OB R
MNERNH, ¥ —PMEENAREGS, RES
Hr B B 58 BE X L B9 L AR 7 (25 000 + 5 000) ps, B Y
F1%9 130 Mpa®®!, AEBBRA, BEERA, HlW
SR M EFFEA W REE R AU,
ERERSEANBEEEEVHBKTEINESR,
HrmpEkERT LEIMNEFRADE. BAW
EWNEHHNEEER, BAEIBRAEHEEED R
RS, BRERAMBEWAEL, BB ER D)
M KEIEARD. BEBEATEERK, RER
BENBHENEBERA K. BREBERS. AR
MR TERMEWAHHEMESSH, BES
FEWM E, BEWNTRLEREERED,

4. B Jfi & (bone quality)
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Colles FS ¥ EEFU L B BE #7, Bo B fob B R4
1 TR L i S 3 0 ok 2 i A8 B R 0%, e Bk ) R 4
HERATRERF. BRWRARBHRISIAERR
HAENBRHENSHBAXFEEFOSER, BN
R KD GSHABERYWI RS . #
EENTERSKMERRFNLE R, EEERRA
HBBRERMNMM, - EENBAREES
W, BRSSO  BNRHRSE TR,
B I RENTFRAENRTEHS, N ER/FER
BREFEEAEM. Y KTRHARBEEXRERE,
MEATRDROEHBEABN M, b FAER
B /IR W i £ B K 0 T R B R AR 50 % Y, HE AR B
BRI T RE 75% %) o B HE ik B 374, EER AN B2
MER ERESRESETRB . FHBOMRE

B AFRETIREBEIENBTHESR, MARAE
EUERFREIFVNEBEEYER BV KBHES
W, B e B AR N, B A JL AT R B R
PEAE 1 I, £ 15 B 8 X 25 il A0 A o AR AT A I A0
R MBEFHTAETEXRXTHAERIE, BB
NBEAEEHEFRONN BEREE, ARAER
.5 FEHE,

2. B g A B T A TR

MBEEEME:.BHFHVEERETISREI®
RGESNH BA KNS I ERZREAFEANER, @
EMEENMERENENBL L&ES HENA
HAEEERAMFEERE S, B % (bone mineral densi-
ty, BMD)BEBHMEXETFEBEITBHRO®RE, ™
EWMPAESBHORZEN. IBFEEBL, B
FEEREMBREMOMMENRTIE,

Kanis 1911994 47 2 H LI X 8E X 28 B 8% B {X (dual
energy X-ray absorptiometry , DEXA) M & f) B % E 45
B HEBRCEHRE, R DAERARA(WHO)EEH
BETX—InfE. KirEN YZAEZFEERT
“25 FEHFEE2.5 1 SD B, & W b B
MY ETF-2.5SD, A BEBD;AEKT 1 M7
HEN  IEE, BT 253 BRERGFREEZH/NE
MEZHEXLXHER  ZREW TH(THEHEX
K REAEYNEEE-LRAR PR EESRME/
MAELRABEBEESAHNBREZ)BRRRRT
HEEREKTRABSIBREERLOMCLE, BAHK
AR AEN LN BEEE MAREZHREELAS
BEEBRLONRE. A TS A PHEHEEHE
ERXETuHEaH A MREAER T HEAEAM
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LR,

Fll B 4 BF 9% B , BMD B 20 8 77 390 0 oK ok & 4=
BIr(EHEAETORAE ,H% BMD B R E X E
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BEE, RAEYR B/ BMD E{K 1 SD, B iITi48
MNERERM1.5~3.0F. EHMNENBHOTN
EFFRIEMERDY, BEEERIENEA,
LRMNBEHARD DEXAMBREEEARAMNS TR
EBHEGMNEEE X, MEABESBEHROJILAR
JTRBIEK, KEMARERER, BREBHE T
T BRHPABTEHRA. MAFRATTEHRA. F
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P MEEREENER, HIMABEARMNKZ
MEYERREERX/DEERER BB R
BHWEIHEEHNERRERD),

(2)52 B it % 1 2 3 # (Quantitative computed to-
mography, QCT) : B AW S1 %17 A B WL ML
R B EAMANRERE, A, QEMAKF
MNEMNEERFENESZHERBITHERZIIN, RE
BREMBEENEEHRNR. QCT 8BiFi A BMD,
B 46, KAERILEER, BEE/DNRGHMNERE
H%E. REQCTHAMGRMN THMNIS ,HHF
BEtmES R, R, WIELBEEB, BETH RS
ZRTHEK.

(3) B 3% B 53 #7 (bone strength analysis)-Hi B 7 88
b

BMD A X #1 & H B A E %, & E LA B R
BAEREL. SERRARBEHRNRE, B
KRR G 13% (X EE S8~ 12 kg) BB HE
#fm1spi'™, BMDX B RENMLHEFERE
MRZAR, AHREKREIR RS EBIARTES,
ATHEBRE—RAR, BRESWEHARIETIG
Ko NBEBHZHHAAHR, BRESNEERTE
BILMEH BEE AR NER KERE®
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TS AL R R B AR SME
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THERRZEEHREN Y X — 8, & — 4B
EMXANEAKIER  AZRE FR I RRE
SHEWER, 2RXEHTRABARNERAER L
WrtndE, HRUZEI KR L89B RB 2 WS 5 iR
KUBRBHEFABTHERD THHXNHIT LW, R
WF:T=-1.0,BRIEHK; -2.0<T< -1.0, B R
AR;-3.0<T< -2.0,BFEHM; -40<T< -
3.0, “EBMR;T< -4.0, B,
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& ¥ (bone modeling) I E AL E K RE L
B , B4A4EIBFREMBASRMEEIIER, R
S5NAEIEFTEMENNEEE(ER. KNSR
AHAWANLAR. BEETHMEBHA4ANERES
AR, BEHEMNBBANBERENTIEINN. BEEE

(bone remodeling) A B AL /B XBEHN HBEEE
20 Jfa 2.7 (basic milticellular units, BUMs) 3847 F & ¥
#2753 (bone turmover), B EHE N A, 2 ¥ E.
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(Microdamager) X BB E AR RINBHWBEHR , TR
BEREREMERE,

EHEESP, AR AM O ARZHERMN, W™
A A R Y R AR, DA T B R SEOH: B Uk R A A D B
THIrT, BEBR,NEAROB R, BHUERRA
THESAWEERATHEHF, B EE3HHE G E
200 ~2 500 pso HRE HZHEEHMK B MEHET
it F 8 F %K & 1 ( modeling threshold range,
MESm)it , B BRI, BFHEA MM, BEE 54 %
HWREAERZE, BEREMBREEME, EMERK R
BT, BEMERD, YN ERTEYEEREN, &Y
BEshEF " — e BB B E N 1500 ~ 2 500
pst® MBIV RN TS -8 F E BB (re-
modeling threshold range, MESr)Bt,“kK IR EHEE®R
A" BRPLEMENBEHR, PERFNARRL.
BHMENR KR B EIE R a1
MXAE"EBEBL, YIBENEE TR LK
FHEREREN “REREFEERAKERFERE
FEHAR,BFLEERERER, YWSIRBENENST
200 ps B , B EEAE , BEENMN, BREL,

MAAMBELBEE, BN BEN 15~30 Hz
B B 25 RL7E B B O, 78 W Bl N, R /B i AR ]
HEBRHRE R,
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A B BERARAFEI AR EEYE
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B RGN,

Mo LB (BRI RBR

R AE B RE R, R LB R R
REBNMEHBENEERR), EEKAES,
EHRBEAWBERAMNAN TSRS, IERT
RBREHMIIDEREES NATEIHSET
HRENIE, EREIAELEN,BREZIHN
HfaERIEEN 5 AP, Bk BRI EE R
MBS ERAMENERNEEREEEMNX, XEY%
FForstP VAR MO BREBESHWAMER, # FRE
BROESI A, EHRMAMES P, BHHEIFRA MM
BB, LB K, T Sh A K8 ¥EEkE 3R
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