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Abstract: Objective To explore the correlation between rheumatoid arthritis (RA) osteoporosis and 7-joint ultrasound score
(US7) and establish osteoporosis prediction model. Methods 123 RA patients were divided into osteoporosis group, osteopenia
group and normal bone mass group according to the test result of bone densitometer. Medical history records, serological tests, US7
ultrasound scores were established, and the prediction model was established by multiple logistic regression analysis. Results
Multiple logistic regression analysis showed that age ,course of disease, DAS28, and anti-cyclic citrulline antibody ( CCP) were the
risk factors for osteoporosis group and normal bone mass group, osteopenia group and normal bone mass group ( P<0.001).The
total coincidence rate of the prediction model is 78. 0 %, the coincidence rate of the osteoporosis model is 87.5 %, the osteopenia
model is 53.3 %, and the normal model is 82. 8 %. Conclusion Age, course of disease, DAS28, CCP are the risk factors for
abnormal bone mass in RA patients. The established osteoporosis model can provide an important reference for predicting
osteoporosis in RA patients.
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W4 2019 4 6 A -2020 4 3 JJ 48 BE R K 2%
R IR 26 — R B R A B2 1138 R B 19 288 KU 6 5
REE 123 o DUA B 0 S bR e 8 0F 50 0t
S hEEIETH ARG EH CFREMAEH, FRE
FAZH 64 4], o 4r 49 45 (55 15 4], - B 4E % (60. 28
+10. 11) %, i BOm A2 25.25~120 4~ A, P 5 A
ZEf[R] 12.25~69 > F 5 K& & 4 30 #, Ko 2 23
Bl 5 7 B, SF X AR (52.97£9.19) %, b (i B 12
6.75~87 A~ H , B HZ BT E] 5.25~45.75 4~ H 5
HRIEHH 29 B, Kb 19 ] 25 10 #7394 4%
(48.17+8.12) % s P JU R 5~48 D H R %0
AR 1.5~36 I~ H
L1.1 &WibsiE: Bf A BF 500 R AF & 2010 43
E AR 9% % 2> ( American college of rheumatology,
ACR) /B ¥ T X 1% 5% BX %3 ( european union against
theumatism , EULAR) #] & B 25 KB 26 75 £ 1 K hn
A R SRS S b k2 RF G (o AR T
FME 297 98 B (2018) ) i & 89 & B B AL 2 W
{ERT A
L1.2 HeBRARdE: OF /N T 18 2 K5 i 15 5L
(body mass index, BMI) <18.5 & ; @£ F H fth &
PE AR IR 1Y R O RRCE B ISR ™
HRER W (MW R B T8 AR ER g R &
B (<45 %) SF A AL BRI s @S R R
TWREREEE AXWIM KT ERFRE ;O
YL W s 2L @ KB IR A (a3
f/R) s ORI R 2 80E Fusm A 259 [ 4 K
BRIHRES2 ) JfE(>7.5 mg/d) B 0E R R
BERMEM].
L2 U&7
L2.1 {4g% 8875 4088 R AT i B B i mindray 7 #
FSWAL, B2 Bk (B4 4-15 MHz) , &
BALA RE BB, & % kAR Hologic
Discovery X RE X 2B % 1L,
1.2.2 OB/ ICETARE C-IN
% M ( C-reaactive protein, C-RP ) . Il JT ( erythrocyte
sedimentation rate, ESR) . 28 X 8 A T ( rheumatoid
factor, RF) 3% #F JIX & i 3% f& ( anti-cyclic cucurbitase
antibody , CCP) ¥ &F 45 £ H, IEH{H:C-RP.:0~ 8
mg/L;ESR: <20 mm/H;RF;0~30 IU/mL; CCP .0~

25 RU/mL; QRA & 3 LT 43 5 1 < I A W 58 0 4 4
DAS28 P4k AT IE 4o 119542 DAS28=[0. 56x
sqrt(128) +0. 28 xsqrt (sw28) +0.70xLn (ESR) ] x
1. 08+0. 16 ; D 75 A 2 + 75 2 4 45 TR 4% BR Ui XU
o K6k BEL 5 1 DL PR G 1 v R TR R A FE R AT . R
FT OGRS A3 AR G A I A2 3R 000 0 B A ( RI E
TRAE IR IR AE BE ™ 5 A — MBS ) 4 B 5C55 (W) |
55 TR SR OGN (MCP2  MCP3) (55 — 58 =
VTG4 ] 2635 (PIP2 PIP3) 45 — R %5 B M 265
(MTP2._MTP5) 2t 7 4~ %45, & Wri. MCP2.
MCP3 PIP2 ., PIP3 3¢5 Hf /& 2 iy A T4 £ BE I X
T, 8 i R A B P TR A A B R R
A i e A Bl BB N BE AR A B R B TR T A
AR bR BB T B RPN ) ; KA MTP2,
MTPS 575 I 8 2 PO Mz a8 A A7 i 5 9 1 e il
it 45 B G EROCHY OR¥r B AR L BUR B, R =
P4 PEAN K By #8 7 ( gray scale ultrasound, GSUS)
iIN: i e = e S i S U A S I B i
GSUS SHHEE B IF /A iF MM i IR 48 T EHG 4. 0
oy IR I R, B SR T O E 2K ]
G35 W8 B Y TR R ORI O IR 2K P 12
a3 TR R R B A DG I i 2k KO 23
1o B £ ( power doppler ultrasound, PDUS)
e F 2 G BV VA 8 AR 3 TR P R UL B A P I v A
SR B MR S0 25 <3 RUREL 2 A R0k
+UAZARMGAE S 1 205 > 3 D R iR 20 i1
G BT, B < 50% Ji kb 181 B 2 2 43 6 kR T R R
BCIR FPIR L A5 5, 8 R A R AR B 50 %23 4y
VLRSS BT L GSUS 18 R 48 \PDUS 1 X % . GSUS
JULREE BEE 3 ¢\ PDUS LR Bt 3 48 B A AR (o B ™ B
it oy TR T AR R ISy R A BT 43
Iy UST &3P0 OB B ER A i A R Ay
>k 1 Hologic Discovery A WL HE X £ & % AT A %
JEMRE 4% A DXA W5 77 vk I e B L, IR
B AW T IT R 1/3 A E R
L3 Giitspkbsd

K JH SPSS 23. 0 B4 M . R BRI S
RS A0 R B R 22 (52s) R/ AR IES
AR P ALEL M (Pos_ Pry) Ron , FEEIER I
At 45 25 AL E B0 FL AR P B PR 28 07 22 23 7 (one-way
ANOVA) W H] LSD 25 A7 20 [0 P W L %2, JE IE 25
I3 AR HEBCR A Kruskal-Wallish #7046 5, 4% 20
[ 76 94 LG R ] Nemenyi 4646 3HECH0RER ATE 43
B0 A AL e R SR R OT AR B R AT L B, i
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Bonferroni £ 1F < J5 43 F& #4174 41 18] P P Ho 8, P<
0.016 7 N K Z 5 H i1t # & L, Spearman #H ¢4}
B 25 I [] L 4 1% L 2\ UST R 484 WiT 43 . CRP |
ESR RF ,CCP \DAS28 5 R [r] & % J 4+ 4 Z [A] By 4
EHEL 1r120.6 HIRHMIZE 0. 4< Ir] < 0.6 e
AHOG, Irl < 0.4 Rg9AH2C, 5 R A B R 3R 4 A ik Bt
AEXPHEER(FAMILEHE — P<0.15) A £ T
Logistic [8 V943 87, F3 32 DLAR LU A 36 F 22 3 Sh 4 Pk
o 18 A5 HE X AR AR B AT G T R R A b ST Bl
R, R AR, P<0.05 RRxERA
gGiitFE X,

2 HE

2.1 HH ADSAFRE S =R A RI

BRBMESKERH SRBMAHSEEE
W AE W R L H 25 B () L ESR, DAS28 | CRP
RF US7 & TiiEo b2 R AR B E NG ¥% 2
N, CCPHEFFRGMASIKEEAZH LK LR
BESHIT¥BENL. KEEAMESBERART
DAS28 .CCP .PDUS 1B R AP H R Ko ir b i E 7
BREGIT#E L., LE1,

F1 KHEANLERE IR ERE BA R LR

Table 1 Comparison of demographic characteristics, laboratory examinations and ulirasound performance of each group

WiE =g el RBeEA BRITF4HA ’ .
(n=64) (n=30) (n=29) PiH “p bp °p
B 60.28+10. 11 52.97£9.19 48.17+8.12 0. 000 0. 001 0. 000 0.054
PR/ (/B 49/15 23/7 19/10 0. 493
/(BB 36/13 12/11 0/19 0. 000 0.074 0. 000 0. 000
o 2 LR 12.08+7.73 6.25+5.35 0.020
/AL (25.25~120.00) (6.75~87.00) (5.00~48.00) 0. 000 0.016 0. 000 0.106
ez Vi (12.25~69.00) (5.25~45.75) (1.50~36.00) 0. 001 0. 030 0. 001 0. 409
DAS-28% (3.99~6.26) (2.63~4.03) (2.03~2.81) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.012
CRP/(mg/L) % (9.48~39.13) (1.72~16.65) (1.90~10. 40) 0. 000 0. 001 0. 000 0.438
ESR/(mm/H) % (35.00~97.75) (19.25~50.5) (12.00~33.50) 0. 000 0. 004 0. 000 0.143
RE/(1U/mL) (23.88~607.00) (20.00~84.33) (20.00~52. 40) 0. 000 0. 005 0. 000 0.897
CCP/(RU/mL) 2 (108.49~1047.61) (14.69~532.34) (7.00~19.33) 0. 000 0.197 0. 000 0.001
GSUS ¥ 4 /432 (14.25~20.00) (9.75~17.25) (5.00~13.00) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0.087
PDUS B4/ 532 (4.25~20.00) (1.00~6.00) (0.00~2.00) 0. 000 0. 001 0. 000 0.044
GSUS iy # /43 (0~3) (0~0) (0~0) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 681
PDUS @4/ 2 (0~2) (0~0) (0~0) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 364
BiRnhs s (2.00~4.00) (0.00~0.25) (0.00~0.00) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 666
UST M4y 7432 (22.25~38.00) (12.75~24.00) (5.50~15.00) 0. 000 0. 000 0. 000 0. 067

T PR BN E S 2 50 (EA S AR, &P FriR) R (P ERHE AR, % B U4 | Kruskal-Wallis £ 5% (3R IE 25 4 A 48
PR KRR ST S ALEKEE S P B R AL SRR Al R P R AL S i E A A PR A S EHEA

AR,

2.2 FAAHKIEIRAE S

123 ffi) RA H # v, DAS28 (r = 0.676, P <
0.001) ‘B0l (r=0.728,P<0.001) ,UST /3 (r=
0.675,P<0.001) #5 RA 35 15 BT A% ™ 5 72
IR TFAH % 4E ) (r=0.468,P<0.001) .CRP (r=
0.447,P<0.001) \ESR(r=0.517,P<0.001) .CCP(r
=0.525,P<0.001) .RF(r=0.423,P<0.001) .GSUS
WAL (r=0.594,P<0.001)  PDUS W JE % (r=
0.597,P<0.001),GSUS g #s54 (r=0.593, P<
0.001) .PDUS JE##5 % (r=0.490,P<0.001) ¥ 5 RA
HEEFRAM M EREZE P FEIEMEE /B (r=
0.399,P<0.001) JHZ B E] (r=0.346,P<0.001) 5
RA B35 & BT A8 ™ B R B A 5 TR A G

2.3 MPERGH K ZEIC Logistic |5 531745 5 K 5L
PR A

B TR H 2507 ), DAS28  CRP ESR |
RF.CCP .GSUS ¥ JIE 4 . PDUS ¥ JIEE 4 . GSUS it %
# PDUS 8 & (B2 1 \UST 2407 Bl KAE X1 ~
X14 i R R 17 X1~ X14 B A B X E,
¥ H 40 A £ 5T Logistic [B] 34347, LU & 1E % 241 A X
TR B LB AR b A 22 TR SR 2R MR 00 A AR R (X)) |
JR R (X2) \DAS28(X4) ,CCP (X8)4 A48 45 X} 44
HEAGIT ¥R, B4 M EXHAZEE T
WIS BY 5y . Logit (B JT B #8/1E %) = — 27.988 +
0.305X1+0. 048X2+2. 546X4+0. 012X8; Logit (K&
B/IE# )= —17.923+0. 207X1+0. 030X2+1. 648X4 +
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0.012X8, HAISM TG K 78.0 %, H o Hl &
JRBAME T (AT 5 RN 87.5 % MR EEN 53.3 %,
EH N 82.8 %, Bl A Git ¥ L (X =
141.205,P<0.001), £ G Logistic [Ml 54 ¥ & 7~ .
HHREMAASFRIERH KA E2HNEEIERH
Fe B 7R AF % R L DAS28  CCP i o i A4 A9
SEAE R TR (P<0.001) o L3R 2.3 3,
R2 BFmAAHMLEEERHFEEREE ORE

Table 2

The important indexes and OR values of the

osteoporosis group compared with the normal bone mass group

xS B{f Waldf§ PH OR g 95% CI
Fi 0.305 15.710 <0.001 1.356 1.166~1.576
W 0.048 12.386 <0.001 1.049 1.021~1.078
DAS28  2.546 12,600 <0.001 12, 760 3.128~52.050
CCP 0.012  9.016  0.003 1.013 1.004~1.021

£33 MEE4AMILEEIEEHELREIL ORHE
Table 3

Important indicators and OR values of the low bone

mass group compared to the normal bone mass group

R Bffi Waldffi Pl OR { 95% CI
Fi 0.207 8.564 0.003 1.230 1.071~1.412
R 0.030 5.684 0.017 1.031 1.005~1. 056
DAS28 1.648 5.915 0.015 5.198 1.377~19. 624
ccr 0.012 8.295 0.004 1.012 1.004~1. 020

3 itig

RA J&— T 18 i 4o E Mk B , FL A% AF 2 0 JEL 4
SRRERNL EVRIR B RERMES I RED .
2 KR ST 4 B B O R e S B R e
JH R A B R,

S RA BEFRBEMTERAEREEMRZL,
DA C N I N e QUL AR &
(B AHFE=7.5 mg) JHEK TH3E S CCP %,

R E& B RRWA SR RANE BT
WULAI L, B BB 4LAE I T K R I K AR R A
o TR TN B 5 A ) B 7 FE B BRI . Tong 4517
RS R WIE I 2 RA BB RBM N BB EE,
R THN 1 % RA B R R F T B XU 1
7.2 %. Gauri 2" ByBFF o BB AR LK 5 1
FREBBNEEEAS R ETRBOME KRR
o LR BBIF S8 IA A 0 R IR i 8 25 2 0 0 0 D
R A () 20 57 1 B TN R 5 R R 2 L AR UK T 4 A
TR R R M 25 B R R R E R LA B,
25 ) 5K, FE 24 ) 1B R R A A7 16 55 B9 A G
(r=0.346,P<0.001) ; 5 0% K % 19 J5 K 0] i 2 A
BESEHERR T K (R R E>2 ) BRI R (>7.5

me/d) BB SRR B E B 2 WAt R &
PSR IE SRR = B RA RSO0 T, 40 0 G0
KRB ERRT AR ESEE,

DAS28 24 RA %95 1% 34 J¥ 1 8 2 07 5L, A&
5% R = 4 A8 3 007 T 20 B R TR, B O O P 9
Y 1 30 JE B i, DAS28 J2 B T B A B 2 ST 7 BRI
FO0F HEEWRIE S 5 B E B e A 77 7E 5R 2L 0 A
KM (r=0.676,P<0.001) , 3R W5 15 30 1 F0 &
B RRZIEAFERER, B E LR LKA RA R,
H i 5 9 9 T B0 I SO T B 0, X 5 B NS AR 22
FWRTEE—" o W R B AL 4 R
HEHMAKTERERHE CRP. ESREE &, 58 %
BitAEAE T 2540 2, {8 CRP ESR 3 A~ 2 & R Ei
H8 B 08 7 T PR T, Tomizawa 251 542 (9 BF 55 3
LT

RA BH MG h ik FAEZF A GHUEK, &E W
2 CCP il RF, FEARRBFF A, CCP Hrik7E & T
BiiAH 5B RIER A, NH BA 58 58 IE# W R A
2R, ZTHFEEY CCP 5 RA BF /A4
5 B AT AR B A A 0 B RO 6. X
B RA B &, M40 CCP Fi ik JH M, & M e 75 o
AT RE R B HCE IR A B A . AR %
Bl CCP 2B i #a 0y Bl [ K . Tomizawa %5 2%
BB 5T B CCP A2 RA BE IR fE
AR, WEFERNEREER, B -ENE,
RE B ORAS 2 W B0 0 00 PR 22, (HLFE B O i A T
fICB B4 B G bA N & R R A 2 R AR 220,
5B R B A7 AE AE DG 5 43 BT LR PR FT RE 2 RE FH
BMD ZRZHXRZEHBMFBKBXR, IH
R EE R A MER B EN2ZES, X ERN
Bk F By RF 358 T CCP Ml BMD £ %k Z | By
RN,

UST W & M br I E B M 54 & 1E
WHMEFEEAME B EWAZBAEREWNSEIT
2B Bk (r=0.728,P<0.001) fl UST j 4
(r=0.675,P<0.001) & T B ¥ 7 45 58 2L 1Y 16 A6
%, Gong %" B G L WL, R G B2 T AR E Y
&, YR RBL AN £, B R I, RIS
BRI

B P AMIT 5T B i 2 3 A Logistic [i] J5 %
RA B [ B AR FE I R R #4740 0, 45 R R W AR I8 ik
2 .CCP . DAS28 & RA & H B Gk P, (A
Y oR JE 57 B FOGE A TS A R B 5E N £ 0T
logistic [HIF 4387 #3577 RA FE B 50 B AA 1Y J90 0 452
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B EE R W R R G ROy 78,0 %, H B
BB R A5 R N 87.5 %, (k& &N 53.3
%, IEH 4 82.8 %, DRI, A 5% 32 Hi A 37 00 A5 7
BABEKZHAEE, TIEN RA REFREHH
AR (A TE I PR ) I

g5 BRTA , RA B2 S0 JIE SR b Je UST A
TP EAEA I RR B 22 5 A S . AR BTSE R SL B9 B
FRBAA S R 0] S T RA FRH B BB AR 4R it E
%%,
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