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Abstract

This research is retrospective cohort study. The objective was to study evaluate
predictive ability of FRAX for osteoporotic fracture. Methodology : From the medical
history of 300 men and women aged the same or more than 60 years old who were
generally healthy who came for a check-up at Sunpasitthiprasong Hospital in 2010, FRAX
was used to assess the risk of fractures. and assess the ability to predict in various aspects
criteria.

During 10 years of follow-up between 2010 and 2019 from medical records The
incidence of fractures was 19.3% (6.7% primary fractures and 12.7% hip fractures). The
sensitivity and specificity of FRAX for predicting hip fractures using standard cut-off points
were 34.2% and 69.8%), respectively (aRUC 0.52. ; 95% Cl = 0.44-0.6) In conclusion,
Osteoporotic fracture prediction using the FRAX tool without BMD with routine
intersections performed reasonably well in predicting hip fractures than predicting major
osteoporotic fractures.

Keywords: Osteoporosis, FRAX, Prediction, Risk assessment
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71.4 uazfovay 78.4° elumadeatugiinisaininAnnszaninainanenszgnnguluggeeny
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wazlildsumssnniiiuisiungtae szdisananzunsndeusing q MAnanAzATzgANTUlS
Tsanszganguiiuiymireussiimuliveslufiiegeony SsenailiiAanaidutiouas
FoTinldgs Tnsamsludsnugaeengiinlan FRAX (1n3esileUszifiunnuidssnszgniin) a1ansa
Viuneautasdy 10 Yveamsuaninvenssgnngu®?
RnuLigIfunayaislsansegnguusialszmalne 1 fafiuainud fyves FRAX
ModelFslsiin FRAX inlddmsuitaduniznsegnnuludszuinsive saudedsanunsaldidude
vatlunisidudunisinsnsegnnguiiselueuldidaudsdunisianszgnaslnninain
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2.3ngUsaAn1IY
IQUszAIANAN
1. WeRnwiauaiuisalunisyiiuieves (Predictive ability) FRAX®Score sianisiin
NIEANANAINANIENTEANNIUY

Y Y
s

QUIZAIATDY
1. ievUszifiumnuansalumsiunevesyadasiig 4lu FRAX® lunsviunenguitae
Osteoporotic Hip Fracture (1, 2, 3, 4 ez 5 %)
2. iileUsydiupwanansalunsviunguesadaiig qlu FRAX® Tunisviunendugiae
Major Osteoporotic Fracture (10, 15, 20, 25 uag 30%)
3. iieUsediugtinisal (incidence) ¥esnsiinnsegninainnniznsgnngy

3.A1018N15338/8UNAFIUNTTIY
seuvlua FRAX anansaviuelsansegnniuguiedtuainiuuiwiunsegn (BMD)
luundwminguasivsiil Ussmalnglavselal

4353 ilunsidy

4.1 sUuuunsivy

Junsfinundounds (Retrospective cohort study) LﬁaﬂizLﬁummmmmiumiﬁmw
V89 FRAX dsun1suaninueensesanngu

4.2 Ussrnsuasngusiaegng

Uszanng Ae fraeiidriunssnulusmndtasuenimll (CMU) saafusunnsiaguaim
lsangunaassnansuseasd JawminguaTusiil Tul w.e.2553-2562
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nauiegna fUhefiihiunmsiuluwsungiasueniialy (CMU) safaununnsivgunin
Tsangunaasswdvduszasd dminguasnustil Tud wa 2553-2562 fAiflorgannnimiewiniu 60
U 9719 300 AY

4.3 MIAUIUIUINGAIDY

nsfmIUIRiaeg weuATeleg uumaunuideiin awanmsalunisyne
msianszgninaInasnssgnnguves FRAX Wueeils

Tngisnsiunamuuaiegsfingalunuifoiddmnaufnuaes Jones SR et al,

(2003) Fananfenisiunundiegnefivmnzay ddldauniswsd

(SP(1 — SP))

2

FP + TN = 7% x
W._

N (sp) = %

AmuALA FP = False Positive
TN = True Negative
z = Confidence interval normal distribution for95% (z=1.96)
P = Prevalence of disease in the test population (P=0.066)
W = Accuracy = 0.05
SP = Specificity (0.72)
91NN15ANYINBUNUILAE Florence et al, 2010V Wy Prevalence ¥89n15:70
Osteoporotic fracture 8Effl 6.6 % Fwin1sAnwIAMNAMITAlUNTYUIENNTANTIYINEY
wnndoaslsUandunisdsemelng 2562 nsggniinluniiznszanniu uaznisAnwineuntilag
S.Yingyuenyong, 2012"? wy11 Sensitivity 994 FRAX without BMD EJE‘J:‘ﬁI 83.6% Wagil
Specificity 8¢l 72.1 %
nnmsnailasdadeddogatrediu vilildswinuszminsiedeeyi 332 au Tums
limpgauANaINITANITIUIEYRY FRAX
4.4 MIFUIUINFIDYN
fnidensognannivssdoufifinnantnanasided
nagin1sAaEant1lAs9IN15398 (Inclusion Criteria)
1. fhsegunniwieiniu 60 T Midrunisinuluusundiheusnyilu(CMU) s1dis
WHUNATIFFVAIN TN ATINAVTUTEaAgUaTIvsnil
NUGIN13ANLEEN28NINIATINTITY (Exclusion Criteria)
1. {heRnfies (Bed ridden), sumwgny wiedunn
2. ffheiAnnszgniinannnedanmidy (Pathologic fracture) 19U Nz13snszgn
3. fiuseTRlsaugiSsuiinla 9 A
4. IusyinlsaiinunAvedlsammueinnienszan (Metabolic Bone Disorder)
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5. Eiiﬂ’;ﬂﬁﬁﬂﬂiz@ﬂﬁﬂﬁ]’m High energy trauma %38 Multiple trauma

6. lasumsitiadouaznisinwilsAnseannuuiney

7. wnh3umsindniasudeazinn

4.5 isesilefililunsidy

wuutuiinnssdeugviefiirunisnunluunungdisusnialy (CMU) saudaunun
n3gun Il TUaaTINANEUsTaNd Saninguasivsnil Wud e 01 daugs tmdn Use TR
msAansEgninanneu UsziAtaunsainenszgniin Useiinsguyviuaznisiuueanssed
msldnglanesinesn Usifdulsatodnausuineed Useinlsanssgnnguyiegiinielsansegn
wguislaning

4.6 MNUTIUTINTOYA

duutoyalnoidmihiinysudoulsameiuiaassnandussasd Saminguasnvsid
Wuftaefidrsunisinulunnungiasueninly (CMU) saudaununasiaguaimlsmeiuia
assndAnsUszasd Jaminguasnvenll Tul w.m.2553-2562

4.7 MTIATIENveYs

[

msinszideyaduuneenludedsgisfo Demographic wavStatistical fail
&

N1531ATzYdayaNugIU (Demographic Analysis)

Y

ymsliesgideyaiiugiuronaguuszeins léun e a1y daugs dntn UsziRnisie
nszgYnanfou UseSAdanunsanilinenszgniin Ysiinsguymsuaznishuueanased nsle
nglamesinons Uszimdulsadesniausunoss UszSlsanszgnngunieniivielsansegnungud
HGRINYE)

AnTenidayaneaia (Statistical Analysis)

1. AnseilssuiisudnwaeUssvins laeldadd Chi-Square, T-test @1sudaLUsAn
LUUNGY azAraLles

2. ATUIUMIAT Sensitivity, Specificity, Positive Predictive values, Negative Predictive
Values, Positive and negative Likelihood Ration, AUC LagROC Curveyddafinm1g 9lunis
e Osteoporotic Hip Fracture wag Major Osteoporotic Fracture

3. 1SPULIBU Sensitivity, Specificity, Positive & Negative Predictive Value 5111971
Rneiee laeld McNemar’s Method

4. Wisuiigu aROC Curverai3ndnn1ee Tumsviiunenisiinnszaninainanig nsean
w3 Ingldatifuuy Non Parametric Test

5.M3WATAUIAIUTIETITY

N15338UlAUN150RIRINNANENTIUNITITIVIUTTURIUYWINUHUN D55 UAN
lsang1u1aassnansusyasn s1alasenis: 073/64R Felasun1s3usasnusiun 10 wgadnieu
2564
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6.HANTIY

1NNSANYILAUTEETUANAI15AY8Y FRAX model Tun1svinatenide nsganinain
amenszgrmguluimiaguasssdludmindeg Wewssuiisy auannsolunisiuneis
Major osteoporotic fracture lag Osteoporotic Hip Fracture mmajuéf’;@&iwﬁgmm 300
fegennnguUsznnsiitiguninidanss wagihfunisnsangunimiily Tl ae. 2010

MnasulouldunAnyilumnuideadud wuinduiifinssgnitn 58 au (@nviamue
300 A ; 19.3%) Tnodndvgfumands (72.4%, n=42) inniuwanelaoiiengadseyi 66 T
(66.31 years +/-3.77). A1 BMI v0sngugiaefidnszgniinnuinddimniinguitlifnszgnin
(21.90 +/-3.71 WAL22.76 +/-3.92 muadiv) lunquithifinszgnitnwuinduseialunisiia
nsggnininneunthiudunnniinguiinssgnin (8.6 wag9.5%) vy FAnszgnitnuasaseunsy
aBn59 (3.4% WAz 4.19%) gUUS (3.4% wag 4.1%), UsziAnsanasn (6.9% uag 9.5 % Uszid
nsldenaiiiesend (6.9% wag 7.9 %) Usyialsagumand (0% wag 2.1 %) fuandlumsneil

ndsandInlagld FRAX model udamuinnguiifingzgnitn fidianudeddunisiia
nszgnagiwninannznszgrmguludulee 1.7 % uaz Major osteoporotic fracture 7l 5.6 %
uiluduvesnguitlsifinszgnitnnuinAimnudesegil 1.95 % uaz 7.2 % awady daandly
P157971 2
p15197 1 Snwasriugiurestefifuadlifinanisainssaniiniiddny

o With Fracture Without Fracture p-value
Characteristics

(n=58) (n=242)

Sex

Male 16 (27.6) 92 (38.0) 0.137

Female 42 (72.4) 150 (62.0)
Age (years) 66.31 £ 3.77 67.19 + 4.69 0.132
BMI (kg/mz) 21.90 +3.71 2276 + 3.92 0.129
Body weight (kg) 56.09 = 8.60 59.64 + 9.96 0.013
Height (cm) 160.29 £ 4.71 162.1 £ 6.95 0.062
History of fracture 5(8.6) 23 (9.5) 0.835
Parental history of fracture 2(3.4) 10 (4.1) 1.000
Current smoking 2(3,4) 18 (7.4) 0.385
Current alcohol consumption 4(6.9) 22(9.1) 0.594
History of steroid use 4(6.9) 19 (7.9) 1.000
Rheumatoid arthritis 0(0.0) 5(2.1) 0.587
Osteopenia 1(17) 3(1.2) 0.579
MOFP 56 (40-7.9) 7.2 (4.6-11.0) 0.004
HOFP 1.7 (1.0-2.8) 1.95(1.1-3.4) 0.098
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PNvUIFIeg1elunsAnwvens guiinisalvenseanvinlulssmeuiaassnansuseasd
auUaTIws il WU 19.3 nszanazlnniinesas 12.7 uaznszanvinannszanniuiesay 6.7
Fuunaungueny gUieeny 60-69 U flgtAnisainszgniinil 127, 91g3zwing 70-79 U g
11.9% uazog 80-89 U ol 25% luvmeilgtanisaiveslsanszgnnguilddayogi 9.4% lu
FUnBegsEing 60-69 U Fauandlumsned 2
397 2: ez duresnsuaniinvesnszganguaa FRAX 10 Tlunguengsine

Major Fracture Hip Fracture

Age (years) N - %) - %)
60-69 212 20 (9.4) 27 (12.7)
70-79 84 (0.0) 10 (11.9)
80-89 a4 (0.0) 1 (25.0)
Total 300 20 (6.7) 38 (12.7)

AUEIN150VB9 FRAX Tunnsvinune Osteoporotic Hip fracture 1uf\]qﬂ§fm7il,mﬂﬁi'mﬁ’u

UBNIINANLATFILTRARALL FRAX Model Hu Tunidfetuilldvihnsdnuegadady
9 Tunsviutenisuuenga High risk waz Low risk group Iaaninurgadaidu 1% lunisiie
nszgnaglwninannznszgangu azlien sensitivity ogfi 84.2% (95%Cl : 68.7-94) specificity
16% (95%Cl : 11.8-21) AN Positive Laz Negative predictive value at 12.7 (95%Cl : 8.9-17.5)
and 87.5 (95%C] : 74.8-95.3) puadiu Tuvnigfimniuasuaadaidu 3% lu Osteoporotic hip
fracture WU11 sensitivity agujﬁ' 509% (95%Cl : 33.4-66.6), specificity 51.9 % (95%Cl : 45.7-58.1).
PPV waiz NPV 9gjfi 13.1 (95%Cl : 8.1-19.7) uaz87.7 (95%C! : 81.5-92.5) v Tugasannsgiu
7l 3% tunudnen sensitivity, specificity, PPV wazNPV agjil 34.2 (95%Cl : 19.6-51.4), 69.8 %
(959%C] : 63.9-75.3), 14.1% (95%C : 7.7-23) and 88% (95%CI : 82.8-92.1) Aua s afiuanslu
5197 3

mﬂﬂ%"ummmL?iaﬂumm,ﬁmmz@ﬂﬁﬂLﬁw‘ﬁmﬁu 4 % Wuin Sensitivity 8¢l 18.4
(959%Cl: 7.7-34.3) specificity 9g71 81.3 (95%Cl: 76-85.8) PPV waz NPV il A1 14.1 (95%Cl: 7.7-
23)uaz 88 (95%Cl: 82.8-92.1) Mudiu dmiugndindigeiian iuaﬁu‘ié’ﬂﬁa@jﬁ 5% A1 Sensitivity,
Specificity, PPV wag NPV 1fun 10.5% (95%Cl: 2.9-24.8), 87.3 %(95%Cl: 82.5-91.2), 11.8%
(95%Cl: 3.3-27.5)ua 87.2% (95%Cl: 82.6-91) AUAAY
AN997l 3 ANEINISATE FRAX Tun1sviune Osteoporotic Hip fracture Iugﬁé’ﬁﬁwﬂmqﬁu

FRAX | Population Sensitivity Specificity PPV NPV LR+ LR- AUC
Cutoff | at high risk (95% ClI) (95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl)
1% 252(84.0) 842 16 12.7 87.5 1 0.99 0.50
2% 145(48.3) (68.7-94) (11.8-21) (8.9-17.5) | (74.8-95.3) | (0.87-1.16) (0.45-2.16) | (0.44-0.56)
3% 92(30.7) 50 51.9 13.1 87.7 1.04 0.96 0.51
4% 56(187) (33.4-66.6) (45.7-58.1) (8.1-19.7) (81.5-92.5) (0.74-1.46) (0.69-1.35) (0.42-0.60)
5% 34(11.3) 34.2 69.8 14.1 88 1.13 0.94 0.52
(19.6 -51.4) | (63.9-75.3) (r.7-23) | (82.8-92.1) (0.7-1.83) (0.74-1.20) | (0.44-0.60)
18.4 81.3 12.5 87.3 0.99 1.00 0.50
(7.7-34.3) (76-85.8) (5.2-24.1) | (82.5-91.2) | (0.48-2.01) | (0.85-1.18) | (0.43-0.57)
10.5 88.5 11.8 87.2 0.92 1.01 0.50
(2.9-24.8) (84.1-92.1) | (3.3-27.5) (82.6-91) (0.34-2.46) (09-1.14) (0.44-0.55)
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AWEN130YDe FRAX Tunns¥iune Major Osteoporotic fracture Tugadaiiuansinaiy

lunis@nwivausilavinisieseinmainnuaiuisalunisyiuielugadnig « 19
Major osteoporotic fracture tuiieniu Tnsuvady 10,15,20%,25% uaz30%lneqadniiniian
vosnsnwatiud vhnsAnulugadaiienanudssdunisiiia Major osteoporotic fracture
10 % WU sensitivity ag‘ﬁ 5 (95%Cl : 0.1-24.9), specificity 70.4 (95%Cl : 64.6-75.6). PPV uag
NPV 161 1.29% (95%CI : 0-6.5) waw 91.2% (95%Cl : 86.6-94.6) muadiu mniasugadaidy
15% WU sensitivity Lagspecificity 11 0 (95%Cl : 0-16.8) and 92.9 (95%Cl : 89.2-95.6) PPV
LaENPV are 0(95%Cl : 0-16.8) and 92.9 (95%C : 89.2-95.6) AU uaRIF 5197l 4

Iuﬂmﬁmaﬂmmmg’mﬁ 20% 93lon18n19LAA Major osteoporotic fracture WU
sensitivity, specificity, PPV and NPV are 0 (95%Cl : 0-16.8), 97.9 (95%Cl : 95.4-99.2), 0
(95%C] : 0-65.9) and 93.2 (95%C] : 89.7-95.8) AWFINU LALANIUAFATIZINIIAILINTFILT
25% probability, sensitivity, specificity, PPV wag NPV aagj‘ﬁ 0(95%Cl : 0-16.8), 99.3 (95%Cl|
£97.6-99.9), 0 (95%CI : 0-84.2) LA%93.3 (95%Cl :89.8-95.9) AU uIToiA9adngagni
danAnwlann 30% wuinan Specificity uag NPV LU 99.6 (95%Cl: 98-100) wag 93.3 (95%Cl:
89.9-95.9) AudFU uanafagU N 1

13797 4 ANENNIYR FRAX Tunisviune Major Osteoporotic fracture Tugadnilunng1ari

FRAX | Population Sensitivity Specificity PPV NPV LR+ LR- AUC
Cutoff | at high risk (95% ClI) (95% ClI) (95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% Cl) (95% ClI)
10% 84(28.0) 5.0 70.4 1.2 91.2 0.17 1.35 0.38
(0.1-24.9) (64.6-75.6) (0-6.5) (86.6 -94.6) | (0.02-1.15) (1.19-1.53) | (0.32-0.43)
15% 20(6.7) 0.0 92.9 0.0 92.9 0 1.08 0.46
(0-16.8) (89.2-95.6) (0-16.8) (89.2-95.6) NA (1.04-1.11) | (0.45-0.48)
20% 6(2.0) 0.0 97.9 0.0 93.2 0 1.02 0.49
(0- 16.8) (95.4-99.2) (0-45.9) (89.7-95.8) NA (1.1.04) (0.48-0.5)
25% 2(0.7) 0.0 99.3 0.0 93.3 0 1.01 0.50
(0-16.8) (97.4-99.9) (0-84.2) (89.8-95.9) NA (1-1.02) (0.49-0.5)
30% 1(0.3) 0.0 99.6 0.0 933 0 1.00 0.50
(0-16.8) (98-100) (0-97.5) (89.9-95.9) NA (1-1.01) (0.5-0.5)
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UM 1 nTvlansanuaninsaves FRAX lun1sviung Major Osteoporotic fracture
1.0+
0.9

0.8 -

= =
= =
| |

Sensitivity
o=
T

0.4
0.3
0.2+
0.1 AUROC = 0.518, 95%CL: 0.421 - 0.615
————— Reference
0.0
T T T T T T I T T T T
0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1.0
1 - Specificity
7.a5Uuazanusena

Mnmsfnwatuinuidulngvosauldnszgninainangnseganguiiengyssuia
60-69 U (n = 212 910 300) nguidengannnin 70 Ylenafiazlaisndamunssnwaida uay
ldanunsaladeyansuniu FRAX model Aoanislddmsuarwinvilvldaiunsauidinig
inclusion criteria I Tnewuingsanisallunisiinnszgniinainaniznszgnungusgil 19.3 % T4
wnnhmsineneunhillneyaiBnsggnnsuuisssmalne

Anqadmiduinausives 3% osteoporotic aglnn Avanzauuazinissiusiuderiianss
Lﬁﬂ?ﬁUﬂ’ﬁﬁWUWEJM’]ﬂﬂ’j’]ﬁ!@ﬁ@]gu‘] Iuﬁimmé‘fmmmmﬁmmz@ﬂﬁﬂ Qmé’f@‘ﬁ' 1% wuaazlvien
Ailaganndigadl 84.2% (95%Cl: 68.7-94)

Tudauwes Major Osteoporotic fracture ﬁ?ulzimmamwmﬁmﬁmmvamm%amah
mm%ulmLummﬂaummmﬁummimm Major osteoporotic fracture AaudnepedniunuIdL
i Liwqwmmnwmmmm%mw 20% YosAaABInIsAnnszanitnly 10 Ydu § Specificity
LagNPV figs agdlsinnuiosdrsnuifeasuiiidnmsdanduinegisurssiuauooninagld
aunsnideyamnAials Jsdmalidnuiunguiied1eteen a1 TOAILINAIIUUANATY
587119906 Y83 Major osteoporotic fracture I saulufailosarnnisinmsuseianisian
nsggniintusAdeivhmsfinsananginrssdoulum asswivilszasd Lildanuainam.
9u 9 Tudminguaestil Jsorevwilideualsinsuiu
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agu lsanszgnuguiduiymivisiifeatestudinegeeny esngtinsaiguilouas
dutuludseudasengraasilutagtu wudiass FRAX Wuedosdiousudiufiiusslovddmsy
Msfansosmdssedlsanszgnny wazdiannsaliiiiotiounmdlunissumssnvmands
Inendmiuiireiianudsaelsanszgnngu 9adei 3 % vesnszgnazlnniinainlsansegn
wsummmmmmiumimmEJﬂmmmﬂmaaﬂsumwsumamLmamwﬂw@mmauq Iummm
mmmmiaiumimmamsLLmﬂwﬂmaqmmnmummﬂmuua’mm gmaadinfiadian (osan
fosrinvasnishnuil

nsiinnszgnnanatznssgansududymdrdalungudgieigiinisnse ywilnile
iesantlagtugdAnisainisiinnse mﬂ‘wﬂium’s gnszgnwguiinganniulasianizegnads
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