¢ = & aa K4
136 115 sguenisanyunmem asnain Isawgrnawssinmna

[ ’

= v A
n21 RYUUN 3 .1, — N, 2547

s/

a cV v
UHULAURU

nslaf Singh Index Tumsinaas

Abstract
Osteoporosis
Chaiwichian Kitporca M.D.*

AMITNISANNIN
s Q

U A a ] Vv
ﬁﬂ’]l‘ﬁﬂ‘i naWaA1 w..*

Comparison of Singh Index and Distal Forearm BMD for Diagnosis of

>Z<Department of Orthopedic Surgery, Samutsakorn Hospital, Samutsakorn Province,

Thailand.

J Prapokklao Hosp Clin Med Educat Center 2004;21:136—-141.

Study of patients and everyone who needed to test for BMD (bone mineral density) of forearm
by DEXA (Dual Energy X-ray Absorptiometry) at orthopedic clinic of Samutsakorn Hospital compared
with Singh index which was read from anteroposterior view of roentgenogram of pelvis, we can
conclude that we can not use Singh index for diagnosis of osteoporosis, instead of BMD of radius
from DEXA technique because it has moderate reliability, and low validity.
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