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Prediction of Biomechanical properties of osteoporosis bone

GU Dong-Yun, CHEN Ya-Zhu. (1.Department of Orthopedics, Shanghai Jiaotong University, School of
Medicine, Shanghai 200011; 2. School of life Sciences & biotechnology, Shanghai Jiaotong Universily,
Shanghai 200240)

Abstract: Biomechanical properties of bone could provide important and direct reference for osteoporosis pre-
diction and assessment. However, it remains difficult to achieve non-invasive assessment of biomechanical
properties of osteoporosis patient in clinic. Thus, research on some indirect method to predict the biomechan-
ics of bone has been profound and valuable both in osteoporosis research and in clinic application. In this pa-
per, current studies on prediction of biomechanical properties of osteoporosis bone are reviewed, and pros-
pected its future advances as well.
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