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Bone density, physique and body composition of college students of Shizuoka prefecture
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RIREGLAIRY v 7 v Ra—LD TP U THFE LOEEEPEREOIRITH 5 2 EnfEE s i,
F—0—F R RYEAE. BFE T SR

Abstract

Bone density, physique and body composition of 331 college students (152 male, 179 female) of Shizuoka
prefecture were measured, then 698 college students (177 male, 521 female) outside the prefecture were selected for
comparison. The osteo sono-assessment index (OSI) was estimated as bone mineral density. We calculated the
body mass index (BMI), the body fat mass (FM) and the lean body mass (LBM) from the body height, the body
weight (BW) and the percent body fat (PBF). As a result, in the females of Shizuoka prefecture, significant
correlation was observed in relationships between BW (r = 0.235, P < 0.01), BMI (r = 0.273, P < 0.01) and OSI. The
male of students of Shizuoka prefecture showed higher OSI (P < 0.001) and LBM (P < 0.001) than male students
from outside the prefecture. The OSI (P < 0.01), BW (P < 0.01) and FM (P < 0.05) of the female students of Shizuoka
prefecture were slightly higher than those of students from outside the prefecture. However, PBF, BW and FM of
Shizuoka female students were within standard limits. For prevention of disease, a BMI of about 22 is considered
the best value for Japanese. The BMI of Shizuoka students was slightly higher than of students from outside the
prefecture (male: P < 0.05, female: P < 0.001), and nearer the ideal BMI of 22. We concluded that the college
students of Shizuoka prefecture are less likely to develop metabolic syndrome and locomotive syndrome when
compared with students from outside the prefecture.
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1. ¥

jill]

WHO (AR BB 135 M EE (Osteoporosis)
% [MEgm &gk o Mg o R 2 e L, 5O
WasgthmsBER Uy Bir OGRS T 2 5B ] LE#H
L7z (WHO 1994), D%, NIH CKENZ#EADIEH)
Fare 2T, BHREOEE L [FiEE0K
TAREEL, BHo) X278 RLPT L 15 5HE
BlOEREL, BEERFEEEIEHED 2 DOERN S
RO E TR 011 10% AT % & L (NIH
200006 HHEITE T, BHED KRG SO LI h
D i LR IE B B0 1280 S5 A (BB 300 J5 AL &k
980 HA) EifiitahTnad CHBHRIED P LiR#EH
A RIA4 MERERSZ 201D, HHERIEIC L - T &ile
ZE3hr2FHMEELCEDRMEATSEO AN
(immobility) % & 72 59 (Shiraki et al. 2010), Z @
ZEDNS, EMEOEIEDE (QOL) KT A<
WCHEHRIETHIREETHE EEZLOND, T2, B
HERAEZS SIS K - TH, A, B, #hika & OEB) e
e ETF Lk Th ZnaEesr 7y Ra—4
(locomotive syndrome; FEBZSAEMGERE) & W05 BE&EHH
AEBEAFEE X ORBIATH S8 (FF 2008), £
R (B 2011445 2011 R ES fEE L (f
BE e (RS2 < D FHZEME 2013) 72 &1 X A EE) A H 0
e PHiEERE (maEs—yary bb—20 ) MR
EINTW3,

BRI 10 RN S 20 T Tagucsm L
A& 40 s E THERF S N B 0, £ DRIR~ I
KFT2EBZon TS (BHERAEME 20002), Z
DIz EHERIED PHHICITHEENE TICEEELSGD T
BLRIEDBWNETH B,

— s EREREEETBEICK > TRES NP
22 DRy (fEERE _E o [ T B HAE SRR S
BT EMCHEFETEAMME) T80T, KHEEFA2ESE1
b (75.325%) HEEFAESE 261 (71.685%) &Lt
o GERR IR 2013), THEERF G HA—Ciad 72 S Lo
I O] & UTHE 1N @EFmEoRXES | T U —
N CEAGBREREFELEZE LTS (A
B 2013), BREPRERMUESEOERIZ L » THBEHM O
GEAIZHE Ui THh 5 EFZ 6N b,

Z T TAMZER. B ORSNRZICB L TR KE&E
(peak bone mass) %153 2 TH 5 KL DEFE
BE. B XSGR ORBIZ DWW THRETT 5 2 &%
HiY & Ui,
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2. /A &
1) x4&

H I PSR 96 % MR T B RN RFICIEEE L, of
FOMEPNE %M LRIENSS SN 331 #1725
MERL LOCERMHEZET - 720 HAREFEITH 1524
(mean £ SD. F#519.1 = 1.2 %, BE 170.6 = 5.9cm-
K 64.2 + 10.1kg. BMI22.1 + 3.3kg/m’. K& %
13.7 = 5.8%), L1794 CAE#19.1 £ 1.0%. BE
157.1 + 54cm. 1A 52.6 + 8.1kg. BMI21.3 + 2.9kg/
m’. KB 26.0 = 5.8%) TH -7z, & SITHIEES
E LT, AR FHETRGE A I N, =EI
AR Bs XOEED 10 R¥EICB T 25T 1774 (B
193 = 1.2, & £ 171.2 £ 59cm. f& & 62.1 *
10.3kg. BMI21.2 *+ 3.1kg/m”, &IENI% 17.5 + 5.6%)
B LUK L5214 CAEEE 191 = 1.1, HE 1580 £
5.7cm. A 50.7 = 6.4kg, BMI20.3 + 2.3kg/m’. {&ll§
B 251 = 4.1%), & 5698 & & iz (B S
2013)o I, AL IR EVFFE R AL H 2 O KA
1R TEM L7 K&K  13F-051),

2) AIEEB - AIEAE

BEEELT, BEKRGEMERE (ALOKA %
AOS-100NW) IZB8 W CTHBFICEEKEHHN T2 2 &
2k - THNE SN 7B E W ALFEHIE (speed of sound:
SOS) &M (transmission index: TD) 5., =
OTkRD o N 72 FBEMNG MM (osteo sono-
assessment index: OSI) % i 7,

OSI=TI-S0S8?2 @

BHERAEOIEHE =5 1) v 73 2FE X SR (dual
X-ray absorptiometry: DXA) 1T & % i (JUEAE D
LA EREE) ollETciibhTunad (Fu3k 2004) 25,
ARUER U728 ®RWEBE W (quantitative ultrasound:
QUS) #:i3 DXA OB E N EMEIN TN B
(B EREAR 1997, QUS I3 U BRE IR 3 < | JiEfR 58
THERRI 3 L WEEEOFF LEO N EHTI X b
NI =< v Abmbicd, FHERERPRE RO 72D
BEENEEEEZ N TCERABRBZEIT) BEDOR 7 ) —
Zy LTS GER 2005),

g« RO E LTy & (body height:
BH). 1A = (body weight: BW). & fIg i % (percent
body fat: PBF). & #% #& % (body mass index: BMI,
H®@). WHIENRE (fat mass: FM. RX®) B X S
& (lean body mass: LBM, @) ZLIFD X 9K
726

BMI (kg/m’) = BW (kg) | BH (m°) @
FM (kg) = BW (kg) » PBF (%)/ 100 ®
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K@ LD
LBM (kg) = BW(kg) — FM (kg) @

k. HREE XK RO N E 3G
(TANITA #L %, BC-612) % 7, & O & B 13,
DXAIZ&->TH oM T — 5 XML UTKRIENI %%
#EE LT % (TANITA 2008), B RTARH & O WA 13,
PRI, Fls. BUEF 23 L oS « 2R — Y Otk
BB EIZONTTH O, BE S (2013) LMD k%
M tee B S & A X, 2013 48 7 H ~ 8 iz Fhi
L7z,

3) #kETHIE

BEE KK GHREKOBEBREANRS DI
Pearson @ HHBAIRE (r) %KD HEPEDKEZTT -
Too Flo, BEE, KB L OCSAMERIZE T 5 IHHE I
BT, HRE & B O A2 BN KT 5 7201
Student’s t-test Z5ifi L. Levene’s test 12 & 5 %43
MRD 5N NI HIZTIE Welch’s t-test 25t L 72, W
THOWE A BKIEEIIEREK S KM E Ly 4
Fric i3t~y 7 b (IBM SPSS Statics Version 21)
2Rz,

3. % R

1) FEMTME (0S) LK - iR
IR D B 724 TR, 2 TORK « BARHKIEH I

BOWTOSI EtHERHBRBRERINGE N>/, UL

IR o 24 T3, BW (r=0.235, P<0.01, X 1)

¥ £ U BMI (r=0273. P<0.01, 2) TR WL T,

OSI & DIz IED BB S hu iz,
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y=5.4x + 36.6
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Osteo Sono-assessment Index

1 BEAEOLFEEICETEEENTMIE (osteo

sono-assessment index) &EAE (body weight)
LB (n=179) @ OSI & BW ORI IZFHOIEDH
B (+r=0.235. P<0.01) WD SHIZ,
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Osteo Sono-assessment Index

K2 BEEOLFZEICEITZHENTME (osteo
sono-assessment index) & & #& 18 1 (body mass
index)

BAH¥E (n=179) © OSI & BMI O i iZ550 D

MHEH (r=0.273. P<0.01) MWD S5N7,

2) EEpFHEME (0Sh

R 2EE o OSI iF 3.328 £ 0.497, A5 12
H OSI 133.082 + 0.354 TH V. #iE D BFEER
A 2B Ic kX TOSI A EICEN - (P<
0.001, X 3)s F7z. WMIRL T F4D OSI 13 2.985 £
0.357. A 124D OSI 13 2.904 + 0.346 TH 0.
B U D A - F AR BB AT X T OST VT R
IZ@Eh -7 (P<0.01. K3,

4.5 1

* 3k ok
4 A * %

3.5 1

2.5 1

Osteo Sono-assessment Index

Male Female

K3 BLXRXRFEHEDOFTERFFEMIME (osteo sono-

assessment index) IC&(F 38R & EANDE
HEEMEO B2 E (n=152) BLULKF$E (n=
17D BEFENO B4 (n=177) B XOLFEE (n
=521) %59, (""P<0.01, ™ P<0.001)
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3) KE (BW)

R 220 BW 13 64.2 + 10.1kg. BAL 512
D BW 13 62.1 = 10.3kg TH » 72h, BW IZBWTE
B bR D 55 7 E A B A OBIC3AEA RS S
NiEh -1z, LU @R FF#4 D0 BW E 52.6 =
8.1kg. WA 1-#A: D BW 12 50.7 + 6.4kg TH D, #
if] U3 D A P A 3 A A T2 R 1T B T BW 8
K&hote (P<0.01, K4,

oL
BT

80 7
* %

70 A

50 A

Body Weight (kg)

40 -

Male Female

K4 BEREZPEDHEE (body weight) 123 1T 3 B[
BLEADEWN

HEEMHEROB 4 (n=152) BLUOLTFHE (n=

17D BEIENO B A4 (n=171) B X OLFEE (n

=521) %5 7%, (""P<0.0D

4) {kBsRAZE (PBF)

¥ L5 - 2# 4 o PBF 13 13.7 & 5.8%. 4L 5 12
D PBF 13175 £55% TH 0, RO B #41%
A H LA X TPBEF R EEICEL o (P<
0.001. 5o U U #hi 274 @ PBF i3 26.0
+ 5.8%. WS F-#H4 D PBF IR 25.1 £ 4.6% TH - %
M. PBF 28 W THR UL O & 724 & B e 122
MICHEZRBRD SN h - 7,
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35 7

%k %k %k

30 A

25 4

20 A

15 A

Percent Body Fat (%)

10 -

Male Female

5 BRURXFHEDEKIEZE (percent body fat) I
F2EMELENADEN

HEEMEO B2 E (n=152) BLULTF$E (n=

17D BEFENO B4 (n=177) B XL FEE (n

=521) =mxd, ("P<0.001)

5) {&t&i5% (BMI)

i 58 7% A4 0 BMI 1 22.1 + 3.3kg/m’. 1AL 5 1
240 BMI i3 21.2 + 3.1kg/m® TH b, HHIEDH 1
AR NS AT N T BMI BWEEICE M - 72 (P
< 0.05, K 6)o Fi. EEL T4 D BMI iF 21.2 =
2.9kg/m’, WA 1% 0 BMI F 20.3 + 2.3kg/m’ T
H O FRIE O LR IR A AT T BMI
DBEHEIZE -7 (P<0.001, X 6),

30 A
* % %k %k

~
Q 25 -
£
x
(]
o
£ 20 A
wv
(%]
©
=
> 15 1
S
o
o0

10 -

Male Female

K6 BHKRKFHEDKIEEE (body mass index) £
F2EMELENADEN

HEEMEO B2 E (n=152) BLULKF$E (n=

17D BEFENO B4 (n=177) B XOLFEE (n

=521) %739, ("P<0.05 "P<0.001)
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6) #iglh=E (FM)

HrR L 0 FM 13 9.2 = 5.7kg, BB 124
DO FM 113+ 5Tkg TH D, H RO B 4 T IR
W T AT HART FM EEITNES - 72 (P <0.014
Mo 7o, BMRZFEAD FM F 14.0 £ 5.7 kg,
B e 72240 FM 13 13.0 & 4.0kg TH O, #HH DO
A FE RN L F RN T FM A EICKE -
7z (P<0.05. 7o

25 A
* 3k *
20
oo
X 15 A
(%]
(%]
O
2 10 .
-
©
L
5 -
O J
Male Female

K7 BLRFEDKIEHRE (fat mass) IZH1F 3 EE
BLENDEN

FEEMEO B2 E (n=152) BLULTFHE (n=

1T BEIENO B4 (n=177) B XOLFEE (n

=521) #mx”d, ("P<0.05 “P<0.01)

7) BiglsE (LBM)

L 12242 0 LBM 13 55.0 £ 6.0kg. 24512
Ao LBM i 51.0 £ 6.1kg TH b, FliE O B FF4E
A AR T LBM N EICKEh - 72 (P
<0.001. K8, LA L. #hillEL %40 LBM 3
38.6 £ 4.1kg, WA 12240 LBM (% 38.0 &= 3.7kg T
H - 723, LBM IZ B W TEeii I o2 1244 & B4 &1
SEHEORICHEZERED SNE - T,
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70 1

"1

50 1

* %%

40 A

Lean Body Mass (kg)

30 -

Male Female

X8 BLKRKFHEDKIEHE (lean body mass) [C&HIF
DEER & BADEN
RO B4 (n=152) BXUOK¥4 (n
=179, BREBENADOF17EA (n=17T1) BLXUOLT¥
H (n=521) %257, (FP<0.001)

4, & &

1) SEMNTME (0SI) &K « SiFHERK

AT B TEEEORNENSR & Lickrid, KE
T AT EENERZFERENEETH O, BO
MGEABB NPT ESbh T3 (FHEERE
2000b), SR TH B A A =HIV A ML X
(mechanical stress) (FEIEKEZ RTINS 5 ix & EELRA
FTHY, FITHEPHREINMD B & T O I
INZ A (micro damage) WA LHFYV ETY V7
(bone remodeling) IZ &> TEEHEENE EEBEZLNT
W3 CEA 2008)0 & - T\ BN IEEEL L E
BB X B2 ENOIIFREASBLEETH 505, HEAAK
PEDFEEIIARE, BMI (KNAS 2013) 3 & ORI
O S 1997, 45 1999, N S 2006) ZE D Ak B
SR LR ORI D B Z EME SN T B A, RE
ZOHDO TR BIERNEEE ISR EEL G2 T
WA AREMESIRT S N T 5, BRI = IRE O &
ko> TRES7D, FEMi LN LEERICK
EREEBAEZTBLIENEZ OGNS, Dook 5 (1997)
iz A (BPAR S 2012) & high impact sport FZhEH
DEHEENGP -1l EEHRELTNWAE I EMh o, O8I
& LBM T3 BIfRMd 5 EBbh b,

PP TIE OST & ARK B E R A o [ A B 7S HH B
BB SN AP > 72D, KFFAETEIBW EBMIICE
WCTOAHESHMENBE I N, K T¥4D LBM &
OSI DBRIC OV TIRIEITE L RABHIRTH - 72
2. BW & BMILIZ2W Ti3Fk~ OfFJE#ER (2013) %
YT ANETH > lctcd, BHEIE KK « GIRHKO
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BRI OWTRARS SR AMAPLETH 5,

2) BEpTEE (OSD)

OSI (D) BTIhoHEEhTHEH, TLIFEE
WOZEERPIEOEIETRES N BHTH D, OSI
PR D —DThH 2 Y v FRITHYT B EEZ S
NTH5 (ER 2005, OSI DAEfRAIMEAE (FEHEfE +
2SD) i 20 5 PE T 3.059 £ 0.574. 20 3k kT 2.709
£ 0528 T B (FEF 2005) &b IR 0
OSI F¥Mf I 55 231z 20 sk 1 2 ALHEN T H b FRLHE
fli% k] > Tz,

IhE TR~ I1Z QUS HEIT & BB IRAGTEEE (speed
of sound: SOS) ZHHEHEOHIEE LT GikiGEE Gib
5 2008), EHEEOGM (NEES 2009, HEED
AR EEE) o 2R — IR G 1S5 20100, AR —
VFERERE (FWA S 20100, AR—VFEfifEH Ghls
2011) L OPBHBRIZDWTHRE L T& 7, 512081 %
T AERKTF G S 2012)  BMI &EBREE (5
JH 5 2013) & oBfRERKG LT &kn, OSI AR
RN T H P PRI L b BT 2 T EMB LS
N5 (FAS 2013), BREELED)Z EHEIIT-> Tk
Pt (S 20000 % high impact sport 2 KA IEHE U 72
AR REEENEh - Eh S (RARS 2012).
FAE DT B R A AR S 5 7o DI IR 7S 18
FIS R LE T 2B O KN NTETH 5 EiEb b,

i L B A A RIS O I R T OSI WA E
@ - 7ehs, ShIdEE), KB, KRS0 ERNE L
6B, AETHWEHHG S - e, B & IR
DBz D BW B & U LBM O FEHIZ IR 0 %4 %
Ll T2 Eh o, GIREREE WS T ER AT EE
BHOOSI NHEARIZT LI EMNEEEN S,

B, B, il EHEROEBRTHhLInIET 4T
Yy Ra—LTRE, BEEOKNICX 2 EHRENY X
7770y —=LBZEMS, BREICBOLTEHOEE
EAER L TCOREBMROBHREEZInIET 4 T Y
v RO —LDTPICHE LWIRREETH S EEZ o b,

3) &1 « BRHERL

TRk 22 AR R« REPFHERGIC KB &L 195K
O E EEREO M IEE Y T 169.0cm. 59.4kg. &K T
159.2cm. 55.2kg TdH - 7o (JFAEE 2012), D4
EfEE2X@% M TBMI 2514 2 &, 9113 20.8kg/
m’, K13 21.8kg/m’ TH - 7o APFIEOHRIZD H
FRFED BMI FEME (22.1kg/m?) 1390 K E12fET
H o e e (21.3kg/m2) FIFIZEBEOMETH -
2o FEA IR AN ERDEIATH 2B AIRE
BMIiZJ#7—7 &L THESh, BT 22.2 kg/m’,
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P T 21.9 kg/m® ORF ISR b IRBARME L &
Nt Esh T a7 (BAEES 20000, BIHE T B O BT
MOBLIITBMIIZ 22 ik bIFE LWMEL EEZ S
NTW 5B, M D ZREEEEIZ >0 TiE, BMI i 25 KL
kEantTksh, 27V —=vrBRETOT X AW
EZ258ME 85em YL B &cix 90em UL EE LT3 (H
ARG F2x 20116

A %KY w7 vy Ka—L (metabolic syndrome)
B U T 2005 AR 1T AR 8 ¥4y (H ARBhIRBEAL ¥ 43
HABRE . HARRIMEY S, HARER S, HA
TEERAS P HAEMYY S, BARMMZR IS, HAN
BIELD) M TATRY v 7 v v Fa— LA WEERER
B2 #9250, ZOBMEELRE LI (A 5K v
7 Vv o — LZWREREGIRES 2005), < OEREIC
TONMBIENERE. @4 v 2V VRPLPE. MibbERe .
Q@RI LERME Y REARE (EhY 7Y 54 Fill
fiE. K HDL 2 L X5 v —JVIfE). @MFE S, ®%
DfhDIERE (FIRBEIMAES) W oh T b, WIEE
WERIZA YR v 7 ¥ v Fo—LazkidEo BHEH
LW S>TWAMN, ZOMGWEHEREELTYZ X b
JPAEEAH O 50 TE D IREPCKIRIIRED K « Gk
HLZK B AR &R O BAfR D d B

FR I D B R R B O I N, PBF B KU
FM % < LBM 2@ - 72 2 &5 & WG 2 75
CHBEHRMAREOL I EMBENIN, A TR v T v v
Fo—2oFHNESE»oFE LWVEREITH S LEF 2
5o FRIAE DT FAIE, RO FAIT AT BMI 2
< FM 8K & 5 5 7o ps, PBF F¥fiEi3 18 ~ 39 F @
PEAEFE PN IC B - 72 (TANITA 2008) & - T, A%
RHZETH B HIR DL RN R/ - E B
BEONAFLERZ L MEATRZ TOREAPLDY A
D TIV—TIZ U TR OS2 TS 5 ~xx 72 & 8b
Nd, £, BES (2013) BEMLTHE XH1T, #
HEDSFER O MR TR 2153 2 7o DT3P R TV A BRI
Xt9 YRR E S EETH 5,

AW B B FR L FE DT EE B & O « ik
MR DMENBIFTH - 7o LN  FEFITiE. ok B
BN EEEOEENEZ SN D, TR 22
EQ R CRES2EE 1AL, BHEsEES 2 61T
Hotel Epo, HREIAHE - R EE S LR
WO PRI L TR X 0 bUFEMETH 5 2 EnfER S
N5, HEMITH ZEFMIBOREEIZENT, BEEE
K OMRKE « HRHLIE % B A BB SBIFTH - 72
L, FERITB T R RO @K & S iclifF T
x5 —DDHENKIZH B EEDLN S,
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B

AR [ RERAREES RSB —a e GR
A BHBIE T D720 O RFH O REFEAEIRICE T 5
)] OiBhAEZ I TEBL, BN EED T — 5 138
JRFRTeA: (FHBERY) X0 EATEE (F
IR Lo THRMEEWAE D TH B, i LT
BEET,

EEXHE

M BT BEEFRT. BB AARZ B IS
PG e [EHERAED PRI B9 2 AR
WME—RKFAEOFHE. FREBE, KK, EEEE
T 5 EEIA A TRPAREIREIIED 5 27 5.
2008 -\ pp.9-19,

M B A BIEEFA REFF A WAL I
HHE . hEb R OEERESER) « K-
v E RO & DB | TR IREREUIZE] 5 29 5.
2010 4=\ pp.1-96

B ML BBEERA REFH L AR
MEEE. BB KREREF-. FOMET. REH
XIRFHEOFEE & 2R —y ik H & o | TR
FRAFEUE] 5 30 =, 2011 4, pp.1-8

M B ML BBEERA REF . AR
MEEE. BB KRRREF. @SBRI TR LR
HOFHE EANERKTEOBE | [RFERIEAEUIIE]
%531 5. 2012 4E. pp.1-9,

MHEE A ATF BHUE-. BEME, Kohia,
PEREAT /MVIESERER, AR 28 & [HH &
TOEEEICEEERITTRNOKRET ] THARA#E
43 &, 55 T5, 1997 45, pp.570-577,

AEEHI maET 4 7Y v Fa— L0f& EBRITPT
Vv —FIV] HEA5E, F 45, 2011 4, pp.285-291,

IEEEA AT BEERA REF . AR L

HE . hER T RO S RIEE) & & SRS

B fEHE - Ao 3 ORI, EE)RER & OB ] TR

FORMEAREITE] 2 28 5. 2009 4E. pp.1-10,

AR, HpERR, PliE b1 KH B T5%E
DN IZHE S ZA LB X OB R & o B — il A 2tk
oW T—] MRITREED 5 48 %%, 5 1 5. 1999 48,
pp.81-90,

R « (RT3 < O SESENA I T e s By Fi5 8 R G e 7
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