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The effect of ultrasound on tibiae of OV X rats
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= ZaZMM]/ﬂ Ao wAATE uZ o] Late] g Number), Th.Sp (Trabecular Spereation)‘TbTh (Trabecular
2570 8%3}3 g o swiemielA 300 Wiemte] Thickness), SMI (Structure Model Indx)E 2538331, 3 d &
FREE 2= wPme] xow= AA UelA mxe o T4 FHAEFEZA Po (Porosity), MM I(Mean polar
AAE= g Wol olewa Atk 1wWemiolA 50 m}ol?i?toflnertla), BMD, BMC (Bone mineral Contents)& &5
mW/em?e] St 7w Aekioko] wol Alg¥th ! T = )
HHo _g_y_jlﬁ]og} HAE o9 AFgAE e 7 T2 I EEe] AL BAS st T
I:g] _:z_%j]_.“_:_ %7‘% i]g_ E‘l )‘\logl_l_ﬁ:];\_]/\(dlstracuon test(Spsle, SPSS'NC)’% —?333}9‘}5}(P<0.05).
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W] ts =2 PRSP} B Fo AAEEY A5S 7HE Ho HaEo] o
S Hola UrH(P<0.05). WA A FHEpulHES Hit
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T FHolA daEAES AP w1 Ioess vh ] ) o .
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© = o moom s A5 7heE Aol A i FAVE FAYGN AS 8
2EAES A F 4 F319 e‘:}ov TR D
Jo= ols SRR . A A AFE 7teA @S AIAdAE W E
X]TI‘E ‘?4?15_]' 7]Zl'a 'roi‘:} -1 —F 9_25—? 75‘?5:“?“"0*] = 1= ]7]_ 0‘}:0}-X]U% olB. Ay AL Flo)dr 2= 011;}
St 2= (30mW/cm2, 200ps burst at 1KHz, 1.5MHz sine T @ BT N Su e o
wave)S YT 5 X mid 20 27 Jbeloith 9% 4 =
e EHZ—TLOE EXE A= J,]_Eou;]_ :rLd: Z Ak 4'2'—
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Belgium)& o]-&3lo] 2= 74st7] A3 4 5346 2= ojth. o5 fldte]l AAl W mAl T HIA LS ol &
= 7k = Ho 4F AEE ZYS Sk old 18um st slWE 2 342‘3‘%94 FEAl 54 % vHdT9
o AR et w3 0.25g/cmmiy} 0.75g/cmm?e] BMD, BMC ¢] W& #2319t
WIEE ZH= Calcuim Hydroxyapatite (CaHA) HE S o] 83} }1" 7FekAl &2 thelal A gk BVITV oA f28 7
o] HUZ%L (Hounsfield unit value) 2 BMD (Bone Mineral AS HIJo =z =S 7etd ohyle BVITV 47 ¢
Table 1 Structural parameters, BMD and BMC in rats
Trabecular bone Cortical bone
BV/TV(%) Tb.Th(mm) Tb.Sp(mm) Tb.N* SMI Po(%) MMI(mm*) BMD(glcm®)  BMC(g)
OWkK 4Wks OWK 4Wks OWk 4Wks OWk 4Wks OWK 4Wks| OWk 4Wks OWk 4Wks OWK 4Wks OWk 4Wks
168 056 011 012 148 148 019 005 254 253|121 1111 845 971 078 082 524 6.44
et + + + + + + + + + + |+ + + + £ + + +
054 038 000 001 016 009 005 005 014 039|140 291 0.79 076 0.02 004 046 0.46
) 179 099 010 011 148 139 0.17 0.08 242 2341263 1064 866 988 0.78 0.83 533 6.49
Right + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
0.27 0.74 000 0.02 012 0.16 0.02 006 021 046|150 254 155 195 0.04 0.07 0.89 0.65

* . significant difference between left and right(p<0.05), meantstandard deviation
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(d) 4 weeks

Fig. 1 Structural Changes in tibiae of rats (a), (b) right (ultrasound
treatment), (c), (d) left
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