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Tang, Ziging (2012). Bioelectrical impedance analysis measurement of body
composition in Taiwan elite male wrestler, Unpublished master thesis, National Taiwan

University of Physical Education and Sport.

Abstract

Bioelectrical impedance analysis (BIA) can estimate body composition easily,
rapidly and non-invasively. The purpose of this study was to estimate body composition
of the elite male wrestlers with the BIAg measurement to compare to dual-energy X-ray
absorptiometry (DXA). Subjects were 48 elite male wrestlers with mean age at 20.1+1.2
years old, mean height at 170.0+5.7cm and mean weight at 73.7+14.0kg. The
bioelectrical impedance analysis, age, height and weight were calculated to create a new
linear regression equation (LR) to evaluate the lean soft tissue and the percentage body
fat for elite male wrestlers. The relative correlations(R value) between the lean soft
tissue (LST) measured by DXA and by BIAg were .94 at whole body, 0.47 at arms, 0.89
at legs and 0.86 at trunk+head. The R values of percentage body fat (BF%) were all
above .83. The conclusion was that BIAg can predict body composition accurately.
However, to predict the LST of arms should be used carefully.

Keywords: bioelectrical impedance analysis (BIA), body composition, dual-energy

X-ray absorptiometry (DXA), male wrestlers
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B ook B B~ B B E L s Sty 2 (Grundy, 2004) 0 A fesg s A B SR
SO B4R € A o F TR iEd R e TREME S R LA
FHRREML  HERARE o

LS @ EPF R AR R Fla G ] 2 Rehe R kg 0 &
AR o e s R D R E B 2 AR i s (Kireilis & Cureton, 1947) > F]pt 3=
Pl SHERE o £ AT

LAk PR TRAE c E RSB W2
Flo A4 H s g R R PR s g Ry T E LRI A R TE T S
B4 2 474 Bl -k @ =2 ;% (underwater weighting, UWW) ~ & #qip £ 2 — & #5 %
(skinfold thickness, SKF) % g i X sk v T i% (dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry,
DXA) - UWW e rzit % > 5 T % £ &% (gold standard) 2 #i(Pollock et al., 1976) -
VAT L SKF #AF g gk &2 UWW 5 3 4p B (Jackson & Pollock,
1985) » ¥ B4 (TpF§ 42 £ 8 o 48 R0 4L ) DXA £ ﬁ;a ORGP AR B Rt
B2 B X 455 2L 920 2 48 $0 BRI LM e T EF it
# BLE_§ * % (Prior et al., 1997;Kohrt, 1998) -

E R % 7 F RILAEE Ik and $ope i 47 (bioelectrical impedance
analysis, BIA) > Fl4k 82 if ~ 2 FHEHir~ 7 L &~ B i(3EF - @ p g4
e s 2 AL P FHE R R L * (Powell etal., 2001) -

FEM b v s ME RBpw X B RGP 2 ﬁf‘u{DXA—%i’ BIA 7 » Tt
KFT 5 T DXA G R DR A e o 1t sk 2 58 BIA N 1R 1E A 47 & (BIAg)
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é ;}"7);’3'1' 771, ETFA'\*% L*v,;_‘]p/ﬁ lﬁ;é ﬁ’lﬁ_ﬁ/gﬁ Bg\:m‘%fi\,kaﬁ'&BlAg
2 AriE 22 g fe 2 AR ko s £ E (lean soft tissue, LST) % 487 %7 4 &

(percentage body fat, BF%)z. ¥ _mg_?l. o
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AFE G L DXA Sl SrplB iR A T3 A ERRhER P F S HE L
#ico # BF%Z LST &2 BIAgRI £ 2 2% R 8 F 40 M o
Fr& FAiEEse
AETEFRELNRE SR TER A F T A ERR LR R PR

ARG ARAAARFA RIS E S AN ABI AL LRI -
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=~ 4 $ e s 7 (bioelectrical impedance analysis, BIA)
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ol sk A 4 T e (resistance, R)shE B 14> ¥ ipl 2 b aened @t 258 V=pL'/R

(V=R p=t- T 1 hdic > L=% BH2 £ & > R=Z L ]) > 77 L7 gk
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$-8 LRELanEgs N

1R ¥ (1997) 574 11> B REP "o ip i 2brg M E S ik it S L e
N B E VA LG RRPEE R ERE ) iR A it 0 2 R
PREE P9 2R A2 HMELHL 2L BEDER -

P 8 gk A ‘\ﬁmﬁnb—&iﬁﬁﬁtsgiog?"_-]—AJ}gg,ﬁu—r;é?r - s EEREQ 2
AT AL QA F DR )~ RBE G B RDER S T OLEE S
EHRARFHT 2 RHEEATHBSS G 0 F LHBIRF RFER KB
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p5)
s

W

w R @ seak(obesity) T S RPN B FE AR SEF E S B R T EHR
K % (Grundy, 2004;Hubert, Feinleib, McNamara, & Castelli, 1983;Taylor &
Baranowski, 1991) » ¥ x#fqad it Ea 3 2 el € & Y itk F IR
A ik B iR AR

P AR R R FE O o0 F A R 0% 4 050 (Kenneth, 2000 5 4/
BT oV A muB4 o 20125 ¢ 4g 5 0 1997) ¢
- ~ 2-C & 3 #5538 (2-component molecular model)

B E DB RA T A L (fat mass, FM) 2 2t 95 B

22

(fat-free mass, FFM) o #i 4 4 £ 8 @ 975 Pqipm gt 3 il sk ¥ B e P 5 18
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=~ 3-C ‘=3 4i5¢ (3-component tissue model)

It

=g

(=) *3%~(fat mass, FM)
(=) * &+ ¥ £ (bone mineral mass, BMM)
(=) 224 F 4 [ £ ek e 5 (bone free lean tissue mass, LTM)
~ 3-C ‘w*z 5% (3-component cellular model)
) Jm¥e A 5 (extracellular solids, ECS)
fn Pz % (extracellular fluid, ECF)
fmz 5 £ (body cell mass)
» 4-C e 5455 (4-component tissue model)
(=) ?57%=(fat mass, FM)
(=) # #&+ F £ (bone mineral mass, BMM)
(=) £ 485 3 7 (total body protein, TBP)
(z) £ 48k £ (total body water, TBW)
~ B8 % 1 07 (fluid metabolic model)
(=) = ¥(fat)
(=) smre & 7 (extracellular solids, ECS)
(=) wre & % (extracellular fluid, ECF)
(=) sn¥e p B (intracellular solids, ICS)

() fm#e p % (intracellular fluid, ICF)



FM FM ECS FM Fat
BMM ECF TBP ECS
FFM ECF
LTM Body TBW ICS
cell
mass BMM ICF
2C 3C 3C 4C Fluid
Molecular Tissue Cellular Tissue metabolic
Model Model Model Model Model

B 2-1 e T® AT R B

SO P EFAS S R B A anEE 2 N p g g 0§ S
£ 4p #c(body mass index, BMI) ~ *& A&t (waist hip ratio, WHR) ~ & 75 & & & Rl £
(skinfold thickness, SKF) ~ -k # =& % (underwater weighting, UWW) ~ i X ke
Jz i% (dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry, DXA) ~ # ¥ e 4 47 (bioelectrical impedance
analysis, BIA) ~ 47-40(potassium-40) ~ % & + #& i B’ (magnetic resonance imaging,
MRI) ~ & "& %1 & 4 45 (computerized tomography, CT) ~ 1T &= #t 4P| 22 (near infrared

interactant, NIR) % » F]# * =3 2% @ B 4 b e §f e & i o

S LERE I E AR RV TR EE SRR S SIS )
BT Crg A g M e 23 E o kAR SAMEE F 5 EEE R g £ o 1 DXA

2 BIA @ 65 %
- ~ BFae X sk eozik (dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry, DXA)
DXA £ - 58 A7e0ip| £ $iir > 145 R Sl B F B A k> 0 3-C e



Host o A L > 9 ehgh e 1 (bone mineral mass, BMM) ~ 2554 Feiop e 5
(bone free lean tissue mass, LTM) ~ 75 %% (fat mass, FM) » 41 # X k#FiE > £ > H i £
MUY o T2 e dea kR A AR LRORARELELL TR AR
TAAE AR A 0 E LR A g g T R R
IR S e o - Bpt G B(piXe) M F L E LR nE - B S
FHFoop B RRA P OEHRFERAS & F FHSFE (bone mineral mass,
BMM) £2 ﬁ}ti#« 7 £ (soft tissue mass) ; # & 7 % Fehpt (2R % A 5 P ﬁ;g#\,
(lean sot tissue, LST)&2 #535(FM) o ¥ &5 f87 it £ h X L FiFfy i L 1 {5 >
VR B A F A e 0 38 9 BMM S LST 2 FM a4 i £ (Bell,
Cobner, & Evans, 2000) o d ** DXA 3 &8 chig & » L 4c F Pt ~ HHE ~ % 254
Mo % 18 DXA % 5 1 SR8 A 453 4 (Kohrt, 1995,1998;Prior, 1997;#537% %
1996) -

=~ 2 $ e s 17 (bioelectrical impedance analysis, BIA)

BIA E4|* 2Rl B L Mend ok > 247 ben@ g & ez T
R GR > AN T e ARaINs TR RN 0 TR Aty
BINA o d W F R A TRRE 0 R AR RIERR] 0 B8 5 R ERUPIE AR
BB\ 2 By Bffieir & F AR TR EHTE 7 UE S P
PREF|E - PR T A P DT TRE R A BRE - R
TR RIS > D e o A JE_BIA ATl w e PR T 0 fie & R
ERS R PR T 08B E D] ALST dhipipl = 425¢ > £ & * Kim equation ¥ 12
JEALST & @l 7 3] 2 ¥ enk g29~p F £ (Kim et al., 2002) -

AFE G k2 VAR S B4 dr R e s 2 47 iR BC-418 (Tanita Corp.,
Tokyo, Japan, 12 F f§ # BlAg) 3 2 £ 22 2 BRI E RE BT 4 i B
BLAph Y TR AN B A4 T HRA F A3 £ (hand-grip) 2 p 2 £ B BB B A
B KRIFHIZAE A ELBEELPN GG RN RRIT RGP £ A pE L

R RE TR B B - 4 5 B0KHz 2. 550mA 1 R {7 A0 PR



(i

-

-

& g _}_-j/_gi\a A N wE i,j?l]é%/?ljvﬁrgﬁé‘ _?_-E/mFE':}m/?J amr_; 2

+ E %Pmﬁ, e 3 IP‘E‘JE 7 5?42‘;‘_ ’

'

3z 2 5 enip B anfe g g * (Organ et al., 1994)
TR B R R TR LHEEREFRE - TF DT BIEFE - ¥ R R
el b3 e - ER BRI ERE oV EE N> S 4L T g LST (lean
soft tissue)£2 BF% ( percentage body fat) -
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W B oo e g HaE

e F 77 I (Beekly, etal., 2006) - &5 f o ke o
p ==

TRl B Ee A 4 0 © SARF F T T 73tk 22 sk 2 (Pollock et al., 1987; Proir et al.,

Ehoa 4 AXL > W8 5 ¢ 2 FE # 4 T (Riendeau

2001) « 77 3 45 1> Py AR 5
PRARFELY F AEHARPDEF

etal., 1958) - & # H enffle = kw7 ¥ 4%
E e gy ?a’ﬁﬂ:ﬁﬁﬁﬁ@aﬁ%ﬂmg&»ﬁﬁa@ibzww
i J3 (Andreoli et al., 2003; Meredith et al., 1987) - & 7% 57 ik ¢ #5238

WIEP R
VLA E R A gk

i T TR RA R B F BREES
SRA o kE-rRF LA LELET 0 F 5 95 Houston(1981) 08§ dp 0

IR E g vopg WREerE L > W E S BEFE T o
Fo2 & 2FEmAPORT

SR At W o ¥t - 30 B A

4P Ep R A RV RS A
&t G ff (cross sectional

&g oom o 7 Fe(resistance, R)#s # £ A (length, L) =

area, A)= F * ; EHHR-L-AR S

R=p(L/A) > p % & (resistivity)
ﬁf%ﬁ%%ﬂé—%@ﬁ%’ﬂﬁﬁéOkuM’m?%Jﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁ%3
2
V=p(L /R)
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W 2-4 FlA$8T 1T X W

A@ﬁ@@xk%é;ﬁ@ﬁﬁ@sﬁkﬁﬁuﬁmias%ﬂ%%?ﬁé
dET GG e i g 24 T Freactant, Xc)2 T IE(R) > X A A £k
BT R B @ R B e p R (ICW) 2 fme #F R (ECW)» € A4 R -

Bt HAE BIA SR A F 5 A PR g E o WX S
¥ R dE i S0KHZ ch g i KRR 0 AT en T AR BRI ST A 2 o Xe
R¥ Z>228 ECW 234 ICW eh Ry R &d %8> 2G5 LA kE
(TBW)Z2 siop sk & £(LST) » F1 5 &Mk ip ¢ ch 3 FF £Tincn 2o e 4 ok
AR S > PR RARD > TRARF M F 2o RIPgaAR S > RARL 5 F] 5 g
BT F RIS Y g 0 A7 VEW o F kRS gz e T
w3t s TBW 2 sk p ik g oot &) > 2 &% %4 ICW e ECW -

54 e BIA ¥ e d B4 BIA 2225 ICW 2 ECW shff g > U 6 * % |r in
7m(5,50, 100, 200KHz) » &P 5 Hm%e 2 g it LR R e 2B A2 F b
Xc¥ R» ¥ 11iz 3 LST~TBW ~ ECW ~ ICW -

P BIA GREe 1 DXARIENFTHR 4o r E2dL - 23 S HE 2 LB F
«ﬂifiﬁ CEN T 2P R R E GRS AR o 2 E 0 BF% ~ FM ~ LST
Pave 2o pENRED fx/?'J"}?,?i TR 2 LA m;’“‘q‘i o

BIA Apdt H s B SRR > BHAHHE i Y T g
MR N ZEBR AN ST ARGR PR 2R E R AR 5ARF A (Heyward,
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2001) > » FlGipthen™ i o W ALY EH R O EdI L Rk RaERE -

WA e o BIA A PR F e G ME kL o B0 2 F
#1550 UHFEAR R E %  BF%E LST » &R A%rk chw fair 3 4o 7 85 P
A S A EEBIA) A B 5 AR AR A Sdpn v A 2 F > Tnd A

Wiﬁﬁiﬁiﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁ%’M§%@’l SRR SR S A
Hod W NI R R T RAOE VBRI 2 PR 2T

AR FLE 0 8 (F R e S Pl B R e — B AT A2m (Malavolti et al., 2003) -
BN P m A BIA gRe g - A 2 EE |G 0 R 8 N R RS
e o> A PEH BN BHEFRMEE LR F g E&p L@ * hig >
A2V w5 R 7 & (Heyward & Wagner, 2004;0ppliger, Nielsen, Shetler,
Crowley, & Albright, 1992;Pichard, Kyle, Gremion, Gerbase, & Slosman, 1997) - & 4=
B DXA 5acdk o % N gdE A4 S bus 19 & (BIAg) i3 Bl e BF%yr LST » vt i

Hiphit > X d AmEairE - BB MRS  REGH T3 4 ES o
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# 3-1

ZREFA

i %K = /F'J BF%DXA <10% BF%DXA >10%
(n=40) (n=16) (n=24)
Ea (%) 201$12 20.1+1.2 20.2+1.3
(18.0, 22.3) (18.7, 22.3) (17.9,22.3)
BE (o 73.5+£12.7 (56.4,112.3) 67.4£6.5 77.4+14.2 (56.4,
1) (56.8, 82.1) 112.3)
23 (=~ 169.8+£5.4 169.8+4.1 169.816.1
) (156.5,179.0) (160.0,175.2) (156.5,181.7)
BMI 25.4+3.5 23.4+1.6 26.7+3.8
(kg/m?)  (21.3.37.5) (21.3,27.8) (22.2,37.5)

LR £ 5(BMI) 5 W E (ko) E F (M)PT =+ BF%pxa 5 DXA #ip] 18 e

percentage body fat -
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RARSFIE R R AT hE A B R
FRBHERFLE o N B FEFIAIAATHE O RITEBRET
R R S EARE RS AN 2 M ik IR I B ek A
BHGRLR EPT s
= \xz?‘l'ﬂﬁ‘}i%iiﬁ

AET ALY P AR FH I FRARMPRE > L0 F A LEL o A
ROPF AR AL R R AT RA TS LA p 2 £ R 2 -
SEBME SRR BeAEa X ket R(DXA)E N RE 4 S Bus 7 &
(BIAg)#| Z_ -

B4 R 267 C BA 50% 0 F pFagieT A%
) R 48 [ PRI G AT F OB AR o
) KW T X LG A
Z) RET 2B EEALERRRIR

)

)

]\

REDZ LA B
TR ORRIF RN SR F RS EARTFL o
=~ R X Rz & (DXA)

& - %;E'J'g Wik £ W GE o 22 DXA kit 7% £ £ (fat mass, FM) ~ ¥ #
1 £ (bone mineral mass, BMM) £ opt e & £ (lean soft tissue, LST)iR| & o = iplF
fibF%;$ Bt 2880 T FREFA A > SR EROTRIE AL 0 PR E
LA LA R S A ERE R oY 2P FREES > E AR E D
Bl NERRR B BRER S T RE IR & p e 2 A 7408 5 enCore 2003 Version
70°% LRRIFENT = -~
w24 P g 45 (BIA)
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RIE L RIE REEPE O R o HAFR 5 0.50m o MRl £ 8~ (B2 R g
EFRIEMES N DR 2 FIEfs 47 R(BIAg)  EHEHF 5 N St
FEERNBRSPET TR NBASET RS F I LN EE R P B R
RRIFEZRE > AL AGEFELN G TR ERIT RSP £ o A Y LW
FAR Bl T T4y > BlAg e * B — 47 % 50KHz 2. 550mA ihg imigi7 » g 2
T TRIT BRERRIE o F- XRF O EREY BlAgRIE =S 0 AT EE
FLRRIE T A
I~ AR

12 DXA LciE s i % BlAg#rip|diend S dad o e Ed LB EME
TS Awppatro 22 AR S AR X ROBIAg AR 5 3 A2 T R Rl BF%
1 LST 2 xRt o

R 8 FRALELH

AL 47 & * e §_SPSS Version 12.0 kit 4 47 448 o B R B K 25 p<.05
234 E T tag(mean)+ -2 X (standard deviation, SD) &k % 7= o AL A Ap B
% #c(Pearson’s correlation coefficient)? 4 |4+ 1% B 4 17 % 7 DXA £ BIAg B £ & % e
B % o

#- ALST 22 BF%=z » Bland-Altman plot analysis (# 7t B 458 £ £ B) %k 4 47

R F o eh- )L BlAg % DXARIZ S5 hg B o G 2470 ¥ I H B kig it
B=iE > 11 CV%4 7 o

2 DXA R B> BF% & 2 230K '}E'Jﬁ ~ BF%<10% ~ BF%>10% > = i ¥

10357 $33% 4 (Root Mean Squared Error, RMSE) > RMSE/mean #% 31 BIAg &2 DXA

iR

Ik

Bk Tk sk SREREEENE 202 LSTRR A B 0 g0 A
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FERX REFEHESG
- & DXA #1 BlA; et

LB FLE T G 2 2 N R A e dus 11 R (BlAg) ¢RI R # T R 0

’

FEFLE & 45 2 RlenE$4r s P (2~ £)E T (2~ )T BIEfRE > PR
s 45 F 1 hYZ kA H R R A o h S ERIF L o AR T
SRR ERIE G e ek RS BIM o FI Y 0 Zen, W Zam 82 01 Zieg
> BN EA 2 s R s T a2 4 4 e dk 51 (bioimpedance index, BI) 0 & * 3t LST
g R e B ¢ ¥yt e Bl 2 > B LST 4p i 28 r=0.93> T %5 Bl &2 LST
s B i 8cr=090 3 B AT AP L F Bl & LST edp B T 8 r=0.48 » 2 3%
P E ¥ o3t 0.01 -
&t DXA & BlAg R e LST & % 40k 4-1 %757 » A b %~ T 5~ v 5L ~ 8%
# 22 5 gF (trunk+head) £z > £ g = %5 (total lean) % DXA &2 BIAgiR| £ & % chip B 124
5] % (r=0.48, 0.90, 0.93, 0.82, 0.95,P<0.01) - 12 Bland-Altman plot analysis (# f7 1t #
FEZRR)KATA 2 2RIE S % DR E AR (9% 4 % &, meant2SD) - A~
w % 212 % 4.46 kg, -0.71 & 2.37 kg,-2.02 % 5.60 kg, -5.80 & 2.76kg, -5.23 & 5.74
kg > #-F i 2 % 2 £ g B #ie(coefficient of variations, CV( [SD/ mean]%)) # 7+ = 64.4
3 1351%° -6.3 & 21.2% - -6.8 & 19.3% > -19.8 & 9.2%%2-8.7 3 9.2% - [ 4-1 %
i+ BlAg & DXA *tw %2 ALST Bl & % % b % (ALSTga=1.13ALSTpxa-0.65,
r=0.92, P<0.001) > @ 4-2 % & * Bland-Altman plot analysis (# 4L & % £ B])
% 7 BIAg & DXA # ® ALST £ B 4 f (bias=1.97kg, bias—2SD=-1.33kg,
bias+2SD=5.24kg) -
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% 4-1

DXA 4= BIA8 $t LST ehip ipl.% %

PlE DXA(kg) BlAg(kg) R DXAwv.s DXAWV.s

2R BIA(kg) BIA(CV%)
o 3.2+0.7 3.210.6 0.48 2.12,4.46 64.4,135.1
R e 11.7£1.6 11.0+1.3 0.90 -0.71,2.37 -6.3,21.2
T AL

e 28.61£3.4 30.3+4.1 0.93 -2.02,5.60 -6.8,19.3
o

A 30.6£4.0 29.1+3.8 0.82 -5.80,2.76 -19.8,9.2
7 38

> ¥ 59.3+7.1 59.5+7.6 0.95 -5.23,5.74 -8.7,9.2

AT BRI TR L k&5 5 P E<0.01; n=80; £ % £ #ic(coefficient of

variations, CV [SD/ mean]%) -
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ALSTg, (kg)

28 32
ALSTy, (kg)

36 40

B 4-1 72 BlAg ¥ DXA ] ALST erai 43 A AT
3 1 (ALSTga=1.13ALSTpxa—0.65, r=0.92, P<0.001) ; ALSTgia 2 ALSTpxa ~ % &
BIA 2 DXA g & che g £ & o
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7 °
by 64 & bias + 2 SD
E i ® e
I—D 4 — : ® .
q 7 P ®
< 2 ] s o bias
' i @
: . Soe) N °
< 9 e .. ____________ bias - 2 SD
< °
-4 e LA B R
20 24 28 32 36 40
ALST,,, (kg)

W 4-2 BIAg 22 DXA p| £ ALST % £ 4 i ** Bland-Altman plot analysis (% 7 1t #
i %32 R)

3x ! (bias=1.97kg, bias—2SD=-1.33kg, bias+2SD=5.24kg) ; ALSTgia 2 ALSTpxa 4 %]
% BIA 2 DXA @& ene g € £ ;5 bias=sLR-DXA 7 BF%-T 3518 » 2SD(ikh £

PR)=IRE 6 L s s -
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&* DXA & BlAg | tH e BF% R S 4ok 4-2 #7757 > et 3~ T 5~ SRiFHER

=

7 (trunk+head) 22 » £ g = s (total lean) i DXA £ BlAg iRl £ S5 % chdp B 420 5] 5

)

(r=0.82, 0.93, 0.85, 0.93, P<0.01) - 12 Bland-Altman plot analysis (# g7t £ & % £
)R£3 > 2RIEREDFEALR > A8 5-22 1 85%, -8.1 3% 85%, -12.9 %
3.6%, -8.3 & 5.2%> #- it % 12 CV(%) % 7 B 5 -33.6 & 115.8%°-56.3 3 59.6%:
-75.9 3 20.7% > 57.2 3 35.2% - ®] 4-3 % 7 BlAg¥Z DXA *tw % 2. BF%R| & % %
e % (BF%g1a=0.67BF%pxa+3.51, r=0.90, P<0.001) - B©] 4-4 % & * Bland-Altman
plot analysis (# @7t B+ & Z R Bl)% 7 BlAg &2 DXA Rl& BFU L B 4 i
(bias=-1.79%, bias—2SD=-8.03%, bias+2SD=5.19%) -
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1 42
DXA v BlAs % BF%:ht 4 %

ik DXA BlAg R°  DXAvs DXAV.s

0 BIA(%) BIA(CV%)
ok 73t47  10.1+45  0.82 -2.2,8.5 -33.6,115.8
Tk 142470 14.6t47 093 -8.1,8.5 -56.3,59.6
iRz 17.0£7.8 124459  0.85 -12.9,3.6 -75.9,20.7
ER 3R

> ¥ 145+6.6  13.1#53  0.93 -8.3,5.2 -57.2,35.2

AT R R Y T g R L k4 o P E£<0.05; n=80: & % £ #ic(coefficient of
variations, CV [SD/ mean]%) -
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30 —

20 —

BF %g, s (%)

BF %y (%)

B 4-3 2 BlAg ¥ & DXA % B BFY% s 43w ﬁ}f{?/w\ 17

3 1 (BF%ga=0.67BF%pxa+3.51, r=0.90, P<0.001) ; BF%pxa # BF%pgia » DXA %
BIA #7:p| ¥ <1 percentage body fat -
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)
|

- O bias +2 SD

T 4 -

) o 0

< - O 0

3 O

< 0 9 |

o @, o O bias

o o0

R, O

3 4 ® 0

X 0

R R o---2Q - 5 >-hias-250
i O

-12 e LA B —
0 10 20 30 40

BF %opxa (%)

W 4-4 BIAg 2 DXA Rl & #8175 5 £ £ & 7 >* Bland-Altman plot analysis
3 1 (bias=-1.79%, bias—2SD=-8.03%, bias+2SD=5.19%) ; bias=LR-DXA 7 BF%-T =
& > 2SD(ih £ = F)=1R- 5 i L o0 1 -

% P14 BF%pxa<10% 4 #: 16 4 5 A #lo > BF%>10% 4 #: 24 * 5 B # & -
# 2 plF 7 A (physical characteristics)4r 3-1 #f77 » #75 <iplH 5 C ¥ > DXA
2 BIAgR 2R E A% E e >E LST A8 » 2 RMSE/Mean - CV(%) % 7+ &% -

4ol 4-5 #5 0 BH P

l=
"

L e 2 AB-C#H# 2 RMSE » % 5 11.6°19.7 »

173 % > T %3R4 5 256 0 4.42 > 3.88% > w 3R 4 5 6.17 > 10.18 > 8.90 % - 3R
2 R§FIN A 5 1354567 855% 0 > £ 5 3.74-5.00 5 457 % -
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»
|

U BF%pys < 10% |
— BF%gy, > 10%
77 Total Subject

w
I

Difference in LST between
DXA and BIA; - RMSE (kg)
N
I

T

B 45 <

Hie pINX ;E'J—‘ﬁ L Bl i

PR e TR LD IR - ER ?T;g g A Y N R
(Corcoran et al., 2000;Palmier et al., 2003) -
2057 DXA & BlAg & &R & & chlg % Sonid a4 ke 27 &
# 2 Bland-Altman plot analysis (# fF4{ 2 4 & % B B]) k=% BlAg2? DXA B & %
Tt LR c A BIAg¥ Y 2 P AR b e § - B gpEDa, 2 d
EREORIERE DL R E 0 ArF & A4 B FI IR BlAg it BRI E
AR el e A B % s - 2 CV%£ 5+ Bland-Altman plot analysis (% # 1& 2 4+ &
ARR)THECERR -

F= 8% BlAgamRl AL FR

A R TN NG SRR Sz e R A RAT S
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4 F L Tk 2 0 LST BF%:ripl £ » 2/ DXA RIB %5 5 43 35
BlAg chipl 2 56 % § FF AL ARM A o L8y s Tuhg il S 0 2 H o
NI Zrp I Zig 82 2 5~ T3 LST 7 ¢ § B AL AR BE e & b e il B /s
B R hZyn 2 F #eeh LST @5 ¥ B 1 4ah o & BlAg &3t + 30 LST &hig ipl
BE B DXAGE AR AW LY B 4AM 0 ¢ BlAgipl® %2 LST 9 95%
G ®E L 212 1 4.46 kg, ApfATH B IR P dow BRp :s;; S SREFEIERINA » ©
BUNEIHEFRE > F2L B BB EES SRS FFIUER > wderl CV%E 7 » AL
W2 B R At 64.4 3 1351% 0 F WP AR i DXA hpl Rk BB E
AEANH B RN >

BIAg & BF%:h: |55 % » 27 DXA B S % Apd > f b %~ T 3L« SRiR+EE 30
B2 B ARERE TR R L AR M (r>0.82, P<0.01) » BIAg*+ %1 BF% i3 ipl %
95% 2 #f ¥ B % -2.2 T 8.5% » £7 BIAg* LST jpI3E% %3t H 8 38  4p 02 > % 249 &
AMHBIEP > 4ot CV%E T 0 BlAg 3t F e BFWRI 2 5% G & F 5 -33.6

3 115.8% > BIM A B H 4 B A > B o
3 BlAg &7 F % %5 F en X Rl % EH h LST enfp B % % » &

BF%pxa<10%(Group A) ~ BF%pxa>10%(Group B) » & #73 % ik *(GroupC)x = B
F

e APy ST 0 2% A _Group A~ Group B & Group C » BIAg .} *
RlESRAPPOTH B > HGRREA S B~ > BlAg iR LST &/ 78 p ek 8] 5
;":EE’ }_»E/ o

AmEASAPME - G R EEHFEAL2 CV% 247 %% ¥ 47 > BlAg
& LST thiz il % £ 2 & uii 3, tho @ 8 1+ ik Bl (htZ/Zarm) 2 LST ehn b % dic
W5 048> MG AT BlAg* it 4 Lent e £ 2l - 2 Bl & LST
chdp B 1 r=0.97 pF > BIAg 3 i)+ % ¢ LST 27 DXA BB % % 4p Bl 12 5 0.96
- F2 % b Bl £ LST ship b 2445 r=0.55 chit & » [ A7 %% 247> BlAg
=S

A+ 44 ELRE Bl EEHEDLSTAAMREZ 3 7 £+ 2
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P LST GRREL B chi & R ¥ o

AT LRI HE - P e LST T35€ § 5 3.2¢0.7kg > H - T sen
TmE§ 5 11.7216kg §F &4 FE2 e s LST £ v 5|5 T 3521 27.3% 0 82
% BlAg tut % e LST 22 BFU RIS 5 7 3 sdsé 4 FL2 534 ) Lot
BlAg i i > & e LST frj H 4§ @ » Flptdolr & 1 s T st 8 h LST >
¥ & * Kim’s equation (Kim et al., 2002) : SM(kg)=1.19ALST(kg)-1.01 > % 7 & 17 7]
2 EHSMy G H R TR E o

My szfhd Prefs A% W@ 2 s ERETIE S TIRIE 27 4
Siflir it o BT A AR 2 THRRE T A F F ¥ § 40 M {2 o Pietrobelli et al.
(2004) 7= i * BlAg 4%+ & ﬂ;:&#i&ﬁ’%[fﬂm40 [y iE'JJ" »i& 7 ALST & BF%
R E AT B S kh B RE S AT RE2F 9T 0 BT BlAg
i EEREE 4 EP2 I MeLRRERF EHE PR GRERF ] CR

* o

|~

hAFE R PR PIEE > Rt BlAg $3 » ¥ BF%4p 5 DXA BRI R B % o J
Bland-Altman plot analysis (# fF 7t £ & £ % B)& 7 = = 2 & ALST & BF%:3
HEARLTHE 2L G a BARESZNLBER NS F FE 2
&ﬁ’ﬂBmw?mTﬁ%mﬁggfﬁgﬁ»@uzkm%&@ﬁﬁm%@%
7 7 BlAg & * *t BF%pxa<10%=% |5 # > i § H30 & ¥ 3% BF%pxa>100% i i<

H P R R
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AR ERT RS AMEE L PR T R (BIAg) T * T B » B

LST » BF%c=nfz i) > 12 DXA BRI B %% 5 v 924 45 BlAgipl £ 5527 3 &

LApM Aok 5 DXA KRR F B g 2 dgreRd s L ? 3 F A
1o FIPL R 22 N NG A S rEpuAs 7 ik 0 AT & 4 Fre ek 51 (bioimpednace
index, BI)2&2 LST cng Ap R > ¥+ 7 3 Edg 4 4 F LT B LST & > & SM £ 2
W E e Flptde kb2 NNl A e pus i R T R sk eh LST RRLE

SRR R O BT IR ET SRS B EL A e R EATERERY -

é

¥R PR BRSO RS > FRDRIE b e s
A Emep| B IR o T oob o b oap| B it B & B chip § 4R

BEARAE T EF G EARM R B s kg £ RanTRBIE kTG R
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