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Table 3 Conversion formula between DEXA equipments:
BMC in lumbar spine.

Regression line

XR-26
QDR Y =1.008X -0.098 (r=0.993)
DPX Y =0.880X - 0.022 (r=0.997)
QDR-1000
XR Y =0.906X - 0.102 (r=0.993)
DPX Y =0.823X - 0.046 (r=0.995)
DPX
XR Y =1.130X +0.031 (r=0.997)
QDR Y =1.204X-0.045 (r=0.995)
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Fig. 2 Schematic diagram of the indices of bone mineral density obtained by photodensitometry.
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Fig. 3 Correlation between £GS/D obtained by digital image processing (DIP) and bone
mineral density (BMD)obtained by dual energy X-ray absorptiometry (DXA).
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Fig. 4 Relationship between 2GS/D or MCI and the film densities of hand ra-

diogram.
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Fig. 5 Relationship between SGS/D or MCl and the X-ray tube voltage of hand

radiogram.
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Fig. 6 Relationship between SGS/D or MCi and the focus film distance (FFD)

of hand radiogram.
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Fig. 7 Relationship between 2GS/D or MCI and the average gradient of screen
film system.
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