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Abstract
Background: Oxidative stress (OxS) has recently been linked with osteoporosis; however, we do
not know the influence of OxS as an independent risk factor for this disease.

Methods: We conducted a case-control study in 94 subjects ≥60 years of age, 50 healthy and 44
with osteoporosis. We measured total antioxidant status, plasma lipid peroxides, antioxidant
activity of superoxide dismutase and glutathione peroxidase (GPx), and calculated the SOD/GPx
ratio. Bone mineral density was obtained at the peripheral DXA in calcaneus using a portable
Norland Apollo Densitometer®. Osteoporosis was considered when subjects had a BMD of 2.5
standard deviations or more below the mean value for young adults.

Results: GPx antioxidant activity was significantly lower in the group of subjects with osteoporosis
in comparison with the group of healthy subjects (p < 0.01); in addition, the SOD/GPx ratio was
significantly higher in the group of individuals with osteoporosis (p < 0.05). In logistic regression
analysis, we found OxS to be an independent risk factor for osteoporosis (odds ratio [OR] = 2.79;
95% confidence interval [95% CI] = 1.08–7.23; p = 0.034).

Conclusion: Our findings suggest that OxS is an independent risk factor for osteoporosis linked
to increase of SOD/GPx ratio.

Background
Oxidative stress (OxS) is a biochemical disequilibrium
propitiated by excessive production of free radicals (FR)
and reactive oxygen species (ROS), which provoke oxida-
tive damage to biomolecules and which cannot be coun-
teracted by antioxidative systems. This biochemical
alteration has been linked with aging and more of 100
chronic-degenerative diseases, among which osteoporosis
is found [1,2].

Thus, epidemiologic studies on osteoporosis should con-
sider OxS, in addition to risk factors linked with lifestyles,
hormonal changes, and aging [3-5]. It has been demon-
strated recently that FR intervene in bone resorption, pro-
moting osteoclastic differentiation in such a manner that
bone resorption is increased with OxS [6-8].

Similarly, experimental studies have shown a diminution
in antioxidant activity in patients with osteoporosis
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[9,10]. In this regard, Arjmandi et al. (2002) demon-
strated that administration of vitamin E has a beneficial
effect on bone quality in old rats [11]; nevertheless, the
association between OxS and bone mineral density
(BMD) in humans has scarcely been approached.

In an exploratory study, our investigation group found a
negative correlation between BMD and total antioxidant
status (TAS) linked with serum levels low in glutathione
peroxidase (GPx) [12,13]; notwithstanding this, the influ-
ence of OxS as an independent risk factor is unknown,
considering the contribution of the additional risk factors
linked with lifestyles, age, and sex. Therefore, the objective
of this study was to determine the relationship of OxS as
an independent risk factor for osteoporosis in a popula-
tion of elderly adults.

Methods
Study subjects
We carried out a case-control study in a convenience sam-
ple of 94 subjects ≥ 60 years of age, 50 healthy, 20 men
and 30 women (mean age 67.9 ± 6.5 years) and 44 with
osteoporosis, 19 men and 25 women (mean age 69.7 ±
7.3 years). The subjects were community-dwelling Mes-
tizo Mexican elderly living in Mexico City for 10 years or
more. Informative brochures were distributed in the com-
munity specifying the objectives of the study and admis-
sion criteria.

All the women had intact uterus and the mean age in
which their menopause began is the same between the
two study groups. None of the subjects studied had been
taking antioxidant supplementation (vitamins or miner-
als), hormone replacement therapy or antiosteoporotic
medication for at least 6 months prior to the study, none
had acute or chronic diseases, or was receiving prescrip-
tion medications.

Both groups were well-nourished, Mini Nutritional
Assessment (MNA) score was > 23.5, and caloric intake
was between 2,000 and 2500 kcal per day, and the ali-
mentation had the nutrients requirements (protein, fat,
carbohydrate, vitamins and minerals) between Recom-
mended Dietary Allowance (RDA) measured by 24-h die-
tary recalls and serum albumin > 35 g/L [14,15].

The subjects agreed to participate in the study after giving
their informed consent. The Ethics Committee of the Uni-
versidad Nacional Autónoma de México (UNAM)
Zaragoza Campus approved the research protocol for this
study.

Measurements
The following anthropometric measurements were
obtained: weight, height, body mass index (BMI). It was
considered as overweight when BMI ≥ 27 [16].

Weight was measured while the subject was wearing
underwear and a clinical smock and in a fasted state (after
evacuation). A Torino® scale (Tecno Lógica, Mexicana,
México, TLM®) was used, calibrated before each weight
measurement. Height was obtained with an aluminum
cursor stadiometer graduated in millimeters. The subject
was barefoot, back, and head in contact with the stadiom-
eter in Frankfurt horizontal plane. BMI was calculated by
dividing weight (in kilograms) by height (in square
meters).

Bone mineral density (BMD) was obtained at the periph-
eral DXA in calcaneus using a portable Norland Apollo
Densitometer®. Osteoporosis was considered when sub-
jects had a BMD of 2.5 standard deviations (SD) or more
below the mean value for young adults (T score, ≥2.5)
[17].

Blood samples were collected after a 12-h fasting period
by venopuncture and placed in vacutainer/siliconized test
tubes containing a separating gel and no additives, and
heparin as anticoagulant agent (Becton-Dickinson, Mex-
ico City, Mexico). Blood samples containing heparin were
analyzed using a hemoglobin test protocol (including
hemoglobin, hematocrit, and leukocyte counts). The fol-
lowing serum quantifications were conducted: glucose;
urea; creatinine; urate; albumin; cholesterol; triglycerides,
and cholesterol high-density lipoproteins (HDL). These
tests were used as screening measurements for diagnosis
of clinically healthy subjects.

Hemoglobin levels were measured by cyanomethahemo-
globin reaction procedure (cut-off points: in males,
12.17–17.26 g/dL, and in females, 11.48–16.25 g/dL).
Hematocrit levels were assessed by microhematocrit pro-
cedure (cut-off points: males, 38–52%, females,
36–51%). Leukocyte count was done using Newbauer
Chamber procedure (cut-off points: 3,500–10, 650/
mm3).

All spectrophotometric tests were determined using an
UV-visible spectrophotometer (Shimadzu, Columbia,
MD, USA). Specifically, glucose levels were measured with
glucose oxidase method (cut-off points: 63–120 mg/dL),
urea levels were measured with Berthelot urease method
(cut-off points: 9.5–47.0 mg/dL), creatinine levels by Jaffe
method without deproteinization (cut-off points: males,
0.3–1.5 mg/dL, females, 0.3–1.3 mg/dL), and urate levels
by uricase colorimetric method (cut-off points: males,
2.9–8.88 mg/dL, females, 2.5–8.7 mg/dL). Albumin levels
Page 2 of 7
(page number not for citation purposes)



BMC Musculoskeletal Disorders 2007, 8:124 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2474/8/124
were measured by bromocresol green technique
(3.23–4.03 g/dL).

Cholesterol was analyzed using CHOD-PAP technique
(cut-off points: 168–200 mg/dL) and triglycerides by
GPO-Trinder technique (cut-off points: 89–190 mg/dL),
whereas HDL were assessed employing the same tech-
nique for cholesterol after precipitation of low and very-
low lipoproteins using a phosphotungstic acid/magne-
sium chloride solution (cut-off points: 42–77 mg/dL).

All reagents employed in biochemical tests were obtained
from Randox Laboratories, Ltd. (Crumlin, Co, Antrim,
UK); cut-off points for reference values for Mexican eld-
erly persons were determined at the Gerontologic Clinical
Research Laboratory of the Universidad Nacional
Autónoma de México (UNAM) Zaragoza Campus in Mex-
ico City [18].

Blood samples containing heparin were subjected to
plasma total antioxidant status (TAS), activity of red
blood cell (RBC) superoxide dismutase (SOD) and glu-
tathione peroxidase (GPx), and plasma TBARS assay. Arte-
factual formation of TBARS in the samples was prevented
by adding 10 μL of 2-mM butylated hydroxytoluene
(BHT) in ethanol at 95% immediately after centrifuga-
tion.

Total antioxidant status was carried out using ABTS+ (2,2'-
azidodiethylbenzothiazolin sulphanate) radical forma-
tion kinetics (Randox Laboratories, Ltd). The presence of
antioxidants in plasma suppressed the bluish-green stain-
ing of the ABTS+ cation, which was proportional to the
antioxidant concentration level. Kinetics is measured at
600 nm.

The method employs xanthine and xanthine oxidase
(XOD) to generate superoxide radicals, which react with
2-(4-iodophenyl)-3-(4-nitrophenol)-5-phenyltetrazo-
lium chloride (INT) to form a red formazan dye. SOD
activity was measured by degree of inhibition of the reac-
tion (Randox Laboratories, Ltd). Kinetics was measured at
505 nm.

GPx catalyses oxidation of glutathione (GSH) by cumene
hydroperoxide, in the presence of glutathione reductase
(GR) and NADPH; oxidized glutathione (GSSG) is imme-
diately converted into the reduced form with concomitant
oxidation of NADPH to NADP+. Decrease in absorbance
at 340 nm is measured (Randox Laboratories, Ltd).

We used thiobarbituric acid reacting substances (TBARS)
assay. It was performed as described by Jentzsch et al.
(1996) [19]. In the TBARS assay, one molecule of malond-
ialdehyde (MDA) reacts with two molecules of thiobarbi-

turic acid (TBA) with production of a pink pigment with
absorption at 535 nm. Amplification of peroxidation dur-
ing the assay is prevented by the addition of the chain-
breaking antioxidant BHT. Plasma (400 μL) or MDA
standard (0.2–4 μmol/L) prepared by hydrolysis of
1,1,3,3-tetramethoxypropane (TMP) (Sigma Chemical
Co, St. Louis, MO, USA) was mixed with 400 μL ortho-
phosphoric acid (0.2 mol/L) (Sigma Chemical Co.) and
50 μL BHT (2 mmol/L) (Sigma Chemical Co.) in 12 × 75
mm tubes. Then we added 50 μL TBA reagent (0.11 mol/
L in 0.1 mol/L NaOH) (Fluka Chem., Buchs, Switzerland)
and mixed the contents; subsequently, the contents were
incubated at 90°C for 45 min in a water bath. The tubes
were put on ice to stop the reaction. TBARS were extracted
once with 1000 μL n-butanol (Sigma Chemical Co.). The
upper butanol phase was read at 535 nm and 572 nm to
correct for baseline absorption in UV-visible spectropho-
tometer (Shimadzu, Columbia, MD, USA). MDA equiva-
lents (TBARS) were calculated using the difference in
absorption at two wavelengths and quantification was
done with calibration curve.

The intra- and inter-assay variation coefficients were less
5% in all the determinations.

The within-run precision for the markers were as follows:
LPO by TBARS assay 4.6%; erythrocyte SOD 3.8%; GPx
and TAS with Randox Laboratories 6% and 4.3%, respec-
tively. We calculated SOD/GPx ratio.

Alternative cut-off values for each parameter were defined
on the basis of the 90th percentile of young healthy sub-
jects. A stress score [SS] ranging from 1 to 6 was used, rep-
resenting the severity of biomarkers modifications; a score
1 was given to each value higher or lower than the cut-off.
We categorize subjects as follows according to their scale
in SS: with OxS if SS was > 3, and without OxS if SS was
0–3 [20,21].

Risk factors were measured: sex (female), age (≥ 70 years),
oxidative stress (SS > 3), cigarette smoking (≥ 1 year in the
present), alcohol intake (≥ 2 cups/day) and overweight
(BMI ≥ 27).

Statistical analysis
Data were processed by use of standard statistical software
SPSS 10.0 (SPSS Inc. Chicago, IL, USA). Descriptive statis-
tics are means ± standard deviations (SD). Results were
analyzed using the Student's t-test and linear correlation
analyses. Also were performed odds ratio (OR) of logistic
regression analysis with 95% confidence interval (CI) and
pseudo R-square (R2) [22]. A p-value < 0.05 was consid-
ered significant.
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Results
Average age, body mass index (BMI), and biochemical
and hematologic parameters did not show statistically sig-
nificant differences between the group of healthy subjects
and that of those with osteoporosis (Table 1). Concerning
OxS biological markers, we found that LPO did not show
differences statistically significant (healthy, 0.258 ± 0.09
vs. osteoporosis, 0.296 ± 0.14 μmol/L; p > 0.05). How-
ever, GPx antioxidant activity was significantly lower in
the group with osteoporosis in comparison with the
healthy group of subjects (healthy, 7,039 ± 2,724 vs. oste-
oporosis, 5,399 ± 2,359 U/L; p < 0.01). Additionally, the
SOD/GPx ratio was significantly higher in the group with
osteoporosis (healthy, 0.028 ± 0.01 vs. osteoporosis,
0.036 ± 0.01; p < 0.05), the remainder of the parameters
not showing significant changes (Table 2).

Similarly, we observed a positive correlation between
BMD with GPx antioxidant activity (r = 0.31; p < 0.01),
TAS (r = 0.20; p < 0.05) and BMI (r = 0.19; p < 0.05), and
a negative correlation with the SOD/GPx ratio (r = -0.30;
p < 0.01). At the same time, there is a negative correlation
between GPx and LPO (r = -0.22; p < 0.05) (Table 3).

Regard risk factors, we found a higher percentage of oste-
oporosis in women, smokers and elderly with OxS, and
lower in overweight individuals (Table 4).

In agreement with the previously mentioned observa-
tions, we found an OxS frequency of 68% in the group of
subjects with osteoporosis in contrast with 38% in
healthy-subject group. In logistic regression analysis, we
found that OxS is an independent risk factor to osteoporo-
sis (OR = 2.79; 95% CI = 1.08–7.23; p = 0.034), while we

similarly observed that sex (female) and age (≥70 years)
are risk factors with OR of 4.47 and 3.45 respectively,
besides the overweight (BMI ≥27) is a protective factor
(OR = 0.36; 95% CI = 0.14–0.93; p < 0.05) (Table 5).

Discussion
Oxidative stress measurement in humans with possibili-
ties of clinical application is at present in a process of tran-
sition. Over the past several years, great advances have
been made in the simplification of reliable diagnostic
tests for evaluating certain OxS biological markers, such as
the measurement of LPO, GPx, SOD, catalase (CAT), total
antioxidant status (TAS), DNA damage, antioxidant vita-
mins (A, C, and E), and minerals (zinc, selenium), among
others [23-25]. Nonetheless, integral clinical interpreta-
tion has been not been considered concerning the param-
eters' abnormal values, taking into consideration that OxS
is a dynamic and complex process.

In this respect, our investigative group has developed a
construct for a more integral measurement of OxS, taking
the different components into consideration [19,20].
According to this construct, in our study we found OxS
frequency to be nearly double in the group of subjects
with osteoporosis compared with that of the healthy-sub-
ject group (osteoporosis, 68% vs. healthy, 38%; p < 0.05),
this congruent with scientific evidence associating OxS
with the etiology and physiopathology of osteoporosis
[2,6,7,9].

Regarding OxS biochemical markers, it has been demon-
strated that subjects with osteoporosis exhibit signifi-
cantly higher LPO [2,6,26]. However, it has also been
reported that there are no significant differences in the
serum levels of subjects with and without osteoporosis in
terms of this biological marker [9]. In our study, we did
not find significatives differences between LPO levels in
the group of subjects with osteoporosis compared with
the healthy-subject group. Inconsistencies in the relation-
ship between LPO and BMD could be due to the biologi-

Table 2: Oxidative stress markers in healthy and osteoporosis 
subjects

Healthy 
(n = 50)

Osteoporosis 
(n = 44)

Lipoperoxides (LPO) (μmol/L) 0.258 ± 0.09 0.296 ± 0.14
Superoxide dismutase (SOD) 
(UI/L)

167 ± 10.7 165 ± 7.4

Glutathione peroxidase (GPx) 
(UI/L)

7039 ± 2724 5399 ± 2359*

Total antioxidant status (TAS) 
(mmol/L)

1.03 ± 0.21 0.96 ± 0.18

SOD/GPx ratio 0.028 ± 0.01 0.036 ± 0.01†

Mean values ± SD; t-test, *p < 0.01, †p < 0.05.

Table 1: Age, body mass index, and biochemical characteristics

Healthy 
(n = 50)

Osteoporosis 
(n = 44)

Age (years) 67.9 ± 6.5 69.7 ± 7.3
Body Mass Index (BMI) (kg/m2) 29.30 ± 3.9 27.85 ± 4.7
Glucose (mg/dL) 103 ± 13.8 94 ± 13.2
Urea (mg/dL) 29 ± 3.9 28 ± 4.7
Creatinine (mg/dL) 0.82 ± 0.26 0.89 ± 0.48
Urate (mg/dL) 5.0 ± 1.6 4.6 ± 1.4
Cholesterol (mg/dL) 222 ± 43 218 ± 53
Triglycerides (mg/dL) 203 ± 102 180 ± 72
HDL (mg/dL) 47 ± 10.5 50 ± 14.7
Albumin (g/dL) 4.3 ± 0.5 4.2 ± 0.5
Hemoglobin (g/dL)

Female 14.8 ± 1.0 14.1 ± 1.1
Male 15.7 ± 1.5 15.8 ± 1.7

Hematocrit (%)
Female 46 ± 2.9 44 ± 3.6
Male 49 ± 4.2 48 ± 5.0

Total leukocytes/mm3 6359 ± 1456 6459 ± 2273

Mean value ± SD (standard deviation), t-test p > 0.05.
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cal marker applied. In these circumstances, we must
consider that F2-isoprostanes is a better marker than
TBARS, which was applied in our study [2].

Oxidative stress is a dynamic process, and to those sub-
jects having high LPO does not necessarily mean that
these have OxS and vice versa. This because high LPO can
be compensated for by the antioxidant activity of SOD,
GPx, and CAT enzymes, as well as by antioxidant vita-
mins, among other elements involved in OxS; similarly, if

low LPO coexist with very low antioxidant activity, the
subject could have OxS [27-29]. Although

On the other hand, in this work we found that GPx anti-
oxidant activity was significantly lower in the group with
osteoporosis in comparison with the healthy group, in
addition to a positive correlation between GPx and BMD
(r = 0.31; p < 0.001), which is consistent with that
reported by other authors [6,9,26]. Nevertheless, we
found no statistically significant differences in SOD anti-
oxidant activity between the groups with and without
osteoporosis, this contrary to that reported by other
authors [6,9], probably due to the previously mentioned
fact that OxS is a dynamic and complex process.

A relevant finding in our study comprised the significantly
higher value of the SOD/GPx ratio in the group of subjects
with osteoporosis. In this respect, the imbalance propiti-
ated by greater SOD activity with respect to GPx favors the
increase in H2O2 levels, and consequently greater OxS
[30,31]. Concerning this, it has been demonstrated that
high H2O2 levels favor the differentiation of osteoblastic

Table 5: Risk factors to osteoporosis

OR CI P value 

Sex (female) 4.47 1.25 – 16.02 0.022
Age (≥ 70 years) 3.45 1.21 – 9.81 0.020
Oxidative stress 2.79 1.08 – 7.23 0.034
Cigarette smoking 3.18 0.62 – 16.29 0.165
Alcohol intake (≥ 2 cups/day) 2.16 0.77 – 6.00 0.140
Overweight (BMI ≥ 27) 0.36 0.14 – 0.93 0.035

Logistic regression, R2 = 0.255, p < 0.01; OR = odds ratio; CI = 
confidence interval

Table 3: Correlation between age, BMI, oxidative stress markers and BMD

T SCORE LPO SOD GPX TAS Age BMI SOD/GPx

r value T SCORE 1.000 -0.090 -0.009 0.316 0.198 -0.111 0.191 -0.309
LPO 1.000 -0.106 -0.219 -0.060 -0.068 0.138 0.099
SOD 1.000 0.006 0.136 -0.021 -0.081 0.061
GPX 1.000 0.205 0.012 0.126 -0.885
TAS 1.000 0.078 0.059 -0.161
Age 1.000 0.077 -0.044
BMI 1.000 -0.241

SOD/GPx 1.000

Sig. (1-tailed) TSCORE 0.215 0.467 0.002 0.039 0.163 0.045 0.003
LPO 0.175 0.025 0.300 0.276 0.111 0.191
SOD 0.478 0.115 0.425 0.236 0.295
GPX 0.034 0.457 0.133 < 0.0001
TAS 0.245 0.300 0.077
Age 0.250 0.351
BMI 0.016

Linear correlation analyses.

Table 4: Frequency of risk factors to osteoporosis by study 
group

Variable Osteoporosis 
(n = 44)

Normal (n = 50)

Gender
Female 36 (82%) 34 (68%)
Male 8 (18%) 16 (32%)

Age
60 – 69 years 21 (48%) 31 (62%)
≥ 70 years 23 (52%) 19 (38%)

Smoke
Positive 6 (14%) 3 (6%)
Negative 38(86%) 47(94%)

Alcohol ingestion
Positive(≥ 2 cups/day) 17 (38%) 13 (26%)
Negative 27 (62%) 37 (74%)

Weight
Overweight (BMI ≥ 27) 23 (52%) 34 (68%)
Normal weight 21 (48%) 16 (32%)

Oxidative stress
Positive 30 (68%)* 19 (38%)
Negative 14 (32%) 31(62%)

*χ2 test, p < 0.01.
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cells to osteoclasts and inhibit the differentiation of oste-
oblastic cells to osteoblasts, thus propitiating an accentu-
ated diminution of BMD [6-8]. Although, we did not
measure in this study the bone resorption or bone forma-
tion, our findings can be explained though this mecha-
nism.

With respect to risk factors for osteoporosis, some authors
have reported that age (≥70 years), sex (female), low
weight (BMI ≤17), abundant intake of alcoholic beverages
(≥2 drinks per day), smoking, drug intake (glucocorticoid
therapy, aromatase inhibitors, androgen deprivation ther-
apy), and a sedentary lifestyle, among others, are associ-
ated with an increase in the incidence of this disease [32-
35]. In this regard, in our study we found that sex (female)
and age (≥70 years) are significant risk factors for oste-
oporosis, in agreement with what has been reported by
other authors [34,36]. In this regard, it has been pointed
out that premenopausal hormonal decline increases oste-
oporosis incidence in women, and that aging propitiates
bone fragility [37].

On the other hand, overweight (body mass index [BMI] ≥
27) has been reported as a protective factor for osteoporo-
sis [38], which was observed in our study; in this respect,
an increase in the amount of biologically available estro-
gens has been observed, this due to the conversion of
androstenedione into estrone in adipose cells, and a
decrease in the concentration of sex hormone-binding
globulins [39]. Likewise, a positive relationship has also
been found between leptin and bone-specific alkaline
phosphatase in elderly women and men, suggesting that
BMI-linked leptin levels exert an influence on osteoblast
activity in both sexes [40], although no relationship has
been reported between leptin levels and bone mass
[41,42]; thus, the role of leptin on BMD is not clear.

There must be considered as limitations of the study that
BMD was not measured with gold standard" (DXA meas-
urements of the spine or proximal femur), it was used
instead peripheral-calcaneus DXA; nevertheless, several
studies have shown that this method has a 90% sensitivity
and 90% specificity for osteoporosis at the hip or spine
[17,43]. Besides, this study is a cross-sectional and the
sample is not representative; therefore it is necessary to
carry out prospective studies with representatives samples
to confirm our findings.

Conclusion
The most relevant finding of the present study comprised
having found evidence through multivariate analysis that
OxS is an independent risk factor for osteoporosis, sup-
porting the hypothesis that links OxS with the etiology
and physiopathology of this disease. Therefore, the devel-
opment of controlled clinical assays could be justified for

evaluating the usefulness of diets and/or antioxidant sup-
plements in complementary or preventive management
of osteoporosis.

Competing interests
The author(s) declare that they have no competing inter-
ests.

Authors' contributions
MASR participated in the design of the study and bio-
chemical analysis, MRR participated in the design of the
study and biochemical analysis. ECM recruited partici-
pants, participated in the subject interviews, coded tran-
scripts, and anthropometric measures. VMM conceived
and designed the study, drafted the manuscript. All
authors read and approved the final manuscript.

Acknowledgements
This study was carried out with funds from Grant Consejo Nacional de 
Ciencia y Tecnología (CONACYT 52790).

References
1. Harman D: Free radical theory of aging.  Mutat Res 1992,

275:257-266.
2. Basu S, Michaëlsson K, Olofsson H, Johansson S, Melhus H: Associa-

tion between oxidative stress and bone mineral density.  Bio-
chem Biophys Res Commun 2001, 288:275-279.

3. Consensus Development Conference: Prophylaxis and treat-
ment of osteoporosis.  Am J Med 1991, 90:107-110.

4. Kleerekoper M: The pathophysiology of osteoporosis.  In Oste-
oporosis. Diagnostic and therapeutic principles Edited by: Rosen CJ. New
York: Human Press; 1996:65-68. 

5. Riggs BL, Melton LJ, Melton LJ: The worldwide problem of oste-
oporosis: insights afforded by epidemiology.  Bone 1995,
17:S505-511.

6. Sontakke AN, Tare RS: A duality in the roles of reactive oxygen
species with respect to bone metabolism.  Clin Chim Acta 2002,
318:145-148.

7. Mody N, Parhami F, Sarafian TA, Demer LL: Oxidative stress mod-
ulates osteoblastic differentiation of vascular and bone cells.
Free Radic Biol Med 2001, 31:509-519.

8. BAi XC, Lu D, Bai J, Zheng H, Ke ZY, Li XM, Luo SQ: Oxidative
stress inhibits osteoblastic differentation of bone cells ERK
and NF-Kappa B.  Biochem Biophys Res Commun 2004, 314:197-207.

9. Maggio D, Barabani M, Pierandrei M, Polidori C, Catani M, Mecocci P,
Senin U, Pacifici R, Cherubuni A: Marked decreased in plasma
antioxidants in aged ostoporotic woman: results of a cross-
sectional study.  J Clin Endocr Metab 2003, 8:1523-1527.

10. Liu Al, Zhang ZM, Zhu BF, LIao ZH, Liu Z: Metallothionein pro-
tects bone marrow stromal cells against hydrogen peroxide-
induced inhibition of osteoblastic differentiation.  Cell Biol Int
2004, 28:905-911.

11. Arjmandi BH, Juma S, Beharka A, Bapna MS, Akhter M, Meydani SN:
Vitamin E improves bone quality in the aged but no in the
young adult male mice.  J Nutr Biochem 2002, 13:543-549.

12. Sánchez-Rodríguez MA, Arellano-Pimentel B, Vargas-Guadarrama LA,
Mendoza-Núñez VM: Relación entre la densidad mineral ósea y
los niveles de antioxidantes totales en una población de adul-
tos mayores.  Arch Geriatr 2002, 4:106-108.

13. Mendoza-Núñez VM, Sánchez-Rodríguez MA, Correa-Muñoz E,
Retana-Ugalde R: Lipoperoxides, SOD, GPx, and total antioxi-
dant status in Mexican elderly with osteoporosis.  Free Radic
Biol Med 2004, 37:S38.

14. Barrocas A, Belcher D, Champagne C, Jastram C: Nutrition assess-
ment practical approaches.  Clin Geriatr Med 1995, 11:675-708.

15. Vellas B, Guigoz Y, Baumgartner M, Garry PJ, Lauque S, Albarede JL:
Relationship between nutritional markers and the Mini-
Nutritional assessment in 155 older persons.  J Am Geriatr Soc
2000, 48:1300-1309.
Page 6 of 7
(page number not for citation purposes)

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1383768
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11594785
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11594785
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1986575
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=1986575
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11880125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11880125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11498284
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11498284
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14715266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14715266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=14715266
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15566960
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15566960
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15566960
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12231425
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12231425
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12231425
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8556695
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8556695
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11037019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11037019
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11037019


BMC Musculoskeletal Disorders 2007, 8:124 http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2474/8/124
Publish with BioMed Central   and  every 
scientist can read your work free of charge

"BioMed Central will be the most significant development for 
disseminating the results of biomedical research in our lifetime."

Sir Paul Nurse, Cancer Research UK

Your research papers will be:

available free of charge to the entire biomedical community

peer reviewed and published immediately upon acceptance

cited in PubMed and archived on PubMed Central 

yours — you keep the copyright

Submit your manuscript here:
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp

BioMedcentral

16. Reuben DB, Greendale GA, Harrison GG: Nutrition screening in
older persons.  J Am Geriatr Soc 1995, 43:415-425.

17. McCauley E, Mackie A, Elliott D, Chuck A: Heel bone densitome-
try: device specific thresholds for the assessment of oste-
oporosis.  Br J Radiol 2006, 79:464-467.

18. Sánchez-Rodríguez M, Mendoza-Núñez VM, García-Sánchez A,
González-González B, Rodríguez-Torres E, González-Obregón A:
Valores de referencia de poblaciones senecta y adulta de la
ciudad de México. Parámetros bioquímicos y hematológicos.
Acta Bioquim Clin L 1998, 23:397-405.

19. Jentzsch AM, Bachmann H, Fürst P, Biesalski HK: Improved analysis
of malondialdehyde in human body fluids.  Free Rad Biol Med
1996, 20:251-256.

20. Sánchez-Rodríguez MA, Santiago-Osorio E, Vargas LA, Mendoza-
Núñez VM: Propuesta de un constructo para evaluar integral-
mente el estrés oxidativo.  Bioquimia 2004, 29:81-90.

21. Sánchez-Rodríguez MA, Ruiz-Ramos M, Mendoza-Núñez VM: Pro-
posal of a construct to measure severity of oxidative stress.
Free Radic Biol Med 2006, 41:S29.

22. Lang TA, Secic M: How to report statistics in medicine.  Phila-
delphia: American College of Physician; 1997:119-125. 

23. Voss P, Siems W: Clinical oxidation parameters of aging.  Free
Radical Res 2006, 40:1339-1349.

24. Hwang ES, Kim GH: Biomarkers for oxidative stress status of
DNA, lipids, and proteins in vitro and in vivo cancer
research.  Toxicology 2007, 229:1-10.

25. Surapaneni KM, Venkataramana G: Status of lipid peroxidation,
glutathione, ascorbic acid, vitamin E and antioxidant
enzymes in patients with osteoarthritis.  Indian J Med Sci 2007,
61:9-14.

26. Ozgocmen S, Kaya H, Fadillioglu E, Aydogan R, Yilmaz Z: Role of
antioxidant systems, lipid peroxidation, and nitric oxide in
postmenopausal osteoporosis.  Mol Cell Biochem 2006. DOI
10.1007/s11010-006-9270-z

27. McCord JM: The evolution of free radicals and oxidative
stress.  Am J Med 2000, 108:652-659.

28. Abuja PM, Albertini R: Methods for monitoring oxidative stress,
lipid peroxidation and oxidation resistance of lipoproteins.
Clin Chim Acta 2001, 306:1-17.

29. Finkel T, Holbrook NJ: Oxidants, oxidative stress and the biol-
ogy of ageing.  Nature 2001, 408:239-247.

30. de Haan JB, Cristiano F, Iannello R, Bladier C, Kelner MJ, Kola I: Ele-
vation in the ratio Cu/Zn-superoxide dismutase to glutath-
ione peroxidase activity induces features of cellular
senescence and this effect is mediate by hydrogen peroxide.
Hum Mol Genet 1996, 5:283-292.

31. Koningsberger JC, van Asbeck BS, van Faassen E, Wiegman LJJM, van
Hattum, van Berge Henegouwen GP, Marx JJ: Copper, zinc-super-
oxide dismutase and hydrogen peroxide: a hydroxyl radical
generating system.  Clin Chim Acta 1994, 230:51-61.

32. Poole KE, Compston JE: Osteoporosis and its management.  BMJ
2006, 333:1251-1256.

33. McClung MR: Clinical risk factors and evaluation of the risk of
osteoporosis in clinical practice.  Ann Med Interne (Paris) 2000,
151(5):392-398.

34. Lane NE: Epidemiology, etiology, and diagnosis of osteoporo-
sis.  Am J Obst Gynecol 2006, 194:S3-11.

35. Nguyen ND, Pongchaiyakul C, Center JR, Eisman JA, Nguyen TV:
Abdominal fat and hip fracture risk in the elderly: The
Dubbo Osteoporosis Epidemiology Study.  BMC Musculoskeletal
Disorders 2005, 6:11.

36. Correa-Muñoz E, Vazquez-Zamora M, Sánchez-Rodríguez MA, Men-
doza-Núñez VM: Prevalencia y factores de riesgo para oste-
oporosis en una población de adultos mayores de Actopan,
Hidalgo. Un estudio exploratorio.  Arch Geriatr 2002, 5:103-105.

37. Dempster DW: The pathophysiology of bone loss.  Clin Geriatr
Med 2003, 19:259-270.

38. El Maghraoui A, Guerboub AA, Mounach A, Ghozlani I, Nouijai A,
Ghazi M, Achemlal L, Bezza A, Tazi MA: Body mass index and
gynecological factors as determinants of bone mass in
healthy Moroccan women.  Maturitas 2006. doi:10:1016/j.matu-
ritas, 10.004

39. Karsenty G: Convergence between bone and energy homeos-
tases: Leptin regulation of bone mass.  Cell Metab 2006,
4:341-348.

40. Scariano JK, Garry PJ, Montoya GD, Chandani AK, Wilson JM, Baum-
gartner RM: Serum leptin levels, bone mineral density and
osteoblast alkaline phosphatase activity in elderly men and
women.  Mech Ageing Dev 2003, 124:281-286.

41. Hadji P, Bock K, Gotschalk M, Hars O, Backhus J, Emons G, Schulz
KD: The influence of serum leptin concentration on bone
mass assessed by quantitative ultrasonometry in pre and
postmenopausal women.  Maturitas 2003, 44:141-148.

42. Thomas T, Burguera B, Melton LJ III, Atkinson EJ, O'Fallon WM, Riggs
BL, Khosla S: Role of serum leptin, insulin, and estrogen levels
as potential mediators of the relationship between fat mass
and bone mineral density in men versus women.  Bone 2001,
29:114-120.

43. Sweeney AT, Malabanan AO, Blake MA, Terner A, Ray P, Holick MF:
Bone mineral density assessment: comparison of dual-
energy X-ray absorptiometry measurements at the cal-
caneus, spine, and hip.  J Clin Densitom 2002, 5:57-62.

Pre-publication history
The pre-publication history for this paper can be accessed
here:

http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2474/8/124/pre
pub
Page 7 of 7
(page number not for citation purposes)

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7706634
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7706634
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16714746
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16714746
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16714746
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8746446
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8746446
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=9169055
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17118505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17118505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17118505
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17197733
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17197733
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17197733
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16841180
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16841180
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=16841180
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10856414
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=10856414
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11282089
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11282089
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8824885
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=8824885
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7850993
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7850993
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=7850993
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17170416
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11033474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11033474
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15727686
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15727686
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=15727686
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12916285
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17134857
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17134857
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17134857
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17084709
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=17084709
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12663125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12663125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12663125
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12590010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12590010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=12590010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11502471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11502471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11502471
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11940729
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11940729
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&dopt=Abstract&list_uids=11940729
http://www.biomedcentral.com/1471-2474/8/124/prepub
http://www.biomedcentral.com/
http://www.biomedcentral.com/info/publishing_adv.asp
http://www.biomedcentral.com/

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion

	Background
	Methods
	Study subjects
	Measurements
	Statistical analysis

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Competing interests
	Authors' contributions
	Acknowledgements
	References
	Pre-publication history

