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[Abstract] With the aggravation of population aging in our country, the prevalence of osteoporosis (OP) has surged
dramatically. Currently, the diagnosis of OP primarily relies on bone mineral density (BMD), and the precise measurement of BMD is
crucial in the diagnosis and treatment of spinal surgical diseases. In recent years, computed tomography (CT) has gained widespread
attention in clinical diagnosis and treatment due to its unique advantages. Vertebral CT values not only enhance the diagnostic rate of
OP but also effectively predict the occurrence of postoperative complications such as adjacent vertebral fractures, fusion device
subsidence, and pedicle screw loosening. This article summarizes the research progress of vertebral CT value in the field of spine
surgery, and discusses its feasibility in guiding spinal surgery and its correlation with postoperative complications of spine.
Additionally, it elaborates on the progress of combining CT with artificial intelligence (AI) to assist in disease diagnosis and
treatment, aiming to better promote the clinical application of vertebral CT values.
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) H S2 AR fBB, % B CT(quantitative computed
tomography, QCT) K 57 e 88 AR A DL S 1y 2= )
i iy BRI T JCTE iz K, solm R R B> . T
W RE AR CT MMEME CT P4 B R TR A, IR
IR, EAASIGIER S0 2 AR S, ik
WEHER CTE, REUSHERS S IHEIARA T BB o i, 7T
Mlm RS A2 T

CT{E AR X 238 o 4 ZUIF Bk Wl 5 7= A= ) 5
Uk, B R [GPRAY (Hounsfield unit, HU), H3EH
THREA, CTIEALS AR LU 0 R 50 1A
K, T AR AR A2 0 20 Py B AR M e e 7
I PRI P, AR CT A I et 368 5 7 LB 7 (7
Y 1500 HU, i (5 500 HU) F#E4T, BEIHERH B M (4
PSR /N ) 2 B AR B & i R N AP gE R
Wy, B BUE AN S E AL AN B A S R,
H/NRRREL, 5 EHEME AR BT B CT (A FEAR] i
FHIEES, A, iR CT 4 A HEBR B HE IR AR 45
L EE A AR TR T, 12 WrE B AL
FAOCER IR e S B MU Ay, I LA )2
I FH T FE AR S5 A G T A R BT A R G A I PR
WFoE, H AT SErERMER MR 2] Tz, A
LRI THENR CT B E B A2 T M, |
FEST U M) HER CT BRI R IS A N o

1 CT{EAEHEER X P rI R A

) U8 R SR L = o T VA = /<10 D A = @ D1 /A
(osteoporosis, OP)ff y—Fl i UL i) 4= B P AL R
i, LABMD. ‘BRI R /N RS R kAR Sy 32 2
FROE, Al AR B P AU B s, AR e B
WAL PEHMRIE, FRE6s % K LI AR OP AU R
BEVE N 107%, Lotk R s1.6% . ME T DXA, 1EH
FERGIE AR T AR B, il P s AR ROT Y CT
{EL BE 5 - b PP A A A AU o SRR S R B,
FHAE T DXA & Y BMD-T{H, & L, HEIAR CT (B 15
DB AR M T IR . Zhan OB BFTEAA
T 78 BIEMEE BTs AN E AT A, JH 1 logistic [7]1H
IR EER, SFIMER CT (A5 B AR B IH A
X (OR=0.39, 95%CI0.29~0.77), ik~ CT (X &
B AR BT HAT B T A A

H /T C A W08 CT A TR B B
BITH RN . A 2#E N L HER CT fli<110 HU
JETN OP BRI Lee S5 i I it L A4
() CT Bk FUI B o i A B T 2, R B CT(H.
<90 HU i B 47 XUBS K BH S 38 hn o A1 R b HEHE CT
R A AN AT S HE, A AT e = A AT
il R WM BT IS Ol .t nT WL, ARl Mk CcT
EXT T VPAL B BB A B T AU . il FAR TR A

A—E N HAME
1.2 PP AL B AR P ME ] Y (degenerative lumbar
scoliosis, DLS) M) &= XU DLS J&— i Ul i F 4
—HEmTIE,  FEEAROESEREHEM™ Cobb fi>10°, "
LSRN VRS TS N A R O TR = SRl NP3
S FIER G o B AN R R A HER B B AL Fan
SRR I, WEMEM ™ R BB R AR 55.8%
AWFSEUESE, DLS B g 22 HE R P i BMD A Xof
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ZERTTREARTISE, MR FH CT A2 D) Al sk R A 7 X
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= AR B SR BT T 120 B AT A5 R 5,
HRA4IE 3225 Cobb MK/ Mt iy EREA, 430
MR CT ., 25 R, EFEMNEETH
HEMRR P2 CT B S 7™ FHAR L B ARG, it
WA AR 2] 5 2 R X FR BMD, L A SE 78 MM
25 | ME 5 ARIRET R BT IE 3255 . Wang U3 0] A
P CT (B UE S5 H 30518 W BT 38 M0 A X R AE A g 1R 47k
A5, IR AR IE B M, n RS SEAE M
22 5 HE = ARIRET . VB DLS BB B AT 1Y FLA A
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HRERETHY RN, B AR il 5 AR ET B A B MR 32
RFRZ A, FRAIRETFA B KU
1.3 PPARAER] AR AR 0 JRURS A ] A 1 72 R A 1]
#% 28 HUJE (lumbar discectomy herniation, LDH) A& 4= %)
FEJFH . CTEN HHESLDH i EE R K& T
Bz —, MUBEAKGERTHAR, Al H D RHER
BRI | HER SR A5 R Rl HA SRS,
LR 1] 8518 A8 RURS A — S B S . R FE
T B BB A S ] AR AR A OGS, H H
TR Z TP R AL A WSS R,
JEHEBMD ., 45 BMD & & #iE BMD 54 ] 48 1R A5 5
S IE ARG . R A 00 300 A A 1] R AR T 1Y)
BEE, AIAE R HEMRR) BMD f7AE b isEa Ry, i B R
MEGRFA T H CTE I 22 (H RIS, FnHER]
FHRAR S HER BMD FEIRA G, Zheng S0P — 20
UESE, R 2R CT (A AT I R] BB AR, &S
HE ] FL Rl 5 A S5 HE B) AR AR R e 2N 7. BT
AT B 22 ARG AF 5T C XA 7] 2538 A8 JXURS: Frg i
AN AA
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FIVRAL. SEETAIE . IBETHLEEER ., AT
EEIRUERPE, FEICE BRI A O KU S,
i CT R AE AR BMD 8 CT {f 7] Tl SR ET (9 A2
PE, FIWR BT EA TR B AMG YT . HlE A
B PN T 5 5

CARERM], [F—AHEAAN R 2 ) BMD f77E
225 S I CT (V) R 0% kR A2 B 5 Y IXC
B, EPE S G AN R R BN B ) AT BT
Alqurashi PSR IR A CT 515 S0 FHES AR E £
GG EETHATIVE . S5 WR CT 51 2 i hE
AT T T VR 2. (100% vs. 86.9%),  HLIGTRATAT]
RIGEME . DR EC 112 BIFTHE S ARERET P [
FEARM R S g X R, Hor el i
ARAGE CT =4 1 i i T sl AT f B, X R
HWRGETEET, 4R S, X 2H 0y S ET e
L ARPFBRGE A PRI LI W A T8
H, PR CT =4 it R R0 AT R E R T
FHEI R, TR R, (EHAREWRE . ZE
IESERV T T HEAR CTH 54T H K Vs AL R ARG,
ZE LR U 5 DG (P<0.001), RIIHME(R CT
{ECAT T PO AR 5 AR IR E R R AT B KR E
JEERBL, . L AL MR BRI IE A CT (53
BF70, 95 FI99HU, CTHMAL, M@ A HKIE
safk.

PAEWFFEAs RESRI, ME(R CT (AR FHE S AR
EPTHERRPE . AR P S WU AR 5 BRET A Bl XU T T
BA—EnmE, EARRAE B 5T R HHE
TR CT BB A S I AR AR XU, FERIBUE X
T LU AR S5 I RIE (8 AR 2 A AT AR R DTS
BOCHEME M. HETA RS #InE s iR s
I RAES CT M CIHRNE, I i 323 & B AE AR
(receiver operator characteristic, ROC) fH £&ffi & A1 i [
BB — N DT, WA RS R B, B BUgAL
B L MEMR CT AR I FHE S 110 HUMY, R H Tl
XF T A B S TG —ARifE, (E0 B AR T
HYRRE , WTE BT AR IBU™ M B BB AR Y
TEFARTT FRIEESE I, WSS CT A R 17 B
BIXEUCELET, IS E W T S A FEET .

22 8§ & K HE 4K B R (percutaneous
vertebroplasty, PVP) PVPAEAIRYTH BB A AR
FEAVE B TR Ik 2z —, AR EIRE B
AR R R B . K2 PVP 2R IH
FebrR, AR ARG SRR S ARBRE TR T REIRIRET
P B R A [ A ok 175K IeB e . AR BHE RE
SR, E/NREBR S CTER AR, MR
CT R, FEEA 7 AR/ NRRBE N, R R
JoT g P PR R B o AT B OY A BT AT AE K CT

Med ] Chin PLA, Vol. 50, No. 7, July 28,2025

<63 HU J& 5 7K i8I & AL i S7 fa s R B, 43¢
TEMEMR CTEARTF BER, &AEBIRNERER .

REBEZELT O BIF ST A 172 101) 8 Jo i A M - 4
H . RYEARRT CTEM AR B s, b, &
FEA, IR BTSN A BFR A [R] 36 97 57
WREE 45 2H MER 28 il RN K DR OIS 0, 45 3R BoR
R BN R BE AR AR AT LA % PVP B
KPR IREIRS-, iIEHE CT (B4 8 R B B IR
B WO 25 OB A B o F T HEAR I AS [] X 35k
CTHAFFEZES:, H /K IRFEMER P TR B AR L 25
X PVP BIRT7ROCR S B 77 A — e R

A A B T B A B AT RS PVP R
HEHERA L MEARAS R X800 CT(E, A BFER CT{E
DX I S B K R R R B A, SR CT A X
B KRR A TS DL b, FEWILE R CT (X 3tk
ATV S S B K Y AE e A N B 2 A TR, Pk
BEAR A RAS DTS At vl 5 1) i 0 a8 T R
WikaErE, 48, HER CT(HAE A PP #EHt—@E
2%, A BT RE R B T A A S, i
EBRLEMFRITE.

3 CTESEBEHEARAEHEZERHEXME

3.1 CT{H 5 B H #E B JE (adult spinal deformity,
ASD)RJGIFRIEM R  BEE N DB Li e,
ASD TEH FEAMR} Hlok B8 UL . HaAdiit, 65 % DAL
NBE 30%~60% AT ASD, 245 20% A SEARP ., BEE A
FEAMEHEE AR A 25 P [ 2 e B, SR A
FIEFARIBIFIZRIG T R RRCR , SRmH
JERIER Z , TR AR I v 28 SR A IS 1 (proximal
junctional kyphosis, PJK) AR GE I KIE M 17%~
469%, (HAFEERZE, OP FIE /& ASD RJ5
FEARAERS I FE R R R B

Yao S5 AR S5 I & AE K A1 DUKs 63 1] ASD HR
HOMNPIRA ST PIKRAL, /T PI4LiafER: F 2% 5
¥reTHmAsetE, 4R 5N, PIKRA N CTE
] AR T JC PJK 2H.(109.0 HU vs. 168.7 HU), ROC £k
SR, CT{H <120 HU #2754 %0 8 1 PTK & 2F K
B o Yamauchi %53 B T 108 4] ASD %, Hp
30141 (27.8%) KA T AR JG I KA, G145 26 Il PJK; &
A= I B AE B E 0 CTE B AR T I8 I & E 1) R &
[(113.7+41.1) HU vs. (137.0+46.8) HU, P=0.02], <
CT{H AT FH TAEARRTIR S PTK XS 42 i ) ASD S
3.2 CT{H 5 MEHEHER -G A S Rl 2 DT E R
FEHEAE [B] Al 5 A AT T AR A TR A2 AR EAR X
It 2 AR A A [8] @l A R (oblique lateral interbody
fusion, OLIF)E“%QEEII’/I\ LN AR A
e s R IR )32 B SR, AR HE R Al
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AR W I AE, T S8 T A RTE |
MADREEALEARRG R, OP#IESL S ARG &%
DURE S UIA ¢, 2R RlA 2% U0 ) 3 22 fa [
P

Zhou 5PN A 76 19| #: 52 OLIE i (8%, K IWNE
HESF34 CT (R AR B ARG & A Rl & 25D TRE I XU
. —IRANA 70 1452 OLIF B35 105 () ) R AFF 5
B, A257% M BEAREKE TGN, Ui
MR CT (A BARFAEDIRR AL, UESE T HER
CTH SRl AR VI, CTHBANA A DT
R T Rty T A g TR Y CT(EL A
120 HU(BURE M 82.7% , HEFE 4 100.0%) 7 H ik
USRI T R UMEEIE, SRl A B ik A
& CT{E<100.39 HU J& A J5 HEH] fill 528 DU & A 1 6
B E . 25 b, ARG AR CT 84 B T Bl a4
AULRE . XHF CTEAM TG AER B, RETN A HF
Al AR UTRE T RS, AR AT BRI ARG #5
3.3 CT{H5 PVP RJGMHABMER BTN R PVPJE
—PGYT B BB AAE RS BRI, AT
AR A I 0 B T MR . SR, TEE AL
BF R, T PP E K URHE T A AR A W
B, T MR AR A5 S AT, RS kA
UTHER A7, Cheng ZEHIY4 A T 247 il H25Z PVP
(R, Horh 23 491(9.39%) A e B T 3T AR ME A T 4
PeEYr, Z2AREIHMTER, KCTHEREARREHA
BRI fERI 2 . Gong EWAHE T 44 PVP R
JaH E Y ERE, K SXTEAMEL, FAHEAK
BT R BB CT A W K[ (28.7+16.7) HU vs.
(61.3+14.7) HU, P<0.05]; ROC fik/rtritns, 4k
HABARHEM CT (8 <43 HU B, S50 A SR A 4B 47 119
BB S 80%, 45K 88.9%. Cheng ZE A58 &
B, PVP ARG ARHE BB T AT IG - CT (B M 65.15 HU,
IR R, RETHEA CT EHELS PvP R J5 48
MEFFE TR DIME, EHEUCT TR TIRA CTE
B, FIFARIRCREU™ A PTE TEAARYT
3.4 CT{E 5 MEHEN [ e A HES RIRET A S 5
R AR AT M T AR AR R UL, I
JEEAFE PN 18] 2 AR 3R T ™ E AR A T 0 AT R
oo MES AHRBRET P[] A HLAT W8 ) P [ 5 B
FEtE, —BEEMEMERGS AR 0y 32N [ ik
Z 1 BRI, BT T 2 S R B
A A =5 AR T I [0 7 o B T I R AR, 25 o s A
SARMRETAN S, B R EIHEE, & PR E M
W ARRRLL TR . A, BN RS IRET
P Bl 157 i 609% 4, [ Hif bk Ol B 22 114 2% 3 3 ok )
MEAR I CT ik A =5 MR T B (14 JRUSS: o

Zou ZEHSH & T 503 114 T EEARE IBVET [ 2 A R AR

HL, - LR CTE, Jad BEa0rih e T AR
AR B MEAR CT (B2 HME = AR BRET Fi 8l 1 ik 57 & s P
F . Zhang N 103 B4 5Z L, HE S HLBRET [ 1Y
BE I IRETIN B A SR B AL, K BUIRETAA B2
A3 CTEAAR, UM 110 HU, S5 RGMERE
() CTEAE R #2305 Logistic M1 4341 B, #E
AR HU (B SR ET#A 80 190 57 A& 1 R 2R (P<0.001) o
Shin Z AR L, 19 CT 2 98 B 1 6 0L AR E T A ),
R RE T AN AT T L, SR E T 3l Y CT S il A
fHo HBEHEN, ARATEALH CT (H-5 IR ETHA Sl XU
B WA . HARTTHER CT LTI A AR, i
TSEETRA SN A AU, B R AR MR ET L 2
BIRET . BKUERILIRE ] 45 T Bl infe = AR AR ET Y
[ R, YT AT A IG A CT EAS S AH ],
T e tE— IR ATF R RAEAH G, L HZE X AR
Y AN [F) PN [ 9 B e A TR AR D)

Zi b, RETRARM CTH S GBI, RJF1R
ETAN Sl . AHAEYY BEE Ir i & A pl G S5 AR G I & 0E
FYIMDC, JUHER T FARITRORN R E VI Re KR
HIFFEHR H, BARMIHERR CT ()2 OP AH I A IEM
Sz T R ZE (OR=0.005, 95%CI 0.0001~0.1713,
P=0.001), “F-¥J CTERFEML25 A 75, OP A
IF BRE W R AR 1.7 54 Rk, XFop
o FE A FTHEAT BB R VEAL I AR MR CT
B, LAME KBS b7 B BsiAn 9 IRTT, dlEE S
T ARIT I 5E, TR EATE PN [ Rl G AR 5 AH DG &
E A A o

4 CT{E5 A% 8k (artificial intelligence, AI)ZEH
LB EN

4.1 GHBHIRATE SIS T AORBEE ATEAR P
K, R R R 2 2 FE S W TAE A ) e PRV
P2, ATER S 58845 6 8 S it
G o KEHLAR A ) B RN AL R S HEMR T (A 45
A TSI FE BRI OSSR, X OP (1121 S H:
BT XU T [ ) i 57 B B T, ADKE R
HINEHE CTH S QCT A 4AS &, #rbLass I,
TSR 1t I B CT R B AT F500 T-score FIE
JRRAAMEIR . £5 A HFEESOG A 377 (R, B
F AL QCT Hifi B2 Wi 22 40 Fl QCT I i L, M (AR A AR AL
BEE, 458 Vo8 2 H 2 WY IE MK (r=0977,
P<0.05), Hi Mtk AT QCT %f B2 W 2 5 1 I A
BMD i 77 i FL 45 5 QCT MY R fiE f1. ATH AR $R
T EER T EE N, AT REW AT AR,
AT CT BRULR Y IR [l Jii 14 22 AH BMD [ shi]
AL

42 IEFBETHLL A S BT CT KR S
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