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ABSTRACT

Muscle strength and physical performance are associated with incident fractures and mortality. However, their role in the risk of
subsequent fracture and postfracture mortality is not clear. We assessed the association between muscle strength (grip
strength) and performance (gait speed and chair stands time) and the risk of subsequent fracture and mortality in 830 men
with low-trauma index fracture, who participated in the Osteoporotic Fractures in Men (MrOS) USA Study and had their index
measurements assessed within 5 years prior to the index fracture. The annual decline in muscle strength and performance
following index fracture, estimated using linear mixed-effects regression, was also examined in relation to mortality. The asso-
ciations were assessed using Cox proportional hazards models adjusted for age, femoral neck bone mineral density (FN BMD),
prior fractures, falls, body mass index (BMI), index fracture site, lifestyle factors, and comorbidities. Over a median follow-up of
3.7 (interquartile range [IQR], 1.3-8.1) years from index fracture to subsequent fracture, 201 (24%) men had a subsequent frac-
ture and over 5.1 (IQR, 1.8-9.6) years to death, and 536 (65%) men died. Index measurements were not associated with sub-
sequent fracture (hazard ratios [HRs] ranging from 0.97 to 1.07). However, they were associated with postfracture mortality.
HR (95% confidence interval [Cl]) per 1 standard deviation (1-SD) decrement in grip strength: HR 1.12 (95% Cl, 1.01-1.25)
and gait speed: HR 1.14 (95% Cl, 1.02-1.27), and 1-SD increment in chair stands time: HR 1.08 (95% Cl, 0.97-1.21). Greater
annual declines in these measurements were associated with higher mortality risk, independent of the index values and other
covariates. HR (95% Cl) per 1-SD annual decrement in change in grip strength: HR 1.15 (95% Cl, 1.01-1.33) and in gait speed:
HR 1.38 (95% Cl, 1.13-1.68), and 1-SD annual increment in chair stands time: HR 1.28 (95% Cl, 1.07-1.54). Men who were unable
to complete one or multiple tests had greater risk of postfracture mortality (24%-109%) compared to those performed all
tests. It remains to be seen whether improvement in these modifiable factors can reduce postfracture mortality. © 2022
The Authors. Journal of Bone and Mineral Research published by Wiley Periodicals LLC on behalf of American Society for Bone
and Mineral Research (ASBMR).
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Introduction

steoporosis is currently underdiagnosed and undertreated
O in men,"? potentially due to poor understanding of who is
at risk of developing adverse postfracture outcomes. Fractures are
associated with substantial disability,”) subsequent fracture,**
and, most importantly, premature mortality.©'%

The risk of subsequent fracture is elevated following all clinical
fractures,™ particularly in the first 1 to 2 years following the first
fracture.""'? Risk factors that have been identified as predictors
of subsequent fractures include older age, lower femoral neck
(FN) bone mineral density (BMD), smoking, and lower physical
activity.” Poor muscle strength and physical performance are
also associated with increased risk of first fracture.">'® How-
ever, the association between these measures and the risk of
subsequent fracture in men has not been explored.

The risk of mortality after fracture is higher in men than
women.®'%? The mechanism of increased mortality risks after
fracture is not completely clear. Risk factors that have been identi-
fied as predictors of postfracture mortality include older age, male
sex, lower BMD,®?" bone loss,?? smoking,®?" comorbidities,?>2%
lower physical activity,*?" and subsequent fractures.””

Although extensively studied in the general population,’
the associations between poor muscle strength and physical per-
formance and mortality have rarely been investigated in people
with incident osteoporotic fractures.®%*" People who sustained
a fracture have higher risk of mortality than the general popula-
tion.®19 Therefore, it is important to investigate the association
between muscle strength and performance and mortality to
understand the higher mortality risk associated with fracture.

In addition to the baseline values, the rate of decline in muscle
strength and performance over time has been previously shown
to be associated with all-cause mortality in the general popula-
tion.1832-3%) A recent study reported 9% and 19% increased risk
of death per 1 standard deviation (1-SD) greater rate of decline in
grip strength and gait speed, respectively.®? Conversely, a few
studies reported no association.*¢3® However, the impact of
this decline on mortality risk in those who already sustained a
fracture is not clear.®

Therefore, using a cohort of older community-dwelling men in
the Osteoporotic Fractures in Men (MrOS) Study who had an inci-
dent fracture, we aimed to assess the association between
(i) muscle strength and performance and the risk of subsequent
fracture, and (ii) muscle strength and performance as well as their
future decline and the risk of mortality after fracture. Because mus-
cle strength and physical performance are modifiable,***? identify-
ing those at higher risk of poor postfracture outcomes may facilitate
the design of interventions (such as targeted rehabilitation strate-
gies) aimed at improving the health of older adults.

25-29)

Subjects and Methods

Participants and settings

The MrOS study®” is a prospective, longitudinal, observational
study of 5994 community-dwelling men living in six communities
in the United States (Birmingham, AL, USA; Minneapolis, MN, USA;
Monongahela Valley near Pittsburgh, PA, USA; Palo Alto, CA, USA;
Portland, OR, USA; and San Diego, CA, USA). To be eligible to partic-
ipate in this study, men had to be able to walk without assistance,
must not have had bilateral hip replacements, and must have pro-
vided written informed consent. Study design and recruitment
strategies have been described.“>*® The study commenced

between 2000 and 2002 and included men aged 65 years or older.
The sample for the current analysis involved 830 participants who
had suffered at least one low-trauma fracture between enrolment
in 2000-2002 and 2019. Four clinical visits were conducted (2000
2002, 2005-2006, 2007-2009, and 2014-2016) where measure-
ments of muscle strength (assessed by grip strength test) and phys-
ical performance (assessed by gait speed and chair stands tests)
were taken.

MrOS was approved by the institutional review boards at all
clinical centers and the San Francisco Coordinating Center
(University of California, San Francisco, and California Pacific
Medical Center Research Institute).

Participant selection

The current analysis involved participants who had at least one inci-
dent fracture and had their grip strength, gait speed, and chair
stands measurements taken within 5 years prior to their index frac-
ture. Men with missing measurements due to participant refusal,
incorrect protocol administration, or inability to perform the test
due to physical and health reasons were excluded. The remaining
men (n = 830) who had at least one test measurement available
constituted the primary analytical cohort. Each test-specific analysis
was completed with all participants who had measurements avail-
able for that specific test (Fig. 1). Men who were unable to perform
the tests, and separately those whose muscle strength and perfor-
mance were measured >5 years prior to the index fracture, were
later included in the sensitivity analyses.

Ascertainment of fractures and death

Every 4 months, participants were contacted by mail or phone to
ask about recent fractures and to ascertain vital status.*? All
reported fractures were confirmed by review of radiology
reports. Only minimal (falling from standing height or less) to
moderate trauma fractures (falling from more than standing
height or collisions during normal activities) fractures were
included in this analysis. High trauma fractures (such as motor
vehicle accidents), pathological fractures, fractures near prosthe-
ses, and fractures of the skull, fingers, and toes were excluded.
This definition applied to both incident and subsequent frac-
tures. The subsequent fracture represented the second low-
trauma fracture occurring at a separate event at least 1 month
following the index fracture. Three fractures reported within
30 days (n = 3) after the index fracture were excluded because
they were likely to have occurred in the same event as the index
fracture. Fractures were classified as hip, clinical vertebral, proxi-
mal (above elbow and knee, i, clavicle, rib, humerus, elbow, pel-
vis, upper leg), and distal (below elbow and knee, ie, forearm,
lower leg, knee, ankle, hand, or foot) fractures. If multiple frac-
tures occurred in one event, fracture site was assigned based
on the more severe fracture.

Deaths were confirmed by death certificates. All deaths fol-
lowing the index fractures through 2019 were included.

Assessment of covariates and muscle strength and
physical performance

At all study visits, participants completed clinical examinations
and completed a self-administered questionnaire®? to collect
information about age (years), smoking status (current, no), alco-
hol use (<3, =3 standard drinks/day), living alone (yes/no), fall
history in the previous 12 months (yes/no), history of low trauma
fractures since the age of 50 years (yes/no), parental history of hip
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MrOS men cohort
n= 5994

No fracture

n= 4909

Index fracture cohort
2001-2018
n=1085

No visits within 5 years prior to

index fracture
n= 151

Missing all measurements

Analytical cohort?
At least one measurement
available within 5 years
prior to index fracture

n=104

n= 830
I l
Grip strengthb Gait speedP Chair standsP
n=810 n=778 n=712

At least 2 grip strength
measurements®

n=339 n=295

At least 2 gait speed
measurements®

At least 2 chair stands

measurements®
n=263

Fig. 1. Flowchart of men included in the analysis. °The analytical cohort included participants with at least one measurement available within 5 years
prior to index fracture. °The test-specific cohorts excluded participants with missing data (grip strength n = 20, gait speed n = 52, and chair stands
n = 118). These were used to analyze the association between index muscle strength and performance measurements and the risk of subsequent fracture
and mortality after fracture. “The rate of change cohorts excluded participants with only one measurement available (grip strength n = 471, gait speed
n = 483, and chair stands n = 449). These were used to analyze the association between the rate of change in muscle strength and performance and the

risk of mortality after fracture.

fracture (yes/no), and previous glucocorticoid use (yes/no). Physi-
cal activity level was assessed from the Physical Activity Scale for
the Elderly (PASE).“** Self-reported health rating was categorized
as excellent/good versus fair/poor/very poor. The history of med-
ical conditions including non-skin cancer, stroke, myocardial
infarction (M), congestive heart failure (CHF), chronic obstructive
pulmonary disease (COPD), diabetes, hypertension, hypothyroid-
ism, kidney disease, and rheumatoid arthritis was recorded. BMD
was measured using dual-energy X-ray absorptiometry (DXA)
machines (Hologic, Inc., Bedford, MA, USA) at the femoral neck.*?
Covariate data were obtained at the same time point as the mus-
cle strength/physical performance assessment.

Grip strength (in kg) was measured using JAMAR dynamome-
ters (Sammons Preston Rolyan, Bolingbrook, IL, USA).** The max-
imum measurement from two trials of both hands was used in this
analysis. Gait speed (m/seconds) was assessed by a 6-m walk
course at usual pace. Chair stands test was assessed by measuring
the time in seconds required to rise from a chair five times from a
full sitting position on an armless chair without using their arms.
The coefficients of variation were reported in a previous MrOS
report as 0.5%, 2.4%, and 4.9% for grip strength, gait speed, and
chair stands tests, respectively.“®

Statistical analysis

To utilize all available data, separate test-specific datasets were
constructed. Measurements of muscle strength and perfor-
mance and covariates were retrieved from the last visit prior to
the index fracture and considered as the index measurement.
Men with missing data on muscle strength and performance at
a visit within 5 years of the index fracture were excluded. We
imputed missing data for covariates using the Last Observation
Carried Forward method (missing BMD [n = 11; 1.3%] and miss-
ing health rating [n = 1; 0.1%]).

Subsequent fracture and mortality rates were calculated as
numbers of subsequent fractures or deaths per 1000 person-
years of follow-up under an assumption of Poisson distribution.

The association between index measurements and the
risk of subsequent fracture and mortality

We analyzed the association between the index measurements
and subsequent fracture and mortality separately using Cox pro-
portional hazard models. For the subsequent fracture analysis,
follow-up time was calculated as the time interval between the
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index fracture date until the subsequent fracture date, termina-
tion of participation, death, or end of study (August 6, 2019),
whichever came first. For the mortality outcome analysis,
follow-up time was calculated as the time from the index fracture
date until the date of death, termination of participation, or end
of study, whichever came first (Fig. $1).*” To assess the impact of
the competing risk of mortality in the analyses of subsequent
fracture, further analyses were conducted using Fine-Gray sub-
distribution hazards models that accounts for death as a
competing risk.

For each test, both age-adjusted and multivariable-adjusted
models were constructed. Predefined covariates considered for
inclusion in the multivariable-adjusted models included poten-
tial confounders known to be risk factors for the outcome or
found in the age-adjusted models to be associated with clinically
significant risk of subsequent fracture (=20%) and mortality
(=10%). Age, FN BMD, smoking, index fracture site, falls, prior
fracture, hypertension, physical activity, health rating, CHF,
COPD, and rheumatoid arthritis were included in the models that
assessed subsequent fracture. Models that assessed mortality
were additionally adjusted for BMI, living alone, alcohol con-
sumption, cancer, stroke, MI, low thyroid, diabetes, and kidney
disease.

Muscle strength and performance measurements were
included in the models as continuous variables with the hazard
ratios (HRs) reported per 1-SD decrement in grip strength and
gait speed or increment in chair stands time with their corre-
sponding 95% confidence intervals (Cls). Because chair stands
time was not normally distributed, it was log-transformed. Pro-
portional hazards assumption was assessed statistically and
graphically using Schoenfeld residuals and there was no evi-
dence of assumption violation. Categorical analyses (per quar-
tile) were also performed.

The association between the rate of decline in muscle
strength and performance and the risk of mortality

For the analyses of postfracture mortality, the annualized change
in muscle strength and performance was calculated using linear
mixed-effects models with random slopes and intercepts. The
individual slope is an estimate of the annual change (decline or
increase) considering the population-level effect on the overall
change. We included men with at least one measurement avail-
able after the index fracture in addition to the index measure-
ment. However, only measurements taken at least 6 months
after the index fracture date were considered. Therefore, fewer
men (339, 295, and 263 men) were included in the analysis of
the rate of decline in grip strength, gait speed, and rate of
increase in chair stands time, respectively.

The association between the annualized deterioration in mus-
cle strength and physical performance and mortality was
assessed using Cox proportional hazard models where the calcu-
lated annual changes were included as continuous variables to
assess the risk of mortality per SD decline of grip strength, gait
speed, and SD increase in chair stands annual change. Follow-
up time was calculated from the index fracture date until the
date of death, termination of participation, or end of study,
whichever came first (Fig. $1).%” As the distribution of the rate
of increase in chair stands was not normally distributed, it was
log-transformed. Age-adjusted and multivariable-adjusted
models were constructed with additional adjustment for the
index value of muscle strength and physical performance.

Sensitivity analyses

We conducted two sensitivity analyses. The first sensitivity anal-
ysis aimed to assess the association of inability to perform mus-
cle strength and performance tests on the risk of subsequent
fracture and mortality. We separately assessed the association
of inability to perform grip strength (n = 22), gait speed
(n = 48), chair stands (n = 75), unable to perform one test
(n = 91), and unable to perform multiple tests (n = 26) versus
those who were able to complete the three tests (n = 684)
who represented the comparator group in all models.

In a second sensitivity analysis, we completed the main ana-
lyses in all men with muscle strength and performance assessed
prior to the index fracture, regardless of the length of time
between the muscle strength or performance assessment and
the index fracture date (ie, we additionally included those whose
grip strength (n = 115), gait speed (n = 117), or chair stands
(n = 112) was only assessed more than 5 years prior to the index
fracture date).

All analyses were conducted using SAS software (SAS Institute
Inc, Cary, NC, USA). Two-sided p-value <0.05 was considered to
be significant.

Results

The analytical cohort included 830 men with at least one mea-
surement available for muscle strength and performance mea-
sured within 5 years prior to index fracture date (Fig. 1). Among
these men there were 170 (20.5%) hip, 102 (12.3%) clinical verte-
bral, 322 (38.8%) proximal, and 236 (28.4%) distal fractures. Their
mean =+ SD age at fracture was 81.7 & 6.6 years with a preindex
fracture median grip strength (IQR) of 36 (32-42) kg, gait speed
of 1.14 (0.99-1.32) m/s, and chair stands time of 12.0 (9.9-14.5)
seconds (Table 1).

Men excluded from the primary analysis due to missing data
(refused or were unable to perform the tests) had lower BMI,
were older, less physically active, less likely to report excellent/
good health, and more likely to experience falls and CHF. They
also had worse strength and/or performance in their other avail-
able tests. Most importantly, although they were less likely to
sustain a subsequent fracture, they were more likely to die than
those with full data available.

The association between index measurements of strength
and performance and the risk of subsequent fracture

During the median follow-up period of 3.7 years (IQR, 1.3-8.1),
201 men (24.2%) sustained a subsequent low-trauma fracture,
yielding an incidence rate of 4.7 subsequent fractures/1000
person-years (95% Cl, 4.1-5.4). Men with subsequent fracture
had slightly faster gait, but similar grip strength and chair stands
performance to those who did not sustain a subsequent fracture.
Men who sustained a subsequent fracture were also younger,
had lower BMD T-scores, and were more physically active than
those who did not sustain a subsequent fracture (Table $1).4”
Grip strength, gait speed, and chair stands measurements
were not associated with subsequent fracture risk in the age-
adjusted or multivariable-adjusted models (Fig. 2). Considering
the competing risk of mortality did not change the results (data
not shown). The categorical analysis of muscle strength and
physical performance (as quartiles) showed that the worst quar-
tile of chair stands test, but not grip strength and gait speed, was
associated with a nonsignificant 15% increase in the risk of
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Table 1. Characteristics of Men Included in the Analysis at Index Fracture Time According to Data Availability

Characteristics

Grip strength cohort (n = 810)

Gait speed cohort (n = 778)

Chair stands cohort (n = 712)

Index fracture site, n (%)

Hip 164 (20.2)
Vertebral 101 (12.5)
Proximal 316 (39.0)
Distal 229 (28.3)
Age (year), mean £ SD 81.7 £ 6.6
BMI (kg/m?), mean + SD 26.9 + 4.1
FN BMD T-score, mean £ SD —1.19 £ 1.04
Prior fractures, n (%)? 203 (25.1)
History of falls, n (%) 323 (39.9)
Parent history of hip fracture, n (%) 115 (14.2)
Glucocorticoids, n (%) 74 (9.1)
Smoking (current), n (%) 26 (3.2)
Alcohol (heavy), n (%)° 32 (4.0)
Living alone (no), n (%) 686 (84.7)
Health rating (good/excellent), n (%) 662 (81.7)
Physical activity, mean + SD 125.0 £70.7

147 (18.9) 129 (18.1)
94 (12.1) 85(11.9)
306 (39.3) 282 (39.6)
231 (29.7) 216 (30.3)
813+ 64 81.1+64
269 + 4.0 268 £ 3.9
—1.16 £ 1.02 —-1.17 £ 1.00
191 (24.6) 173 (24.3)
300 (38.6) 267 (37.5)
113 (14.5) 104 (14.6)
73 (9.4) 65 (9.1)
25(3.2) 24 (34)
32 (4.1) 31 (44)
656 (84.3) 605 (85.0)
641 (82.4) 596 (83.7)
129.3 £ 70.1) 132.6 - 69.0

Muscle parameter, median (IQR)
Grip strength (kg)©
Gait speed (m/s)?
Chair stands time (seconds)®
Comorbidities, n (%)

36.0 (32.0-42.0)
1.14 (0.99-1.32)
12.0 (9.9-14.4)

Kidney disease 109 (13.5)
Non-skin cancer 219 (27.0)
Stroke 78 (9.6)
Ml 153 (18.9)
CoDP 113 (14.0)
Hypertension 416 (51.4)
CHF 64 (7.9)
Low thyroid 79 (9.8)
Diabetes 114 (14.1)
Rheumatoid arthritis 69 (8.5)

36.0 (32.0-42.0)
1.14 (0.99-1.32)
11.9 (9.8-14.3)

38.0 (32.0-42.0)
1.17 (1.02-1.33)
12.0 (9.9-14.5)

106 (13.6) 98 (13.8)
205 (26.3) 191 (26.8)
6 (8.5) 58 (8.1)
141 (18.1) 129 (18.1)
110 (14.1) 100 (14.0)
392 (50.4) 360 (50.6)
9 (7.6) 52(7.3)
7(9.9) 70 (9.8)
109 (14.0) 95 (13.3)
9 (8.9) 58 (8.1)

FN BMD = femoral neck bone mineral density; SD = standard deviation.

Prior low trauma fractures after the age of 50 years and before enroliment in the study.

PHeavy alcohol consumption >3 standard drinks/day.

“There were missing data on grip strength n = 20 in the analytical cohort, n = 20 in the gait speed dataset, and n = 15 in the chair stands dataset.
%There were missing data on gait speed n = 52 in the analytical cohort, n = 52 in the grip strength dataset, and n = 13 in the chair stands dataset.
“There were missing data on chair stands n = 118 in the analytical cohort, n = 113 in the grip strength dataset, and n = 79 in the gait speed dataset.

subsequent fracture, compared to the best performing quartile
(Table $3).”

There were 22, 48, and 75 men who were unable to do grip
strength, gait speed, or chair stand, respectively. In total,
91 men were unable to do a single test and 26 were unable
to do multiple tests. Generally, men who were unable to per-
form the tests had higher rates of subsequent fracture than
those who were able. The sensitivity analysis suggested that
there was an association of poor muscle performance with
increased risk of subsequent fracture particularly for those
who were unable to do the chair stands test (age adjusted
HR 1.59; 95% Cl, 0.98-2.56) and those who were unable to per-
form multiple tests (age adjusted HR 2.03; 95% Cl, 0.95-4.35)
(Table 54).4”

The second sensitivity analysis that included participants
who had measurements taken more than 5 years prior to
index fracture date incorporated an additional 115, 117,
and 112 men to the grip strength, gait speed, and chair
stands cohort, respectively. This analysis showed similar
magnitude of association with subsequent fracture to the
primary analysis (Table 55).”)

The association between index measurements of strength
and performance measurements and the risk of mortality
after fracture

During a median (IQR) of 5.1 (1.8-9.6) years of follow-up,
536 men (64.6%) died postfracture, yielding a mortality rate of
10.6 deaths/1000 person-years (95% Cl, 9.8-11.5). Men who died
after the index fracture had significantly lower grip strength,
slower gait speed, and longer chair stands time than those
who survived. Furthermore, men who died after the index frac-
ture were significantly older, less physically active, and were
less likely to report excellent/good health. They had lower BMD
T-score and were more likely to report history of stroke, hyper-
tension, and rheumatoid arthritis prior to the index fracture than
those who survived (Table 52).”

After adjustment for age and other risk factors, each SD decre-
ment in grip strength (8.5 kg) and gait speed (0.25 m/s), and
each SD increment in chair stand time (1.34 seconds) were asso-
ciated with increased risk of postfracture mortality of 12%
(HR 1.12; 95% Cl, 1.01-1.25) for grip strength, 14% (HR 1.14;
95% Cl, 1.02-1.27) for gait speed, and 8% (HR 1.08; 95% Cl,
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Grip strength ‘ 1.15 (0.98-1.33)
1.00 (0.85-1.18)
1.01 (0.86-1.18)

Gait speed
0.91 (0.76-1.08)

Subsequent fracture risk

Chair stand 1.11 (0.95-1.30)

alr siands ‘ 1.07 (0.90-1.27)

Grip strength ) —— 1.28 (1.18-1.43)

I | ————— 1.12 (1.01-1.25)
8 :

2 i 3 b 1.30 (1.18-1.45)

© Gait speed ! : .18-1.

5 | ——— 1.14 (1.02-1.27)
= i

Chair stands e 1.22 (1.10-1.35)

—_— 1.08 (0.97-1.21)

08 0.9 1.0 11 12 1314 15

Fig. 2. Association between index muscle strength and physical perfor-
mance measurements and the risk of subsequent fracture and mortality
after fracture. Data presented as hazard ratios (95% confidence interval)
per SD change in predictor (grip strength: 8.5-kg decrease, gait speed:
0.25-m/s decrease, and chair stands: 1.34-second increase. Multivariable-
adjusted models that assessed subsequent fracture risk accounted for
age, FN BMD, prior fracture, falls, physical activity, smoking, index fracture
site, health rating, COPD, CHF, rheumatoid arthritis, and hypertension at
time of the index fracture. Multivariable-adjusted models that assessed
mortality risk accounted for age, BM|, living alone, physical activity, smok-
ing status, alcohol consumption, FN BMD, falls, prior fractures, index frac-
ture site, health rating, cancer, stroke, MI, COPD, hypertension, CHF, low
thyroid, diabetes, kidney disease, and rheumatoid arthritis at time of the
index fracture. Grip strength cohort included 810 men, 194 had subse-
quent fracture and 521 died. Gait speed cohort included 778 men,
193 had subsequent fracture and 492 died. Chair stands cohort included
712 men, 180 had subsequent fracture and 441 died.

0.97-1.21) for chair stands (Fig. 2). The categorical analysis of
muscle strength and physical performance showed that com-
pared to the best performing quartiles, the worst quartiles of grip
strength, gait speed, and chair stands test were associated with
28%, 37%, and 14% increased mortality risk, respectively, albeit
not statistically significant for all tests (Table $3).“”

The first sensitivity analysis showed that men who were
unable to perform the tests had higher rates of mortality than
those who were able to complete all tests. Inability to perform
the tests was associated with greater risk of mortality (age-
adjusted HR 1.24; 95% Cl, 0.76-2.01 for grip strength; HR 2.01;
95% Cl, 1.44-2.81 for gait speed; HR 1.89; 95% Cl, 1.45-2.47 for
chair stands (Table 54)).“” Notably, inability to perform multiple
tests was associated with twofold increased risk of mortality (HR
2.09; 95% Cl, 1.38-3.18).

The second sensitivity analysis, which included participants
who had measurements taken more than 5 years prior to index
fracture, showed a similar magnitude of association of the risk
of mortality to the primary analysis for grip strength and gait
speed (Table $5).”) However, the association for chair stands
increased slightly from 8% to 12% and became significant
(Table $5).47
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Chair stands

1.0 12 13 14 15 1617

Fig. 3. Association between annual decline in muscle strength and phys-
ical performance post fracture and mortality risk. Hazard ratios are pre-
sented per 1-SD change in the annual decline of grip strength, gait
speed, and chair stands time. All associations are significant associations
(p < 0.05). Age-adjusted models and multivariable-adjusted models were
adjusted for the corresponding index measurement. Multivariable-
adjusted models accounted for age, BM|, living alone, physical activity,
smoking status, alcohol consumption, FN BMD, falls, prior fractures, index
fracture site, health rating, cancer, stroke, MI, COPD, hypertension, CHF,
low thyroid, diabetes, kidney disease, and rheumatoid arthritis at time
of the index fracture. Grip strength cohort included 339 men, 189 men
died. Gait speed cohort included 295 men, 151 men died. Chair stands
cohort included 263 men, 132 men died.

The association between decline in strength and
performance and mortality risk

Men who died had significantly greater annual rate of deteriora-
tion in their muscle strength and performance than those who
survived. Compared to those who survived, men who died had
higher annual rates of decline, relative to the index measure-
ment, in grip strength (median [IQR]: 2.07% [1.78%-2.45%] ver-
sus 1.88% [1.63%-2.15%]), higher annual rates of decline in gait
speed (2.26% [1.93%-2.60%] versus 1.91% [1.53%-2.25%]), and
higher annual rates of increase in chair stands time (3.99%
[2.41%-5.68%] versus 3.06% [2.41%-5.68%]) (data not shown).

Greater deterioration in muscle strength and performance
was significantly associated with increased mortality risk inde-
pendent to the index value and other covariates (multivariable-
adjusted HR 1.15; 95% Cl, 1.01-1.33 for each SD decline in grip
strength, HR 1.38; 95% Cl, 1.13-1.68 for gait speed, and HR
1.28; 95% Cl, 1.07-1.54 for each SD increase chair stand
time; Fig. 3).

Notably, the index measurements of grip strength and gait
speed remained significantly associated with mortality after
incorporating the rate of decline to the models (index grip HR
1.32; 95% Cl, 1.09-1.61, index gait speed HR 1.34; 95% Cl, 1.07-
1.67). However, the association between the index chair stands
measurement and mortality risk was attenuated (HR 0.84; 95%
Cl, 0.66-1.06) after incorporating its annual rate of increase.

Discussion

In this cohort of community-dwelling older men, we have dem-
onstrated that grip strength, gait speed, and chair stands tests,
assessed within 5 years prior to index fracture, were not associ-
ated with subsequent fracture. However, they were associated
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with increased risk of mortality after fracture after taking into
account age, comorbidities, and other potential confounders.
Furthermore, the annual decline in muscle strength and perfor-
mance following fracture was associated with increased risk of
mortality. Inability to perform one or more of these tests was
associated with a trend toward a higher risk of subsequent frac-
ture and with an even higher risk (24%-109%) of mortality.
Therefore, regular assessments of muscle strength and perfor-
mance in clinical practice settings should be considered in order
to identify those for whom intervention may be beneficial.

To our knowledge, no previous studies have assessed the associ-
ation between muscle strength and performance measurements
and the risk of subsequent fracture among community-dwelling
older adults with an index fracture. Men who sustained a subse-
quent fracture were younger, had lower BMD T-scores, and were
more physically active than those who did not. That suggests that
those who sustained a subsequent fracture might be more likely
to engage in behavior that would place them at higher risk for frac-
ture. Measurements of muscle strength and performance, assessed
prior to fracture time, were not associated with the risk of subse-
quent fracture, although our results suggest that those who were
unable to do the tests may have had a higher subsequent fracture
risk. This finding was unexpected and contrary to our hypothesis. A
potential explanation could be that because all men in this study
had sustained an index fracture, the difference in muscle strength
and performance measurements between those who sustained a
subsequent fracture and those who did not was not large enough
to show any difference in the risk of subsequent fracture. Increased
gait speed is a marker for increased physical activity,“*® such as
walking for exercise, which in turn might increase the risk of frac-
ture. Because muscle strength and performance predict index frac-
ture, the distribution of these performance factors was skewed
toward the lower end. Furthermore, the time to subsequent frac-
ture was short (median, 3.20; IQR, 1.39-5.95). Further studies with
longer follow-up time, or assessment of muscle strength and phys-
ical performance nearest to the index fracture date, are warranted
to confirm our findings.

The effect of muscle strength assessed prior to fracture on the
risk of mortality following a fracture has only been reported in
two relatively small studies.®>*" A previous study that included
18 men and 64 women aged 75-80 years reported a relative risk
of mortality of 4.40 (95% Cl, 1.40-13.80) for the lowest tertile of
baseline knee extension strength, compared to those in the high-
est tertile.*” Another prospective study that included 295 men
and 889 women (mean age 75 years) reported a 19% and 39%
increase in mortality risk in women and men, respectively, for each
SD lower baseline quadriceps strength.®? In the current study we
reported a weaker association (12% increased risk) between each
grip strength SD decrement and mortality. One explanation for
this difference may be the different study design.

In the previous studies, authors assessed muscle strength
measurements at baseline (average of 2.4-3.0 years before the
fracture), whereas in the current study, muscle strength was
assessed closer to the fracture. Another explanation could be
that the previous studies explored different tests for muscle
strength. Quadriceps strength declines faster than grip
strength and has been reported to be more clinically relevant
to gait and physical function,®® and hence, perhaps to mortality,
compared to grip strength.®"

However, to our knowledge, there have been no previous
studies examining the role of gait speed and chair stands mea-
surements, assessed prior to fracture, to the risk of mortality.
We found that each SD decrement in gait speed and each 1-SD

increment in chair stand time measurements were respectively
associated with 14% and 8% increased mortality risk. The contri-
bution of chair stands did not reach the significance level, prob-
ably due to the smaller numbers of men included because the
sensitivity analysis that included an additional 112 men showed
significant association (12% increased mortality risk).

The current study also demonstrated that men with greater
annual decline in grip strength, gait speed, or increase in chair
stands time following fracture were at 15% to 38% higher risk of
mortality (assessed per SD decrement/increment), independent
of the index value and other potential covariates. This is consistent
with a previous study where the changes in quadriceps strength
assessed before and after the index fracture were significantly
associated with postfracture mortality in men.®? The associations
found in our study were more pronounced than that of the index
values. Furthermore, the association between the index measure-
ment of chair stands and mortality was attenuated and became
nonsignificant after accounting for its decline. Whether the index
fracture contributed to this decline in these measures requires
more investigation. However, these results suggest that rehabilita-
tion after fracture may be particularly important to maintain mus-
cle strength and performance in older people.

The mechanisms by which poor muscle strength and perfor-
mance and their decline increase mortality after fracture are not
known. Whether loss of muscle strength and performance follow-
ing a fracture mediates postfracture mortality or whether poor
muscle strength and performance reflect worse generalized
health status warrants further exploration. On the other hand,
some physiological processes (including inflammation and endo-
crine dysfunction) may cause declines in muscle strength and per-
formance as well as increased risk of mortality.?®)

The study has several strengths. First, both subsequent frac-
ture and mortality were investigated prospectively in a relatively
large cohort of men recruited from the community. Second,
objective, reliable, and repeated measurements of muscle
strength and performance were assessed and analyzed. Third,
fractures and mortality were centrally adjudicated, thus limiting
measurement error in the assessment of these events. Finally,
index measurements were utilized within 5 years prior to index
fracture and repeated measurements were utilized at least
6 months after index fracture, ensuring that assessments would
be close to fracture time and very unlikely to be affected by
the acute fracture event. Nonetheless, a few limitations should
be noted. First, our study cohort consisted of older primarily
white men who must have been able to walk without aid, and
thus our findings may not be generalizable to men of other
races/ethnicities, less mobile, or institutionalized men. Second,
there was a potential selection bias because only men with mea-
surements available within 5 years prior to index fracture were
included. However, the sensitivity analysis that included men
with measurements taken more than 5 years prior to index frac-
ture showed similar results, indicating the robustness of our anal-
ysis. In addition, the MrOS men were largely not osteoporotic by
T-score. It is unknown if these results would be similar in men
with BMD T-score osteoporosis. Finally, the association between
rate of change and subsequent fracture risk could not be
assessed due to the small number of subsequent fractures and
small number of repeated measurements preceding subsequent
fracture. Further studies with bigger cohorts and more frequent
measurements of grip strength or walking speed might help
investigate this association in more depth. However, MrOS is
one of the largest studies of fracture risk in older men, so it is
not clear if such analyses would be possible in another cohort.
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In summary, muscle strength and performance, measured
prior to index fracture were not significantly associated with sub-
sequent fracture risk. However, these measures and their rate of
decline following fracture were important determinants of mor-
tality risk. Single and repeated assessments of strength and per-
formance may be useful in clinical practice settings as indicators
of overall health and for targeting individuals at higher risk of
death after fracture. Future interventions should be evaluated
to identify who may benefit from exercise interventions
designed to improve muscle strength and physical performance
after fracture.®>*® However, it remains to be seen whether
improvement in these parameters can reduce fracture associ-
ated mortality.

Acknowledgments

The Osteoporotic Fractures in Men (MrOS) Study is supported by
National Institutes of Health funding through the National Insti-
tute on Aging (NIA) and the National Center for Advancing Trans-
lational Sciences (NCATS) under grant numbers R01 AG066671
and UL1 TR000128. JC is the recipient of an Australian Medical
Research Futures Fund (MRFF) grant 1137462. DA is the recipient
of an Australian Government Research Training Program (RTP)
Scholarship. The funding bodies of this study had no role in the
design of the study, data collection, analysis, results interpreta-
tion, writing the manuscript, or the decision to submit the man-
uscript for publication. All authors had full access to all the data
in the study and had final responsibility for the decision to sub-
mit for publication.

Authors’ roles: Conceptualization and design: DAA, JRC, DB,
TST, and RB. Acquisition of data: PMC, KE, NL, JAC, and ESO. Data
analysis: DAA, DB, and TST. Interpretation of results: DAA, DB, TST,
JRC, and RB. Drafting the manuscript: DAA. Reviewing and edit-
ing: JRC, DB, TST, RB, PMC, KE, NL, JAC, and ESO. Approving the
final version: JRC, DB, TST, RB, PMC, KE, NL, JAC, and ESO. Funding
acquisition: PMC, ESO, KE, NL, JAC, and JRC. Supervision: JRC, DB,
and TST. Open access publishing facilitated by University of New
South Wales, as part of the Wiley - University of New South Wales
agreement via the Council of Australian University Librarians.

Author contributions

Dima A. Alajlouni: Conceptualization; formal analysis; methodol-
ogy; validation; writing — original draft; writing - review and edit-
ing. Dana Bliuc: Conceptualization; methodology; supervision;
validation; visualization; writing — review and editing. Thach S
Tran: Conceptualization; methodology; supervision; validation;
visualization; writing - review and editing. Robert D. Blank:
Conceptualization; visualization; methodology; writing — review and
editing. Peggy M Cawthon: Data curation; funding acquisition;
investigation; project administration; resources; writing — review
and editing. Kristine E. Ensrud: Data curation; funding acquisition;
project administration; resources; writing — review and editing.
Nancy E. Lane: Data curation; funding acquisition; project admin-
istration; resources; writing — review and editing. Eric S. Orwoll:
Data curation; funding acquisition; project administration;
resources; writing — review and editing. Jane A. Cauley: Data cura-
tion; funding acquisition; project administration; resources; writing
- review and editing. Jacqueline R Center: Conceptualization;
funding acquisition; methodology; project administration; supervi-
sion; visualization; writing — review and editing.

Conflicts of interest

DAA, DB, TST, PMC, KE, NL, ESO, and JAC reported no competing
interests. RB has been a consultant for Bristol Myers Squibb,
served on an advisory board for Amgen, received authorship roy-
alties from Wolters Kluwer, received an editorial stipend from
Elsevier, received travel support from Amgen, and owns stock
in Abbott Labs, Abbvie, Amgen, JangoBio, and Procter & Gamble.
JRC has received support from Amgen for attending educational
meetings, received advisory board honoraria from Amgen and
Bayer, and received educational talks honoraria from Amgen.

Data availability

MrOS data is publicly available at https://mrosonline.ucsf.edu.
Data related to the study results is available on request from
the authors. Supplementary material is available in “figshare”
at https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19710679.v1

Peer review

The peer review history for this article is available at https://
publons.com/publon/10.1002/jbmr.4619.

References

1. Elliot-Gibson V, Bogoch ER, Jamal SA, Beaton DE. Practice patterns in
the diagnosis and treatment of osteoporosis after a fragility fracture:
a systematic review. Osteoporos Int. 2004;15(10):767-778.

2. Naik-Panvelkar P, Norman S, Elgebaly Z, et al. Osteoporosis manage-
ment in Australian general practice: an analysis of current osteoporo-
sis treatment patterns and gaps in practice. BMC Fam Pract. 2020;
21(1):32.

3. Johnell O, Kanis JA. An estimate of the worldwide prevalence and dis-
ability associated with osteoporotic fractures. Osteoporos Int. 2006;
17(12):1726-1733.

4. Center JR, Bliuc D, Nguyen TV, Eisman JA. Risk of subsequent fracture
after low-trauma fracture in men and women. JAMA. 2007;297(4):
387-394.

5. Johnell O, Kanis JA, Oden A, et al. Fracture risk following an osteopo-
rotic fracture. Osteoporos Int. 2004;15(3):175-179.

6. Melton LJ 3rd, Achenbach SJ, Atkinson EJ, Therneau TM, Amin S. Long-
term mortality following fractures at different skeletal sites: a
population-based cohort study. Osteoporos Int. 2013;24(5):1689-1696.

7. Piirtola M, Vahlberg T, Lopponen M, Raiha |, Isoaho R, Kivela SL. Frac-
tures as predictors of excess mortality in the aged-a population-
based study with a 12-year follow-up. Eur J Epidemiol. 2008;23(11):
747-755.

8. Center JR, Nguyen TV, Schneider D, Sambrook PN, Eisman JA. Mortal-
ity after all major types of osteoporotic fracture in men and women:
an observational study. Lancet. 1999;353(9156):878-882.

9. Bliuc D, Nguyen ND, Milch VE, Nguyen TV, Eisman JA, Center JR. Mor-
tality risk associated with low-trauma osteoporotic fracture and sub-
sequent fracture in men and women. JAMA. 2009;301(5):513-521.

10. Johnell O, Kanis JA, Oden A, et al. Mortality after osteoporotic frac-
tures. Osteoporos Int. 2004;15(1):38-42.

11. Adachi JD, Brown JP, Schemitsch E, et al. Fragility fracture identifies
patients at imminent risk for subsequent fracture: real-world retro-
spective database study in Ontario, Canada. BMC Musculoskelet Dis-
ord. 2021;22(1):224.

12. Hadji P, Schweikert B, Kloppmann E, et al. Osteoporotic fractures and sub-
sequent fractures: imminent fracture risk from an analysis of German real-
world claims data. Arch Gynecol Obstet. 2021;304(3):703-712.

13. Alajlouni D, Bliuc D, Tran T, Eisman JA, Nguyen TV, Center JR. Decline
in muscle strength and performance predicts fracture risk in elderly
women and men. J Clin Endocrinol Metab. 2020;105(9):dgaa414.

B 1578 ALAJLOUNIET AL

Journal of Bone and Mineral Research


https://mrosonline.ucsf.edu
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19710679.v1
https://publons.com/publon/10.1002/jbmr.4619
https://publons.com/publon/10.1002/jbmr.4619

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

. Sornay-Rendu E, Duboeuf F, Boutroy S, Chapurlat RD. Muscle mass is

associated with incident fracture in postmenopausal women: the
OFELY study. Bone. 2017;94:108-113.

. Pham HM, Nguyen ND, Center JR, Eisman JA, Nguyen TV. Contribu-

tion of quadriceps weakness to fragility fracture: a prospective study.
J Bone Miner Res. 2016;31(1):208-214.

. Cawthon PM, Fullman RL, Marshall L, et al. Physical performance and risk

of hip fractures in older men. J Bone Miner Res. 2008;23(7):1037-1044.

. Harvey NC, Oden A, Orwoll E, et al. Measures of physical performance

and muscle strength as predictors of fracture risk independent of
FRAX, falls and BMD: a meta-analysis of the Osteoporotic Fractures
in Men (MrOS) study. J Bone Miner Res. 2018;33(12):2150-2157.

. Barbour KE, Lui LY, McCulloch CE, et al. Trajectories of lower extremity

physical performance: effects on fractures and mortality in older
women. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci. 2016;71(12):1609-1615.

. Haentjens P, Magaziner J, Colon-Emeric CS, et al. Meta-analysis:

excess mortality after hip fracture among older women and men.
Ann Intern Med. 2010;152(6):380-390.

Abrahamsen B, van Staa T, Ariely R, Olson M, Cooper C. Excess mortal-
ity following hip fracture: a systematic epidemiological review.
Osteoporos Int. 2009;20(10):1633-1650.

Kado DM, Browner WS, Palermo L, Nevitt MC, Genant HK,
Cummings SR. Vertebral fractures and mortality in older women: a
prospective study. Study of Osteoporotic Fractures Research Group.
Arch Intern Med. 1999;159(11):1215-1220.

Bliuc D, Nguyen ND, Alarkawi D, Nguyen TV, Eisman JA, Center JR.
Accelerated bone loss and increased post-fracture mortality in
elderly women and men. Osteoporos Int. 2015;26(4):1331-1339.

Tosteson AN, Gottlieb DJ, Radley DC, Fisher ES, Melton LJ 3rd. Excess
mortality following hip fracture: the role of underlying health status.
Osteoporos Int. 2007;18(11):1463-1472.

Guzon-lllescas O, Perez Fernandez E, Crespi Villarias N, et al. Mortality
after osteoporotic hip fracture: incidence, trends, and associated fac-
tors. J Orthop Surg Res. 2019;14(1):203.

Garcia-Hermoso A, Cavero-Redondo |, Ramirez-Vélez R, et al. Muscu-
lar strength as a predictor of all-cause mortality in an apparently
healthy population: a systematic review and meta-analysis of data
from approximately 2 million men and women. Arch Phys Med Reha-
bil. 2018;99(10):2100-2113.e5.

Jochem C, Leitzmann M, Volaklis K, Aune D, Strasser B. Association
between muscular strength and Mortality in clinical populations: a
systematic Review and meta-analysis. J Am Med Dir Assoc. 2019;
20(10):1213-1223.

Pavasini R, Guralnik J, Brown JC, et al. Short physical performance
battery and all-cause mortality: systematic review and meta-analysis.
BMC Med. 2016;14(1):215.

Studenski S, Perera S, Patel K, et al. Gait speed and survival in older
adults. JAMA. 2011;305(1):50-58.

Cooper R, Kuh D, Hardy R, Mortality Review Group, FALCon and HAL-
Cyon Study Teams. Objectively measured physical capability levels
and mortality: systematic review and meta-analysis. BMJ. 2010;341:
c4467.

Pham HM, Nguyen SC, Ho-Le TP, Center JR, Eisman JA, Nguyen TV.
Association of muscle weakness with post-fracture mortality in older
men and women: a 25-year prospective study. J Bone Miner Res.
2017;32(4):698-707.

Rantanen T, Sakari-Rantala R, Heikkinen E. Muscle strength before
and mortality after a bone fracture in older people. Scand J Med Sci
Sports. 2002;12(5):296-300.

Westbury LD, Syddall HE, Fuggle NR, et al. Relationships between
level and change in sarcopenia and other body composition compo-
nents and adverse health outcomes: findings from the Health, Aging,
and Body Composition Study. Calcif Tissue Int. 2021;108(3):302-313.

Prasitsiriphon O, Pothisiri W. Associations of grip strength and
change in grip strength with all-cause and cardiovascular Mortality
in a European older population. Clin. Med Insights Cardiol. 2018;12:
1179546818771894.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

Syddall HE, Westbury LD, Dodds R, Dennison E, Cooper C, Sayer AA.
Mortality in the Hertfordshire Ageing Study: association with level
and loss of hand grip strength in later life. Age Ageing. 2017;46(3):
407-412.

Granic A, Davies K, Jagger C, Dodds MR, TBL K, Sayer AA. Initial level
and rate of change in grip strength predict all-cause mortality in very
old adults. Age Ageing. 2017;46(6):970-976.

Metter EJ, Talbot LA, Schrager M, Conwit R. Skeletal muscle strength
as a predictor of all-cause mortality in healthy men. J Gerontol A Biol
Sci Med Sci. 2002;57(10):B359-B365.

Taniguchi Y, Fujiwara Y, Murayama H, et al. Prospective study of tra-
jectories of physical performance and Mortality among community-
dwelling older Japanese. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci. 2016;71(11):
1492-1499.

Hirsch CH, Buzkova P, Robbins JA, Patel KV, Newman AB. Predicting
late-life disability and death by the rate of decline in physical perfor-
mance measures. Age Ageing. 2012;41(2):155-161.

Zhang X, Butts WJ, You T. Exercise interventions, physical func-
tion, and mobility after hip fracture: a systematic review and
meta-analysis. Disabil Rehabil. 2021:1-11. doi:10.1080/09638288.
2021.1924299.

Auais MA, Eilayyan O, Mayo NE. Extended exercise rehabilitation after
hip fracture improves Patients’ physical function: a systematic
Review and meta-analysis. Phys Ther. 2012;92(11):1437-1451.

MrOS online. 2022. Accessed June 21, 2022. https://mrosonline.
ucsf.edu/

Orwoll E, Blank JB, Barrett-Connor E, et al. Design and baseline char-
acteristics of the osteoporotic fractures in men (MrOS) study—a large
observational study of the determinants of fracture in older men.
Contemp Clin Trials. 2005;26(5):569-585.

Blank JB, Cawthon PM, Carrion-Petersen ML, et al. Overview of
recruitment for the Osteoporotic Fractures in Men study (MrOS). Con-
temp Clin Trials. 2005;26(5):557-568.

Washburn RA, Smith KW, Jette AM, Janney CA. The physical activity
scale for the elderly (PASE): development and evaluation. J Clin Epi-
demiol. 1993;46(2):153-162.

Harkonen R, Harju R, Alaranta H. Accuracy of the Jamar dynamome-
ter. J Hand Ther. 1993;6(4):259-262.

Rosengren BE, Ribom EL, Nilsson JA, et al. Inferior physical perfor-
mance test results of 10,998 men in the MrOS study is associated
with high fracture risk. Age Ageing. 2012;41(3):339-344.

Alajlouni D, Bliuc D, Tran T, et al. Muscle strength and physical perfor-
mance are associated with risk of post fracture mortality but not sub-
sequent fracture in men. figshare. 2022. doi:10.6084/m9.figshare.
19710679.v1.

McMullan 1I, Bunting BP, McDonough SM, Tully MA, Casson K. The
association between light intensity physical activity with gait speed
in older adults (= 50 years). A longitudinal analysis using the English
Longitudinal Study of Ageing (ELSA). Aging Clin Exp Res. 2020;32(11):
2279-2285.

Samuel D, Wilson K, Martin HJ, Allen R, Sayer AA, Stokes M. Age-
associated changes in hand grip and quadriceps muscle strength
ratios in healthy adults. Aging Clin Exp Res. 2012;24(3):245-250.

Suzuki T, Bean JF, Fielding RA. Muscle power of the ankle flexors pre-
dicts functional performance in community-dwelling older women.
J Am Geriatr Soc. 2001;49(9):1161-1167.

Hunter SK, Thompson MW, Adams RD. Relationships among age-
associated strength changes and physical activity level, limb domi-
nance, and muscle group in women. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci.
2000;55(6):8264-B273.

Bao W, SunY, Zhang T, et al. Exercise programs for muscle mass, muscle
strength and physical performance in older adults with sarcopenia: a
systematic review and meta-analysis. Aging Dis. 2020;11(4):863-873.

Beckwee D, Delaere A, Aelbrecht S, et al. Exercise interventions for
the prevention and treatment of sarcopenia. A systematic umbrella
review. J Nutr Health Aging. 2019;23(6):494-502. doi:10.1007/
$12603-019-1196-8

Journal of Bone and Mineral Research

MUSCLE FUNCTION AND POSTFRACTURE OUTCOMES 1579 Il


https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2021.1924299
https://doi.org/10.1080/09638288.2021.1924299
https://mrosonline.ucsf.edu/
https://mrosonline.ucsf.edu/
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19710679.v1
https://doi.org/10.6084/m9.figshare.19710679.v1
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12603-019-1196-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12603-019-1196-8

	Muscle Strength and Physical Performance Are Associated With Risk of Postfracture Mortality But Not Subsequent Fracture in Men
	Introduction
	Subjects and Methods
	Participants and settings
	Participant selection
	Ascertainment of fractures and death
	Assessment of covariates and muscle strength and physical performance
	Statistical analysis
	The association between index measurements and the risk of subsequent fracture and mortality
	The association between the rate of decline in muscle strength and performance and the risk of mortality
	Sensitivity analyses

	Results
	The association between index measurements of strength and performance and the risk of subsequent fracture
	The association between index measurements of strength and performance measurements and the risk of mortality after fracture
	The association between decline in strength and performance and mortality risk

	Discussion
	Acknowledgments
	Author contributions
	Conflicts of interest
	Data availability
	Peer review

	References


