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CI=-12.70 to -9.56; Upper limit=5.39; 95% CI=3.82 
to 6.96) and FFM as BW% (mean fat free mass as 
BW% difference=-5.19; SD=3.72; 95% CI=4.43 to 
6.11; p <0.001; Lower limit=-12.49; 95% CI=-13.88 
to -11.11; Upper limit=2.11; 95% CI=0.72 to 3.49) 

were also acceptable (Figure 6). Bone mass as a risk 
factor for osteopenia/osteoporosis, determined by 
the BIA-ACC® device, proved promising in predict-
ing abnormal T-score presence by DEXA (Table 3). 
The ratio of fat mass over skeletal muscle mass was 

Figure 5. Bland-Altman plot for the difference between hologic fat mass in kgs and BIA-ACC fat; Bland-Altman plot for the difference 
between hologic fat mass in kgs and BIA-ACC Fat.

Figure 6. Bland-Altman plot for the difference between hologic fat free mass in kgs and BIA-ACC fat; Bland-Altman plot for the dif-
ference between hologic fat free mass in kgs and BIA-ACC fat.

Table 3. Evaluation of bone mass risk factor as a screening test for abnormal T-score
Sensitivity 87.1% 95% CI: 76.15% - 94.26%
Specificity 45.45% 95% CI: 24.39% – 67.79%
Accuracy 76.19% 95%CI: 67.08% - 85.3%
Positive likelihood ratio 1.6 95%CI: 1.08 – 2.37
Negative likelihood ratio 0.28 95%CI: 0.13 – 0.63
Positive predictive value 81.82% 95%CI: 70.39% - 90.24%
Negative predictive value 55.56% 95%CI: 30.76% - 78.47%


