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Early cartilage abnormalities at the hip are
associated with obesity and body composition
measures – a 3.0T MRI community-based study
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Abstract

Introduction: Although obesity is a risk factor for hip osteoarthritis (OA), the role of body composition, if any, is
unclear. This study examines whether the body mass index (BMI) and body composition are associated with hip
cartilage changes using magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) in community-based adults.

Methods: 141 community-based participants with no clinical hip disease, including OA, had BMI and body
composition (fat mass and fat free mass) measured at baseline (1990 to 1994), and BMI measured and 3.0 T MRI
performed at follow-up (2009–2010). Femoral head cartilage volume was measured and femoral head cartilage
defects were scored in the different hip regions.

Results: For females, baseline BMI (β = −26 mm3, 95% Confidence interval (CI) -47 to −6 mm3, p = 0.01) and fat
mass (β = −11 mm3, 95% CI −21 to −1 mm3, p = 0.03) were negatively associated with femoral head cartilage
volume. Also, while increased baseline fat mass was associated with an increased risk of cartilage defects in the
central superolateral region of the femoral head (Odds Ratio (OR) = 1.08, 95% CI 1.00–1.15, p = 0.04), increased
baseline fat free mass was associated with a reduced risk of cartilage defects in this region (OR = 0.82, 95% CI
0.67–0.99; p = 0.04). For males, baseline fat free mass was associated with increased femoral head cartilage volume
(β = 40 mm3, 95% CI 6 to 74 mm3, p = 0.02).

Conclusions: Increased fat mass was associated with adverse hip cartilage changes for females, while increased fat
free mass was associated with beneficial cartilage changes for both genders. Further work is required to determine
whether modifying body composition alters the development of hip OA.
Introduction
Osteoarthritis (OA) of the hip and knee are common
and painful conditions that often require costly joint re-
placement surgery for end-stage disease. Most studies
examining the pathogenesis of OA have focussed on
cartilage as the primary endpoint, predominantly via
examining radiographic joint space width as an indirect
measure of articular cartilage. It is now well-recognised
that radiographic joint space narrowing is a relatively
late sign of hip OA, with a 13% mean reduction in fem-
oral head cartilage volume occurring by the time the
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first changes in radiographic joint space narrowing be-
come present [1].
With the advent of magnetic resonance imaging (MRI),

it is possible to directly examine articular cartilage. Cartil-
age defects represent localised cartilage pathology and
predict pain, cartilage volume loss and joint replacement
surgery at the knee [2-4]. Cartilage defects are not as well-
studied at the hip, but have been associated with self-
reported pain, disability and radiographic OA [5,6]. By
examining risk factors that are associated with early struc-
tural hip changes such as reduced cartilage volume and
the presence of cartilage defects, it may be possible to bet-
ter understand early pathological processes and develop
interventions that aim to avert or delay the development
and/or progression of hip OA.
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Although obesity is the major modifiable risk factor
for knee OA [7-9], the relationship between obesity and
hip OA is less consistent [10-15]. The most commonly
employed measure of obesity is the body mass index
(BMI), which has been shown to predict hip replacement
[16] but BMI fails to account for body composition and
cannot discriminate adipose from non-adipose body
mass [17]. At the knee, body composition studies have
shown a detrimental effect of fat mass and a beneficial
effect of fat-free mass on knee cartilage [18-20], with a
recent systematic review concluding that fat mass is asso-
ciated with the early structural changes of cartilage defects
[21]. At the hip, adiposity measures such as fat mass have
been shown to be associated with an increased risk of hip
joint replacement [16] but there are no data available to
examine whether body composition is associated with
structural changes at the hip.
The aim of this study was to examine associations

between BMI and body composition (fat and fat-free
mass) and femoral head cartilage volume and defects in
community-based adults with no diagnosed hip OA.
Methods
Participants
One hundred and forty-one people with no diagnosed
hip OA were recruited between 2009 and 2010 from the
Melbourne Collaborative Cohort Study (MCCS), a pro-
spective cohort study of residents of Melbourne, Australia,
aged 40 to 69 years at MCCS inception (1990 to 1994)
[22]. Participants were eligible for the current study if they
were aged 50 to 85 years without any of the following ex-
clusion criteria: a medical or allied health professional diag-
nosis of hip OA; significant hip pain lasting for >24 hours
in the last 5 years; a previous hip injury requiring non
weight-bearing treatment for >24 hours or surgery (in-
cluding arthroscopy); or a history of any form of arth-
ritis diagnosed by a medical practitioner. Participants
were further excluded if they had any malignancy or any
contraindication to MRI, including a pacemaker, metal
sutures, presence of shrapnel or iron filings in the eye,
or claustrophobia. The study was approved by the Human
Research Ethics Committees of The Cancer Council
Victoria and Monash University. All participants gave
written informed consent.
Anthropometric data
Height and weight were measured at baseline assessment
during 1990 to 1994 and repeated at the time of hip
MRI during 2009 to 2010. Weight was measured to the
nearest 100 g using digital electronic scales. Height was
measured to the nearest 1 mm using a stadiometer. BMI
was calculated as the weight in kilograms divided by the
square of height in meters.
Body composition measures
Bioelectric impedance analysis was performed at baseline
(1990 to 1994) with a single-frequency (50 kHz) electric
current produced by a BIA-101A RJL system analyser
(RJL systems, Detroit, MI, USA) during 1990 to 1994. Re-
sistance and reactance were measured with subjects in the
supine position. The non-adipose mass, hereafter termed
fat-free mass, was estimated [23] in male subjects as:
9.1536 + (0.4273 × Height2/Resistance) + (0.1926 ×

Weight) + (0.0667 × Reactance).
Fat-free mass in female subjects was estimated as:
7.7435 + (0.4542 × Height2/Resistance) + (0.119 ×

Weight) + (0.0455 × Reactance).
The adipose mass, hereafter termed fat mass (FM).

FM was calculated as:
FM =Weight – Fat-free mass.
Body-fat percentage was calculated by dividing FM by

weight and multiplying by 100.

MRI measurements
Each participant had MRI performed on their dominant
hip, defined by the leg used to kick a ball (89% right
sided), during 2009 to 2010, an average of 16.9 (±0.61)
years after MCCS inception. Hips were imaged on a 3.0-
T whole body magnetic resonance unit (Siemens, Verio,
Siemens Medical, Germany) using a phased array flex
coil. Sagittal images were obtained using a T2-weighted
fat-suppressed three-dimensional gradient-recalled ac-
quisition sequence in the steady state (repetition time
14.45 msec, echo time 5.17 msec; flip angle 25°, slice
thickness 1.5 mm, field of view 16 cm, pixel matrix
320 × 320, acquisition time 7 minutes 47 seconds, and one
acquisition). Coronal images were obtained using a fat sat-
uration, proton density, spin-echo acquisition sequence
(repetition time 3,400 msec, echo time 64 msec, flip angle
90°, slice thickness 3 mm, field of view 16 cm, pixel
matrix 256 × 256, acquisition time 5 minutes 26 sec, and
one acquisition).
Femoral head cartilage volume was measured from T2-

weighted sagittal images using the software Osiris (version
4.19; Geneva University Hospital, Geneva, Switzerland) as
previously described [1]. The image data were transferred
to the workstation, and an isotropic voxel size was then
obtained by a trilinear interpolation routine. The volume
of the femoral head cartilage was isolated from the total
volume by drawing disarticulation contours around the
cartilage boundaries on each image section. These data
were then resampled by bilinear and cubic interpolation
for the final three-dimensional rendering. The volume of
the femoral head cartilage was determined by summing all
the pertinent voxels within the resultant binary volume.
Femoral head cartilage volume was measured in duplicate
with at least a one-week interval by one trained observer.
The coefficient of variation (CV) was 2.5% [1]. The intra-
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observer reproducibility (assessed by intra-class correl-
ation coefficient, ICC) was 0.99.
The femoral head was divided into three regions: cen-

tral, anterior and femoral to assess cartilage defects. The
anterior and posterior regions were assessed in the sagit-
tal plane and corresponded to the first and last three
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Figure 1 Regional zones of the hip joint. (A) Sagittal image depicting the
central superolateral (CSL) and inferomedial (CIM) regions.
coronal slices (9 mm) (Figure 1A). The area in between
the anterior and posterior region was termed the central
region. Femoral head cartilage defects were assessed from
proton density coronal images and confirmed on sagittal
imaging for the central region, and from the sagittal im-
aging for the anterior and posterior regions. The presence
AL
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anterior, central and posterior regions. (B) Coronal image depicting the
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of cartilage defects was defined as loss of cartilage thick-
ness of more than 50% which was shown on at least two
consecutive slices. One trained observer, who was blinded
to participants’ characteristics, assessed the presence of
cartilage defects for each participant in duplicate, at least
one week apart. The intra-observer reproducibility (ICC)
was 0.72. The central region was further subdivided in the
coronal plane (Figure 1B). The intersection of the axis of
the femoral head and neck was considered to be the mid-
point of the region, with the axis of the femoral neck used
to demarcate the central superolateral from the central
inferomedial region. The division of anterior, central and
posterior regions was adapted from methods used in pre-
viously published works [5,6].
The sagittal image closest to the centre of the femoral

head was used to measure the femoral head bone area.
It was measured by drawing contours around the fem-
oral head bone, and the area was calculated automatic-
ally by the Osiris program as an indicator of bone size.
Femoral head bone area was measured by one trained
observer with 50 random cross-checks performed by a
second observer. The CV was 1.1% [1]. The inter-observer
reproducibility (ICC) was 0.99.

Statistical analyses
Multiple linear regression analyses were used to determine
the relationships between obesity and body composition
Table 1 Characteristics of study participants

Men
(n = 62)

Women
(n = 79)

P1

Baseline measurements (1990
to 1994)

Body mass index, kg m−2 27.2 (3.5) 25.1 (4.2) <0.01

Fat mass, kg 24.2 (7.7) 25.0 (8.9) 0.59

Body fat, % 28.8 (6.1) 37.3 (7.0) <0.001

Fat-free mass, kg 58.3 (5.0) 40.3 (3.6) <0.001

Follow-up measurements (2009
to 2010)

Age, years 66.2 (6.8) 67.2 (7.8) 0.41

Body mass index, kg m−2 28.3 (4.1) 27.0 (5.3) 0.09

WOMAC median pain, out of 500 19 22 -

Femoral head cartilage volume, mm3 3891 (636) 2867 (451) <0.001

Femoral head bone area, mm2 1831 (179) 1429 (126) <0.001

Femoral head cartilage defects, n (%)

Central superolateral 22 (35.5) 23 (29.1) 0.422

Central inferomedial 30 (48.4) 37 (46.8) 0.862

Anterior 4 (6.3) 1 (1.3) 0.102

Posterior 11 (17.5) 14 (17.7) 0.972

Data presented as mean (standard deviation) or number (%) unless otherwise
stated. 1P-values represent difference between genders analysed by
independent sample t-tests unless otherwise stated. 2Chi-squared test.
WOMAC, Western Ontario and McMaster University osteoarthritis index.
measures with femoral head cartilage volume. Binary lo-
gistic regression was used to determine the relationships
between femoral head cartilage defects and BMI and body
composition measures. Because body composition and
femoral head cartilage volume differed significantly be-
tween men and women, genders were examined separ-
ately, with adjustments for age, femoral head bone area
and another marker of body composition. For instance,
when fat mass was the independent variable, fat-free mass
was adjusted for in multivariate analyses. In contrast,
when fat-free mass was the independent variable, fat mass
was adjusted for in multivariate analyses. To examine
whether there was multicolinearity between fat-free
mass and fat mass, we performed a colinearity diagnosis.
In men, the Pearson correlation between fat-free mass
and fat mass was 0.39, with the tolerance of 0.80 for
both fat-free mass and fat mass. In women, the Pearson
correlation was 0.40, with the tolerance of 0.68 for fat-
free mass and 0.78 for fat mass. Therefore, there was no
multicolinearity between fat-free mass and fat mass and
it is appropriate to co-adjust fat mass and fat-free mass
in one model. A P-value <0.05 (two-tailed) was regarded
as statistically significant. All analyses were performed
using the SPSS statistical package (standard version 20.0
SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA).

Results
Subject characteristics are shown in Table 1. Men had
greater BMI, femoral head cartilage volume and bone
area as well as fat-free mass than women (all P <0.01).
In contrast, women had greater percentage of body fat
than men (37.3% versus 28.8%, P <0.001). There was no
difference between genders in fat mass or prevalence of
femoral head cartilage defects. The prevalence of cartilage
defects in the anterior (6.5% versus 1.2%, men to women)
and posterior (17.7% versus 17.7%, men to women) region
of the femoral head was low for both genders. The median
of the total Western Ontario and McMaster University
osteoarthritis index (WOMAC) pain score (out of 500)
was 19 for men and 22 for women (P = 0.36, Mann–
Whitney U-test).
The relationships between BMI and body composition

measures and femoral head cartilage volume are shown
in Table 2. After adjusting for age and femoral head bone
area, BMI at baseline was negatively associated with
femoral head cartilage volume in women (β -26 mm3,
95% CI −47 to −6 mm3, P = 0.01), but not men (β 3 mm3,
95% CI −37 to 44 mm3, P = 0.87). That is, for every one
unit increase in BMI (kg m−2), there was an associated
26 mm3 reduction in femoral head cartilage volume in
women. BMI at baseline was strongly correlated with BMI
at follow up (time of MRI) (r = 0.86, P <0.0001), while
greater BMI at follow up tended toward being associ-
ated with reduced femoral head cartilage volume for



Table 2 Associations between baseline obesity and body composition measures and femoral head cartilage volume
(mm3)

Men Women

Univariate
regression β

P Multivariate
regression β

P Univariate
regression β

P Multivariate
regression β

P

(95% CI) (95% CI) (95% CI) (95% CI)

1990 to 1994

BMI1, kg m−2 1 (−47, 49) 0.96 3 (−37, 44) 0.87 −28 (−52, −4) 0.02 −26 (−47, −6) 0.01

Fat-free mass2, kg 46 (15, 78) <0.01 40 (6, 74) 0.02 15 (−14, 43) 0.30 0 (−29, 29) 0.98

Fat mass3, kg 13 (−8, 35) 0.22 −3 (−24, 17) 0.73 −8 (−19, 4) 0.17 −11 (−21, −1) 0.03

Body fat3, % 4 (−24, 32) 0.78 −6 (−30, 17) 0.60 −13 (−28, 1) 0.08 −13 (−26, 0) 0.04

2009 to 2010

BMI1, kg m−2 1 (−46, 49) 0.95 9 (−30, 49) 0.65 −22 (−40, −3) 0.03 −15 (−32, 1) 0.06
1Adjusted for age and femoral head bone area. 2Adjusted for age, femoral head bone area, and fat mass. 3Adjusted for age, femoral head bone area and fat-free
mass. BMI, body mass index.
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women (β -15 mm3, 95% CI −32 to 1 mm3, P = 0.06).
After adjusting for age, femoral head bone area and
fat-free mass, greater fat mass (β -11 mm3, 95% CI −21
to −1 mm3, P = 0.03) and percentage body fat (β -13 mm3,
95% CI −26 to −0 mm3, p = 0.04) at baseline were both as-
sociated with reduced femoral head cartilage volume in
women. Fat-free mass at baseline was positively associated
with femoral head cartilage volume in men (β 40 mm3,
95% CI 6 to 74 mm3, P = 0.02) but not in women (β
Table 3 Associations between baseline obesity and body com

Men

Univariate odds
ratio

P Multivariate od
ratio

(95% CI) (95% CI)

Central superolateral

1990 to 1994

Body mass index1, kg m−2 1.05 (0.91, 1.22) 0.50 1.05 (0.90, 1.22)

Fat-free mass2, kg 1.06 (0.95, 1.18) 0.28 1.06 (0.94, 1.20)

Fat mass3, kg 1.01 (0.94, 1.08) 0.83 0.99 (0.91, 1.06)

Body fat3, % 1.01 (0.93, 1.11) 0.75 1.00 (0.92, 1.10)

2009 to 2010

Body mass index1, kg m−2 1.02 (0.90, 1.16) 0.76 1.02 (0.90, 1.16)

Central inferomedial

1990 to 1994

Body mass index1, kg m−2 1.11 (0.95, 1.28) 0.19 1.11 (0.96, 1.29)

Fat-free mass2, kg 1.08 (0.97, 1.20) 0.17 1.12 (0.99, 1.27)

Fat mass3, kg 0.98 (0.92, 1.03) 0.56 0.96 (0.89, 1.04)

Body fat3, % 0.95 (0.87, 1.04) 0.25 0.95 (0.87, 1.04)

2009 to 2010

Body mass index1, kg m−2 1.13 (0.99, 1.29) 0.08 1.12 (0.98, 1.28)
1Adjusted for age and femoral head bone area. 2Adjusted for age, femoral head bo
fat-free mass.
0 mm3, 95% CI −29 to 29 mm3, P = 0.98) after adjustment
for age, femoral head bone area and fat mass.
The relationships between BMI and body composition

measures and femoral head cartilage defects are shown
in Table 3. After adjusting for age, femoral head bone
area and fat-free mass, increased fat mass at baseline
was associated with an increased risk of cartilage defects
in the central superolateral region of the femoral head in
women (OR 1.08, 95% CI 1.00 to 1.15, P = 0.04) but not
position measures and femoral head cartilage defects

Women

ds P Univariate odds
ratio

P Multivariate odds
ratio

P

(95% CI) (95% CI)

0.53 1.09 (0.97, 1.22) 0.14 1.08 (0.96, 1.21) 0.21

0.31 0.93 (0.81, 1.07) 0.32 0.82 (0.67, 0.99) 0.04

0.71 1.04 (0.99, 1.10) 0.15 1.08 (1.00, 1.15) 0.04

0.94 1.07 (0.99, 1.15) 0.07 1.08 (0.99, 1.17) 0.07

0.73 1.06 (0.97, 1.16) 0.19 1.07 (0.97, 1.17) 0.18

0.16 1.00 (0.90, 1.11) 0.96 0.99 (0.88, 1.10) 0.82

0.07 1.00 (0.89, 1.14) 0.97 0.96 (0.83, 1.12) 0.63

0.35 1.02 (0.97, 1.07) 0.50 1.02 (0.96, 1.08) 0.51

0.28 1.03 (0.96, 1.10) 0.40 1.03 (0.96, 1.10) 0.48

0.08 1.01 (0.93, 1.10) 0.83 1.01 (0.93, 1.10) 0.80

ne area and fat mass. 3Adjusted for age, femoral head bone area and
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men (OR 0.99, 95% CI 0.91 to 1.06, P = 0.71). Increased
fat-free mass at baseline was associated with a reduced
risk of prevalent cartilage defects in the central supero-
lateral region of the femoral head in women (OR 0.82,
95% CI 0.67 to 0.99; P = 0.04) but not men (OR 1.02,
95% CI 0.93, 1.11, P = 0.70) after adjusting for age,
femoral head bone area and fat mass. There were no sig-
nificant associations between BMI and femoral head
cartilage defects, or between body composition mea-
sures and cartilage defects in the central inferomedial
region of the femoral head. The low prevalence of cartil-
age defects at the anterior femoral head in this cohort
precluded analyses for this region, and there was no sig-
nificant associations found for cartilage defects at the
posterior femoral head (data not shown).

Discussion
Increased fat mass was associated with adverse hip car-
tilage changes in women (reduced cartilage volume and
increased cartilage defects), while increased fat-free mass
was associated with beneficial cartilage changes in both
genders (reduced cartilage defects in the central supero-
lateral region of the femoral head in women; increased
femoral head cartilage volume in men). Further work is
required to determine whether modifying body compos-
ition alters the natural history of hip OA.
This is the first study to directly examine associations

between adiposity and hip cartilage volume and defects.
A previous systematic review concluded that obesity
(measured predominantly by increased BMI) had a mod-
erately positive influence on the development of hip OA,
with an odds ratio of approximately two [15]. Neverthe-
less, previous studies have relied upon radiographic joint
space narrowing, an indirect measure of cartilage loss, to
assess the relationship between obesity and hip OA
[10-15]. In the current study, we measured femoral head
cartilage volume from MRI. Previously it has been shown
that a diminution in cartilage volume predates radio-
graphic joint space narrowing [1]. We found that an in-
creased BMI was associated with reduced femoral head
cartilage volume for women. As BMI is an indirect and
surrogate measure that cannot discriminate adipose from
non-adipose mass, we also examined the association of
body composition and found that measures of adiposity
(fat mass and percentage of body fat) were associated with
reduced femoral head cartilage volume in women, but not
men. In contrast, increased fat-free mass was associated
with increased femoral head cartilage volume in men.
This study also found that increased fat mass was as-

sociated with an increased risk of prevalent cartilage de-
fects in the central superolateral region of the femoral
head for women. There is evidence that the location of
cartilage defects within the hip joint may be important,
with greater self-reported disability shown to be associated
with lesions in the superior location of the hip, a region
comparable to our definition of central superolateral [5].
Consistently, we found that in women increased fat mass
was associated with an increased risk, while increased fat-
free mass was associated with a reduced risk of cartilage
defects in the central superolateral but not the central
inferomedial region of the femoral head. Even among
people with no diagnosed hip OA, cartilage defects are as-
sociated with reduced femoral head cartilage volume, a
structural hallmark that demarcates people with and with-
out hip OA [24]. Therefore, the results of this study, even
in a population with no diagnosed hip OA, likely repre-
sent very early structural joint damage.
The mechanisms by which an increased BMI and fat

mass adversely affects hip cartilage is unknown. It is
possible that deleterious structural changes may in part
be due to excessive loading of the hip joint caused by in-
creased body mass. For instance, through altered joint
biomechanics, obesity may remodel hip bone. In turn,
abnormal bone geometry could act as an intermediary be-
tween obesity and cartilage damage. It is well-established
that people with abnormal hip bone shape (for example,
femoroacetabular impingement) have greater cartilage
damage than healthy controls [25]. Clarifying the role of
bone geometry as a potential intermediate step is complex
as there are a number of different measures that may be
used to assess hip bone shape. This was highlighted in a
recent review discussing that there is accumulating evi-
dence that the aetiology of hip OA may be due to more
subtle abnormalities of the proximal femur and acetabu-
lum [26]. As there may be gender differences in hip bone
shape, we have presented gender-specific analyses to deal
with any such differences. Acetabular over-coverage (pin-
cer deformity), which is more common in women than
men [27], may be one mechanism mediating the associ-
ation between obesity/adiposity and cartilage damage in
women. Nevertheless, whether the central superolateral
region of the hip joint is vulnerable to biomechanical
damage, such as that imparted by added loading from
obesity, is speculative but there is evidence that the effect
of obesity on OA cannot simply be explained by mechan-
ical loading. For example, it has long been recognized that
obesity is a risk factor for hand OA [28]. Furthermore,
adipose tissue that was previously considered to be a
passive store of energy is now recognised as a highly
metabolic organ releasing various pro-inflammatory cy-
tokines including tumour necrosis factor alpha and
interleukin-1, both of which have been postulated to
play a key role in cartilage destruction in OA [29,30].
Thus, clarifying the relative contribution of joint loading
and meta-inflammation in obesity will be important in
optimizing early prevention and treatment of hip OA.
In contrast to fat mass, muscle mass has been shown

to be protective against cartilage loss at the knee [31].
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Until now, no study has examined similar relationships
between body composition and hip cartilage properties.
This study has shown that increased fat-free mass is as-
sociated with a reduced risk of prevalent hip cartilage
defects in women and with increased femoral head car-
tilage volume in men. It may be that increased muscle
mass promotes joint stability and protects against dele-
terious cartilage changes. Nevertheless, this study has
only examined total fat-free mass and has not investi-
gated local muscle mass.
Moreover, an important observation of this study was

that the associations between fat mass and cartilage
change were significant for women, but not for men.
This will need to be confirmed by larger studies but sug-
gests that the influence of BMI and body composition
on cartilage is weaker for men than women. This may be
partly attributable to the lower percentage of body fat
observed in men, as well as the smaller sample of men
in this series. However, our data may also support the
idea that there are gender differences in risk factors for
OA. Previous studies at the knee have demonstrated a
similar gender disparity, whereby adiposity measures
have been shown to be associated with cartilage path-
ology in women only [19,20,32]. Hormonal influences
may be important in explaining potential gender differ-
ences, although the average age of the women at the
time of MRI assessment in this study was 67.2 years. Thus
it is likely that the women in this study were postmeno-
pausal at the time of MRI, mitigating hormonal differ-
ences between women and men of this age. Acetabular
over-coverage (pincer deformity), which is more common
in women than men [27], may be another mechanism
mediating the association between obesity/adiposity and
cartilage damage in women. Regardless of the under-
lying mechanism, these results suggest that gender dif-
ferences need to be considered in the prevention and
treatment of hip OA.
This study has several limitations. A larger study with

more men is needed to clarify the gender differences in
the relationships between obesity and body composition
measures and femoral head cartilage properties. More-
over, radiographs were not performed in this study.
Some subjects may have had early radiographic OA. On
the other hand, MRI measurement of hip cartilage
volume is sensitive and correlates with radiographic hip
OA [1], likely attenuating any influence that radiographic
disease may have had. Additionally, we recruited a sam-
ple with no diagnosis of hip OA. Although we did not
perform any clinical assessment, we found that the
WOMAC pain index median score was very low (19 for
men and 22 for women, out of a total possible of 500),
providing further evidence to support that this was a
population without significant hip pain. Additionally,
obesity and body composition measures preceded
cartilage assessment by an average of 16.9 years in this
study. This is a strength of the study, given that the ex-
posure (body composition or obesity measures) pre-
ceded assessment of structural damage. It is unlikely
that there is reverse causation whereby deleterious
changes in hip cartilage affects body composition, as
this was a sample of individuals without significant hip
pain with presumably no activity limitations that may have
predated obesity and adiposity. Moreover in healthy popu-
lations, measures of obesity and adiposity remain stable.
We confirm this by demonstrating a strong correlation
between BMI at study inception (1990 to 1994) and when
MRI was performed an average of 16.9 years later (r =
0.86, P <0.0001). Nevertheless, BMI does not capture body
composition changes that may occur with ageing and fu-
ture studies with longitudinal body composition data are
required. It has been demonstrated that whole body fat
mass remains stable with ageing [33], supporting our con-
tention that adiposity will likely remain stable with the
passage of time in a healthy cohort such as ours, and that
the likely biggest confounder to this may be age. We have
adjusted for age in all our multivariate analyses. While the
effect of a one-unit (kgm−2) increase in BMI appears to be
associated with only a modest reduction in femoral head
cartilage volume (26 mm3) in women, the mean femoral
head cartilage volume in women was 2867 mm3. This ap-
proximates a 1% (95% CI −1.6% to −0.2%) reduction in
femoral head cartilage volume with every unit increase in
the BMI, so that a five-unit increase in BMI is associated
with approximately a 5% (95% CI −8% to −1%) reduction
in femoral head cartilage volume, independent of other
risk factors. It has previously been shown that approxi-
mately 10% of cartilage volume is lost prior to radio-
graphic joint space narrowing [1]. Subsequently, small
increases in BMI are likely to be a major determinant me-
diating the associated risk for hip OA with obesity. Fur-
thermore, although we found no statistically significant
interaction between age and either fat or fat-free mass
and femoral head cartilage volume, much larger studies
would be needed to exclude this as it may be that the ef-
fects of measures of body composition differ in younger
compared to older people. Finally, it has been notori-
ously difficult in epidemiological studies to assess struc-
tural changes at the hip joint using MRI. Our division of
the anterior, central and posterior regions was adapted
from methods used by previously published works with
smaller sample sizes [5,6] but these previous works pro-
vided no prevalence data of regional structural abnormal-
ities for comparative purposes. We have noted a low
prevalence of cartilage defects in the anterior and poster-
ior regions of the femoral head, and larger studies may be
needed to overcome this issue at the anterior and poster-
ior femoral head. Our approach has provided the first
evidence documenting the importance of the anatomical
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distribution of cartilage defects and their relationships
with body composition measures in the central supero-
lateral region of the femoral head.

Conclusions
We have shown that increased fat mass was associated
with adverse hip cartilage changes in women (reduced
cartilage volume and increased cartilage defects), while
increased fat-free mass was associated with beneficial
cartilage changes in both genders (reduced cartilage de-
fects in the central superolateral region of the femoral
head in women; increased femoral head cartilage volume
in men). Further work is required to determine whether
modifying body composition alters the natural history of
hip OA. Preserving or increasing fat-free mass and redu-
cing fat mass may help to reduce the incidence and pro-
gression of hip OA.

Abbreviations
BMI: body mass index; BML: bone marrow lesion; CV: coefficient of variation;
ICC: intraclass correlation coefficient; MCCS: Melbourne collaborative cohort
study; MRI: magnetic resonance imaging; OA: osteoarthritis; OR: odds ratio;
WOMAC: Western Ontario and McMaster University osteoarthritis index.

Competing interests
The authors declare that they have no competing interests.

Authors’ contributions
AJT: study design, data analyses, manuscript preparation. YW: data
acquisition, data analyses, manuscript preparation. SS: data acquisition,
manuscript preparation. AEW: study design, data analyses, manuscript
preparation. DU: data acquisition, manuscript preparation. GG: study design,
data acquisition, manuscript preparation. SMH: data analyses, manuscript
preparation. FMC: study design, data analyses, manuscript preparation.
All authors read and approved the manuscript.

Acknowledgements
The Melbourne Collaborative Cohort Study recruitment was funded by
VicHealth and The Cancer Council of Victoria. This study was funded by a
program grant from the National Health and Medical Research Council
(NHMRC; 209057) and was further supported by infrastructure provided by
The Cancer Council of Victoria. This current hip MRI study was supported by
Arthritis Australia. AJT is the recipient of the NHMRC Early Career Fellowship
(#1073284). WY, AEW and DU are the recipients of NHMRC Career
Development Fellowship (Clinical Level 1 #1065464, Clinical Level 2
#1063574 and Clinical Level 1 #1011975, respectively).

Author details
1Department of Epidemiology and Preventive Medicine, School of Public
Health and Preventive Medicine, Monash University, Alfred Hospital,
Melbourne, VIC 3004, Australia. 2Baker IDI Heart and Diabetes Institute,
Commercial Road, Melbourne, VIC 3004, Australia. 3Centre for Epidemiology
and Biostatistics, Melbourne School of Population and Global Health, The
University of Melbourne, Carlton, VIC 3053, Australia. 4Cancer Epidemiology
Centre, Cancer Council Victoria, Melbourne, VIC 3004, Australia.

Received: 10 August 2014 Accepted: 7 April 2015

References
1. Zhai G, Cicuttini F, Srikanth V, Cooley H, Ding C, Jones G. Factors associated

with hip cartilage volume measured by magnetic resonance imaging: the
Tasmanian Older Adult Cohort Study. Arthritis Rheum. 2005;52:1069–76.

2. Carnes J, Stannus O, Cicuttini F, Ding C, Jones G. Knee cartilage defects in a
sample of older adults: natural history, clinical significance and factors
influencing change over 2.9 years. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2012;20:1541–7.
doi: 10.016/j.joca.2012.08.026.

3. Wluka AE, Ding C, Jones G, Cicuttini FM. The clinical correlates of articular
cartilage defects in symptomatic knee osteoarthritis: a prospective study.
Rheumatology (Oxford). 2005;44:1311–6.

4. Zhai G, Blizzard L, Srikanth V, Ding C, Cooley H, Cicuttini F, et al. Correlates
of knee pain in older adults: Tasmanian Older Adult Cohort Study. Arthritis
Rheum. 2006;55:264–71.

5. Kumar D, Wyatt CR, Lee S, Nardo L, Link TM, Majumdar S, et al. Association
of cartilage defects, and other MRI findings with pain and function in
individuals with mild-moderate radiographic hip osteoarthritis and controls.
Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2013;21:1685–92. doi: 10.016/j.joca.2013.08.009.

6. Roemer FW, Hunter DJ, Winterstein A, Li L, Kim YJ, Cibere J, et al. Hip
Osteoarthritis MRI Scoring System (HOAMS): reliability and associations with
radiographic and clinical findings. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2011;19:946–62.
doi:10.1016/j.joca.2011.04.003.

7. Blagojevic M, Jinks C, Jeffery A, Jordan KP. Risk factors for onset of
osteoarthritis of the knee in older adults: a systematic review and
meta-analysis. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2010;18:24–33.

8. Woolf AD, Breedveld F, Kvien TK. Controlling the obesity epidemic is
important for maintaining musculoskeletal health. Ann Rheum Dis.
2006;65:1401–2.

9. Grotle M, Hagen KB, Natvig B, Dahl FA, Kvien TK. Obesity and osteoarthritis
in knee, hip and/or hand: an epidemiological study in the general
population with 10 years follow-up. BMC Musculoskelet Disord. 2008;9:132.

10. Felson DT, Zhang Y. An update on the epidemiology of knee and hip
osteoarthritis with a view to prevention. Arthritis Rheum. 1998;41:1343–55.

11. Reijman M, Pols HA, Bergink AP, Hazes JM, Belo JN, Lievense AM, et al.
Body mass index associated with onset and progression of osteoarthritis of the
knee but not of the hip: the Rotterdam Study. Ann Rheum Dis. 2007;66:158–62.

12. Cooper C, Inskip H, Croft P, Campbell L, Smith G, McLaren M, et al.
Individual risk factors for hip osteoarthritis: obesity, hip injury, and physical
activity. Am J Epidemiol. 1998;147:516–22.

13. Tepper S, Hochberg MC. Factors associated with hip osteoarthritis: data
from the First National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey (NHANES-I).
Am J Epidemiol. 1993;137:1081–8.

14. Sturmer T, Gunther KP, Brenner H. Obesity, overweight and patterns of
osteoarthritis: the Ulm Osteoarthritis Study. J Clin Epidemiol. 2000;53:307–13.

15. Lievense AM, Bierma-Zeinstra SM, Verhagen AP, van Baar ME, Verhaar JA,
Koes BW. Influence of obesity on the development of osteoarthritis of the
hip: a systematic review. Rheumatology (Oxford). 2002;41:1155–62.

16. Wang Y, Simpson JA, Wluka AE, Teichtahl AJ, English DR, Giles GG, et al.
Relationship between body adiposity measures and risk of primary knee
and hip replacement for osteoarthritis: a prospective cohort study. Arthritis
Res Ther. 2009;11:R31. doi:10.1186/ar2636.

17. Roubenoff R. Applications of bioelectrical impedance analysis for body
composition to epidemiologic studies. Am J Clin Nutr. 1996;64:459S–62.

18. Wang Y, Wluka AE, English DR, Teichtahl AJ, Giles GG, O’Sullivan R, et al.
Body composition and knee cartilage properties in healthy, community-based
adults. Ann Rheum Dis. 2007;66:1244–8.

19. Teichtahl AJ, Wang Y, Wluka AE, Szramka M, English DR, Giles GG, et al. The
longitudinal relationship between body composition and patella cartilage in
healthy adults. Obesity (Silver Spring). 2008;16:421–7.

20. Teichtahl AJ, Wluka AE, Wang Y, Hanna F, English DR, Giles GG, et al.
Obesity and adiposity are associated with the rate of patella cartilage
volume loss over 2 years in adults without knee osteoarthritis. Ann Rheum
Dis. 2009;68:909–13. doi:10.1136/ard.2008.093310.

21. Mezhov V, Ciccutini FM, Hanna FS, Brennan SL, Wang YY, Urquhart DM,
et al. Does obesity affect knee cartilage? A systematic review of magnetic
resonance imaging data. Obes Rev. 2014;15:143–57. doi:10.1111/obr.12110.

22. Giles GG, English DR. The Melbourne Collaborative Cohort Study. IARC Sci
Publ. 2002;156:69–70.

23. Roubenoff R, Baumgartner RN, Harris TB, Dallal GE, Hannan MT, Economos
CD, et al. Application of bioelectrical impedance analysis to elderly
populations. J Gerontol A Biol Sci Med Sci. 1997;52:M129–36.

24. Teichtahl AJ, Wang Y, Smith S, Wluka AE, Giles GG, Bennell KL, et al.
Structural changes of hip osteoarthritis using magnetic resonance imaging.
Arthritis Res Ther. 2014;16:466.

25. Wagner S, Hofstetter W, Chiquet M, Mainil-Varlet P, Stauffer E, Ganz R, et al.
Early osteoarthritic changes of human femoral head cartilage subsequent to
femoro-acetabular impingement. Osteoarthritis Cartilage. 2003;11:508–18.



Teichtahl et al. Arthritis Research & Therapy  (2015) 17:107 Page 9 of 9
26. Pun S, Kumar D, Lane NE. Review: femoroacetabular impingement. Arthritis
Rheumatol. 2015;67:17–27. doi:10.1002/art.38887.

27. Ecker TM, Tannast M, Puls M, Siebenrock KA, Murphy SB. Pathomorphologic
alterations predict presence or absence of hip osteoarthrosis. Clin Orthop
Relat Res. 2007;465:46–52.

28. Cicuttini FM, Baker JR, Spector TD. The association of obesity with
osteoarthritis of the hand and knee in women: a twin study. J Rheumatol.
1996;23:1221–6.

29. Pottie P, Presle N, Terlain B, Netter P, Mainard D, Berenbaum F. Obesity and
osteoarthritis: more complex than predicted! Ann Rheum Dis. 2006;65:1403–5.

30. Malemud CJ. Cytokines as therapeutic targets for osteoarthritis. BioDrugs.
2004;18:23–35.

31. Cicuttini F, Teichtahl A, Wluka A, Davis S, Strauss B, Ebeling P, et al. The
relationship between body composition and knee cartilage volume in
healthy, middle-aged subjects. Arthritis Rheum. 2005;52:461–7.

32. Cova M, Frezza F, Shariat-Razavi I, Ukmar M, Mucelli RS, Dalla PL. Magnetic
resonance assessment of knee joint hyaline according to age, sex, and body
weight. Radiol Med. 1996;92:171–9.

33. Atlantis E, Martin SA, Haren MT, Taylor AW, Wittert GA. Lifestyle factors
associated with age-related differences in body composition: the Florey
Adelaide Male Aging Study. Am J Clin Nutr. 2008;88:95–104.
Submit your next manuscript to BioMed Central
and take full advantage of: 

• Convenient online submission

• Thorough peer review

• No space constraints or color figure charges

• Immediate publication on acceptance

• Inclusion in PubMed, CAS, Scopus and Google Scholar

• Research which is freely available for redistribution

Submit your manuscript at 
www.biomedcentral.com/submit


	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Introduction
	Methods
	Participants
	Anthropometric data
	Body composition measures
	MRI measurements
	Statistical analyses

	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Abbreviations
	Competing interests
	Authors’ contributions
	Acknowledgements
	Author details
	References



