
1

1Trends and hotspots in research on osteoporosis and nutrition from 

22004 to 2024: a bibliometric analysis

3Min Li 1, ¶, Binyang Yu 2, ¶, Haiyan Yang 1, Haiyan He 1, Ning Li 1 , Aili Lv 1, Xiaoling Zhou 3, Rui Gao 1,*

41 School of Nursing, Xi 'an Jiaotong University Health Science Center, Xi 'an, China, 2 Graduate School, Beijing University 

5of Chinese Medicine/ Xiyuan Hospital, Chinese Academy of Chinese Medical Sciences, Beijing, China, 3 Orthopedics 

6Department, The First Affiliated Hospital of Xi 'an Jiaotong University, Xi 'an, China

7* gaorui@xjtu.edu.cn (R.G.)

8¶ Min Li and Binyang Yu contributed equally to this work

9Abstract 

10Objectives

11This study aimed to perform a bibliometric analysis utilizing the Web of Science database on osteoporosis and nutrition-

12related research published from 2004 to 2024.

13Background 

14In recent years, the intricate association between nutrition and osteoporosis has garnered increasing attention. However, there 

15is currently no published bibliometric research on this topic. 

16Methods 

17The data were extracted from the Web of Science Core Collection (WOSCC) from inception to 2024-01-31 and analyzed 

18using bibliometric methods and CiteSpace, incorporating variables such as annual publication volume, author patterns, 

19institutional affiliations, country/region contributions, journal publications, highly cited literature, and keyword clustering. 

20Results

21A total of 2138 articles were assessed, revealing a consistent upward trend in published works in this domain, with the majority 

22originating from the United States. Seoul National University was identified as the most prolific institution. Among the 

23authors, Geng, Bin were the most prolific, while Kanis J.A. garnered the highest citation count. Research hotspots included 

24bone density, postmenopausal women, vitamin D, hip fractures, etc. Research subjects included physical activity, sarcopenia, 

25calcium intake, machine learning, etc. 

26Conclusions 
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27Our comprehensive analysis offers overviews of research trends and hotspots in the field of osteoporosis and nutrition over 

28the past two decades, highlighting some shortcomings and hopefully providing valuable insights and guidance for future 

29researchers and decision-makers.

30Introduction

31Osteoporosis is defined as reduced bone mineral density (BMD) and increased bone fragility[1]. It ranks among the most 

32common ailments affecting middle-aged and elderly individuals according to the World Health Organization(WHO)[2]. 

33Globally, its prevalence is 18.3%, with a higher incidence in women than in men (23.1% and 11.7%, respectively)[3,4]. 

34Osteoporosis manifests primarily as the loss of bone mass, degradation of bone microstructure, increased bone fragility, and 

35a heightened risk of fractures[1]. In severe cases, fractures may occur, leading to elevated disability rates, depression, 

36diminished quality of life, and even mortality[5]. Previous studies have shown that more than one-third of middle-aged and 

37elderly women (compared to one in five men) in the world suffer from fractures due to the effects of osteoporosis[6,7]. By 

382050, the number of hip fractures is projected to surpass 21 million[8]. This alarming trend toward osteoporosis is exacerbated 

39by the aging population, as evidenced by the increasing incidence of clinical cases in middle-aged men. With the increase in 

40the age of Americans according to census population projections, the incidence of osteoporosis is expected to increase by 

4132% to 17.2 million from 2010 to 2030[9]. Moreover, osteoporosis imposes a substantial economic burden worldwide. In the 

42European Union alone, the estimated cost of preventing and managing osteoporosis amounts to €37 billion, a figure set to 

43increase by 25% by 2025[10]. Therefore, osteoporosis has become a major public health problem worldwide[11].

44Bone, as a living tissue, relies on a full spectrum of essential nutrients for growth and maintenance. It consists 

45predominantly of protein, the principal component of connective tissue, which constitutes 50% of bone volume and 20% of 

46bone weight. Good nutrition plays a pivotal role to maintain optimal bone health. Consistent small benefits gained daily over 

47the course of several decades can significantly impact one's fracture risk[12]. Nutrition, in particular, has emerged as a key 

48determinant in mitigating bone loss and the risk of fractures. Several studies strongly recommend a diet rich in calcium, 

49protein, vitamin C, and vitamin D as essential for preventing osteoporosis[13–15]. Previous research has substantiated the 

50correlation between micronutrients and the prevention of osteoporosis, emphasizing the significance of dietary factors[16]. 

51Conversely, poor nutrition has been identified as a contributing factor to osteoporosis and fractures[17].

52Osteoporosis has emerged as a significant clinical challenge confronting the global human population. Understanding 

53the intricate relationship between osteoporosis and nutrition is imperative for the development of effective preventive and 

54therapeutic interventions. Despite the universal attention bestowed upon the relationship between osteoporosis and nutrition 

55as a multidisciplinary research hotspot for more than 20 years, there is currently no published bibliometric studies on this 
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56topic, despite the existence of approximately 600 reviews and over 3000 original research studies in the field. Bibliometrics, 

57as a quantitative method, employs mathematical and statistical approaches to analyze scientific publications. By doing so, it 

58provides a comprehensive overview of contributions distribution, identifies hotspots, and reveals future trends within a 

59specific area of study. CiteSpace, in particular, facilitates the conceptualization of knowledge domains by generating and 

60visualizing co-occurrence network maps of contributors and keywords as well as co-citation networks of cited authors.

61 Thus, the objective of this study was to conduct a bibliometric analysis of osteoporosis and nutrition studies published 

62from 2004 to 2024 utilizing data obtained from the Web of Science database. The comprehensive analysis might form the 

63basis for evidence-based strategies aimed at promoting bone health and alleviating the substantial global burden caused by 

64osteoporosis. Consequently, it is hoped that this study will provide crucial insights and guidance for future researchers and 

65decision makers, facilitating advancements in the field.

66Materials and Methods

67Data source and search strategy

68The research process is illustrated in Fig 1. We collected the data from the Web of Science Core Collection database. The 

69timespan covered from 2004.01.01 to 2024.01.31. The “topic” field was used to search for articles related to a specific research 

70field. TS=(“Nutrition” or “Nutrients” or “Nutritional Supplements” or “Dietary Nutrients” or “Dietary Supplementations” or 

71“Macronutrients” or “Micronutrients”) and (“Osteoporosis, Postmenopausal” or “Osteoporosis” or “Posttraumatic 

72Osteoporosis” or “Senile Osteoporosis” or “Age Related Bone Loss” or “Age Related Osteoporosis”).

73Fig 1. Flow chart of the inclusion criteria.

74Data analysis and visualization

75CiteSpace, developed by Chaomei Chen, is a Java application designed to visualize bibliographic databases effectively. In 

76this study, we utilized CiteSpace 6.1. R2 software to map scientific knowledge, employing co-occurrence and clustering 

77analyses on high-frequency terms, countries, etc. The software was configured with the following specific settings: a time 

78slicing range from 2004 to 2024, with one year per slice; selection of author, institution, country, keyword, reference, cited 

79author, and cited journal as term sources; and pathfinder and pruning sliced networks for network pruning. A total of 2138 

80papers were included in the study. Trend maps representing publication volume, authorship, institutional cooperation, 

81geographical distribution, and keyword mapping were generated to highlight key nodes and research hotspots, effectively 

82visualizing the field of research on osteoporosis and nutrition. Each plot signifies state-of-the-art hotspots and trends in 
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83scientific research and can be selectively analyzed based on specific problem domains[18]. Furthermore, during the mapping 

84process, CiteSpace provides module values (Q-values) and average profile values (S-values) to ensure the effectiveness of the 

85mapping. A Q value greater than 0.3 indicates a significant network structure, while an S value greater than 0.5 suggests 

86reasonable clustering, and an S value greater than 0.7 signifies plausible clustering[18]. CiteSpace facilitates the presentation 

87of domain-specific research trends through quantitative analysis and visual representation, thereby revealing the development, 

88hotspots, and frontiers of scientific research in the field.

89Results

90Analysis of annual publications

91In this study, a comprehensive analysis was conducted on 2138 articles spanning the last two decades in the field of 

92osteoporosis and nutrition. Fig 2 provides a clear visualization of the upward trend in publication numbers. It can be observed 

93that the number of publications exhibited a gradual increase over time, starting from 46 in 2004 and reaching a peak of 205 

94in 2023, indicating the growing interest of researchers in this relevant topic. Notably, the rate of increase intensified after 

952018, further emphasizing the increasing attention dedicated to this subject matter.

96Fig 2. Trend of annual publications from 2004 to 2024.

97Analysis of countries and institutions

98As indicated in Tables 1 and 2, in the field of osteoporosis and nutrition, the United States was the most active participant and 

99was responsible for the highest number of published papers, encompassing 564 papers (21%) of the total. China occupies the 

100second position with 317 papers, accounting for 11.8% of the cumulative count. South Korea ranks third with 285 articles, 

101followed by England, Canada, Japan, Italy, Spain, Australia, and Germany. Notably, universities emerge as the predominant 

102institutions generating these publications, with Seoul National University (SNU), Harvard University, and the University of 

103California System reigning supreme in contribution. The respective publication counts for these institutions are 56, 49, and 

10448 in descending order. Several other influential research institutions include the United States Department of Agriculture 

105(USDA), Catholic University of Korea, Harvard Medical School, and Yonsei University. Generally, these institutions 

106predominantly hail from the United States, South Korea, and Canada. Fig 3 visually represents the international collaboration 

107in the realm of osteoporosis and nutrition, showcasing 86 nodes connected by 437 lines with a network density of 0.1196. 

108This finding signifies that researchers from numerous countries are actively engaging in studies pertaining to osteoporosis 

109and nutrition. The United States, China, and South Korea form a relatively dense network of collaboration in this field.
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110Table 1. Top 10 countries/regions by the number of publications.

Rank Country/Region Publicatons Percentage(%)

1 United States 564 21.0%

2 China 317 11.8%

3 South Korea 285 10.6%

4 England 148 5.5%

5 Canada 114 4.2%

6 Japan 86 3.2%

7 Italy 83 3.1%

8 Spain 82 3.1%

9 Australia 79 2.9%

10 Germany 62 2.3%

111Table 2. Top 10 institutions by the number of publications.

Rank Institutions Country/Region Publicatons

1 Seoul National University (SNU) South Korea 56

2 Harvard University United States 49

3 University of California System United States 48

4 United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) United States 35

4 Catholic University of Korea South Korea 35

5 Harvard Medical School United States 32

6 Yonsei University South Korea 28

6 Centers for Disease Control & Prevention - USA United States 28

6 Tufts University United States 28

7 University of Toronto Canada 26

112

113Fig 3. Country/region collaboration chart.

114Analysis of cited journals

115Table 3 presents the top 10 journals in terms of citation volume, with the majority hailing from the United States, except for 

116Osteoporosis International and The Lancet, which originated from Germany and England, respectively. The three leading 

117journals in this ranking are Osteoporosis International, Journal of Bone and Mineral Research, and The American Journal of 

118Clinical Nutrition. Their respective citation counts are 1449, 1366, and 1115, with corresponding impact factors of 4.0, 6.2, 

119and 7.1, respectively. Notably, The Lancet and The New England Journal of Medicine had the highest impact factors at 168.9 

120and 158.5, respectively. Consequently, it can be inferred that this field boasts a selection of high-quality articles. Fig 4 

121illustrates the collaboration among cited journals and reveals 826 nodes connected by 4310 lines, generating a network density 

122of 0.0126. In this visualization, the journals ranked at the top exhibit larger nodes, indicating their prominence in terms of 

123collaboration and citation impact.

124Table 3. Top 10 journals by citations.
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Rank Cited journals Citations Country Category zone IF(2023)

1 Osteoporosis International 1449 Germany Q2 4.0

2 Journal of Bone and Mineral Research 1366 United States Q1 6.2

3 The Amercian Journal of Clinical Nutrition 1115 United States Q1 7.1

4 Bone 1032 United States Q2 4.398

5 The Journal of Clinical Enocrinology and Metabolism 983 United States Q1 5.8

6 Calcified Tissue International 739 United States Q3 4

7 The New England Journal of Medicine 682 United States Q1 158.5

8 The Lancet 681 England Q1 168.9

9 Journal of Nutrition 663 United States Q2 4.687

10 JAMA-Journal of the American Medical

 Directors Association

635 United States Q1 7.6

125

126Fig 4. Collaboration chart of cited journals.

127Analysis of authors and co-cited authors

128The data presented in Tables 4 and 5 reveal that the majority of the top 10 authors in terms of publication volume originate 

129from China, followed by the United States and South Korea. The number of authors with the highest number of publications 

130was 12, 11, and 10, respectively. Notably, three scholars, namely, Liu Mingjiang, Zhang Ya, and Xie Ruijie, represent the 

131same institution and exhibit close collaboration among themselves. By analyzing co-cited frequencies, we found that the three 

132authors with the highest occurrences are Kanis J.A., Heaney R.P., and Looker A.C. These scholars hail from England and the 

133United States, and their co-cited frequencies are 436, 264, and 242, respectively. It is worth noting that Looker A.C., in 

134addition to contributing significantly to the publication volume, also has a high frequency of co-citation, implying substantial 

135influence in this field. The number and size of the nodes in the author and co-cited author collaboration network map 

136demonstrate the frequency of co-occurrence, while the connected lines indicate the strength of the collaborative network 

137among authors. In Fig 5, the author collaboration network comprises 318 nodes and 528 connected lines, resulting in a network 

138density of 0.0105. Similarly, Fig 6 shows the co-cited author collaboration network, composed of 834 nodes and 2132 

139connected lines, with a network density of 0.0061.

140Table 4. Top 10 active authors in the research.

Rank Author Publications Country Affiliation

1 Geng, Bin 12 China Department of Orthopedics, Lanzhou University Second Hospital

2 Looker, A C 11 United States Division of Health and Nutrition Examination Surveys, National Center for Health Statistics, 

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

3 Rhee, Yumie 10 Korea Department of Internal Medicine, Yonsei University College of Medicine

3 Xia, Yayi 10 China Department of Orthopedics, Lanzhou University Second Hospital

3 Tang, Yuchen 10 China Chongqing Medical University
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4 Liu, Mingjiang 9 China Nanhua Hospital, Hengyang Medical School, University of South China

4 Zhu, Zhongxin 9 China Hospital of Wenzhou Medical University

5 Zhang, Ya 8 China Nanhua Hospital, Hengyang Medical School, University of South China

5 Weaver, Connie M 8 United States Department of Nutrition and Food Studies, George Mason University

5 Xie, Ruijie 8 China Nanhua Hospital, Hengyang Medical School, University of South China

141Table 5. Top 10 most co-cited authors.

Rank Co-cited author Co-cited frequency Country Affiliation

1 Kanis J.A. 436 England Centre for Metabolic Bone Diseases, University of Sheffield Medical School

2 Heaney R.P. 264 United States Department of Medicine, Creighton University

3 Looker A.C. 242 United States Division of Health and Nutrition Examination Surveys, National Center for Health Statistics, 

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention

4 Holick M.F 193 United States Boston University School of Medicine

5 Reid I.R. 154 New Zealand University Auckland

5 Cummings S.R. 154 United States California Pacific Medical Center Research Institute San Francisco Coordination Center

6 Bischoff-Ferrari H.A. 150 Switzerland Department of Aging Medicine and Aging Research, University Hospital of Zurich, 

Switzerland

7 Rizzoli R. 140 Switzerland Bern University Hospital, University of Bern

8 Johnell O. 136 Sweden Karolinska Institute, Department of Epidemiology and Biostatistics Medicine

9 Tucker K.L. 132 England Nuffield Department of Primary Health Care Sciences, University of Oxford

142

143Fig 5. Author collaboration chart.

144Fig 6. Collaboration chart of co-cited authors.

145Analysis of co-cited references

146Table 6 provides a comprehensive summary of the main information pertaining to the top 10 most co-cited references. The 

147most frequently co-cited reference is the article "Osteoporosis". Authored by Compston, J.E. from the Department of Medicine 

148at Cambridge Biomedical Campus in England, this article was published in Lancet in 2019 and has garnered 48 citations. It 

149is worth mentioning that a majority of the authors of these highly cited articles are from the United States, with the remaining 

150contributors hailing from England, Spain, and Taiwan, China. Among the top 10 cited articles, the second and third positions 

151are occupied by articles from "Osteoporosis International", while the fourth and last positions belong to articles from "The 

152New England Journal of Medicine". Additionally, the sixth and ninth positions are held by articles from the "Journal of Bone 

153and Mineral Research". Fig 7 presents the co-cited reference network, which consists of references with higher centrality and 

154citation counts. This network aids in identifying the pivotal knowledge base within the field, offering convenience in 

155determining crucial research contributions.
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156Table 6. Top 10 co-cited references in the research.

Rank Co-cited reference Author Year Frequency Country Source

1 Osteoporosis Compston, J.E.[19] 2019 48 England Lancet

2 The National Osteoporosis Foundation's position statement 

on peak bone mass development and lifestyle factors: a 

systematic review and implementation recommendations.

Weaver, C.M.[20] 2016 34 United States Osteoporosis 

International

3 European guidance for the diagnosis and management of 

osteoporosis in postmenopausal women

Kanis, J.A.[21] 2020 31 England Osteoporosis 

International

4 Vitamin D deficiency Holick, M.F.[22] 2007 25 United States The New England 

Journal of Medicine

5 Sarcopenia: revised European consensus on definition and 

diagnosis

Cruz-Jentoft, A.J.[23] 2019 23 Spain Age Aging

5 The recent prevalence of osteoporosis and low bone mass in 

the United States based on bone mineral density at the 

femoral neck or lumbar spine

Wright, N.C.[24] 2014 23 United States Journal of Bone and 

Mineral Research

6 Asian Working Group for Sarcopenia: 2019 Consensus 

Update on Sarcopenia Diagnosis and Treatment

Chen, L.K.[25] 2020 21 Taiwan, China Journal of the 

American Medical 

Directors Association

6 Trends in osteoporosis and low bone mass in older US 

adults, 2005-2006 through 2013-2014

Looker, A.C.[26] 2017 21 United States Osteoporosis 

International

7 Incidence and economic burden of osteoporosis-related 

fractures in the United States, 2005-2025

Burge, R.[27] 2007 19 United States Journal of Bone and 

Mineral Research

7 Calcium plus vitamin D supplementation and the risk of 

fractures

Jackson, R.D.[28] 2006 19 United States The New England 

Journal of Medicine

157

158Fig 7. The collaboration chart of co-cited references.

159Analysis of keywords

160Keyword co-occurrence analysis

161To identify the hotspots and frontiers of retracted publications spanning from 2004 to 2024, a comprehensive analysis of 

162keyword co-occurrence is imperative. Consequently, CiteSpace was employed to construct a keyword knowledge co-

163occurrence map, as shown in Fig 8. The time slice was set to 1 year, resulting in 624 nodes connected by 3718 links, with a 

164network density of 0.0191. The size of each node corresponds to the significance of the respective keyword. To provide a 

165more insightful understanding of these keywords, we present the ten most frequently occurring terms, along with their 

166frequencies, in Table 7. The top ten keywords identified were "osteoporosis", "bone mineral density", "women", 
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167"postmenopausal women", "risk", "vitamin D", "mineral density", "health", "mass", and "hip fracture". These keywords offer 

168valuable insights into the prevailing themes and concerns within the research field.

169Fig 8. Keyword co-occurrence knowledge map.

170Table 7. Co-occurrence frequency of the top 10 keywords.

Rank Keywords Number of occurrences Centrality

1 osteoporosis 788 0

2 bone mineral density 731 0

3 women 387 0.01

4 postmenopausal women 335 0.02

5 risk 318 0.02

6 vitamin D 290 0.01

7 mineral density 284 0.01

8 health 259 0.02

9 mass 236 0.01

10 hip fracture 214 0.03

171 

172Keyword clustering and citation bursts analysis

173To gain a comprehensive understanding of the current research hotspots in the field, CiteSpace visualization software was 

174used to generate a keyword clustering map. The scientific nature of the clustering map can be primarily deduced from the 

175module value (Q value) and the average profile value (S value). In our study, a Q value of 0.3351, indicative of a favorable 

176clustering effect, and an S value of 0.6812, indicating high homogeneity among the clusters and reasonable clustering 

177outcomes, were obtained. Moreover, it is noteworthy that certain mapping clusters exhibit overlapping, suggesting their close 

178correlation. As depicted in Fig 9, the major clusters encompass various areas, including #0 physical activity, #1 sarcopenia, 

179#2 machine learning, #3 vitamin D, #4 metabolism, #5 body mass index, #6 nutrition examination survey, #7 trabecular bone, 

180and #8 quality of life. Additionally, an analysis of keywords in CiteSpace was conducted to identify terms with significant 

181citation bursts, which serve as indicators of emerging frontiers in a given period. Fig 10 presents the top 20 keywords 

182characterized by the highest citation bursts that persist until 2024, offering a foundational understanding of recent frontiers 

183and potential future directions. The top 10 keywords were “elderly women”, “calcium supplementation”, “3rd national 

184health”, “blood pressure”, “hypovitaminnosis d”, “calcium intake”, “premenopausal”, “d insufficiency”, “biochemical 

185markers”, and “dietary calcium”.

186Fig 9. Keyword clustering map.

187Fig 10. Keywords citation bursts.
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188Discussion

189Principal Findings

190This research employed CiteSpace software to conduct bibliometric analysis of published articles pertaining to osteoporosis 

191and nutrition studies from 2004 to 2024. The authors, institutions, journals, countries, references, and keywords associated 

192with osteoporosis and nutrition were examined to determine the current status and development trends. The analysis revealed 

193a consistent and significant increase in the number of publications over time, indicating that sustained attention has been 

194devoted to researching osteoporosis and nutrition in recent years. Several factors contribute to this upsurge in interest. First, 

195the growing focus on health and nutrition, coupled with advancements in research methods and tools, has prompted 

196researchers to extensively and deeply explore the intricate relationship between osteoporosis and nutrition. Furthermore, the 

197high prevalence of osteoporosis in the population and the associated societal implications have driven a surge in related 

198research[6,11,29]. In light of this trend, it is imperative to enhance interdisciplinary collaboration, foster communication and 

199cooperation among disciplines such as nutrition, orthopedics, and endocrinology, and facilitate the comprehensive 

200development of relevant research. Additionally, it is advisable to encourage large-scale, long-term tracking studies to acquire 

201more robust data and definitive conclusions. Last, it is crucial to strengthen the popularization of scientific knowledge and 

202raise public awareness regarding the intricate interplay between osteoporosis and nutrition.

203The scientific research variations and distribution of osteoporosis and nutrition in different countries are more 

204comprehensively depicted in the country’s regional distribution map. The highest number of published papers is attributed to 

205the United States, followed by China and South Korea, collectively contributing to two-thirds of the total articles. This 

206observation emphasizes the United States' research prowess and influence, establishing them as the leading force in the field 

207of osteoporosis and nutrition. Our results illustrate that relevant articles emerged earlier in the United States than in other 

208countries, with a relatively stable publication rate. Our research findings further highlight extensive collaborative exchanges 

209between the United States and numerous countries. On the other hand, in recent years, China, South Korea, the United 

210Kingdom, Canada, and other countries have witnessed an increase in article publications. This trend signifies a heightened 

211frequency and proximity of academic exchanges between countries and regions, indicating persistent attention toward 

212osteoporosis and nutrition research and an ongoing positive developmental trajectory.

213The preeminent position in published papers is held by Seoul National University in South Korea, closely followed by 

214Harvard University and the University of California, underscoring their exceptional contributions in this field. These 

215universities boast cutting-edge research facilities and resources, including laboratory equipment, research funding, and talent 
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216teams. Remarkably skilled professors and research teams specializing in related disciplines such as nutrition and orthopedics 

217lend support to large-scale research projects and facilitate the attainment of high-level academic accomplishments. 

218Additionally, these universities may enjoy robust collaborative ties with internationally renowned medical institutions, 

219research organizations, and industry partners, augmenting research cooperation opportunities and resource backing. The 

220majority of the top 10 institutions originate from the United States, followed by South Korea and Canada. The institutional 

221cooperation chart vividly illustrates the establishment of dynamic collaboration networks among these research institutions, 

222fostering ample avenues for academic exchange and learning. To propel the comprehensive advancement of this field, 

223domestic research institutions and other nations should fortify their cooperation and exchanges with these institutions.

224Osteoporosis International holds the top position in terms of citation volume, exemplifying its profound academic 

225advantage and influence in the field of osteoporosis and nutrition. The second- and third-highest-ranked journals, namely, the 

226Journal of Bone and Mineral Research and the American Journal of Clinical Nutrition, are significantly different in the realms 

227of nutrition and orthopedics, implying a close interconnection between osteoporosis and nutrition. Moreover, The Lancet and 

228The New England Journal of Medicine, both of which rank among the top 10 cited journals in this field, are renowned 

229members of the four major medical journals and have immense influence in the medical domain. This clear evidence 

230underscores the criticality of research on osteoporosis and nutrition in advancing human society.

231The research field's individual scholars and their collaborations are clearly displayed through the author's collaborative 

232mapping, providing a more visual representation for prolific authors. Additionally, the academic influence of cited authors 

233can be evaluated based on their frequency of citation, thereby reflecting their academic ability and recognition among scholars 

234[30]. Investigating authors with high publication productivity and citation rates is particularly helpful in identifying emerging 

235trends in this field. For instance, the scholar Looker, A C, has published numerous papers in this field that have been cited 

236multiple times. Our findings indicate that authors with high publication volumes are predominantly located in China, whereas 

237those with high citation frequencies are mainly affiliated with research institutions in the United States and the United 

238Kingdom. This can be partially attributed to the earlier initiation of relevant research by Western countries, leading to the 

239higher authority of their respective institutions. As a result, China's citation rates have been comparatively lower due to its 

240relatively recent involvement in the field. Nevertheless, these findings also suggest that Chinese scholars have made 

241continuous progress in advancing research in this area in recent years. They have been actively strengthening both domestic 

242and international collaboration, which will undoubtedly contribute to their future development in a positive manner.

243Citation frequency plays a critical role in assessing the influence and quality of papers, serving as an indicator to evaluate 

244the influence status and scientific research quality across different countries, institutions, or individuals[31]. Highly cited 
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245research signifies a valuable source of scientific knowledge within any research field. It not only reflects the research level 

246and development trends but also serves as a scientific foundation for exploring research frontiers and hotspots[18]. An 

247exemplary article in terms of citation frequency is "Osteoporosis"[19], which provides a comprehensive exploration of 

248fracture risk assessment and widens the scope of treatment options to prevent fractures. This study introduces a fracture risk 

249algorithm that integrates clinical risk factors with bone density and is effectively utilized in clinical practice for treating high-

250risk populations. Furthermore, the identification of crucial pathways regulating bone resorption and formation has unveiled 

251new therapeutic strategies with distinct mechanisms of action. Osteoporosis is a chronic disease that requires long-term 

252treatment, sometimes even lifelong treatment. It is proposed that the high-risk population for fractures cannot receive 

253sufficient treatment, and strategies to address this treatment gap, such as widely implementing fracture liaison services and 

254improving treatment compliance, are important challenges for the future. The article also explored the controversial 

255relationship between nutritional factors such as calcium, vitamin D, protein, and osteoporosis[32–35]. Therefore, osteoporosis 

256remains a serious public health issue that requires in-depth exploration and resolution by researchers. In addition, the highly 

257cited articles “European guidance for the diagnosis and management of osteoporosis in postmenopausal women”[21] and 

258“Vitamin D deficiency”[22] deserve the attention of researchers. These two articles discuss the close relationship between 

259osteoporosis and postmenopausal women, as well as vitamin D. Kanis, J.A. and Holick, M.F., whose publications and cited 

260frequencies also take the lead. Therefore, they have a profound impact on this field.

261Keyword co-occurrence refers to the presence of different keywords within the same literature[36]. A high frequency of 

262keyword occurrences indicates research hotspots and developmental trends in the field[37]. Our findings demonstrate that 

263studies focusing on osteoporosis and nutrition prioritize bone density, women (including postmenopausal women), vitamin 

264D, body mass index, risk, and hip fractures. Osteoporosis is distinguished by a reduction in bone mass and the deterioration 

265of bone tissue microarchitecture, which increases the susceptibility to bone fragility and fractures[38]. In patients without 

266fragility fractures, low bone mineral density (BMD) is often utilized to diagnose osteoporosis. However, measuring BMD via 

267DXA is an imperfect predictor of fracture risk, as it identifies less than half of individuals who subsequently experience an 

268osteoporotic fracture. Therefore, further exploration is needed in future research to determine whether there are better methods 

269for measuring bone density and predictive indicators for fracture risk. A decrease in estrogen appears to be a prominent 

270mechanism in the development of osteoporosis, particularly during menopause[39]. These findings align with our own 

271research. However, it is important to note that there is currently limited research available specifically regarding osteoporosis 

272in males. Insufficient evidence exists regarding the effectiveness of therapies aimed at preventing fractures or treating 

273osteoporosis in men, primarily due to the scarcity of relevant published studies. In addition, the investigation of "risk factors" 

274holds substantial significance within these studies. Osteoporotic fractures are associated with several risk factors, 
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275encompassing a range of characteristics. These factors include but are not limited to, advancing age, female gender, 

276postmenopausal status, reduced gonadal function or premature ovarian failure, low body weight, a familial history of hip 

277fractures, racial background (with a higher risk observed among individuals of white ethnicity compared to black ethnicity), 

278prior occurrences of clinical or morphometric spinal fractures, previous fractures resulting from minor trauma (referred to as 

279osteoporotic fractures), rheumatoid arthritis, current tobacco use, alcohol consumption (at least 3 cups per day), low bone 

280density (BMD), inadequate vitamin D levels, insufficient calcium intake, overweight, susceptibility to falls, and fixation 

281procedures[40]. These risk factors all include the keyword hotspots we are exploring, so they are still worthy of attention in 

282future research. One study showed that calcium plus vitamin D3 reduced the risk for fracture among elderly women but not 

283elderly men[41]. There is still controversy over the evidence that vitamin D and calcium supplementation reduce the risk of 

284osteoporosis. While osteoporosis can affect any bone, certain sites, such as the hip, spine, and wrist, are especially susceptible 

285to osteoporosis[38]. Fractures represent a significant public health concern due to their association with morbidity, functional 

286impairment, reduced quality of life, and even mortality[8]. Consequently, comprehensive and extensive research to address 

287the numerous problems associated with osteoporosis is crucial.

288Keyword clustering has facilitated the identification of emerging research areas in this field, encompassing physical 

289activity, machine learning, sarcopenia, trabecular bone, nutrition examination, and quality of life. Physical activity, also 

290referred to as exercise, plays a pivotal role in promoting healthy aging by preventing or alleviating falls, pain, sarcopenia, 

291osteoporosis, and cognitive impairment[42]. Osteoporosis and sarcopenia are diseases that commonly affect older adults and 

292impact the musculoskeletal system. These conditions are characterized by reduced bone density and muscle mass and strength, 

293ultimately diminishing both mobility and quality of life[39]. Numerous publications[43–47] have demonstrated the preventive 

294benefits of resistance and endurance exercises against osteoporosis and sarcopenia. In postmenopausal women, long-term 

295resistance or aerobic exercise is known to contribute to increased bone formation and mass[48,49]. Within the realm of 

296biomedical research, machine learning is an advanced scientific methodology that is widely employed. For instance, a recent 

297study conducted by Liu et al. (2022)[50] employed bioinformatics and machine learning methods to investigate crosstalk 

298genes between periodontitis (PD) and osteoporosis (OP) and elucidated potential associations between crosstalk genes and 

299pyroptosis-related genes. These discoveries pave the way for further investigations in the field. In addition, nutritional 

300examination and quality of life are significant considerations in various studies. It has been established that the loss of muscle 

301mass observed in sarcopenia contributes to an increase in insulin resistance, thereby promoting the development of metabolic 

302syndrome and obesity[51]. Consequently, the quality of life of affected individuals declines. The consumption of milk and 

303dairy products has been associated with a reduced risk of osteoporosis. Additionally, protein and vitamin D supplementation 

304in older adults appears to prevent osteoporosis and fractures by augmenting bone density. However, the findings of a meta-

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


14

305analysis[1] concluded that dairy consumption is not associated with the prevention of osteoporosis or fractures. Furthermore, 

306randomized controlled trials (RCTs) have failed to confirm a decrease in the incidence of falls and fractures following vitamin 

307D supplementation[52]. Therefore, there remains controversy regarding the relationships among various nutrients, nutritional 

308supplements, and osteoporosis, necessitating further exploration. Finally, a keyword citation explosion analysis was 

309performed, yielding results in line with keyword co-occurrence and clustering. The current research landscape continues to 

310emphasize postmenopausal women, as well as topics such as vitamin D, calcium intake (including dietary calcium), and 

311biochemical markers. Exploring the effects of exercise and nutrition on osteopenia offers potential avenues for mitigating the 

312biomarkers involved in these two syndromes, which collectively contribute to fractures and muscle degeneration[39].

313Limitations

314This study has several limitations that warrant acknowledgment. First, the bibliometric analysis focused exclusively on 

315publications extracted from the WOSCC database, potentially overlooking influential documents. Hence, future research 

316could enhance the comprehensiveness of the analysis by supplementing it with additional databases. Second, the retrieved 

317data may include manuscripts currently under evaluation. Third, to present the bibliometric characteristics of the original 

318articles, we intentionally excluded reviews from the study that inadvertently obscured some emerging trends in the field. 

319Additionally, we confined our search to articles published between January 2004 and February 2024, excluding those 

320published outside this timeframe. Lastly, the pool of recruited manuscripts may feature weaker or peripheral works, potentially 

321distorting the analysis to some extent.

322Conclusions

323Using the WOSCC database, we used CiteSpace to analyze osteoporosis and nutrition-related articles published from 2004 to 

3242024, aiming to identify publication patterns, contributors, and recent research trends. The analysis revealed a consistent 

325annual increase in productivity, particularly since 2018, indicating a predicted continuation of this upward trend. To 

326effectively respond to this trend, it is imperative to prioritize strengthening interdisciplinary collaboration, fostering 

327communication and cooperation among disciplines such as nutrition, orthopedics, and endocrinology, and facilitating 

328comprehensive research development. The examination of publication origins indicated that the United States was the leading 

329contributor, with Seoul National University (SNU) emerging as the most productive institution. Extensive collaborative 

330exchanges among these countries and institutions highlight persistent attention and positive growth in osteoporosis and 

331nutrition research. Authors with high publication volumes are predominantly based in China, while those with significant 

332citation frequencies are primarily affiliated with research institutions in the United States and the United Kingdom. China's 
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333research in this field occurred relatively late, but Chinese scholars have actively pursued domestic and international 

334collaborations, which undoubtedly augment their future development in a constructive manner. Research hotspots include 

335areas such as bone density, postmenopausal women, vitamin D, hip fractures, etc. Research subjects encompass various 

336aspects, such as physical activity, sarcopenia, calcium intake, body mass index, etc. Notably, current research still has some 

337limitations that warrant further attention and exploration. Future studies should prioritize the exploration of improved methods 

338to measure bone density and predictive indicators of fracture risk. Additionally, there is a paucity of research specifically 

339focusing on osteoporosis in males. Controversies persist regarding the relationships among various nutrients, nutritional 

340supplements, and osteoporosis, necessitating further investigation. The findings from such research endeavors will aid 

341investigators in assessing the current landscape and identifying novel avenues for future exploration within this field. Finally, 

342as osteoporosis poses a significant clinical challenge to the global population, undertaking comprehensive and extensive 

343research is crucial to address the numerous complexities associated with this condition.

344Aknowledgments

345We would like to appreciate those who provided help in data collecting and paper writing.

346Author Contributions 

347Conceptualization: Min Li and Binyang Yu 

348Data curation: Haiyan Yang and Haiyan He 

349Formal analysis: Rui Gao, Ning Li, Aili Lv and Xiaoling Zhou 

350Funding acquisition: Rui Gao

351Investigation: Haiyan Yang and Haiyan He

352Methodology: Min Li and Binyang Yu 

353Project administration: Rui Gao, Ning Li, Aili Lv and Xiaoling Zhou

354Resources: Min Li and Binyang Yu

355Software: Min Li and Binyang Yu 

356Supervision: Rui Gao, Ning Li, Aili Lv and Xiaoling Zhou

357Validation: Haiyan Yang and Haiyan He 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


16

358Visualization: Min Li and Binyang Yu

359Writing—original draft preparation: Min Li, Binyang Yu, Haiyan Yang and Haiyan He 

360Writing—review and editing: Min Li, Binyang Yu and Rui Gao 

361References

3621. Malmir H, Larijani B, Esmaillzadeh A. Consumption of milk and dairy products and risk of osteoporosis and hip fracture: 

363a systematic review and Meta-analysis. Crit Rev Food Sci Nutr. 2020;60: 1722–1737. 

364doi:10.1080/10408398.2019.1590800

3652. Fang Y, Zhu J, Fan J, Sun L, Cai S, Fan C, et al. Dietary Inflammatory Index in relation to bone mineral density, 

366osteoporosis risk and fracture risk: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Osteoporos Int. 2021;32: 633–643. 

367doi:10.1007/s00198-020-05578-8

3683. Gossiel F, Altaher H, Reid DM, Roux C, Felsenberg D, Glüer C-C, et al. Bone turnover markers after the menopause: 

369T-score approach. Bone. 2018;111: 44–48. doi:10.1016/j.bone.2018.03.016

3704. Salari N, Ghasemi H, Mohammadi L, Behzadi M hasan, Rabieenia E, Shohaimi S, et al. The global prevalence of 

371osteoporosis in the world: a comprehensive systematic review and meta-analysis. J Orthop Surg Res. 2021;16: 609. 

372doi:10.1186/s13018-021-02772-0

3735. Asoudeh F, Salari-Moghaddam A, Larijani B, Esmaillzadeh A. A systematic review and meta-analysis of prospective 

374cohort studies on the association between alcohol intake and risk of fracture. Crit Rev Food Sci Nutr. 2022;62: 5623–

3755637. doi:10.1080/10408398.2021.1888691

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


17

3766. Sadeghi O, Djafarian K, Ghorabi S, Khodadost M, Nasiri M, Shab-Bidar S. Dietary intake of fish, n-3 polyunsaturated 

377fatty acids and risk of hip fracture: A systematic review and meta-analysis on observational studies. Crit Rev Food Sci 

378Nutr. 2019;59: 1320–1333. doi:10.1080/10408398.2017.1405908

3797. Adler RA. Osteoporosis in men: a review. Bone Res. 2014;2: 14001. doi:10.1038/boneres.2014.1

3808. Pisani P, Renna MD, Conversano F, Casciaro E, Di Paola M, Quarta E, et al. Major osteoporotic fragility fractures: 

381Risk factor updates and societal impact. World J Orthop. 2016;7: 171–181. doi:10.5312/wjo.v7.i3.171

3829. Wright NC, Looker AC, Saag KG, Curtis JR, Delzell ES, Randall S, et al. The recent prevalence of osteoporosis and 

383low bone mass in the United States based on bone mineral density at the femoral neck or lumbar spine. J Bone Miner 

384Res. 2014;29: 2520–2526. doi:10.1002/jbmr.2269

38510. Hernlund E, Svedbom A, Ivergård M, Compston J, Cooper C, Stenmark J, et al. Osteoporosis in the European Union: 

386medical management, epidemiology and economic burden. A report prepared in collaboration with the International 

387Osteoporosis Foundation (IOF) and the European Federation of Pharmaceutical Industry Associations (EFPIA). Arch 

388Osteoporos. 2013;8: 136. doi:10.1007/s11657-013-0136-1

38911. Zeng L-F, Luo M-H, Liang G-H, Yang W-Y, Xiao X, Wei X, et al. Can Dietary Intake of Vitamin C-Oriented Foods 

390Reduce the Risk of Osteoporosis, Fracture, and BMD Loss? Systematic Review With Meta-Analyses of Recent Studies. 

391Front Endocrinol. 2019;10: 844. doi:10.3389/fendo.2019.00844

39212. Weaver CM. Nutrition and bone health. Oral dis. 2017;23: 412–415. doi:10.1111/odi.12515

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


18

39313. Shi Y, Zhan Y, Chen Y, Jiang Y. Effects of dairy products on bone mineral density in healthy postmenopausal women: 

394a systematic review and meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. Arch Osteoporos. 2020;15: 48. 

395doi:10.1007/s11657-020-0694-y

39614. Park S-J, Jung JH, Kim M-S, Lee H-J. High dairy products intake reduces osteoporosis risk in Korean postmenopausal 

397women: A 4 year follow-up study. Nutr Res Pract. 2018;12: 436–442. doi:10.4162/nrp.2018.12.5.436

39815. Ilesanmi-Oyelere BL, Kruger MC. Nutrient and Dietary Patterns in Relation to the Pathogenesis of Postmenopausal 

399Osteoporosis-A Literature Review. Life (Basel). 2020;10: 220. doi:10.3390/life10100220

40016. Malmir H, Saneei P, Larijani B, Esmaillzadeh A. Adherence to Mediterranean diet in relation to bone mineral density 

401and risk of fracture: a systematic review and meta-analysis of observational studies. Eur J Nutr. 2018;57: 2147–2160. 

402doi:10.1007/s00394-017-1490-3

40317. Huang Z, Himes JH, McGovern PG. Nutrition and subsequent hip fracture risk among a national cohort of white women. 

404Am J Epidemiol. 1996;144: 124–134. doi:10.1093/oxfordjournals.aje.a008899

40518. Chen Y, Chen CM, Liu ZY, Hu ZG, Wang XW. Methodological functions of CiteSpace knowledge graphs. Scientol 

406Res. 2015;33: 242–253. doi:10.16192/j.cnki.1003-2053.2015.02.009

40719. Compston JE, McClung MR, Leslie WD. Osteoporosis. Lancet (London, England). 2019;393: 364–376. 

408doi:10.1016/S0140-6736(18)32112-3

40920. Weaver CM, Gordon CM, Janz KF, Kalkwarf HJ, Lappe JM, Lewis R, et al. The National Osteoporosis Foundation’s 

410position statement on peak bone mass development and lifestyle factors: a systematic review and implementation  

411recommendations. Osteoporos Int. 2016;27: 1281–1386. doi:10.1007/s00198-015-3440-3

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


19

41221. Kanis JA, Cooper C, Rizzoli R, Reginster J-Y. European guidance for the diagnosis and management of osteoporosis 

413in postmenopausal women. Osteoporos Int. 2019;30: 3–44. doi:10.1007/s00198-018-4704-5

41422. Holick MF. Vitamin D deficiency. N Engl J Med. 2007;357: 266–281. doi:10.1056/NEJMra070553

41523. Cruz-Jentoft AJ, Bahat G, Bauer J, Boirie Y, Bruyère O, Cederholm T, et al. Sarcopenia: revised European consensus 

416on definition and diagnosis. Age aging. 2019;48: 16–31. doi:10.1093/ageing/afy169

41724. Wright NC, Looker AC, Saag KG, Curtis JR, Delzell ES, Randall S, et al. The recent prevalence of osteoporosis and 

418low bone mass in the United States based on bone mineral density at the femoral neck or lumbar spine. J Bone Miner 

419Res. 2014;29: 2520–2526. doi:10.1002/jbmr.2269

42025. Chen L-K, Woo J, Assantachai P, Auyeung T-W, Chou M-Y, Iijima K, et al. Asian Working Group for Sarcopenia: 

4212019 Consensus Update on Sarcopenia Diagnosis and Treatment. J Am Med Dir Assoc. 2020;21: 300-307.e2. 

422doi:10.1016/j.jamda.2019.12.012

42326. Looker AC, Sarafrazi Isfahani N, Fan B, Shepherd JA. Trends in osteoporosis and low bone mass in older US adults, 

4242005-2006 through 2013-2014. Osteoporos Int. 2017;28: 1979–1988. doi:10.1007/s00198-017-3996-1

42527. Burge R, Dawson-Hughes B, Solomon DH, Wong JB, King A, Tosteson A. Incidence and economic burden of 

426osteoporosis-related fractures in the United States, 2005-2025. J Bone Miner Res. 2007;22: 465–475. 

427doi:10.1359/jbmr.061113

42828. Jackson RD, LaCroix AZ, Gass M, Wallace RB, Robbins J, Lewis CE, et al. Calcium plus vitamin D supplementation 

429and the risk of fractures. N Engl J Med. 2006;354: 669–683. doi:10.1056/NEJMoa055218

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


20

43029. Ström O, Borgström F, Kanis JA, Compston J, Cooper C, McCloskey EV, et al. Osteoporosis: burden, health care 

431provision and opportunities in the EU: a report prepared in collaboration with the International Osteoporosis Foundation 

432(IOF) and the European Federation of Pharmaceutical Industry Associations (EFPIA). Arch Osteoporos. 2011;6: 59–

433155. doi:10.1007/s11657-011-0060-1

43430. Wang Y, Shou X, Wu Y, Fan Z, Cui J, Zhuang R, et al. Relationships Between Obstructive Sleep Apnea and 

435Cardiovascular Disease: A Bibliometric Analysis (2010-2021). Med Sci Monit. 2022;28: e933448. 

436doi:10.12659/MSM.933448

43731. Zhao DQ. Exploring some issues of scientific knowledge mapping based on CiteSpace. Intell Theory Practice. 2012;35: 

43856–58. doi:10.16353/j.cnki.1000-7490.2012.10.005

43932. LeBoff MS, Greenspan SL, Insogna KL, Lewiecki EM, Saag KG, Singer AJ, et al. The clinician’s guide to prevention 

440and treatment of osteoporosis. Osteoporos Int. 2022;33: 2049–2102. doi:10.1007/s00198-021-05900-y

44133. Shams-White MM, Chung M, Du M, Fu Z, Insogna KL, Karlsen MC, et al. Dietary protein and bone health: a systematic 

442review and meta-analysis from the National Osteoporosis Foundation. Am J Clin Nutr. 2017;105: 1528–1543. 

443doi:10.3945/ajcn.116.145110

44434. Morin SN, Feldman S, Funnell L, Giangregorio L, Kim S, McDonald-Blumer H, et al. Clinical practice guideline for 

445management of osteoporosis and fracture prevention in Canada: 2023 update. CMAJ. 2023;195: E1333–E1348. 

446doi:10.1503/cmaj.221647

44735. Watts NB, Camacho PM, Lewiecki EM, Petak SM, AACE/ACE Postmenopausal Osteoporosis Guidelines Task Force. 

448American Association of Clinical Endocrinologists/American College of Endocrinology Clinical Practice Guidelines 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


21

449for the Diagnosis and Treatment of Postmenopausal Osteoporosis-2020 Update. Endocr Pract. 2021;27: 379–380. 

450doi:10.1016/j.eprac.2021.02.001

45136. Zhao J. A study on CiteSpace visualization process and analysis paradigm. Knowl Econ. 2014; 3. 

452doi:10.3969/j.issn.1007-3825.2014.16.072

45337. Chen C, Chen Y, Horowitz M, Hou H, Liu Z, Pellegrino D. Towards an explanatory and computational theory of 

454scientific discovery. J Informetr. 2009;3: 191–209. doi:10.1016/j.joi.2009.03.004

45538. Qaseem A, Forciea MA, McLean RM, Denberg TD, Clinical Guidelines Committee of the American College of 

456Physicians, Barry MJ, et al. Treatment of Low Bone Density or Osteoporosis to Prevent Fractures in Men and Women: 

457A Clinical Practice Guideline Update From the American College of Physicians. Ann Intern Med. 2017;166: 818–839. 

458doi:10.7326/M15-1361

45939. Papadopoulou SK, Papadimitriou K, Voulgaridou G, Georgaki E, Tsotidou E, Zantidou O, et al. Exercise and Nutrition 

460Impact on Osteoporosis and Sarcopenia-The Incidence of Osteosarcopenia: A Narrative Review. Nutrients. 2021;13: 

4614499. doi:10.3390/nu13124499

46240. Sugiyama T, Watarai K, Oda T, Kim YT, Oda H. Exercise for the skeleton in postmenopausal women: fundamental 

463rules of mechanical strain-related stimulus. Osteoporos Int. 2016;27: 1927–1928. doi:10.1007/s00198-015-3407-4

46441. Larsen ER, Mosekilde L, Foldspang A. Vitamin D and calcium supplementation prevents osteoporotic fractures in 

465elderly community dwelling residents: a pragmatic population-based 3-year intervention study. J Bone Miner Res. 

4662004;19: 370–378. doi:10.1359/JBMR.0301240

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


22

46742. Eckstrom E, Neukam S, Kalin L, Wright J. Physical Activity and Healthy Aging. Clin Geriatr Med. 2020;36: 671–683. 

468doi:10.1016/j.cger.2020.06.009

46943. Benedetti MG, Furlini G, Zati A, Letizia Mauro G. The Effectiveness of Physical Exercise on Bone Density in 

470Osteoporotic Patients. Biomed Res Int. 2018;2018: 4840531. doi:10.1155/2018/4840531

47144. Pinheiro PA, Carneiro J a. O, Coqueiro RS, Pereira R, Fernandes MH. “Chair Stand Test” as Simple Tool for Sarcopenia 

472Screening in Elderly Women. J Nutr Health Aging. 2016;20: 56–59. doi:10.1007/s12603-016-0676-3

47345. Chen L-R, Hou P-H, Chen K-H. Nutritional Support and Physical Modalities for People with Osteoporosis: Current 

474Opinion. Nutrients. 2019;11: 2848. doi:10.3390/nu11122848

47546. McMillan LB, Zengin A, Ebeling PR, Scott D. Prescribing Physical Activity for the Prevention and Treatment of 

476Osteoporosis in Older Adults. Healthcare (Basel). 2017;5: 85. doi:10.3390/healthcare5040085

47747. Nguyen VH. Osteoporosis prevention and osteoporosis exercise in community-based public health programs. 

478Osteoporos Sarcopenia. 2017;3: 18–31. doi:10.1016/j.afos.2016.11.004

47948. Pasqualini L, Ministrini S, Lombardini R, Bagaglia F, Paltriccia R, Pippi R, et al. Effects of a 3-month weight-bearing 

480and resistance exercise training on circulating osteogenic cells and bone formation markers in postmenopausal women 

481with low bone mass. Osteoporos Int. 2019;30: 797–806. doi:10.1007/s00198-019-04908-9

48249. Moreira LDF, Fronza FCAO, Dos Santos RN, Zach PL, Kunii IS, Hayashi LF, et al. The benefits of a high-intensity 

483aquatic exercise program (HydrOS) for bone metabolism and bone mass of postmenopausal women. J Bone Miner 

484Metab. 2014;32: 411–419. doi:10.1007/s00774-013-0509-y

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


23

48550. Liu J, Zhang D, Cao Y, Zhang H, Li J, Xu J, et al. Screening of crosstalk and pyroptosis-related genes linking 

486periodontitis and osteoporosis based on bioinformatics and machine learning. Front Immunol. 2022;13: 955441. 

487doi:10.3389/fimmu.2022.955441

48851. Hong S-H, Choi KM. Sarcopenic Obesity, Insulin Resistance, and Their Implications in Cardiovascular and Metabolic 

489Consequences. Int J Mol Sci. 2020;21: 494. doi:10.3390/ijms21020494

49052. Fatima M, Brennan-Olsen SL, Duque G. Therapeutic approaches to osteosarcopenia: insights for the clinician. Ther 

491Adv Musculoskelet Dis. 2019;11: 1759720X19867009. doi:10.1177/1759720X19867009

492

493

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted April 16, 2024. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.04.14.24305794
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

