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A novel classifier of radiographic knee osteoarthritis for use on knee DXA images

is predictive of joint replacement in UK Biobank.
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Key messages:

e Radiographic knee osteoarthritis (rKOA) can be semi-automatically derived from DXA
images.

e DXA-derived rKOA shows expected relationships with clinical outcomes of knee
osteoarthritis.

e DXA imaging presents a viable method for classifying rKOA in large-scale epidemiological
research.
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Abstract

Objectives

DXA scans may offer a novel means of evaluating radiographic knee osteoarthritis (rKOA) in
large population studies and through opportunistic screening. We aimed to develop and
apply a semi-automated method for assessing rKOA using ~20,000 knee DXA images from UK
Biobank (UKB) and assess its face validity by checking for expected relationships with clinical

outcomes.

Methods

Right knee DXA scans were manually annotated for osteophytes to derive corresponding
grades. Joint space narrowing (JSN) grades in the medial joint compartment were
determined from automatically measured minimum joint space width. Overall rKOA grade
(0-4) was determined by combining osteophyte and JSN grades. Logistic regression was
employed to investigate the associations of osteophyte, JSN, and rKOA grades with knee pain
and hospital-diagnosed knee osteoarthritis (HES-KOA). Cox proportional hazards modelling
was used to examine the associations of these variables with risk of subsequent total knee

replacement (TKR).

Results

Of the 19,595 participants included (mean age: 63.7), 19.5% had rKOA grade >1 (26.1%
female; 12.5% male). Grade >1 osteophytes and grade >1 JSN were associated with knee
pain, HES-KOA, and TKR. Higher rKOA grades were linked to stronger associations with these

clinical outcomes, with the most pronounced effects observed for TKR. HRs for the
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association of rKOA grades with TKR were 3.28, 8.75, and 28.63 for grades 1, 2 and 3-4,

respectively.

Conclusions

Our DXA-derived measure of rKOA demonstrated a progressive relationship with clinical
outcomes. These findings support the use of DXA for classifying rKOA in large

epidemiological studies and in future population-based screening.
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Introduction

Knee osteoarthritis (KOA) is the most common form of osteoarthritis, affecting 5.4 million
people in the UK alone (1). Annually, this results in around 100,000 knee replacements being
performed (2), with demand for these procedures expected to rise by nearly 40% by 2060
(3). Diagnosis of KOA is primarily based on clinical symptoms, with persistent knee pain
being the most common. Radiographically, KOA displays distinctive features such as
osteophyte formation, joint space narrowing (JSN), subchondral sclerosis and cysts. These
features have been integrated into grading systems for use in epidemiological studies,
including the widely used Kellgren-Lawrence (KL) grading system (4), which classifies KOA
severity into five grades, ranging from 0 for “normal” up to 4 for “severe”. Typically, a KL
score of >2, indicating the presence of a definite osteophyte and possible JSN, is used to
define radiographic knee osteoarthritis (rKOA) in research studies (5). Applying this approach
to large epidemiological studies is challenging due to its time-consuming and subjective
nature (5-9). However, there is growing interest in developing computer-aided techniques to

enhance reliability and reduce the time required to derive these grades. (10-15).

To date, large scale epidemiological studies of osteoarthritis have primarily been based on
plain radiographs (X-rays), for which KL scoring was initially developed. Dual-energy X-ray
Absorptiometry (DXA) imaging has recently emerged as a viable alternative (16). Initially
developed for measuring bone mineral density (BMD) at the hip and spine, DXA is widely
used as a tool for diagnosing osteoporosis. Advancements in DXA technology have
significantly improved resolution, enabling the visualisation of features such as osteophytes

and measurements of JSN (16). The very low radiation exposure associated with these
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devices (17) make them highly suitable for use in large scale epidemiological studies, as well

as offering potential application in population screening.

UK Biobank (UKB), a large prospective cohort study, is acquiring hip and knee DXA images
from 100,000 participants (18). A recent proof-of-concept study, involving 40,000 of these
hip DXA scans, suggested DXA images can be used for accurately classifying hip
osteoarthritis; robust associations were observed between grades 2-4 of radiographic hip
osteoarthritis (rHOA) and different clinical outcomes, including a nearly 60-fold greater
likelihood of requiring total hip replacement in individuals with rHOA grade 4 (19). While
similar investigations for the knee are lacking, a prior study based on knee DXA scans in UKB
suggested that a DXA-derived imaging biomarker for knee shape, derived from a statistical

shape model, could predict the need for total knee replacement (TKR) (20).

The primary objectives of this study were to develop a semi-automated method for
classifying rKOA using DXA scans, to apply this method to a large dataset of images from
UKB, and to evaluate its face validity by examining its relationship with clinically important

KOA outcomes.

Methods

Population

This study included participants from the UKB Extended Imaging Study, a subset of the larger
UKB cohort. UKB enrolled ~500,000 participants aged 40-69 from across the UK between
2006 and 2010, collecting extensive health and lifestyle data. The Extended Imaging Study,
initiated in 2014, aimed to collect medical imaging data, including DXA scans, from 100,000

participants (18). UKB has full ethical approval from the National Information Governance
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101  Board for Health and Social Care and the North-West Multi-Centre Research Ethics
102 Committee (11/NW/0382). All UKB participants provided consent, including permission for
103  their health to be followed-up through linkage to health-related records. This study was

104  approved by UKB under application number 17295.

105 DXA-based measures of knee osteoarthritis

106 DXA-based scoring of osteophytes and joint space narrowing

107  High resolution knee DXA-scans were acquired using a Lunar iDXA scanner (GE-Healthcare,
108  Madison, WI, USA), with participants lying in a supine position. A machine-learning

109  algorithm based on random-forest regression voting (BoneFinder®, The University of

110  Manchester (21)), initially trained on ~7000 manually annotated left knee DXA images,
111  placed 129 points along the bone contours of the distal femur, proximal tibia, proximal
112  fibula, and superior patella, excluding osteophytes. Details of this methodology have been
113  published previously (20). The present study is based on a selection of ~20,000 randomly
114  selected right knee DXA images with automated point placement checked by trained

115  annotators (RB, FS).

116 At the time point placement was checked, each image was also evaluated for the presence
117  of medial and lateral femoral and tibial osteophytes. If osteophytes were present, they were
118  shaded manually (Figure 1), and the osteophyte area (mm?) was calculated using a custom
119  tool (University of Manchester). Osteophytes were then automatically graded on a scale of

120  0-3 based on area thresholds derived from manual grading (supplementary methods).

121 Minimum Joint Space Width (mJSW; mm) of the medial joint compartment was
122  automatically measured between predefined points (Figure 1) using a custom Python 3.0

123 script. Medial joint space narrowing (JSN) grades were assigned based on the mJSW

6
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124  measurements: JSN grade 0 for mJSW >3mm; grade 1 for mJSW >2.5mm and <3mm; grade 2
125  for mJSW >2mm and <2.5mm; grade 3 for mJSW <2mm. The medial joint compartment was

126  selected due to its common involvement in primary KOA, with preliminary analyses

127  indicating it as the most reliable predictor of clinical outcomes.

128 Generation of rKOA grades

129  Overall rKOA grades were determined by integrating osteophyte and JSN grades.

130  Subchondral sclerosis and cysts were not considered because they were rarely observed.
131  Four osteophyte sites were assessed, each graded on a scale of 0 to 3, resulting in a total
132  possible score of 12. To adjust for their relative contribution, each site's grade was multiplied
133 by 0.5, resulting in a maximum combined osteophyte score of 6. This score was then added

134  to the JSN total, resulting in a maximum sum score of 9 (see supplementary Table 1). To

135  provide a five-point overall rKOA grade (similar to the KL radiograph grading system), we
136  used the following cut-offs: rKOA grade 0, sum score = 0; grade 1 >0 & <1.5; grade 2 >1.5 &
137  <3; grade 3 >3 & <4.5; grade 4 >4.5. Figure 2 illustrates an example image corresponding to
138  each rKOA grade. Additionally, as a sensitivity analysis, we adjusted mJSW measurements by
139  normalising them against the mean height of the population before assigning JSN grades

140  (Supplementary Methods).

141  Clinical outcomes

142 A binary variable indicating knee pain lasting for more than three months was created based
143  onresponses obtained from a questionnaire administered during the participants' DXA

144  appointment. Hospital-diagnosed KOA, hereafter referred to as HES-KOA, was determined
145  using International Classification of Diseases (ICD) codes (9™ and 10 revisions), which were

146  obtained via linkage to Hospital Episodes Statistics (HES). Records began in 1997 and data
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147  were downloaded in July 2023, capturing information up until the end of October 2022. This
148  variable was analysed cross-sectionally, recognising that KOA is a chronic condition that
149  could have been present before the diagnosis. TKR had to be subsequent to the scan date

150 and was based on Office of Population Censuses and Surveys (OPCS) codes, for which an

151  associated date was obtained. None of the three clinical outcomes were side-specific.

152  Statistical analysis

153  Logistic regression was employed to investigate the associations between osteophytes, JSN,
154  and rKOA grades with knee pain and HES-KOA. The findings are presented as odds ratios

155  (ORs) alongside their corresponding 95% confidence intervals (Cls). When assessing the

156  association of these exposures with TKR, Cox proportional hazards modelling was used, with
157  results reported as hazard ratios (HRs) along with their 95% Cls. The proportional hazards
158 assumption was checked using Schoenfeld residuals. Each exposure was compared against a
159 reference group of individuals with a grade of O for that specific exposure. Both crude and
160 adjusted models were conducted, with adjustments made for age, sex, height, weight, and
161  ethnicity (Supplementary Methods). The primary analysis included both males and females,
162  with additional separate analyses conducted for each sex. Additionally, an interaction term
163  for sex was incorporated into the primary models. All analyses were conducted using Stata

164  version 17 (StataCorp, College Station, TX, USA).

165  Results

166  Population Characteristics

167 Intotal, 19,595 right knee DXA scans were available after applying quality control measures.

168 The mean age of participants was 63.7 years (range 45 to 82 years), with approximately
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169  equal sex distribution (51.8 females) (Table 1). A total of 2,886 (14.7%) reported having had
170  knee pain for >3 months, 917 (4.7%) had HES-KOA and 271 (1.4%) had undergone TKR

171  subsequent to their DXA scan. The median time to TKR was 2.6 years (IQR: 1.3 to 4.1 years).

172  Prevalence of rKOA

173 Osteophytes and JSN

174  Osteophytes (grade >1) were detected in 2,359 (12.0%) DXA scans (Table 1), with the

175  greatest prevalence observed in the medial femur, followed by the lateral tibia, medial tibia,
176  and lateral femur. Notably, females exhibited a higher frequency of osteophytes across all
177  sites compared to males. Osteophytes tended to be larger on the femur than on the tibia.
178  Medial JSN (grade >1) was present in 1,847 participants (9.4%) and was almost three times
179  more common in females. The prevalence of individual osteophyte and JSN grades can be

180 found in Supplementary Table 2 and Supplementary Table 3, respectively.

181 Overall rKOA grade

182  Aclassifier for rKOA was constructed by combining scores for osteophytes and JSN. The

183  distribution of participants across different rKOA grades is detailed in Supplementary Table 4,

184  with participant characteristics categorised by rKOA grade presented in Supplementary Table

185 5. Among the participants, 15,768 (80.5%) exhibited grade 0 rKOA, while 2,883 (14.7%) had
186 grade 1, 712 (3.6%) had grade 2, 158 (0.8%) had grade 3 and 74 (0.4%) had grade 4. Due to
187  the small number of participants with KOA grade 4, rKOA grades 3 and 4 were combined in
188  subsequent analyses. Among females, 26.1% had an rKOA grade 1 or higher, compared to

189 12.5% for males.
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190 Associations between rKOA and knee osteoarthritis outcomes

191 Osteophytes versus knee osteoarthritis outcomes

192  In adjusted analyses, the presence of one or more osteophyte (grade >1) at any site was
193  associated with knee pain, HES-KOA and TKR, with progressively higher effect estimates (OR
194  3.38 [95% Cl: 3.06, 3.75], 4.67 [4.03, 5.42] and 7.51 [5.84, 9.66], respectively) (Table 2).

195  Results from the unadjusted analysis, provided in Supplementary Table 6, demonstrated

196 similar associations, albeit with larger effect sizes. Osteophytes located at each knee region
197  were related to all clinical outcomes, with lateral femoral and medial tibial osteophytes
198  showing the strongest associations with HES-KOA and TKR. Results of the sex-stratified

199 analysis are detailed in Supplementary Tables 7 and 8. The point estimates for the

200 associations of individual osteophyte sites (grade >1) with pain and TKR were higher in males
201 than in females after adjustment. However, no evidence of a sex interaction was observed

202 when an interaction term was included in the main model.

203  Higher osteophyte grades were generally more strongly associated with the three clinical
204  outcomes at all four sites, in both unadjusted and adjusted analyses (Figure 3; tabulated in

205  Supplementary Tables 9 (unadjusted) and 10 (adjusted)). However, some exceptions were

206 observed: grade 2 medial tibial osteophytes showed slightly weaker associations with pain
207 compared with grade 1 osteophytes; grade 3 lateral tibial osteophytes showed slightly
208  weaker associations with HES-KOA compared with grade 2 osteophytes; grade 2 lateral
209 femoral osteophytes showed slightly weaker associations with TKR compared with grade 1
210 osteophytes. Although the trend was less evident in the sex-stratified analyses,

211  (Supplementary Tables 11-14), the ORs and HRs for grade 3 osteophytes were generally

10
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212  larger than for grade 1. There was no evidence that sex modified the associations of

213  osteophyte grades with clinical outcomes (Supplementary Tables 9 and 10).

214 JSN versus knee osteoarthritis outcomes

215  JSN (grade >1) was associated with all three clinical outcomes, with effect sizes almost 50%
216  less than that of osteophytes (knee pain: adjusted OR 1.45 [1.28,1.65]; HES-KOA: OR 2.23
217 [1.85,2.67] and TKR: HR 3.23 [2.45, 4.26]) (Table 2). In sex stratified analyses, ORs and HRs
218  for the association of JSN (grade >1) with clinical outcomes were found to be higher in males

219 compared with females (Supplementary Tables 7 and 8) and there was evidence of a sex

220 interaction for all outcomes (Table 2).. As JSN grades increased, there was a corresponding

221 increase in effect estimates (Figure 3), which stronger associations for HES-KOA compared
222 with pain, and for TKR compared with HES-KOA. This trend remained consistent among

223  females (Supplementary Tables 13 and 14) but was less evident in males (Supplementary

224  Tables 11 and 12), though individual grades were still strongly associated with all three KOA

225  outcomes. There was some evidence of a sex-interaction (9 and 10).

226 rKOA versus knee OA outcomes

227  The relationship between rKOA grades and clinical outcomes showed a consistent pattern of
228 increasing strength of association with greater rKOA grade, which was observed across all

229  three outcomes (Figure 4; tabulated in Supplementary Table 15). Adjusted ORs for pain

230 ranged from 2.04 (1.84, 2.26) for grade 1 rKOA to 7.08 (5.41, 9.27) for grades 3-4. Similarly,
231  for HES-OA, the adjusted ORs varied from 2.67 (2.25, 3.16) for grade 1 rKOA to 10.24 (7.53,
232 13.93) for grades 3-4. Regarding TKR, HRs ranged from 3.97 (2.90, 5.42) for grade 1 to 21.11

233 (14.28, 31.19) for grades 3-4. In sex-stratified analyses (Supplementary Table 15), rkOA

234  measures remained associated with all three outcomes, with a clear progressive trend in

11
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235  females. In males, grade 2 rKOA had a stronger association with HES-KOA and TKR compared
236  to grades 3-4, although grades 3-4 were still associated. Sex interactions were apparent for
237  certain rKOA grades. Specifically, in adjusted models, there was evidence suggesting that the
238  associations of rKOA grade 2 and rKOA grades 3-4 with HES-KOA and TKR were modified by
239  sex. We conducted a sensitivity analysis to ensure that the observed associations between

240  rKOA grades and clinical outcomes were not confounded by variations in participant height,

241  as the shorter stature in females may have explained their greater prevalence of JSN. After

242 deriving rKOA grades using height-normalised mJSW (prevalence detailed in Supplementary

243  Table 16), the results showed a similar sex interaction in the relationship between rKOA

244  grade and clinical outcomes (Supplementary Table 17).

245  Discussion

246  We aimed to create a novel classifier for rKOA based on knee DXA scans. Using semi-

247  automated techniques to minimise subjective interpretation, we annotated and graded

248  osteophytes and JSN on knee DXA scans from nearly 20,000 UKB participants to derive rKOA
249  grade. Our study revealed an overall rKOA prevalence of 19.5%, consistent with previous
250 estimates of rKOA based on plain radiographs (X-rays), though reported ranges vary widely
251  (22). These variations likely stem from differences in participant selection, demographics,
252  and the specific characteristics of the study populations. For instance, Cui et al. reported
253  prevalence rates of rKOA (defined as KL >2) ranging from 9% to 55% across 19 studies

254  conducted between 2001 to 2020, with a pooled estimate of 28.7% (23). All of these studies
255  were notably smaller in scale compared to the present investigation. Specifically, the study
256  reporting a 9% prevalence rate included 1,128 individuals from the USA with a mean age of

257 62 (range 34-90), whereas the study with a 55% prevalence rate involved 3,040 Japanese

12
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258  participants with a mean age of 70 (SD: 11). Our finding that women exhibited a higher rate

259  than men (26.1% vs. 12.5%) aligns with the existing literature, which consistently shows a

260  higher prevalence of KOA among women, especially over the age of 40 years (24, 25).

261  To evaluate the face validity of our measure of rKOA, we investigated associations with

262  clinical outcomes related to KOA, namely prolonged knee pain, HES-KOA, and subsequent
263  TKR. These outcomes serve as proxies for increasing severity, with TKR representing end-
264  stage osteoarthritis. We observed robust and progressively increasing associations between
265  grades of rKOA and all three outcomes. Furthermore, rKOA grades demonstrated stronger
266 relationships with more advanced outcomes, with approximately seven-fold, ten-fold, and
267 nineteen-fold increased risks of knee pain, HES-KOA, and TKR, respectively, for individuals
268  classified with rKOA grades 3-4 compared to those with grade 0. These relationships

269 appeared to reflect associations of both osteophyte and JSN grade with clinical outcomes,
270  both of which were used to derived rKOA grade. That said, the presence of pain correlated
271  more strongly with the presence of osteophytes than with JSN, which is consistent with

272  some studies (26, 27), but not all (28). Taken together, these findings suggest that rKOA may
273  have clinical relevance, given its relationship with outcomes such as pain and risk of TKR.
274  While NICE guidelines prioritise symptom-based diagnosis (29), our results suggest that

275 imaging could be beneficial in certain cases, potentially complementing clinical assessments
276  and aiding in treatment decisions. Moreover, our proposed method for evaluating rKkOA
277  offers a means of evaluating structural changes associated with KOA in large cohorts. This
278  could in turn to provide a basis for identifying new risk factors, including genetic factors,

279  which could lead to the discovery of novel therapeutic targets.

13


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.24311666
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

BTepInt (WiMah wag not ceriiod by peet review) i th aLthoriunder, who has granted raedRxy a iGense t Glpiay the preprnt
It is made available unde?grpcectlt-jg)\// 4.0 International license .

280 Interestingly, we found evidence of a sex difference in the associations of JSN and rKOA with
281  KOA outcomes, with generally higher effect estimates observed in males in sex-stratified
282  analyses. This discrepancy may be attributed to narrower joint space width in healthy
283  females compared with males, possibly due to their smaller stature, making JSN (derived
284  from mJSW) a less specific measure for osteoarthritis in females. This could in turn result in
285  weaker associations with clinical outcomes. However, results of the sensitivity analysis show
286 that these differences persist even after normalising mJSW by mean height, suggesting that
287  radiographic evidence of KOA may not correspond as closely with clinical outcomes in
288  women. Other studies support this by demonstrating that, given the same level of

289 radiographic severity, women tend to experience more intense pain and physical limitations

290 than men (25, 30).

291  Similar to the conventional KL grading system, our DXA-derived classification system

292  prioritises the assessment of osteophytes and JSN, as these features are considered hallmark
293  signs of osteoarthritis progression and have been associated with knee symptoms (31-35).
294  While sclerosis is a component of the KL grading system, definitive sclerosis was observed
295  too infrequently on DXA images for inclusion in our classifier. This may represent a significant
296 limitation given that some studies suggest sclerosis is associated with knee pain (28, 36). On
297  the other hand, our classifier offers several distinct advantages. For example, KL grading

298  often introduces ambiguity with terms like “definite” osteophyte and “possible” JSN,

299  (assuming a continuous progression of these structural changes), which can lead to

300 discrepancies between raters and across studies (5-9). In contrast, we automated the

301 measurement of mJSW, enabling us to establish quantitative cut-offs for JSN. While

302 osteophytes were manually identified, our classifier uses specific area-based cut-offs to

303 define osteophyte grade, thereby avoiding the subjective scoring used in KL grading.
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304 Importantly, we observed strong correlations between these osteophyte grades and all three
305 KOA outcomes, validating their use in future studies. By leveraging advancements in
306 computer vision technologies, it may become feasible to fully automate the shading of

307 osteophytes, enabling the widespread application of our classifier in large-scale

308 epidemiological studies.

309 To our knowledge, no other automated or semi-automated classification system for rKOA on
310 knee DXA images has been described previously. That said, various machine learning and
311 deep-learning methods have been reported to analyse rKOA on X-rays. Rather than

312 developing a classification system based on thresholds for JSN and osteophyte size, as here,
313  X-ray based studies have generally trained models on diagnoses made by radiologists. For
314 example, Thomas et al. developed an automated model to detect the presence of rKOA,
315 defined as KL grade > 2, using X-rays previously graded by a committee of radiologists (10).
316  Their model, employing a convolutional neural network, demonstrated performance similar
317  to that of radiologists. Similarly, Tiulpin et al. utilized deep-learning methods to accurately
318  predict KL grade from knee X-rays, achieving an area under the ROC curve of 0.98 for

319 detecting rKOA (KL >2) (37).

320 Interms of limitations, although our clinical outcomes related to KOA were not side-specific,
321  our classification of rKOA was based solely on right knees. However, this approach likely

322  reduces effect estimates rather than introducing biased associations. Additionally, HES-KOA,
323  while specific, may be insensitive since obtaining an ICD code necessitates a hospital

324  admission. Furthermore, since our classification system was developed using data from UKB,
325  future studies should replicate our findings to validate their generalizability. A further

326 limitation is that, unlike previous studies based on X-rays, DXA images are acquired with

15


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.24311666
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.24311666; this version posted August 8, 2024. The copyright holder for this
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in
perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY 4.0 International license .
327  participants in a supine position, as opposed to weight bearing, meaning the mJSW is usually
328 larger (38). Like X-rays, being two-dimensional, DXA scans provide a limited view of
329 osteophytes and can be distorted by minor changes in patient positioning, potentially
330 obscuring osteophytes from view. The lower prevalence of lateral femoral osteophytes

331 observed in our analysis compared to other sites may indicate potential issues related to

332  rotation during image acquisition.

333  In conclusion, we have developed a semi-automated classifier for rKOA for use on knee DXA
334  images, based on combinations of osteophytes at four locations within the knee joint, and
335 medial JSN. Having applied this classifier to right knee DXA images from ~20,000 UKB

336  participants, we observed expected prevalence rates for rKOA, including higher rates in

337 females than males. Moreover, rKOA showed expected progressive associations with clinical
338 outcomes namely knee pain, HES-OA and TKR. Based on these findings, we propose that
339  knee DXA scans can provide a valuable tool in ascertaining rKOA in large cohort studies, as

340 well as pointing to their possible use in population-based screening.
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Table 1: Baseline descriptive statistics of the study population.

Demographics

Age (years)
Height (cm)
Weight (kg)
Ethnic background
White
Asian
Chinese
Black
Mixed
Other
Unknown
Radiographic measures

OP any location
OP all locations
Medial femoral OP
Lateral femoral OP
Medial tibial OP
Lateral tibial OP
medial JSN

Total OP area (mm2)

Medial femoral OP area (mm?)
Lateral femoral OP area (mm?)
Medial tibial OP area (mm?)
Lateral tibial OP area (mm?)
Medial mJSW (mm)

Lateral mJSW (mm)

Clinical outcomes

Knee pain >3 months
HES-KOA
TKR

Time to TKR (years)

All
(n=19,595)

63.73 (45, 82)
170.20 (135, 202)
75.27 (36, 169)

18963 (96.77%)
263 (1.34%)
54 (0.28%)
116 (0.59%)
91 (0.46%)
110 (0.56%)
52 (0.27%)

2359 (12.04%)
71 (0.36%)
1328 (6.78%)
303 (1.55%)
1003 (5.12%)
1243 (6.34%)
1847 (9.43%)

24.28 (1.99, 316.62)
18.29 (1.99, 142.71)
20.72 (2.46, 155.11)
11.57 (2.05, 118.09)
12.14 (2.18, 121.00)
3.90 (0, 7.27)
4.15 (0.47, 7.87)

2886 (14.73%)
917 (4.68%)
271 (1.38%)

2.60 (1.31, 4.10)

Female
(n=10,146)

Mean (Range)
63.03 (45, 82)
163.59 (135, 198)
67.96 (36, 169)
Frequency (%)
9827 (96.86%)
124 (1.22%)
36 (0.35%)
63 (0.62%)
49 (0.48%)
61 (0.60%)
22 (0.22%)

Frequency (%)
1473 (14.52%)
43 (0.42%)

900 (8.87%)
194 (1.91%)
596 (5.87%)
748 (7.37%)
1427 (14.06%)
Mean (Range)
22.88(1.99, 316.62)
17.28 (1.99, 142.71)
17.26 (2.46, 68.56)
10.56 (2.05, 118.09)
11.38 (2.19, 121.00)
3.61 (0, 6.31)
3.73(0.48,7.74)

Frequency (%)
1500 (14.78%)
425 (4.19%)
141 (1.39%)
Median (IQR)
2.54 (1.46, 3.96)

Male
(n=9449)

64.49 (45, 82)
177.29 (150, 202)
83.12 (48, 160)

9136 (96.69%)
139 (1.47%)
18 (0.19%)
53 (0.56%)
42 (0.44%)
49 (0.52%)
30 (0.32%)
886 (9.38%)
28 (0.30%)
428 (4.53%)
109 (1.15%)
407 (4.31%)
495 (5.24%)
420 (4.44%)

26.59 (2.12, 266.69)
20.42 (3.95, 123.22)
26.90 (3.29, 155.11)
13.06 (2.12, 95.09)
13.28 (2.18, 90.43)
4.21(0.37, 7.27)
4.59 (0.47, 7.87)

1386 (14.67%)
492 (5.21%)
130 (1.38%)

2.68 (1.31, 4.62)

Abbreviations: HES-KOA, Knee Osteoarthritis Based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; mJSW,
Minimum Joint Space Width; OP, Osteophyte; TKR, Total Knee Replacement.
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Table 2: The adjusted associations of osteophytes and joint space narrowing (grades >1) with knee osteoarthritis outcomes

Pain HES-KOA TKR
OR 95% ClI p-value OR 95% ClI p-value HR 95% Cl p-value
Any OP 3.38 (3.74,0.00) 1.0x101% 4.67 (4.03,5.42) 2.7x10° 7.51 (5.84,9.66) 8.4x10°°
OP at all locations  3.90 (6.30,0.00) 3.1x10% 4.37 (2.48,7.68) 3.2x107 5.77 (2.94,11.31) 3.4x107”
Medial femoral OP 3.50 (3.96,0.00) 1.2x10% 3.84 (3.23,4.57) 8.5x10% 5.20 (3.98, 6.80) 2.6x10%
Lateral femoral OP 3.39 (4.30,0.00) 1.7x10% 6.19 (4.71,8.14) 4.1x10%® 7.93 (5.60,11.23) 2.0x10%
Medial tibial OP 4.17 (4.77,0.00) 2.8x10% 5.43 (4.55,6.47) 9.4x10%* 8.06 (6.21,10.46) 1.9x10>°
Lateral tibial OP 2.90 (3.30,0.00) 3.0x10°° 3.65 (3.06,4.36) 6.1x10% 4.86 (3.72,6.35) 5.8x 103
JSN 1.45 (1.65,0.00) 7.0x 1070%* 2.23 (1.85,2.67) 1.0x107%7* 3.23 (2.45,4.26) 8.0x10%*

Logistic regression and cox proportional hazards modelling results showing the associations of osteophyte and JSN grades (grade >1 vs 0) with
knee pain, hospital diagnosed knee osteoarthritis and knee replacement, respectively (n=19,595). Models were adjusted for age, sex, height,
weight and ethnicity. Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee Osteoarthritis Based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard
Ratio; JSN, Joint Space Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. *Denotes a sex-interaction term with p<0.05.
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Figure 1: An example DXA scan with osteophytes marked up

The left panel displays a DXA image of the knee without annotations, while the right panel shows the same DXA image with osteophytes
manually shaded. Osteophytes are indicated by colours corresponding to their locations: red for the medial femur, green for the lateral femur,
yellow for the medial tibia, and blue for the lateral tibia. Minimum joint space width (mJSW) was measured at specific points in the medial and
lateral compartments. For the distal femur, mJSW was measured between medial points 24-30 and lateral points 15-20. For the proximal tibia,

mJSW was measured between medial points 68-73 and lateral points 57-62.
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Figure 2: Example DXA scans representing each grade of radiographic knee osteoarthritis

Grade 0 3 3 Grade 1 Grade 2 ‘ e 3 3 : Grade 4

Radiographic knee osteoarthritis (rKOA) grades were generated by integrating data on osteophyte grades and joint space narrowing (JSN)
grades. The images show progression from Grade 0 to Grade 4, demonstrating increasing severity of osteoarthritic changes. Grade 0 indicates

no radiographic features of osteoarthritis, while Grades 1 to 4 show progressively more significant joint space narrowing and osteophyte

formation.
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Figure 3: Associations of Osteophyte grades and medial joint space narrowing grades with
knee osteoarthritis outcomes.
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The graphs depict both crude and adjusted odds ratios and hazard ratios, accompanied by
95% confidence intervals, for knee pain, HES-KOA, and TKR, across different grades of
osteophytes and JSN (n=19,595). Models are adjusted for age, sex, height, weight, and
ethnicity. Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee Osteoarthritis based on

Hospital Episode Statistics; JSN, Joint Space Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; TKR, Total Knee

Replacement.
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Odds ratio with 95% CI

Figure 4: Associations of rKOA grade with knee osteoarthritis outcomes
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The plots present both unadjusted and adjusted associations between rKOA grade, derived from a composite measure of osteophyte and JSN
grades, and knee osteoarthritis outcomes (n=19,595). The models include adjustments for age, sex, height, weight, and ethnicity, with 95%
confidence intervals provided. Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee Osteoarthritis based on Hospital Episode Statistics; JSN,

Joint Space Narrowing; rKOA, Radiographic Knee Osteoarthritis; TKR, Total Knee Replacement.
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Supplementary Tables

Combined score N %

0 15,768 80.47
0.5 823 4.2

1 1,678 8.56
1.5 382 1.95
2 428 2.18
2.5 142 0.72
3 142 0.72
3.5 71 0.36
4 55 0.28
4.5 32 0.16
5 29 0.15
5.5 17 0.09
6 11 0.06
6.5 7 0.04
7 3 0.02
7.5 5 0.03
8 1 0.01
9 1 0.01

Supplementary Table 1: The breakdown of the combine score including osteophyte and JSN grades.

Radiographic osteophyte grades, initially multiplied by 0.5, were summed across the four sites on the medial and lateral aspects of the femur
and tibia, with a maximum possible score of 6. This score was then combined with the JSN grade, resulting in a maximum possible score of 9 for
each individual. Cut-offs were used to assign overall rKOA grades based on these combined scores.
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All Female Male

(n=19,595) (n=10,146) (n=9,449)
Osteophyte grade N % N % N %
Medial Femur
0 18,267 (93.22) 9,246 (91.13) 9,021 (95.47)
1 732 (3.74) 535 (5.27) 197 (2.08)
2 374 (1.91) 234 (2.31) 140 (1.48)
3 222 (2.13) 131 (1.29) 91 (0.96)
Lateral femur
0 19,292 (98.45) 9,952 (98.09) 9,340 (98.85)
1 130 (0.66) 100 (0.99) 30 (0.32)
2 78 (0.40) 49 (0.48) 29 (0.31)
3 95 (0.48) 45 (0.44) 50 (0.53)
Medial tibia
0 18,592 (94.88) 9,550 (94.13) 9,042 (95.69)
1 695 (3.55) 453 (4.46) 242 (2.56)
2 195 (1.00) 90 (0.89) 105 (1.11)
3 113 (0.58) 53 (0.52) 60 (0.63)
Lateral tibia
0 18,352 (93.66) 9,398 (92.63) 8,954 (94.76)
1 809 (4.13) 502 (4.95) 307 (3.25)
2 237 (1.21) 141 (1.39) 96 (1.02)
3 197 (1.01) 105 (1.03) 92 (0.97)

Supplementary Table 2: Prevalence of Osteophytes by site.
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All Female Male
(n=19,595) (n=10,146) (n=9,449)
Medial JSN grade
0 17748 (90.57%) 8719 (85.94%) 9029 (95.56%)
1 1448 (7.39%) 1129 (11.13%) 319 (3.38%)
2 315 (1.61%) 248 (2.44%) 67 (0.71%)
3 84 (0.43%) 50 (0.49%) 34 (0.36%)

Supplementary Table 3: Prevalence of medial joint space narrowing (JSN).
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All Female Male
(n=19,595) (n=10,146) (n=9,449)

rKOA grade

0 15768 (80.47%) 7500 (73.92%) 8268 (87.50%)
1 2883 (14.71%) 2027 (19.98%) 856 (9.06%)
2 712 (3.63%) 492 (4.85%) 220 (2.33%)
3 158 (0.81%) 87 (0.86%) 71 (0.75%)
4 74 (0.38%) 40 (0.39%) 34 (0.36%)

Supplementary Table 4: Prevalence of radiographic knee osteoarthritis (rKOA).
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rKOA grade
1 2 3 4
N=2883 N=712 N=158 N=74

Demographics Mean (SD)
Age (years) 65.22 (7.00)  66.44 (6.89) 66.66(6.38)  66.76 (6.13)
Height (cm) 167.27 (9.08) 167.28(9.48) 169.84 (9.70) 168.69 (9.99)
Weight (kg) 74.24 (15.76) 76.39 (16.63) 82.61(17.49) 90.00 (21.88)
Radiographic measures Frequency (%)
OP at any site 1668 (57.86%) 459 (64.47%) 158 (100.00%) 74 (100.00%)
OP at all sites 0 (0.00%) 15 (2.11%) 29 (18.35%) 27 (36.49%)
Medial femoral OP 805 (27.92%) 326 (45.79%) 130(82.28%) 67 (90.54%)
Lateral femoral OP 89 (3.09%) 114 (16.01%) 66 (41.77%) 34 (45.95%)
Medial tibial OP 518 (17.97%) 286 (40.17%) 129 (81.65%) 70 (94.59%)
Lateral tibial OP 773 (26.81%) 294 (41.29%) 115 (72.78%) 61 (82.43%)
Medial JSN 1312 (45.51%) 393 (55.20%) 82 (51.90%) 60 (81.08%)
Clinical outcomes Frequency (%)
Knee pain 635 (22.03%) 245 (34.41%) 83(52.53%) 42 (56.76%)
HES-KOA 225 (7.80%) 140 (19.66%) 45 (28.48%) 24 (32.43%)
Knee replacement 75 (2.60%) 62 (8.71%) 25 (15.82%) 15 (20.27%)

Supplementary Table 5: Participant characteristics by radiographic KOA grade.

Abbreviations: cm, centimetres; HES-KOA, hospital diagnosed knee osteoarthritis; JSN, joint
space narrowing; Kg, kilograms; OP, osteophytes; TKR, total knee replacement.
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Pain HES-KOA TKR
OR 95% Cl p OR 95% Cl p HR 95% Cl p
Any OP 3.72 (3.37,4.10) <1.0x10% 5.39 (4.69,6.21) <1.0x10% 9.74 (7.67,12.38) <1.0x10™
OP at all locations  5.07 (3.18,8.10) 1.04x10™" 6.51 (3.76,11.28) 2.26x10" 10.52 (5.41,20.44) 3.93x10"%
Medial femoral OP  3.95 (3.50,4.45) <1.0x10%° 4.53 (3.84,5.35) <1.0x10% 7.10 (5.50,9.18) <1.0x10%
Lateral femoral OP  4.09 (3.24,5.16) 2.04x1032 8.05 (6.19,10.49) <1.0x10* 12.36 (8.83,17.29) <1.0x10%
Medial tibial OP 475 (4.16,5.43) <1.0x10% 6.70 (5.65,7.94) <1.0x10% 11.32 (8.82,14.53) <1.0x10™
Lateral tibial OP 331 (2.93,3.76) <1.0x10™ 4.48 (3.77,5.31) <1.0x10% 6.76 (5.22,8.75) <1.0x10%
JSN 1.53 (1.35,1.73) 7.19x10"%* 229 (1.92,2.72) 1.26x107%%* 3.80 (2.92,4.95) 3.85x10%*

Supplementary Table 6: The unadjusted associations of osteophytes and joint space narrowing (grades >1) with knee OA outcomes in males

and females combined.

Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee osteoarthritis based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space

Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. *Denotes a sex-interaction term with p<0.05. n=19,595.
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Pain HES-KOA TKR
Unadjusted
OR 95% Cl p OR 95% Cl p HR 95% Cl p
Any OP 3.72 (3.20,4.33) <1.0x10% 5.12 (4.17,6.28) <1.0x10* 10.45 (7.41,14.74) <1.0x10™
OP at all locations  5.87 (2.79,12.33) 3.05x 10 6.14 (2.60,14.52) 3.54x10% 11.06 (4.09,29.92) 2.24x10%
Medial femoral OP  4.41 (3.61,5.40) <1.0x10™% 4.63 (3.56,6.04) 6.45x107%° 8.68 (5.88,12.80) 1.15x10%
Lateral femoral OP  4.89 (3.34,7.16) 3.76x107 8.02 (5.26,12.24) 4.74x10% 13.57 (8.04,22.90) 1.68x10%
Medial tibial OP 4.82 (3.93,5.93) <1.0x10% 6.42 (4.99,8.26) <1.0x10% 13.67 (9.54,19.60) <1.0x10™
Lateral tibial OP 3.23 (2.66,3.93) 8.43x10%* 4.14 (3.20,5.35) 2.30x107% 6.86 (4.65,10.10) 2.15x10%
JSN 2.64 (2.13,3.28) 1.69x107® 3.77 (2.85,4.98) 1.81x10% 5.77 (3.80,8.77) 2.17x10™
Adjusted

Any OP 3.46 (2.96,4.04) <1.0x10% 440 (3.57,5.43) <1.0x10% 8.36 (5.86,11.91) 7.64x103
OP at all locations  4.33  (2.03,9.23) 1.52x10* 4.03 (1.68,9.68) 0.002 6.03 (2.19,16.59) 5.00x 10
Medial femoral OP  4.04 (3.29,4.96) <1.0x10™% 3.86 (2.95,5.06) 1.01x10? 6.59 (4.42,9.82) 2.11x10%
Lateral femoral OP 4.23  (2.87,6.24) 3.51x107% 6.34 (4.11,9.76) 5.45x10" 9.20 (5.38,15.72) 4.94x 107
Medial tibial OP 436 (3.53,5.37) <1.0x10™ 533 (4.12,6.91) 7.63x10%¥ 10.48 (7.21,15.23) 6.48x 10
Lateral tibial OP 2.92 (2.39,3.56) 8.07x107% 3.45 (2.66,4.49) 1.97x107% 521 (3.50,7.75) 4.03x107
JSN 2.50 (2.00,3.12) 6.44x107%® 3.25 (2.44,4.33) 7.60x10%® 445 (2.90,6.82) 7.26x10™

Supplementary Table 7: The associations of osteophytes and joint space narrowing (grades >1) with knee OA outcomes in males.

Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee osteoarthritis based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space
Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. Models were adjusted for age, height, weight and ethnic group.
n=9,449.
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Pain HES-KOA TKR
Unadjusted
OR 95% Cl p OR 95% Cl p HR 95% Cl p
Any OP 3.78 (3.33,4.29) <1.0x10% 6.28 (5.14,7.66) <1.0x10*° 9.56 (6.82,13.39) <1.0x10
OP at all locations 4.61 (2.52,8.43) 7.23x10" 7.07 (3.46,14.45) 7.95x10% 10.12 (4.14,24.71) 3.76x10Y
Medial femoral OP  3.79 (3.27,4.40) <1.0x10% 5.00 (4.01,6.22) <1.0x10% 6.42 (4.55,9.05) 3.77x102
Lateral femoral OP  3.69 (2.74,4.95) 4.44x10™® 8.61 (6.13,12.09) 2.21x10%* 11.78 (7.59,18.29) 3.87x107%
Medial tibial OP 472 (3.97,5.62) <1.0x10% 7.33 (5.81,9.24) <1.0x10% 9.69 (6.86,13.69) 5.55x107%*
Lateral tibial OP 3.39 (2.88,3.98) <1.0x10% 5.04 (4.00,6.35) <1.0x10"° 6.76 (4.77,9.57) 6.14x10%
JSN 1.24 (1.07, 1.44) 0.005 2.03 (1.61,2.55) 1.48x10% 3.26 (2.30,4.61) 2.42x10"
Adjusted

Any OP 3.32 (2.90,3.79) <1.0x10% 492 (3.99,6.07) <1.0x10% 6.75 (4.74,9.62) 3.76x107%
OP at all locations  3.65 (1.95,6.83) 7.23x10% 4.62 (2.20,9.70) 7.95x10% 5.45 (2.20,13.51) 2.47x10%
Medial femoral OP  3.21 (2.75,3.75) <1.0x10% 3.75 (2.98,4.72) <1.0x10% 430 (3.00,6.14) 1.34x10%
Lateral femoral OP  2.92 (2.15,3.97) 4.44x10® 6.01 (4.21,8.56) 2.21x10% 7.03 (4.45,11.10) 6.94x 10"
Medial tibial OP 4.01 (3.35,4.80) <1.0x10™ 5.45 (4.28,6.94) <1.0x10™° 6.35 (4.43,9.11) 1.01x10%
Lateral tibial OP 2.88 (2.43,3.40) <1.0x10™ 3.78 (2.97,4.81) <1.0x10"° 453 (3.16,6.51) 2.88x10%®
JSN 1.16 (1.00, 1.35) 0.005 1.77 (1.40,2.24) 1.48x10% 2.65 (1.87,3.77) 5.60x10%

Supplementary Table 8: The associations of osteophytes and joint space narrowing (grades >1) with knee OA outcomes in females.

Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee osteoarthritis Based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space
Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. Models were adjusted for age, height, weight and ethnic group.
n=10,146.
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Medial femur
grade 1
grade 2
grade 3
Lateral femur
grade 1
grade 2
grade 3
Medial tibia
grade 1
grade 2
grade 3
Lateral tibia
grade 1
grade 2
grade 3

JSN

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3

Pain HES KOA TKR

OR  95%Cl p OR 95% Cl p HR 95% Cl p

2.93 (2.49,3.45) 3.50x 103 2.86 (2.23,3.67) 1.32x107% 3.98 (2.66,5.97) 2.05x 10
507 (4.12,6.25) <1.0x10% 6.09 (4.67,7.94) <1.0x10% 9.73 (6.71,14.09) 2.76x 10
6.40 (4.91,8.36) <1.0x10% 833 (6.10,11.38) <1.0x10% 13.38 (8.88,20.18) 3.46x 10
3.62 (2.53,5.17) 1.65x10™%2 6.62 (4.38,10.02) 3.44x10%° 10.45 (6.20,17.62) 1.30x 10
439 (2.79,6.89) 1.31x 107 570 (3.27,9.91) 7.44x107° 8.21 (3.87,17.42) 4.07 x 10
454 (3.02,6.83) 3.59x107% 12.88 (8.44,19.65) 2.09 x 10%2 18.97 (11.74,30.66) 3.05x 103
4.63 (3.96,5.42) <1.0x10% 533 (4.32,6.58) <1.0x10™% 8.56 (6.27,11.70) <1.0x10%°
436 (3.27,5.83) 2.05x107% 9.44 (6.83,13.06) <1.0x10% 16.19 (10.80,24.29) <1.0x 10
6.43 (4.44,9.32) 8.65x107% 11.83 (7.91,17.69) 2.77x 103 21.17 (13.01,34.42) 9.02x10%
2.98 (2.56,3.48) <1.0x10% 3.43  (2.75,4.29) 1.37x107% 456  (3.21,6.49) 3.24x10Y
3.67 (2.81,4.80) 1.95x10% 6.51 (4.72,8.97) 2.45x10%° 10.43 (6.82,15.95) 2.88x 107%
4.41 (3.31,5.88) 4.76x10% 6.80 (4.81,9.61) 1.92x107 11.81 (7.59,18.37) 6.24x 102
1.26 (1.09,1.45)  0.002* 1.69  (1.36,2.09) 2.12 x 10°°6* 2.50 (1.78,3.51) 1.37x1077*
220 (1.71,2.84) 9.71x 10710* 3.69 (2.66,5.12) 4.92 x 10715 6.48 (4.17,10.06) 1.01x 107
525 (3.41,8.08) 4.54x10% 9.63 (6.00,15.46) 6.81x 102 17.59 (10.40,29.75) 1.05 x 1026*

Supplementary Table 9: Unadjusted associations of OP grades and JSN grades with knee OA outcomes in males and females combined.

Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee osteoarthritis based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space

Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. *Denotes a sex-interaction term with p<0.05. n=19,595.
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Pain HES KOA TKR

OR 95% Cl p OR 95% Cl p HR 95% ClI p
Medial femur
grade 1 2.66 (2.25,3.14) 2.14x10% 256 (1.98,3.30) 5.86x10% 3.10 (2.06,4.69) 7.08x 1008
grade 2 4.48 (3.62,5.55) <1.0x10™ 5.02 (3.82,6.59) 4.15x103% 6.88 (4.71,10.07) 2.46x102%
grade 3 5.31 (4.04,6.98) 3.76x 103 6.28 (4.55,8.66) 4.57x107% 8.65 (5.67,13.20) 1.52x102%
Lateral femur
grade 1 3.09 (2.14,4.45) 1.50x10 5.36 (3.50, 8.20) 1.10x 10 6.75 (3.96,11.48) 2.03x10%?
grade 2 3.51 (2.21,5.56) 9.48x10® 412 (2.34,7.27) 9.85x10% 521 (2.44,11.10) 1.92x10%
grade 3 3.73 (2.45,5.66) 7.39x107% 9.69 (6.27,14.98) 1.78x10% 12.25 (7.49,20.02) 1.66x10%
Medial tibia
grade 1 4.15 (3.53,4.87) <1.0x10% 454 (3.66,5.64) <1.0x10% 6.54 (4.75,9.00) 1.04x10%
grade 2 3.82 (2.84,5.14) 6.54x10% 7.33 (5.26,10.22) 6.15x103% 11.02 (7.29,16.66) 5.08x10%
grade 3 494 (3.37,7.24) 2.41x10% 7.82 (5.16,11.86) 3.79x10% 11.64 (6.99,19.37) 3.70x10?%
Lateral tibia
grade 1 2.69 (2.30,3.15) 6.15x10%* 2.94 (2.34,3.68) 1.37x10% 3.52 (2.46,5.03) 5.00x10*
grade 2 3.08 (2.35,4.05) 7.49x107® 5.14 (3.70,7.14) 1.52x10% 7.14 (4.63,11.01) 5.76x10%
grade 3 3.61 (2.69,4.86) 1.53x10Y 492 (3.44,7.03) 2.19x10® 7.26 (4.60,11.46) 1.70x10Y
JSN
Grade 1 1.21 (1.05,1.41) 0.010* 1.69 (1.35,2.12) 3.68 x107%* 2.23  (1.57,3.16) 6.64 x 10°%*
Grade 2 2.03 (1.57,2.64) 9.17 x 107%8* 3.37 (2.40,4.73) 2.03x107%* 498 (3.17,7.84) 3.83x10%*
Grade 3 439 (2.82,6.83) 5.09x101 7.37 (4.53,12.00) 9.30x 10°6* 11.10 (6.51,18.92) 9.59 x 101%*

Supplementary Table 10: Adjusted associations of OP grades and JSN grades with knee OA outcomes in males and females combined.

Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee osteoarthritis based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space
Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. *Denotes a sex-interaction term with p<0.05. Models were adjusted
for age, sex, height, weight and ethnic group. n=19,595.
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Pain HES KOA TKR

OR 95% Cl p OR 95% Cl p HR 95% ClI p
Medial femur
grade 1 3.63 (2.70,4.89) 1.79x10Y 3.30 (2.17,5.01) 2.11x10°® 5.84 (3.12,10.91) 3.16x10®
grade 2 430 (3.05,6.06) 9.05x10YV 5.67 (3.74,8.59) 2.75x10°% 11.00 (6.27,19.31) 6.54x10Y
grade 3 6.88 (4.54,10.43) 9.24x10% 6.24 (3.79,10.26) 5.55x1013 11.38 (5.93,21.85) 2.58x10°“
Lateral femur
grade 1 458 (2.22,9.45) 3.87x10% 7.02 (3.11,15.85) 2.75x10°% 18.38 (8.08,41.79) 3.76x10"?
grade 2 4,86 (2.33,10.13) 2.41x10% 5.04 (2.04,12.43) 4.52x10% 6.26  (1.55, 25.33) 0.010
grade 3 5.10 (2.92,8.92) 1.13x10°® 10.86 (6.05,19.49) 1.35x107% 15.01 (7.33,30.76) 1.36x10%3
Medial tibia
grade 1 471 (3.62,6.12) 5.32x103% 5.08 (3.63,7.12) 2.71x10% 10.80 (6.75,17.28) 3.14x10°%
grade 2 3.82 (2.56,5.70) 5.51x10 9.07 (5.90,13.97) 1.18x102% 17.38 (10.03,30.12) 2.46x10%*
grade 3 7.90 (4.73,13.18) 2.63x10°% 7.88 (4.41,14.08) 3.32x101? 19.39 (9.74,38.62) 3.32x10°YV
Lateral tibia
grade 1 272 (2.11,3.49) 7.07x10°% 2.94 (2.07,4.19) 2.22x10°% 4.39 (2.50, 7.69) 2.41x10%
grade 2 348 (2.28,5.31) 7.33x107® 5.83 (3.56,9.56) 2.57x101? 10.53 (5.49,20.20) 1.44x10%?
grade 3 510 (3.37,7.73) 152x10% 6.95 (4.29,11.25) 3.32x10°%® 11.40 (6.11,21.29) 2.16x10%
JSN
Grade 1 2.28 (1.76,2.93) 2.35x10°% 2.81 (1.98,3.99) 6.22x107% 4.82 (2.92,7.96) 7.72x10°%
Grade 2 344 (2.08,5.69) 1.46x107 9.22 (5.45,15.59) 1.15x10°% 11.14 (5.42,22.87) 5.28x101
Grade 3 5.48 (2.79,10.78) 8.13x10% 433 (1.78,10.51) 1.21x10® 5.00 (1.23,20.25) 0.024

Supplementary Table 11: Unadjusted associations of OP grades and JSN grades with knee OA outcomes in males.

Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee osteoarthritis based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space
Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. n=9,449.

35


https://doi.org/10.1101/2024.08.08.24311666
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

Categorical

Medial femur

grade 1
grade 2
grade 3

Lateral femur

grade 1
grade 2
grade 3
Medial tibia
grade 1
grade 2
grade 3
Lateral tibia
grade 1
grade 2
grade 3

JSN

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3

Pain HES KOA TKR

OR 95% Cl p OR 95% Cl p HR 95% Cl p

3.35 (2.48,4.52) 2.97x10%  2.86 (1.87,4.36) 1.08x 10 4.83 (2.58,9.06) 8.97x107
4.00 (2.82,5.67) 8.06x10%  4.80 (3.14,7.32) 3.59x10% 8.54 (4.84,15.08) 1.44x10%
6.06 (3.97,9.23) 5.70x10Y7  4.76 (2.86,7.90) 1.68x 10" 7.24 (3.70,14.16) 7.14x10%
420 (2.01,876) 1.29x10% 563 (2.46,12.90) 4.32x10%  12.17 (5.30,27.90) 3.63x 10
3.66 (1.73,7.76) 6.88x10% 334 (1.33,8.39) 1.03x10® 359 (0.88,14.71)  0.076
461 (2.62,8.13) 1.21x10% 937 (5.17,16.99) 1.70x10%*  11.39 (5.53,23.48) 4.30x 10"
435 (3.33,5.68) 2.29x10?7 437 (3.10,6.14) 2.60x 10" 8.72 (5.42,14.03) 4.62x107°
3.42 (2.27,5.14) 3.35x10%  7.49 (4.82,11.62) 2.78x10%°  13.09 (7.48,22.91) 2.21x10%
6.61 (3.92,11.14) 1.34x102 590 (3.25,10.69) 5.00x10%  13.19 (6.41,27.15) 2.48x10™2
2.54 (1.97,3.28) 6.42x10 254 (1.78,3.64) 3.10x 10 3.53  (2.01,6.21) 1.18x 10
2.98 (1.94,4.58) 6.16x10% 474 (2.87,7.84) 1.29x10 7.73 (3.98,15.00) 1.50x 10
435 (2.85,6.65) 1.09x10% 543 (3.32,8.89) 1.72x10% 8.02 (4.21,15.28) 2.54x 1010
2.17 (1.68,2.81) 4.34x10%  2.46 (1.72,3.50) 6.91x 10 3.78 (2.28,6.28) 2.80x 10
310 (1.86,5.19) 1.59x10%  7.76 (4.52,13.31) 9.89x 10 8.39 (4.05,17.39) 1.37x10%
520 (2.62,10.32) 2.48x10%  3.68 (1.50,9.02) 0.004 3.67 (0.90,14.92)  0.071
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Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee osteoarthritis based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space
Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. Models were adjusted for age, sex, height, weight and ethnic group.
n=9,449.
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Pain HES KOA TKR

OR 95% Cl p OR 95% Cl p HR 95% ClI p
Medial femur
grade 1 2.74 (2.25,3.34) 1.26x102 3.04 (2.22,417) 5.25x102 334 (1.96,5.68) 9.18x 100
grade 2 5.67 (4.35,7.38) 8.54x103% 6.98 (4.93,9.88) 6.54x10% 9.10 (5.55,14.93) 2.36x10*®
grade 3 6.15 (4.34,8.71) 1.65x102% 10.99 (7.34,16.45) 2.92x10%! 15.04 (8.83,25.63) 2.01Ex10%
Lateral femur
grade 1 3.36 (2.23,5.08) 8.04x10% 7.18 (4.43,11.66) 1.45x10% 8.27 (4.20,16.30) 1.02x10°
grade 2 4,12 (2.33,7.31) 1.23x10°% 6.53 (3.24,13.18) 1.64x10Y 9.43 (3.85,23.07) 9.02x10Y
grade 3 3.99 (2.19,7.26) 6.06x 107 15.46 (8.39,28.50) 1.65x 1078 23.96 (12.55,45.76) 6.44x10%
Medial tibia
grade 1 462 (3.79,5.62) <1.0x10% 595  (4.53,7.82) 1.11x10% 730 (4.81,11.10) 1.19x107%
grade 2 5.07 (3.33,7.72) 4.24x10% 9.71 (5.92,15.91) 1.90x10% 14.97 (8.20,27.34) 1.24x1078
grade 3 5.08 (2.94,8.78) 5.52x10% 18.19 (10.32,32.06) 1.14x102 23.35 (11.75,46.42) 2.56x 10"
Lateral tibia
grade 1 3.18 (2.61,3.86) 5.77x103% 4.08 (3.05,5.44) 1.43x10% 4.73 (3.00,7.47) 2.52x104
grade 2 3.83 (2.70,5.41) 3.63x10% 749 (4.90,11.44) 1.19x10?% 10.49 (5.98,18.39) 2.45x107®
grade 3 3.87 (2.59,5.77) 3.47x1041 6.81 (4.13,11.22) 5.50x 10" 12.12 (6.49,22.66) 5.30x10%
JSN
Grade 1 1.00 (0.84,1.20) 0.960 1.49 (1.12,1.97) 0.005 1.84 (1.15, 2.92) 0.011
Grade 2 1.90 (1.41,2.56) 2.24x10 2.67 (1.71,4.15) 1.46x10% 5.38 (3.06,9.43) 457x10%
Grade 3 5.07 (2.90,8.87) 1.28x10°® 15.98 (8.93,28.60) 9.93x10? 28.97 (16.21,51.80) 6.81x10%

Supplementary Table 13: Unadjusted associations of OP grades and JSN grades with knee OA outcomes in females.

Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee osteoarthritis based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space
Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. n=10,146.
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Medial femur

grade 1
grade 2
grade 3

Lateral femur

grade 1
grade 2
grade 3
Medial tibia
grade 1
grade 2
grade 3
Lateral tibia
grade 1
grade 2
grade 3

JSN

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grade 3

Pain HES KOA TKR

OR  95%Cl p OR 95% Cl p HR 95% Cl p

2.40 (1.96,2.93) 2.51x107 2.40 (1.74,1.74) 1.03x 10’ 2.38  (1.39,4.08) 0.002
474 (3.61,6.21) 3.32x107% 5.08 (3.55,3.55) 6.10x107%° 5.75 (3.46,9.55) 1.46x10%
477 (3.33,6.83) 1.78x10Y7  7.60 (5.00,5.00) 2.84x102'  9.50 (5.48,16.46) 1.03x 10
2.74 (1.79,4.19) 3.13x10% 5.15 (3.12,3.12) 1.30x107° 5.07 (2.55,10.09) 3.82x10%
3.39 (1.89,6.09) 4.43x10% 4.85 (2.37,2.37) 1.55x10% 6.38 (2.59,15.70) 5.45x 10
2.86 (1.53,5.34) 0.001 9.80 (5.14,5.14) 4.07 x 102 12.29 (6.22,24.29) 5.35x 108
4.01 (3.27,4.91) <1.0x10% 4.63 (3.50,3.50) 9.21x107? 519 (3.38,7.95) 4.44x10%
434 (2.82,6.68) 2.50x10™M 7.15 (4.31,4.31) 2.77x10% 9.11 (4.93,16.84) 1.75x 102
3.52 (1.99,6.22) 1.45x10% 10.49 (5.79,5.79) 9.08 x 10 10.61 (5.17,21.78) 1.21x1071°
2.77 (2.27,3.39) 3.50x 102 3.20 (2.38,2.38) 1.55x 10 3.41  (2.14,5.42) 2.21x10
3.14 (2.20,4.48) 3.25x107° 5.45 (3.53,3.53) 2.21x10% 6.76 (3.81,11.99) 6.44x 10"
3.05 (2.01,4.61) 1.38x10%  4.41 (2.62,2.62) 2.22x10%®  6.65 (3.48,12.71) 9.50x 10°®
0.96 (0.80,1.15)  0.665 1.37 (1.03,1.03)  0.032 1.61 (1.01,2.57) 0.045
1.74 (1.28,2.36) 3.61x10% 2.13 (1.35,1.35)  0.001 3.85 (2.18,6.82) 3.65x10%
3.76 (2.11,6.70) 7.28x10°%  10.20 (5.55,5.55) 7.32x10 1545 (8.47,28.16) 4.17x 10

Supplementary Table 14: Adjusted associations of OP grades and JSN grades with knee OA outcomes in females.

Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee osteoarthritis based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space
Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. Models were adjusted for age, height, weight and ethnic group.

n=10,146.
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rKOA exposure

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grades 3-4

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grades 3-4

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grades 3-4

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grades 3-4

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grades 3-4

Grade 1
Grade 2
Grades 3-4

Unadjusted

Pain HES KOA TKR
OR 95% ClI p OR 95% ClI p HR 95% ClI p
All
2.09 (1.89,2.31) <1.0x10%0* 2.68 (2.27,3.15) 3.29 x 10732 4.45 (3.28, 6.03) 5.37 x 10?2
3.87 (3.29,4.55) <1.0x10% 7.75 (6.30,9.52)  <1.0x 10™0* 15.75 (11.43,21.71) <1.0x 1040*
8.62 (6.63,11.21) <1.0x10% 13.40 (9.97,18.01) <1.0x10%* 32.58 (22.50,47.17) <1.0x10**
Male

2.73 (2.31,3.21) 4.10x 103 3.44 (2.71,4.37) 3.91x10% 5.90 (3.81,9.13) 1.83x 10"
453 (3.43,6.00) 2.67x107% 11.51 (8.45,15.68) <1.0x 1040 24.54 (15.84,38.02) <1.0x10%
8.89 (6.02,13.13) 5.21x10% 7.37 (4.58,11.87) 2.07 x 10-% 18.44 (9.86, 34.47) 6.79 x 10%°

Female
1.87 (1.64,2.13) 5.75x10?% 2.70 (2.13, 3.40) 7.80x 10V 4.04 (2.63,6.21) 2.10x 1010
3.66 (2.99,4.47) 1.59 x 10°3¢ 7.09 (5.31, 9.46) <1.0x 1040 12.19 (7.59, 19.58) 417 x 10
8.48 (5.94,12.09) 4.64x10% 23.09 (15.62,34.14) <1.0x10% 49.16 (30.31,79.71) <1.0x10%°

Adjusted

All
2.04 (1.84,2.26) <1.0x10%%* 2.67 (2.25,3.16) 1.47 x 10% 3.97 (2.90, 5.42) 5.64 x 1018
3.65 (3.08,4.31) <1.0x10% 7.26 (5.85,9.00) <1.0 x 107%0%* 12.87 (9.22,17.96) <1.0x 10%*
7.08 (5.41,9.27) <1.0x10% 10.24 (7.53,13.93) <1.0x10%* 21.11 (14.28,31.19) <1.0x10%0*
Male

2.62 (2.22,3.10) 1.20x10% 3.07 (2.41,3.91) 1.46 x 10 490 (3.14,7.63) 2.33x 1022
4.34 (3.27,5.76) 3.65 x 10% 10.06 (7.35,13.78) <1.0x 1040 19.61 (12.55,30.65) <1.0x10™%°
7.59 (5.10,11.29) 1.65x107% 5.71 (3.50,9.30) 2.65 x 102 12.62 (6.59, 24.17) 2.13%

Female
1.74 (1.52,1.99) 3.61x10% 2.34 (1.84, 2.96) 2.51 x 1012 3.28 (2.12,5.07) 9.14 x 108
3.22 (2.61,397) 3.90x10% 5.58 (4.14, 7.53) 1.74 x 10% 8.75 (5.39,14.22) 1.96x107®
6.53 (4.52,9.43) 1.66x107% 15.52 (10.31,23.35) <1.0x10™ 28.63 (17.09,47.96) 3.33x10%
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Supplementary table 15: Association of radiographic knee osteoarthritis (rKOA) grades with clinical outcomes, overall and stratified by sex.

Abbreviations: Cl, Confidence Interval; HES-KOA, Knee Osteoarthritis Based on Hospital Episodes Statistics; HR, Hazard Ratio; JSN, Joint Space
Narrowing; OP, Osteophyte; OR Odds Ratio; TKR, Total Knee Replacement. *Denotes a sex-interaction term with p<0.05. Models were adjusted
for age, sex, height, weight and ethnic group. Overall, n=19,595; males, n=9449; females n=10,146
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Total Male Female
N=19595 N=9449 N=10146
rKOA grade
0 14895 (76.01%) 8366 (88.54%) 6529 (64.35%)
1 3312 (16.90%) 787 (8.33%) 2525 (24.89%)
2 1128 (5.76%) 198 (2.10%) 930 (9.17%)
3 182 (0.93%) 69 (0.73%) 113 (1.11%)
4 78 (0.40%) 29 (0.31%) 49 (0.48%)

Supplementary Table 16: Prevalence of height-adjusted radiographic knee osteoarthritis
(rKOA)

Radiographic knee osteoarthritis (rKOA) grades were generated based on a combination of
osteophyte grades and joint space narrowing (JSN) grades. In the sensitivity analysis, the
minimum joint space width (mJSW) of the medial compartment, which was used to define
JSN grade, was normalised by the mean height of the population to account for height-
related variations in mJSW.
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Pain HES-KOA TKR
OR lower ClI p OR lower ClI p HR lower ClI p
Al
Grade 1 1.93 (1.73,2.14) 2.05x10%* 269 (2.26,3.20) 3.18x10%* 3.47 (2.51,4.80) 4.61x10™*
Grade 2 261 (2.24,3.03) 4.09x10%* 508 (4.09,6.32) <1.0x10%* 9.19 (6.51,12.98) 2.04x10%*
Grades3-4 7.40 (5.72,9.58) <1.0x10%° 10.67 (7.90,14.39) <1.0x10%* 19.72 (13.40,29.02) <1.0x10%
Grade >1 2.28 (2.08,2.50) <1.0x10%* 3.62 (3.12,4.21) <1.0x10%* 586 (4.47,7.69) 1.76x10°%~
Males
Grade 1 2.81 (2.37,3.33) 1.95x10% 391 (3.09,4.95) 6.95x10% 5.78 (3.76, 8.88) 1.34x10%
Grade 2 4.40 (3.27,5.92) 1.36x10%2 9.18 (6.57,12.85) 2.22x10%® 18.63 (11.74,29.56) 2.33x10%
Grades 3-4 7.47 (4.95,11.26) 8.72x10* 5.26 (3.14,8.81) 3.05x10%® 12.06 (6.16,23.61) 3.74x10™"
Grade >1 3.37 (2.91,3.90) <1.0x10% 4.88 (3.99,5.96) <1.0x10%° 8.67 (6.06,12.41) 3.10x10*
Females
Grade 1 1.56 (1.36,1.78) 5.54x10™ 1.85 (1.45,2.37) 7.97x10%  2.02 (1.27,3.22) 0.003
Grade 2 2.11  (1.76,2.53) 5.96x10*® 3.40 (2.55,4.53) 9.29x10YV 5.14 (3.19, 8.29) 1.94x 10"
Grades3-4 6.90 (4.95,9.63) 5.65x10% 13.93 (9.49,20.45) <1.0x10% 21.96 (13.15,36.66) 3.36x10°*
Grade >1 1.826 (1.62,2.05) 9.71x10* 2,63 (2.13,3.25) 2.11x10 3.66 (2.50, 5.37) 2.85x10

Supplementary Table 17: Results of the sensitivity analysis looking at the association of height-adjusted rKOA grades with clinical outcomes.

This table presents the regression results for the association of height-adjusted radiographic knee osteoarthritis (rKOA) grades with knee
osteoarthritis outcomes. The outcomes evaluated include prolonged knee pain, hospital-diagnosed knee OA (HES-KOA), and subsequent total
knee replacement (TKR). Analyses were adjusted for age, sex (in combined analysis), height, weight and ethnic category. *Denotes a sex-
interaction term with p<0.05.
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Supplementary Methods

Assessment of covariates

The selection of covariates was predetermined based on existing literature associating these
variables with knee osteoarthritis risk. Height and weight measurements were taken at the
time of the DXA scan, following standardized procedures, while age and sex were self-
reported during recruitment. Participants self-reported their ethnicity, which was then

categorized into groups including White, Black, Asian, Chinese, Mixed-Heritage and Other.

Generation of a rKOA osteophyte grades

In this study, osteophyte area cut-offs were generated using a combination of manually
graded osteophyte grades and shading of osteophyte area. Binary variables were first
created for Grade 2 and Grade 3 osteophytes in both the medial and lateral femur regions.
These variables were assigned a value of 0 if the manually graded osteophyte was below the
specified grade and a value of 1 if the manually graded osteophyte matched the specified
grade. Optimal cut-points for osteophyte area were then estimated using the Youden Index
method, which determines the optimal threshold for classification based on a continuous
predictor variable, by maximizing the sum of sensitivity and specificity. The reference
variable was the binary outcome variable, while the classification variable was the
continuous osteophyte area measurement. The empirical optimal cut-points for Grade 2 and
Grade 3 osteophytes were as follows: medial femur (grade 2: 14.72 mm?, grade 3: 25.78
mm), lateral femur (14.03 mm?, 24.62 mm?), medial tibia (12.20 mm?, 20.28 mm?), and
lateral tibia (10.53 mm?, 18.65 mm?). Based on these cut-offs, osteophyte grades were

determined accordingly:
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Medial Femur Lateral Femur Medial Tibia Lateral Tibia
Grade lower upper lower upper lower upper lower upper
1 >0mm? | €15mm? | >0mm? | <14 mm? | >0mm? | <12mm? | >0 mm? | <11 mm?
2 >15mm? | <26 mm? | 214 mm? | <25mm? | 212 mm? | €20mm? | 211 mm? | <19 mm?
3 >26 mm? >25 mm? >20 mm? >19 mm?

These grades were then multiplied by 0.5, summed (with a maximum value of 6), and added
to the JSN grade (which has a maximum value of 3) to derive a combined score, with a
maximum value of 9. Subsequently, the overall rKOA grade was determined based on this

combined score, as detailed in the main text.

Sensitivity analysis

Height normalisation of medial joint space width (mJSW) was performed to mitigate
potential confounding effects of participant height on mJSW measurements. Initially, a linear
regression analysis was conducted using height as the independent variable and mJSW as
the dependent variable. This regression provided a beta coefficient representing the change
in mJSW per unit change in height. Subsequently, for each participant, the difference
between their height and the mean height of the study population was calculated. This
difference was multiplied by the beta coefficient to derive an inflation factor, which served
to adjust each individual's mJSW measurement based on their height deviation from the
mean. Adjustments were made by adding the inflation factor for individuals taller than the
mean height and subtracting it for those shorter. These normalised mJSW values were then
used to redefine Joint Space Narrowing (JSN) grades as before (JSN grade 0 for mJSW >3mm,
grade 1 for mJSW >2.5mm and <3mm, grade 2 for mJSW >2mm and <2.5mm, and grade 3

for mJSW <2mm). The revised JSN grades were integrated with osteophyte grades to
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compute overall radiographic knee osteoarthritis (rKOA) grade, consistent with the

methodology detailed in the main text. This approach ensured that mJSW measurements

accurately reflected joint space narrowing independent of height variations.
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