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Bone mass is stored and reabsorbed depending
on the mechanical forces acting upon an area
such that athletes participating in high load
sports tend to present higher bone density
compared to the general population. Fencing is
an especially technical sport that combines
periods of low impact with short bursts of
explosive movements (lunge, step-lunge). The
purpose of the present study was to estimate the
bone density range in different regions of
interest for the hip joint of high level fencers and
to evaluate the range of asymmetries between
dominant and non-dominant side.

Our sample was 11 high level fencers, members
of various national teams age-groups. Regions of
interest for the hip were the inter-trochanteric
region, trochanter, femoral neck and Wards
triangle.

The results of the Bayesian analysis indicate
practical substantial asymmetries between
dominant - non-dominant side for inter-
trochanteric region, trochanter and total hip
whilst all other regions showed practically not
substantial asymmetries (~1-3%).

In  conclusion high level fencers present
asymmetries between dominant and non-
dominant side for mostly for the hip and in
particular along the axis of high impact forces.
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INTRODUCTION

H HUOOKEAETIK POPTLON KOTA TNV OOKNON QIOTEAEL ONUOVTLKO
epeblopa ywa ooteoyeveon. H OOTEOYEVETIKN QTMOKPLON OTNV
doption elval 0K wG TPOC TNV TEPLOXN Poptong Ko
avtlkatontpiletal peow Oladpopwv otnVv 00TLKN palao petaéy Tou
Kuplapxou Kol pun Kuplapxou AKPOU WC OTTOTEAECUO OLCULLUETPWV
KLVNTIKWV TIPOTUTIWV.

H &ibaokio amoteAel aBAnpa pe WOLatePeC TEXVIKEC OEELOTNTEC KOl
vontikn ofubEpkela ocov adopd TIC AmMOoPAOCEL TOAKTLKAG Ko
xapoKktnpiletal amo ACUMMUETPO MOTIBO SLAAAELMMATIKAC Kivnong
To ormolo amattel enmoavaAapBavOUEVEG KLVNOEL EKPNKTLKAG
duvapunc HkpNc SLapkeLac.

2KOTIOC TNC TTAPOVUOOC UEAETNG NTOV VAL EKTLUNOEL TO EVPOC TLUWV
TNC OOTIKNC TUKVOTNTOC 0 OLAPOPETIKEC TIEPLOXEC EVOLAPEPOVTOC
™N¢ apBpwonc tou wyilov ywa tov mMANBuopo abAntwv &upaokiag
vPnAou emumedou, KaBwc kat vo EeKTUNOel TO €UpPOC TWV
QLOULUETPLWYV LETOEV Kuplapxng Kal pn Kuplopxnc MAEUpaC.

METHODS AND MATERIALS

To delypa amotedovvtav amno elite aBAntec Eidaokioc (22.4+5.9
£tn, 169.7+7.3 cm, 66.5+6.3 kg). OL meploxec evdladepovioc yLa
TNV HETPNON OCTIKNAC TIUKVOTNTOC OTO LoXio Ntav n dlotpoyavinplo
TLEPLOXN, O TPOXAVINPAC, O auxEvac, To Tplywvo Wards koBwc ko
TO LoXio ouvoAlka. MNa tnv avadvon xpnotpomnotnoape Mmnell{lavo
(Bayesian) LKTO YPOLULULKO MOVTEAO.

NapaBetovpe to dLAoTNUA TTOU €UTEPLKAELEL TNV “aAnBvn” TN
TNC aouppETploc pe mBavotnta 95% kat tnv votepn mbBavotnta
Vo Elvoll LEYOAUTEPO QIO TNV TEPLOXN TPAKTILKAC Lootntoc (region
of practical equivalence); to eUpoc TWuwv OnAadny tTo oOmolo
NMPAKTIKA Oev OLadEpel amo to pndev. Yotepn mbavotnta >95%
urtodnAwvel OtL to TOOVO €UPOC TLHWV TWV OCULUETPLWV EXEL
TPAKTLKN onuooia.

EvoAAQKTLKO UTTOAOYLOQLUE TNV ACUMLETPLA WC % Kal TtapaBETOUE
TO dlaotnua Tou eUMEPLKAELEL TNV “aAnOwvn” TR TNE ToocooTLOLaG
acuppeTplac pe mBavotnta 95%. Na kabeva amno ta dtaothpata
aUTA umoloyioape tnv votepn mBavotnta va elval PEYAAUTEPO
amo Ta €&ng emheypeva katwdAia: 0%, 1%, 3%, 5%. Yotepn
nBavotnta >95% umodnAwvel ott n  “aAnBwn” TR NG
TTOOOOTLOLOGC OCUMMETPLOC €lval HEYAAUTEPN QMO TO EKOOTOTE
KOTWOAL.

Kapaptvtlog, OAyva ZofBidou, Xapidaoc TooAaknc, Mavayiwtne KovAouBapnc
RESULTS

Ol KOTAVOMEC TWV TLUWV OOTLKNG TTUKVOTNTOC Kuplapxng Kol pn
Kuplapxng mMAevpAac KaBwc Kal N Katovoun Twv % dtadopwv yla

RESULTS

Nivakag 1. ArtoAutn Sladopd TwWV EKTILWHUEVWY TLUWV OCTIKNAG TIUKVOTNTAG YL TV Kuplapxn Kal pun Kuplopxn

TIAEUPA VLA TLG TIEPLOXES EVOLAPEPOVTOC TOU LOXIOU LETA Ao oTAOULoN Lo TNV NALKLAL.

TIC TIEPLOXEC €eVOLAPEPOVTOC OTO LOXLO TOPOUCLAETOL OTNV

Ewova 1.

Nopatnpndnkav mMPakTlka onuavtikeg dtadopec ~11-13.5% yla
TNV Slatpoxavinpla TEPLOXN, TOV TPOXAVINPO Kol To Lo)lo

ouvoAlka (Mivokec 1 & 2).

H enidpaon tng nAKiaG oTNV OOTLKN TTUKVOTNTO TTOPOUGCLAETOL
otnv Ewova 2. Abénon tnG NALKLOC KOATA MOl TUTILKA OTTOKALON
nopouctlalouvv TIPOKTIKEC SLaPOPEC OTNV OOTLKI TUKVOTNTO YL
v Slatpoyavtnpla meptoxn (adpdw) Kol To CUVOALKO LOXLO TNG

kuplapxnc mAevpac (Mivakac 3).
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Ewkova 1. H katavoun TwV EKTLLWUEVWY TLLWV 0CTIKNAG TIUKVOTNTAG YL TNV Kuplapxn Kal pn Kuplapxn mAeupd

yla TLG epLoxEG evOLadEPOoVTOoG TOU LoXIoU LETA amo oTtaduion yla tTnv nAia.

Predicted BMD

=1

0.0

site mean 95%LL  95%UL % inside Practical diff
ROPE
Inter-trochanteric 0.16 0.10 0.23 0.0 *
Neck 0.02 -0.05 0.09 58.4 -
Total hip 0.12 0.06 0.19 0.0 *
Trochanter 0.11 0.04 0.18 0.0 *
Wards 0.02 -0.05 0.09 60.3 -

Nivakag 2. Mocootlaia Stadopd TWV EKTILWHEVWV TILWYV OCTIKNE TTUKVOTNTOC YOl TNV KUpLapxn Kol KU Kuplapxn mAsupa

yla TLG mepLoXEG evOLadEPOoVTOG ToU LoXIoU PETA armo otdaduion yla tnv nAwia.

site mean 95%LL 95%UL >0 >1 >3 >5
Inter-trochanteric  13.05 7.50 18.64 100% 100% 100% 100%
Neck 1.93 -4.29 8.33 73% 62% 37% 17%
Total hip 11.20 4.99 18.20 100% 100% 99% 97%
Trochanter 13.63 9.12 22.96 100% 100% 99% 98%
Wards 2.12 -4.62 9.56 73% 63% 40% 21%
Dominant side non-Dominant side
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Ewkova 2. H 00Tk TTUKVOTNTA O€ cUVAPTNON KE TNV NALKia ava eploxn evoladEépovtog kat TAeUpd yLa To Loyio.

Nivakag 3. AntoAutn Stadopd TNG EKTILWHUEVNG AUENONG OOTIKAG TIUKVOTNTAC yla avénon tng nAkiag ava TMAEUpA Kal TepLoxn

1.0

evéladépovrog.
site mean 95%LL 95%UL % inside Practical diff
ROPE

Inter-trochanteric (D) 0.14 0.05 0.23 0.0 "
Neck (D) 0.08 -0.01 0.17 9.2 -
Total hip (D) 0.11 0.02 0.20 2.1 "
Trochanter (D) 0.08 -0.01 0.17 11.3 -
Wards (D) 0.07 -0.02 0.16 16.4 -
Inter-trochanteric (non-D) 0.11 0.02 0.20 2.2 "
Neck (non-D) 0.05 -0.04 0.14 32.6 -
Total hip (non-D) 0.07 -0.02 0.16 14.8 -
Trochanter (non-D) 0.05 -0.04 0.14 33.9 -
Wards (non-D) 0.04 -0.05 0.13 40.3 -

MPOZAPMOTIEZ 2THN OZTIKH NYKNOTHTA TOY IZXIOY ZE AOAHTEZ =IDAZKIAZ AIEONOY2
ENINEAOY: MIA ANAAY2H ME XPH2ZH MONTEAOY MIKTQN ENIAPAZEQN KATA BAYES

Jim l'ewpyouAnc, AtootoAoc Z. Zkovupag, Kwvotavtivoc MNMatpag, 2rmupldwv Zovtng, AnUNTPLOC AVTWVAKNC

Ta amoteAéopata  KAtadelkvUouv OTL N SLOAELUUOTLKN
aocknon uPnAnc €vtaonc UMOopeL va oONYNOEL OE OOTLKN
emavadlapopdpwaon.

To kuplapxo akpo tou oBAntn &paokiog avilpetwrtilel
vPnAotepn pnxavikn doption e€atiog

1) tnc otaong tou oBAnTn Tou EeTIPEPEL MEYAAUTEPN
Katavoun Bapoug oto «umpoota» (leading) katw Akpo tou
aBAntn

2) otnv euflropnxavikn tng nmpoPoAnc Baon tng omoilag To
KATw OKpo tou abAnti Oo amoppodnoel To oUVOAO TNC
dOpPTIONC KATA TNV Kivnon Ttpo¢ Ta EUTPOC.

EMOMEVWC OL OOUUUETPLEC E€PYOVIOL WC OTOTEAECUA
UNXAVIKNG  POPTIONC TWV  OCUYKEKPLUEVWY  TIEPLOXWV
evolapEPOVTOC TOU LOXloU TNC KuplopxnG TAEUPAC HEOW
LUIKWV OUOTIAOEWV TWV KOUTTTAPWY TOU LOXLOU KATA TNV
eKTEAEON TNC ItPOoBoAnc.

ALQTILOTWOOME OOUMUETPLEC HETOEL Kuplapxnc-un Kuplapxng
nAevpac ~11-13.5% yla Tov Odlotpoyavtnpla TEPLOXN, TOV
TPOXAVINPO KOL TO LOXL0 CUVOALKA META OO otabpion ylo tnv
nAwia.

EkpetaAlevopevol ta  mAeovekthpata TN  Mmedlavng
QVAAUONC TIAPEYXOVUE TNV TILOAVOTNTO Ol EKTLUWMEVEC HLaPOPEC
va elval LEYOAUTEPEC ATTO LLLOL OELPAL ATTO ETUAEYUEVA KATWHALAL.

O teAKoc Xpnotnc Ba emAEEEL TTOLO OTTO TOL KATWHALAL OUTA EXEL
MPAKTLK Onpoola OTo EMIOTNMOVIKO TOU TEOLO KOl OTOUC
OKOTIOUC TNG UTTOKELMEVNC avaAuonC
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