
 

 

 University of Groningen

Response to
Nijholt, Willemke; Jager-Wittenaar, Harriet; Scafoglieri, Aldo; Hobbelen, Johannes S. M.; van
der Schans, Cees
Published in:
Journal of cachexia sarcopenia and muscle

DOI:
10.1002/jcsm.12293

IMPORTANT NOTE: You are advised to consult the publisher's version (publisher's PDF) if you wish to cite from
it. Please check the document version below.

Document Version
Publisher's PDF, also known as Version of record

Publication date:
2018

Link to publication in University of Groningen/UMCG research database

Citation for published version (APA):
Nijholt, W., Jager-Wittenaar, H., Scafoglieri, A., Hobbelen, J. S. M., & van der Schans, C. (2018). Response
to: "The use of ultrasound for the estimation of muscle mass: one site fits most?". Journal of cachexia
sarcopenia and muscle, 9(3), 627-628. https://doi.org/10.1002/jcsm.12293

Copyright
Other than for strictly personal use, it is not permitted to download or to forward/distribute the text or part of it without the consent of the
author(s) and/or copyright holder(s), unless the work is under an open content license (like Creative Commons).

The publication may also be distributed here under the terms of Article 25fa of the Dutch Copyright Act, indicated by the “Taverne” license.
More information can be found on the University of Groningen website: https://www.rug.nl/library/open-access/self-archiving-pure/taverne-
amendment.

Take-down policy
If you believe that this document breaches copyright please contact us providing details, and we will remove access to the work immediately
and investigate your claim.

Downloaded from the University of Groningen/UMCG research database (Pure): http://www.rug.nl/research/portal. For technical reasons the
number of authors shown on this cover page is limited to 10 maximum.

Download date: 24-05-2023

https://doi.org/10.1002/jcsm.12293
https://research.rug.nl/en/publications/a323513e-0bb8-4b65-8915-e3cf8846ca95
https://doi.org/10.1002/jcsm.12293


Response to: “The use of ultrasound for the estimation
of muscle mass: one site fits most?”

We thank Takashi Abe, Jeremy P. Loenneke, and Robert S.
Thiebaud for their valuable response to our systematic
review in their Letter entitled “The use of ultrasound for
the estimation of muscle mass: one site fits most?”.1

We feel encouraged by their response that ultrasound has
the potential to play an important role in assessing muscle
mass in daily practice in the future. The authors remarked
that we included only two studies in our systematic review
that evaluated the validity of ultrasound-derived prediction
equations for the prediction of muscle mass in older adults.2

The authors elaborate on three other studies that indicate
that forearm muscle thickness measurements could be
used for the prediction of muscle mass in older adults.
Although these articles provide additional information on
the possibilities of muscle ultrasound for the prediction of
muscle mass, we did not include these three articles in our
systematic review because these articles were published later
than the period included in our search,3,4 or did not meet our
inclusion criterion for age.5

The authors’ suggestion of using forearm muscle thickness
measurements for the prediction of muscle mass is interesting
for daily practice. It is very promising that the size of
peripheral muscles is associated with (whole body) muscle
mass. However, we do not fully agree with the statement that
one site fits most. Despite the fact that the current definitions
of sarcopenia and malnutrition focus on the assessment
of (whole body) muscle mass,6,7 we would like to emphasize
that the assessment of peripheral muscles is of utmost
importance. It has previously been observed that the loss of
muscle mass is not uniform across all muscles.8 In general,
the loss of muscle mass of the lower limbs is a consequence
of inactivity, whereas the loss of muscle mass in the upper
limbs is more prone to nutritional depletion.9 This illustrates
the importance of assessing peripheral muscles. Peripheral
muscles can be quantified using muscle ultrasound, but
muscle ultrasound can also be used to qualify the muscle,
e.g. to assess the amount of intramuscular fat and scar
tissue. These changes in muscle quality result in increased
echogenicity, i.e. the reflectance of the emitted ultrasound
signal,10 and are associated with decreased muscle function
in older adults.11 These findings implicate that not only the

size of the muscle matters but also the composition of
muscles needs to be assessed.

In summary, we agree with Abe, Loenneke, and Thiebaud
that ultrasound has high potential for the assessment of
muscles in daily practice. However, we believe that assessing
peripheral muscles is equally, or may be even more,
important than the prediction of muscle mass. Therefore, we
propose a paradigm shift from the assessment of (whole body)
muscle mass to quantifying and qualifying peripheral muscles.
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