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(AU IZ] — i BRI a8 (COM) 131 R & S I B B R b 25 2 B
T B P KB RF R (CNCT) DB 2T DAY, AEAL CMCT 38 ZE 415 g HE R
CMCT (R CMCT — L J CMCT) 1B L4 © 77T S, [HAY]CCM T D L3 TN HETS CMCT
AW EEEFMOA AL EMRST 52 &, [ME & Ak] WHnT s CMCT A%
Meant2SD (6. 6ms) LAEATIBLE U | flyrh &5 5 EAZ (SCEPs) Z fifr L 7z 94 41 (5 61 41,
2 33 Bl N 68 %) 2R E Lz, MaHEES CMCT:6. 6 1. 2ms ZIEHMEE L. b
FEAEAL CNCT ZBRERE (U B6) 14 4] (WgMEHE CMCT A% Mean—28D: 4. 4dms BAF) . R FRCIRISR
CMCT 3B HERE (E Bf) 43 41 (BgHESE CMCT 4% Mean = 28D 23 . FRLEEAL CNCT B EERE (L #F) 37
# (W HEER CMCT A% Mean=+2SD: 9. Oms BA_L2vFh: CMCT @ ANEE) 108 L 7z, flvsifap
REFRIFT L, fiveh SCEPs. BRARREASZMT UJz. GRESE] U BRI PTR JLaE 13 41 (93%)
Romberg Bl A1E 4 41 (20%) . RELACE R IEN 2 41 (14%) . TEA#hER R OIN) -SCEPs &
w1441 (100%) . REFAFFLHRNE (TCE) ~SCEPs s 14 41 (18%) . FF#lH#L (Sp) -SCEPs
S 5 4l (28%) . Al EEME Japanese Orthopedic Association (JOA) A7 10. 0= 1. 8,
it | 2EIF 14, 6= 1. 5, UGS 678 TdH o 7z, E BV PTR JTiE 43 #1 (100%) . Romberg
BRI 30 41 (T0%) . RERLAREREES 11 41 (26%) . MN-SCEPs %4 14 41 (100%) |

TCE-SCEPs &% 40 ] (93%) . Sp—~SCEPs ¥t 29 471 (67%) . #vaifFME JOA A7 9. T2, 5,

Mres 10 13, 812, 1, TS 088 Th o 7= L I PTR JUHE 36 41 (97%) . Romberg

1




WA

[ 4ERE 12, 82, 2, FEM#E 46% Tdh - 7=, Romberg SR =R1E 3 HER

' 36 41 (97%) . AR A 7 B s (73%) . MN-SCEPs B 37 #l (100%) .

37471 (100%) . Sp-SCEPs 53 28 41 (T6%) AT AT3ME J0AA 27 8. 92, 4,

T

. RHRLGCE R R L B BT T R £ R, SCEPs RiL U R

[ P TH S,
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(WD 7

AR BB B (Compressive Cervical Myelopathy @ COM) VE@E b= ITHBNT
BEAIEErIC 0 . FE 2 EREER OHELIZ LV BWTRE T Db L T, CON O F4fiE
IMERRE LT, PRIERICHED W EGEA J7 ) > 27 (Lesoin1985, Holly2009,
Tetreault2014) %>, Magnetic Resonance Imaging (MRI) 17 &k 2 i O B
(0ginol983, Fujiwaral988, Mizuno2003} D#HENH 5

MRI V. BHOEEMEREDORIESFIRETH D720, FEVEFEEE ORI IERIT
AHTHD, ULHLAMNS, MRI TRUBEUIZTMEREOFHE AR ZRD S Z &2
H 0 (Tani 2003) . HFROPEEEFNILTETH HFHERETMEIREETH 2, EX
A AR R I B RE S AS I RE T H B 708D, T O K D ARG EITIEE A Atk E
FHETH 5, REZRZHM (Transcranial Magnetic Stimulation : TMS) F, HEHidD
MR ERY TS, S BB RSN I TH S (Baker 1985, Kaneko 1996). A4
EE IR (Central Motor Conduction Time : CMCT) D#MzEld, CCM TODHMEZ
B OBLAE M ZRERETMIICEATH D, BEMKLTRENDHS (Funaba 2015,
Ofuji 1998, Takahashi 2008, Mazur 2014, Imajo 2012). CCM TR, LA,

THEE BT MCT DBILZ58% (Funaba 2015, Nakamae 2010, Nakanishi 2014).

Jiz CMCT. "FBE CMCT ixEnendfrmid COM B EEfRER & UL TAH TH D (Takahashi

2008, Mazur 2014, Kadanka 2005). LU 7s/s, EEEAIO CNCT MBI 2500 55

3
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CCM THyall LR CMCT = i WT, L fEAr CMCT 24k, [ P AR RIS

AL CMCT )BIE D 3 BEIZ /A L, A BEOF A 2 AP 2E I B KOV E A MY

FTRL, BRPRARAEE AV THRES Ly OMCT DURTE-REEE & L COR M2 M L DT
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ARV, 2008 G0 S 2014 G DRI 2 0 B s g e C RRMEHE = T2 ity 2 Jitr L
7= CCM94 &1 (554 61 #l. M 33 #l. FIFEH 68 5% (28-87 &k, FHHE
159cm [138-185¢cm] ) TH D (k1) . COMZBWIEER 7~ ARG 2 & O ER B S
DItk ETFEOREEE. BIONHS M MR 2B 288 RIZEDWTTT
o 7o, AFITIENT CMCT. MrHiziFd#iisse AL (Spinal Cord Evoked Potentials :
SCEPs) ZEHHI U Jo. B B R AR IS E OB G, BIHERF G, TRHE-S I HE S
TOEEMFREG IR LT,

« MRI

W7 1. 5-T MRI (MAGNETOM Avanto; SIEMENS, Munich, Germany) ZHI\ 7z, Tl
BEO T2 O RIKET &K RZHRee Uz, B 3mn )5 T 0. 3mn kR & L7z,
<Hik>

Wt PR AR B, AT CMCT. #fre SCEPs. 7 mi¥aHE Japanese Orthopedic

Association (JOA) A7, ftd | FEReEEHE JOA X7, JOA RO 7 SERE 7 7ML
7%

» flrmiy CMCT

CMCT &tiiliztd. Nicolet Viking Select NCS =25 A (Nicolet Biomedical, Madison,

6
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WI, USA) Zmvy/z, 1lnn BED MER Z bel ly-tendon #EICHE U T/MEE (abductor

digit minimi : ADM) & FREMEAMEZERG (abductor hallucis : AH) I1ZFRE L. EEIEHTEAT

(motor evoked potentials : MEPs) Z#H#WL 7=, TMS & Magstim 200 (The Magstim

Company Lid, Carmarthenshire, UK) . [40mm @O MEI-TIVIZTiTofz. NS i3954R

FIZ ADM & AH © B FERZ2 WG &2 FRom L 72 KB T o 72, 31 )L ADM 72 5 @ MEPs

RHHIERCIE G2 AICE S, A5 O MEPs FHUKFIZIZO PRI B S BTiro 7z, 4

BD TMS 21TV, EEO MEPs #MEr2 ek L/=. 6 WETIEN (Compound muscle

&t

action potentials : CMAPs) W5 & F it RRAFTT O R B AR K LB S L <
VLR BERHR O RS PR R ERIE 16 T WIRE O ZRLER L . RAEDM{EY
If# (peripheral motor conduction time : PMCT) 1. CMAPs il & F ilir 2 A
L EBWebD#E 2 THRUTEIMU &2, EE CMCT 1 ADM o MEP #1205 ADM o PMCT
EERATHEE Uz, TE CMCT 13 AH @ MEPs & Ern s All @ PMCT 231 W TH L &,

Nkt E CMCT X T /i CMCT 2 & L Ji CMCT 2 51 W TE M U7z (Kimura 1984) o Ha#ERD CMCT
ERWTON Z 3BT/ U2 (1), LS CNCT st (UBE) « L CMCT 28
IEHEL2SD LA L D gkEAR CMCT 23R E-25D BAF . L FBISE CNCT Bkt (B #f) -
L CMCT AV IE A +2SD BA_ L2y D fgHEET CMCT AVIE %48 £ 28D K4, FAEEAL CMCT 2
gERE (L #) o LB OMCT 2ViEHE+2SD PA_LA D IHETE CMCT 28 IE &8 +25D LA EH U <

VR RE OMCT #HIIARE,
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- CMCT 1B
WEOHERTOMNEZD MCT B REEMIEEEZRZTLIENNLNERST

Va5 (Imajo 2015}, £ 2 TH R EEMMEEE S B[R 53 i CFEFEH 62 7% [50-85
%) . XL E 160em [145-184cm]) 1IZBWTCMCT 25U, IEWMEE Lz,
- flire SCEPs

SCEPs V& IE v it gl (MN) -SCEPs. AEERZ= B (TES) ~SCEPs. #8E#3% (Spinal)
-SCEPs &AM RCER Uz, IR ARSI FRE AT TITAIT ISR 2 24 TRl U 7z, RIRISE
TE THrRFE 0. 2ms. BEEE 3Hz TIT o 7. HIHGRE 2 BIEANES) T 2R 0 1.5 4
VR U7z TES WX&tEEAm (13R25, 8mm %, w#E 0.8mm Dantec Dynamics A/S,
Skovliunde, Denmark) ZBZEATIZHIAL, FIHGRELL 100mA T, RKefchrid 0. 2ns O&E
T TIT o 720 BRI B 2 56 5588 2T Cz 3412 Tom, BRARVE AT Tom IZERE L7z,
Sp~SCEPs ¥ T11/12 MERS AN & RENRS & QIR A 77 5 — 5 )L 84K 2 4 A L Tl L
Fro HIBCHREEIL 15-20mA C, FREEEFRD 0. 2ms, SEEE i OB THIE ERIT o7z, HE
BEMTHNC T NTO SCEPs &M DM AW ITRREERZFA L TRESNZ,
FUETEMRIT MN-SCEPs & Sp-SCEPs DiRERD7=®. PO E FHIEICHA I N,
TES-SCEPs DRk id AR MR A& Uie GEAMICIEMEREM, WAL T HUE TR &

L7) o SCEPs T NTOEFIIEIES 3 20-3000Hz DN BNRXAT 4 IE ) 2T %

TNz, MN-SCEPs THAEYS 100-200 [E, TES-SCEPs H3FEE) 40-60 =], Spinal SCEPs

8
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Y 20-30 EOMF Z1T o/, MN-SCEPs EE I LB OWMEOHEITITE (6/7 #E
fel & FEME & U 7z iRig bL & Ay THlE U7z (Kaneko 1998) o TES-SCEPs & Spinal-SCEPs
R, 50%EA EooREEwd 2R & Lz (Tani 2000, Kanchiku 2001).

+ A RHTRESE R A

W my PR 2E R Jd, RSl (patellar tendon refllex : PTR) . Romberg Bz,
BRI ER R 280 L7z, PTRIITUE, EW. KF, HEICHHEL, BIFZIHEIT
Mt &S L7z, Romberg BB MIL, #irertiidZz LA A TRIL., F2EMTD
i BIRUL72BRIZS e DERIREERTHOEERL 2. BUMERREIL fio
Y k5 LR MBOFIR AR DD EEHRK L . AREERRE IS, BHEAR
WMETH DRTIER T o7z,

- JOA A7 (olly 2009, Satomi 1994, Yonenobu 2001)

WrAREME TOA 227, ke | AEMGEHE TOA A0 7 B LN T0A A 0 7 e 2 51l L
Tro JOA AT 7 EGESRRNE, MR JOA A7 N6l JOA A3 7 z5lWebnzE, 1Th
S5 JOA A7 &5z THRU, 100 2 C/AMEE Uz Hirabayashi 1981).
J0A A 373 &fl, STIETARWFMEAREMEIZXL > TR Z1T 2 /2.

- AT fRbT

FEEHRHTIZ I The software JMP® 11 (SAS Institute Imc., Cary, NC, USA} #H

Wiz, 3 BERIO PTR JTHEER, Romberg S b8, RHRA & R 2R, SCEPs 2RIz

9




BE L T Bonferroni k&AW x BEZTTo /-, 3 FEMOWATHEME JOA 207, itk

FMETOA Z 7 EEMETOA 2 O 7 GHERIZEI U T. Bonferroni #: 2 H W7z Mann-Whitney

UME 21127z, PO 00 2RI EEED O S PIBL 7z,
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(it A<
< CMCT 1E% i >

AT D 1B CMCT 29481 5. 2£0. Tms, T CMCT S/ 1. 8= 1. Ims, a#EER CMCT
6. 61 2ms THol. UBL 44, ERE 4341, LI 3T HITH o7, BIHD
CMCT 2% 1 1TRT .

< SCEPs>

U T3, MN-SCEPs BL% 14 #) (100%) . TES-SCEPs X% 14 #1 (78%) . Sp-SCEPs 5&4 5
il (28%) Tdp - 7=, E T, MN-SCEPs 4% 14 4] (100%) . TES-SCEPs &% 40 #1 (93%) |
Sp-SCEPs S 29 41 (67%) Tdd o7z, L BETIE. MN-SCEPs ¥% 37 #i (100%) . TES-SCEPs
S 37 41 (100%) . Sp-SCEPs Y& 28 il (76%) TdH - 7z. JEHIIL. MN-SCEPs B D& %
W5 A EEE T, MN-SCEPs & TES-SCEPs ¥t %388 7% Sp-SCEPs IR 02
SRR E Y, 42T 0 SCEPs 24 % 380 DA Mo 3 M Janlie TH o 72 (F2) .
U3 & MBEE T SCEPs M MIIFREEZRDZ (K3, £, B TOEERMZ
®1ITRT,

<Al iy #piE S B P R >

BETHE, PTR TUAE 13 41 (93%) . Romberg R 4 41 (29%) . REREAZE T 5L W 2 4 (14%)

Tdholz. EFETIL, PTR FUE 43 #1 (100%} . Romberg BBt 30 #1 (T0%) . RERLALE
FRH 1L (26%) Thol. LBEETIL, PTIR YUk 36 #1 (97%) . Romberg k5 36 41

11
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v FRELAZE R EE 2T M (713%) Tholz. PIR FUERIIZ B THEEZR DR
Mo Jo. Romberg BURE LRI A MM THEEZR D, BIMERAWRIAL # &
M TH B2 ZR D= (K4},
<J0A 237>
UBETIL, oaiaMe JOA 237 10. 01 8, vtz | 48%F 14 6= 1. 5, FI9EEER 6T8C

Bofe. BRECTIL, MRRTEHE JOA R T7 0. T£2. 5. it | £ 13,852, |, Tk

O8N TH oo, LIETE, nifEME JOA X7 8. 912, 4, iR | £k | 2. 2,
FH U AN TH o Fo. raidEME JOA A2 7V BB THEEERD Mo, i
fRIAME JOA X 2 BEERI, LIS MBI TH R EE RO (K5 .
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[(##2]

CMCT V. COM T D Fp A By 5% R 1T SR B B #r 086 O 2 R RO R IC A A T D Mazur
2014, Nakanishi 2014) . TMS IT & - TR HIF =41, descending volley A3 T Ii)EK
U B, £ U THIAMIRBATEK U AR I U EOE LT MEPs 2%icék S
N5, CCMBEFITBWT, CMCT ANBLE L TH TES-SCEPs DIFKFAE & id 7 < RIBIK T 2
FeLTweZ &G, CNCT BIEDKEFE, KBOEWE S I 7 At B R =
NHZETHUBRE Ty 7 % KWL descending volley DA 1T & 0 I B9 22 [
BN U AT AMIEOFE KB £ 5 &8s ST w5 (Kaneko 2001, Nakanishi
2006, 2007).

W CON T TR E 1T CMCT 2884 L, (Funaba 2015, Nakamae 2010, Nakanishi
2014) . Fox O THREROFERTH o7z, (M T.EFEL CMCT ANZELE U TWL 7RV
VM E B R OBRENRETH 0. REFEAINEEZE AR T 5% %5 © H 5 (Kadanka
2005) . UL Liadin, AFECREDOHRED O Ofizh, LiEDOHA CNCT AN&EEL
PR, FREE D B REEALO ONCT BIEH, B D ® TR D ONCT St i T
9% (Chang 1996, Deftereos 2015). LpL7ans, ZOXInfmIZET 5%EE
WEITIR,

WRTIEEIZ, C3/4 BMERIRE S COM 1D multimodal SCEPs ATRED. T

REUZBEE X, Fey THOMIE H AR, RRICEROATHRENEC S ERE L

13




o

9

(Imajo 2011} o AMHLFEIT BT T AL ONCT 3B ZEH] D K248, MN-SCEPs. TES-SCEPs,

Sp-SCEPs @ T THEEBOHMHBTH -7, T, #HEENFRIZBNWTD,

Romberg R I E R EERILIL BETHEEICEWHRETH O, SCEPs AT A

CAPREERTIT REFE S &, FRUENL ONCT B4 TIREBROBEN RN LW 5

METED Tz,

COM DR e FEAEUIZEY U T, —an9IZ Wiz A & PRIz B0 5 255

v 2B A SVl E BT DRI R AT E|RESNTNWD (Tto 1996) . BIZ,

WUR TR ERITH/NAT F A D A LITKDMFET, SR EFHEDO LD Fons

i ERES 2 S AR LT Y (Nishida 2016, Ichihara 2004) . B EA7D CMCT

EDFEREE LT, A &R, SO0 5 B AR O 30 A D IRBI RS O A3

(z“=\

& U THEE S N RENE 2 sz,

e o<, CMCT BIE DT, KEDBNWE L F T AN RHICmEENSD
ETHUZEET Oy 71X 0 KRR 22 B NS AT £ U il & R 0 78 KB
% (Kaneko 2001, Nakanishi 2006, 2007). AMAIEESF#ERED 2 —< 2K 6 IZRT
AN, BB CMCT BERHZIL, SMUEEBFHEEO X D ANIALE T S BBkT DK
BE T T ZHED AP EEINREICH B, U THMIEEEMIK RO RBERE
PR TABMPEAO LTS B &, ETFRIRS NCT BEEORBE /D, T, REEH

P AHE DR EN G E T, NEOGRENBENE S T A E AR S o RET

14
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i THEOFH LRI AR THMEEER R WO, M2 CICT Ot
BEMKRELIRD, £l NMEOBL 7 M E THEINLEEICHE. A TOR
R INEL SR EE & 72 O MEPs 238 RRE & 725,

F7xdot, LREAL OMCT B4 T, IREVE, BURER & 50 B B 5 Rl 35 oD S il e
I EITEESN, EFRESE ONCT BEA T, & J /MBI s ek s, &
ROBENMD O, TREA ONCT BEAI T, TOMENEE SR FHeEAAK
KREFZEZ SNz, WREHIZEL T, LBEAL CMCT BREH) B KO L FRIFSE CMCT &
B TIE—# 75 COM D k2 pkAd (Kawaguchi 2003, Suzuki 2009, Tanaka 2009) & [F]
LETHol=i, TREN CMCT BIEEAITIIAEITS > Tz, —MAVITIIHE J0A 2
7 12 AR TH - S GITHEMEFRRAHER =N S [Kadanka 2000, Matsunaga
2004) A%, AWFFE T, WATOIEME J0A 227 ICHEET N oZIZHHHh 5T, il
BRI TR AL CMCT B THREICS > T, MBRGSRRIFTH LD, &
HEAVEHERL, LR AL CMCT BAEH-S EFRLRISE OICT W TOFR 2irml T RET

H5. TIEM NCT BLZEDS5LIRERED (N HHIBNTH RN ETH D

Ul

W, FOWBRRAII AR TH 200 Uialy, MR OCT 12k 25HhE, R RERY
T, R PR TRIRE AT AAFTMEAILTH S I &0, RARITIDHN Lo

(Fujimoto 2016),

15
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2 F1: WREKBIOONCT i
. SCEPs CACT  (ms)
R/ s (%)  BEln )
It 585 w5 or LI i H b6
€3-4: 6
T
y 8/6 b6 12 159=11  C4-5: 7  12.6+2.3 156 3= 2.7%1.2
n=14
C5-6: 2
{3-4: 18
E#
i 28715 =11 159=8  €4-5: 17 0.6+2.6 16.9=24 6413
n=4
C5-6: 8
€3-4: 17
L {4-5: 14
25712 6812 15829 ) 1.4+3.4 21637 11.3+2.2
n=37 C5-6: &
C6-7: 1

3 CMCT, central motor conduction (ime

4
5 M1
LT ERCMCT = MEPsHE ¥ — PMCT (ms)
HIAEABCMCT = FRCMCT-LL— _EfECMCT{ms}
EBemer
MEPs; !
o\ MEpsiH B
SIS ovicT R
cmcer
&
mar O\ MEPsiEE FRECMCT
TR N
PMCT
L EEemer it ARCmeT
VI < {R¥EH-25D (4.2 ms)
epp | *EEE 250 s~ i EResD
6 LB >HREERE425D (9.0 ms)
7
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