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(EIHY] SEBEAE T BAHE D INES T K B2 BT R0 h 0, FRIGEGER RS,
BITHRE R ETIREBTSH 5. SHERIRE AT H TEERMER T IRIER AT IR =
MR TRRAEPARE S NTNDD, Filile HEMITEREE Lo\ g,

[HiE] 2B 1L 0 HOKBRSPIOHE I~ NT, HIBHET LN 55E6
BEME e 2R U, 8 2 MEZ BESRICEE L. % 6 MR Z EE SR ICEE L
o BESRIZ2. 5° . 5° BXUT. 5° LEMREMELSA. &2 ORMMITHT
LEMMVI ZFMUIZ FREEHEC T ZE L. 83— o MR D 2 HER 2 L7z,
FOCTEAT A ATBWTEHEG O S ERME OINERORA > hED, FRE
BEEY 7 B ANSYSIZAA L. AREREEMHEET IV ERER Uk, WATETIV. #5Y)
BREF )V, I-Plasty HEFJERE )V, French open door HEZJERRE )b, open door
HEBJERRET . enbloc HESERET IV EERL. GBLEAR ML 252, £
FIWINEDREEMT D&M~ [FER] In Vitro DERMS, 2. 5°, 5°
BIUT7.5° EEEGEMELSZ DI E%0. 02289 Za—F 2 E— A2 F(Nm),
0.057552Nm, 0. 099408NMMHETHok. ZORMEEZFRERETIIZTH S L —

WH ATz, FROREZGATBE., HESURET VI ET VLD SEMARE

MREN T, WHTET N & I-Plasty EFT I TIHIFIZEBRO LM 27 D7=.  French
1



open door MESJERRTET V. open door MEEIERREST L. en bloc MEBERET I K
DHES ERET IR ET I L0 B EMAENNIWERICH o7z, [BER] &«
D RN IR B 7z SRR H 0 . o H F I ER M RS U7z i s R

DRIZEHITIe SR VRE SN,
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FEHERE L FBERE (Cervical Spondylosis Myelopathy; CSM) 35 K DNEHMERRAMERN 1
fedE (Cervical ossification of Posterior longitudinal ligament ; C-0PLL) @
BEIZBNT, ZHRMOBMIRTL 208 & T 25 BRI, HES VRS L UM%
HERIEEEW 2 RN T 5 EMNE0, 1970 ELSkE, 3 F I F2HSE R
BRIE, i, JER L. 2w LAlBREATRS SN TnS 9, HHEHES BRI A ZE <
IE#HEEIXE B E T KIS NS, HESIERANEL, HE= UIBRAT L O © )52z
VHRMIZEN TV D ERESNTODH Y T HES RIS E b BRI
ZELTHO, —iiFmBEickE>IRVWEINTNS, P,

=T BRARIZ SEMEHE ™ TRl 0 B7a 2 i s O ME R pl B o R e @ iz 20 D
LETHBMIBROND WE, Ll Wik THl % OHES BN 2 il U7z i
e, oA ey ARESNTWRW Y, Fi-, FHED Wiz 5% A RIEHR O

R D J1 5N I A WGE U = i s b i 15,
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(5]
In vitro
1O HOKESHOEI~oBHERZA W TITo/z. 8 2 SHETR LN S
BOoSRHEL il L. Hik2EOE. HERIMR, moMtsay. BMWw. e,
EE, MEWHOARE LR, ROC2, C3HEKIEAEEERICEEL. C5
& C 6 MEAR T 3500 2 [l 2R 12 [l U 7z
Cs, 6ZBTELTWARETEERHRIZ2., 5° . 5° BLUWT7. 53° ZHkESHURY
A MIZEREMN E S A, &2 OBMMIHT 54/ MV RFILE.  TOF
2 I—F— (ZNEH /ALy EHE GUERR) 2R0, 2028 MAEI1
PR EZE L7,
ZTD%, REBEMECTERE L. C3I~Colhkm 2MMEmtLE, FOCT
BAT A AZBWTHEEE O EMEE DIEORA > M ERY ., MR ERE
(0, 0) &LT, X, YEEF—4EIvET Lk, CHMRTHREZHODO
ELT BEEMELL. ZOF—¥ % ANSY S (Southpointe27h Technology Drive
USA) ICAIL,. C 3HEMRTRIRNS C S HUAFRRDEFINEERLE (B D. Ih%E
AT ET IV E L,
DEMEBUIRRET )V, I-Plasty HESBRET L. French open door HESTERT

)b, open door MHESETT IV, en bloc HESEETET IV, Double door MES TR
5
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EFIEERLE (2),

BRI DNWTRAR S, I-Plasty HESBRIIHES 2@ < WD HS & Z KT UL |
BAIRES LT THES AL 2% T2 (FREROLS, SO AZUELRKT
LHESHH D),

French open door HES JERKIL. HES 2MEEIL . RTHS 2B EM S THREIET 2
bOTH D,

open door HESJERRIIHES B 2 — MU TIETRYEE MAITI [exible &7 ET
ZEED, MKEETS.

En Bl ocHiBERIZHS I 2 TEOBEEIL AT 5720, U - 7%
b U7 ® S PSSR Fr 2R A9 %, Double door HES BT 7L IARZEE %
MBI U2, BRKUZHERMICHERAR—Y—2 B0 THIKBEREET2 " .

Fiz, HEBERRETILO S5, French open door #ESBRET LTI, MBS EML<
AEE 10, 20, 30 RUN40° WA ESEEETIEMERLZ (B 3),

ET IV ORRFESHES YIBRET N 2 ETIERL. &4 DET IV OHER ZHE= Uik
EFIVIRO T 25 kE Lo/, MEBBRET IV OHES & HERIBIHT M ORI
BLTWSEEEL., BEINTWESIHDOELE. EPORSIE. BligaLlis
BMELT, BALZEMSBERMUESICLE, BESIZZ—-P 1 as t yHESEROAME

FORE 2T LA, MO TEHEF A S 2R S ITRE L,

6
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EFETINDOAY 2 ETI)VORERRIL 20925 T, KEF. WINHE. KR Bk

mIEE., HEBLUETTREE SR THRENERII—KRERDF|EL LR, Ay

AETFIVERENHRWE DI, EAAHICAY 2 2ER Lz, iz, BHE2

figid cable element, HERBEMIZ contact element & U7z, #BLEEIEE O SCHR

EBHIILE DD,

FHIRERE EIRENETIV

HEAR D Lk & TRICTH2AEPHEERETESLIK, T —reREBELE, T —

N EHEMRIZHIR SN TNnE D EL, T — ~ EHHROBEBRERN R EE RIES /a0

LI, O, CHMAMICERELZTL— MNMIMEZEA T (B4, T

SO L— M In vitro TEHBIL/AZ 2. 5°, 5° BT, 5° K OEEMZ

BZ A HETH S MEEZHA, TO/ L — bOEBEEOEMEFRL, TL—h

D EERfA ZERD Tz,
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In Vitro®FEHMS, 2. 5° . 5° BXU7. 5° LHEEENEL R
BT, B40.02289 —a—bh 2 E— A2 b (Nm). 0. 057552Nm, 0. 099408 Nm#s
BTHo7z.

HIREEEETT I

IOWEFHFRELZETTIICTFE L - NI A (”3)., FAEOWEEEL 27
BE. HESUBRET VIEINAMET N L0 EMAERKEN >, WHET IV &
I-Plasty EF I TRIZIZMEEDENM Z R/, French open door HER JEELET IV,
open door MEFIERET . en bloc HEBIERET I KN Double door HESEARET
VIR ET N Z D BB AEINNS Moz, 7 en bloc HEBEREFTIVED
Double door HEBIERRETIVIE, ZALAEIIRTETILOM 3 DDET IV T/
Eholz (E5).

French open door HEBJERREF LTI, HESZBR<AEZ 10, 20, 30 RO 40° 1T
PUESEREEFNICHEEZ S22 &, BARAENTITONEMAENHAT 5 6

wHolm (H6),
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[F54%]
CSM % OPLL iz 9 B SEMEFAHT T 31T 5 I B 9 2 il B e S

. BAFRENSIEERRIERLTER Y, WAOEERKRFAKREVESICE
BREZIEICERNH 5 Z ETMEINTWASA, < OEHNIZH U THER SN, BT
IR RIS TWS Y8, WIS Z-plasty HES BN O BAF 2R EHRE L TW
% . Open door HESJERRAMT Tid. Satomi 5. Ogawa &. Chiba &23%%E L /= kAt 2
HLTW5S "% Chiba SR OHER DRI EIEIZBA L THHE L7z, Nakashima 5
iX french open door HE&JERIRAIFAERIFTH DI L& Wi Lz, Seichi 51
double door ME=IBREARERIZHERI I THEDY 36° S §8° WA LZEWE LY, &
NS 2L EHDEMSERMIZHERAICS TENIZHENZHNTHDEEAEN
BHe LU, INS &M 217 o e 70,

7z, BHEBROBMKETFICEL TE DN T A7 ADHFENRIRE SN TN
%, Saito S 2AXOFREREBETNEFML. HBSURETINVIZET ik E
T, BAMRS O GEEBT, /RSB OUIRRIC L D2 O 8w HER B
HHZBEIL., HEERIZARPEUDT<dE L Y, Voo SIIHMBEEHVIRET VO
AT 24TV anulus IZN B AT Z & 2E Uz . Toh SI3ERBEEEMEZE AW,
AAY dynamic stabilizer & U THEMERMDY 1 A2 b 2RFEFT HRENVD D L

LTWad, —AT, ROeWENPEEMEROHES R 244 L. static stabilizer &

9
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UTHEFI DR ERIZTF G L TNnBE LTS %, Ideblick & IFBAHELEIBRERIZHB N
T, 50% LN LB SR THBARLELPHINT 52 e ®E LAY, TNSIEHE
BRI BT 5B A EREOEEEEZREL TS,

ZDEDITHEMEDONA T AR ADMHREZ LB ENTBY, FIhORFIZLD
ISR B D Z LITME SN T WD, HEF BT HES YIBRIN 12 Lol U T HERT
ORI EN TS Z L3RI 2 2ANEEN TS T B33
U HES TRl D i 2R D J7 S WIARRS 24T - e s e %,

CAREREEZANTEEET IV, SBRET IV, HSVIRETILOMRITZ
Ty, ZONEERIFHEZMREE LRSI, KRN EYNTH 5.

Ratlill SIZBEHEMES ARITIZEAY 2 Review T open door MER BRI T 46%
double door HES JERELIN T 50% O A DW A 2D L E L, FHEOMHIHRTDH D
double door HE= MDA NHBEND L NOFERESFLTWE Y, /=, HO
SIAHERUIERE 1 Plasty MERIBR &L L, 7 Plasty HESBERMHES UIFRIZ N
EAOCHEERE W ERE L, SEOMITHRE —BL TR’ # 513 open door
HES B R iZt U C double door HES TR AT DG 08 BIPEAY B Y E 3R UL S EIOME
Wi 2 TR LTz, #5 OFSCT open door HER JERRE TV (HlvaiFE 38° . i
By 20° T, AIBEOFEEOZET 18° ) & double door HEBIERETIVE (M

W19 39° L AR 10° T Al DT 247 ) O el it 0oz E D L,
10
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C2-TRITHLY 6 EDEZRDZ. FEIORAL OFRERBEOMETIL 0. 099408Nn T
7Z130.36° BETH o0, TN 2HFOADTEE RED/NIWIYFDET
WTHoklH&EZTHY, HFEZHOL, EFILOYA XEBIETSRETNIL
LODENKERDEEZ SNz, .

L L7ads, INSEEBRMETH D, MLCEFIERGL TR, Kode 51
human cadaveric specimens Zf#fA LT, IEH T F IV Gait7 V), HESUIBRET IV,
HEFBRRETILET IV (open door HER TERR/ZHV MR Z Hids & en-bloc HESTERRIZIE
W 2EHALT. INmOAENA, BIEICEEENSLINERIELZ ¥, ZOME
T, MEBUIBREIER GREET)I) ERAZREND L. HEBERET IV LHHE
FNTH, FEESZNELTWS, SHOHERT. Mo N0 KD 1DNTHS
0. 002289Nm OEHTHRS & WATET IV EHSURETIVOAEDEX 0.42° TH
0, WameT )& en-bloc HESIBEREFINDAEDEIZ 0. 23° THolz. 2D 0. 23
—0. 42 OENZEBENH D EH X7z, 0. 007552Nm B0 0. 0099408Nm TH B X D=
#R.5 &, open door HES B & French door HER TE RIS ATS Z-plasty K0 B &E
TAEMAH DN, WATETIVE I-plasty. open door HEFTEAK, French door HES
ERLIZIERE O 1R S 5 EE L 5N,

F7z enbloc HES R E double door HES TERLI. open door HES /% & French door

HESBRI D DRET HZHEMAH 0, WEETIVE I-plasly HIBERIDAREZ
1
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OO TLET D REWRRE N7,

COMAEDERRE L TR, 2HEFE LRI L Tk, SHEREDOITERED

TIAA REBELTWRW, HESTER LU MRS N TEBAERA S OBk &

WAL TS EEELTND, MOREHHBOZRZZITTVWENWATH D Tk,

FHIZXDHME - RROENLEZEBREL T, SHICHEZERIIT LD

TAMBIZA Y a2 ERLTWSRIZH D, T, REE LSBT L RO

RFrTH O, EHEFEBLIEMANTERVATHS., £z, H<ETIEa—F

—22al—2arTHO, HANRABEEREITBRLEZENTELRVWRIZH D,

G EIOITIZBNWT, HEBBRETIVIRMEIET IV L DR EE 5 2 S N BREN

MBiaodc. & SITHEBBRET VAT ET L-CHEB WIERE TV L D HlEIEC

BN T\, HESIZRINIEHES . AW NRABIT 2, TOLD. HES K

VIHMERR D B AR OO S HES - BT OISR & <7a b HER DB AN <72 5.

R, HES ORI RAENIET EHES - AT ORINOERNRE<RLZDA

BIZEDEEEPHE LU EEZ SNz, &4 OSBRI, RUBKAEDET. &

WL T FERE M E R > TWS T &R o 2. HESBRINZER T 255, &l

R K DRB BT, EHICIE U TR ERET < ETHS.

12
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10

HMREHEEE HWT, 2HEMOBHEHES DIk, 1iil. &8 HESERIET IV Z2FE

U, G &7 o /e, &4 QIR RBRO TN THRRAEIZ L D HEHE

REVFEMRH O, BN D N ERFIEILESN S Uil UGB IROBRIZS8E T2 5]

REVEDYRIR & 117z,

(R ]

SEOWHFE T HWz, FREMAPRENERSEH & SERIZE<EL

L EFEd,
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B2 EFNEERLE. A HEBYERETIL (laminectomy model) ., B; Z-plasty
model, C; open door MEBJERLETJV, D; French open door HES JERESJL, E; an

en-bloc HEB BT I T, double door HES JERRET L.

A; laminectomy B; Z-plasty C; open door

D; French door E; en bloc F: double doot

15



1 3. EFIIAEERLZ . French open door HEBERETF IV THRAFOBRKMEZE 10° |

2 207, 30° . 40° OEFINEERL T,

French door
10° 20°

16



4. HfED EfxE TRICHZANEERETESLIL, 7V—MERELE. 7

L— h EHRIZHEREN TS B0 L L, TL— M EHEOBRBRENEEZRITS

ii

Ik Sizlz, 0. CEHRcHBELZIL—biz2. 5°, 5° BV

7. 3° EMREMNIZHBETHo=wMEEL2H5Z2, TOL—r D (X, Y, Z) EED

ZBREFML, 7L — OEEMAZRDE,

SR - 25 R

17



b

5. 1.5° 241 (sagittal rotation) ZH2DITHERINE0. 02289 Newton meler
(Nm), 0.057552 Nm, LN 0.099408 Nm Th o7z, ZORUNEH{FAREREET
JZMA 7z, French open door HES JERLE T )L, open door HEFSTEARET )L, enbloc
Hi™ B E 5 )V B UX Double door MESERLE T IVIEINATET IV K O &L HEMN/NE
Mofz, i enbloc MEFBEET IR Double door HES IZRRE T IVIL, 250 AE

AT ET LM 3 DOEF IR T/hE Mo 7,

18



Sagittal rotation angle

6
5 B laminectomy
O preoperative
4 DZ-plasty
3 _— Oopen door
CFrench door
2 Oen bloc
| Bdouble door
0.02289 0.057552 0.099408 Nm)
0.02289(Nm)| 0.057552(Nm) | 0.099408(Nm)
laminectomy 3.43 5.17 6.39
preoperative 3.01 4,72 5.94
Z-plasty 2.95 4,74 6.03
open door 2.88 4.6 5.86
French door 2.86 4.57 5.8
en bloc 2.78 4.44 5.62
double door 2.76 4.37 5.52

19




1 6. French Door HESB JERMH TIEET/NZ NS OO, BAKAENENT SI2DONE

2 fLARAES <D, ZOHEEAHEE Lz,

A
.
6 1 ==
4T AE
#H s
K alalz ® i3l
4 i D10°
020°
3 - AE.
- aE 03o0°
2 AE 040°
1
0.02289 0.057552 0.099408 (@m)
B
0.02289 | 0.057552 | 0.099408
GOk 3.02 4.72 5.94
10° 2.89 4.63 5.89
20° 2.87 4.59 5.83
30° 2.86 4.57 5.8
5 40° 2.84 4.54 5.75
4
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