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EIAMEFABAEEICR D H D
T5HEH D Subchondral cyst DRI 73 & DN HEWTHI SR

RICRZFRFBE AP eR AR
A O VERE R Rl 7 T 07 Uy DRI
/T AL



=

ZE TP SR B AT & FEE 2 X N B ERT . — 12 subchondral cyst (AF SC) #3% 3 [1). SC Ik
THENSHICEC 2B TH2 VIIKE TR LTI, ThafiRlcdz [1, 2). SCiEMRI® Tl
AR E LU0 7 e b RSB IC B URE S, T2 MfKRicswafEaz 2L, CT iAo F
T3 % P D 72 WEE R e @@ 2~ 3 [3). @&, CT 2T SC oK E X fiif s X UM
B 2 A L 72 0 BEE S 5 28 [4, 5], MRI ZH\wT SC ##E L < ##E L 201513, Li & [6]
ICXBDbTHh 14 40 SC #HT 5 FHEHO MR Bl %772 > 72 b O L2 EER S, K72 SC DFF
LWEIR B X OTFREIZIA S 2> Tld 7,

B 7SI 5 »C, BEEMHBIE THHE O FO7IchiiE L, THEHZRET 5 & &b, HEkaRe
EE 2 EEICT 2 EEAKEZHS T, LA L, BEEIMIIRIZIME CREIRFE 7 7 o X LD X 5 7
777 vovavin ol oRREIC K YA 2 TREE SIS S v B (7). WIS i30T L 7B
EFIE B IS i o TIRH 2B ICBAL T 5 28, RENCIZFARFICE W TDIM L2 S DRIEE 72 D,
FEAE AV FHB ET AR R T & WX 2 IRBBIC AT S 2. & D IFEM AR EI IR R E 1x, T SHIE D IR1T1E
BEADOKERIVRI 7772 —=THBI B0 MEEI TS [8-14). R IESERIFIAE
G RO —2Ic I N5 SC b, [FRRICIEEM ISR RS & oBEs gL 528, ZhE TIC
SC & B D A7 R 5 X CBRE R E & o BhEM: 2 P~ G 1 0,

SHPBE 1 LASL D ZE TR B ETE S 22 TR R B EE S I SC I3ER® b, CT < MRI 7%« & o Hif§ iRt %
FwiilEsEf s T3 [15-20). SC ofFHRICEIL T ik, BEfifEoBE» LA U8R > 5L
FEES A A v EETHEPRE THICBAT S LIk SC 4L % &3 2 HE A R [21,
22) &, PEHEIERE O BESLEE TE OMUNEITIC X Y BT ZREBIE A C D, [FERICIEIE N U 724

KT DV FIMEBESIRIEXI T3 [23, 24). oo lAhcd, BENER, HR, FEE, e



Wi, BRIEE), AME, HHVIIEFEABEMEELA N SCHREDIR I T 7 7 2 —ThH DT HWMED
FET 528 [25), Bikisiics Tl SCOFRIFAIHTH 5 [26]). MU DL TEBAEAE 1 B L C It
Wi 34T TH Y, Kellgren-Lawrence 7348 [27] < Tonnis D434 [28] 7z & DEifRZHHHLHEIC I
WC, SC IIRIHE LCidBIic e L, EEEoSVITRE IhTnws, —Jc, FAMfiicsw iR

C BT 2 fithrifE T B CH v, SC LT HFABEIE D & ORIICALES T b 5 23R ZH S A
Tl e,

Z TCARMIETIE, ERMESEBEEE IR0 b b SC ofFfE L Zz DiEmE M 2 B L 325720, FHE
BiREREIR %2 E 37 10 KB L 72 B3 o RHUESHBIET MRI 7 — % 22 & SC 4l L, SC Ol I X UHitlr
A2 % 320t L 7=, SC OREWIFRE I B Tid, SC 2H 3 % FHEED TR, SC & BAFIFIR
Hefr & OB, X USC & 2 D THELRITHZ L & OR#E Z A L 7. SC DHMEWTHIFHE < ix
SC xH ¥ 2 B OWZR B LA 5 4F 6 22 H (40~107 22 H) ## L 72 IKf i MR HIfR % v,

SC BXUSC #H 3 2 5HEIHI ORI 2L Z A& L /2.

(557 1. SC %43 2 FHBHE D BTy A ]

PR B L UTTE

1. #g

BRI, 2009 42> & 2015 4F o [ I K BROK 2 by 5B B g v e 12 SEBR ERERER (BRI RR, BEAAE &
IO 5 b L b —D) ZEFICKEEL 72 944 Loy v 7 X Vi L7z, LT o 3THHE Ok
YIEHEIZ 3% T 5 260 4 (DMRI ASRIRIGTH - 72 232 4, @MRI B A 0RETH - 72 26 £, Ofth

i CiRE e 2072 14, OBITOBERD-7- 14) %%, 684 Lo (1368 Biffi, FHFEE



44.8+18.0 %, 12-87 m%, H1E 1524, LPE5324) ZFENKHEE L GERL, Zodhs» s SC %72
» % FABE % A3 2 P 41 4 (42 BAS, V4R 58.5110.7 1%, 37-87 ik, B34, LM 384)

Z SCHEL LTHi L7z, IR L7z 684 HoEHE o H 6, WiKkD7z0, SC LSO TSGR TIEE A
{bTH % osteophyte, erosion ¥ X Uf atrophy %53 % FARAT  RIRFIcHlit L7z, £ 7, MRI kL -ciigfll

(LB CIEHR 2RBIEiIMR S X TR 2 A 3 2 ST S i L 72, AWEIEIE, RIRORFER BT 5e

U

b 28 S OV e~ BRI R e B A A R B 2 D KRR 2 f3 TN L 72 (ZB RS 11000078, KGEHE S

4uﬁ

H30-E11). F7, RMFEICED 5 3R COWERE 2 O 3EFIC X WV IFESMICBAT 24 v 7+ —24Fa
vV RG]
2. MR Hifg#RGSM

MRI %7 12 11 Signa HDxt 1.5T (GE Healthcare, Wisconsin, U.S.A.) Zfl\», 77 2 P A vz a—
v— 7 TV R XY KR LRI OBRiR & EME L 72, KR PR o Rilnc EE AP e L, ik
[ 12 T HHBE O R AT 2P & L7z, T1EEAG (TR=150ms, TE=4.2ms) ldu—7 74 ¥ -4 L
THR & N7z, BAOEF Ol JRE S X Ok o 72 b vifFifiz TR = 2,500 ms, TE = 20 ms,
ETL =8, NEX=2 Dy —7 v ATR&L 72. BHORO o &4k & X O5E ki o BERGE T2 5mEE
%1% TR = 2,000 ms, TE =85 ms, ETL =16, NEX =3 ®> —% v 2 Gt L 7=. £7-, BAMIFHRD
EEA TGS 5 720i1c 71 b v iEFE (TR=800ms, TE=24ms, ETL=4, NEX=1) <hIFO
DRI 21T - 7. % DD 13, FOV22.2 X 10cm, 256 X 160 matrix, 25 4 AfE3mm & L
7.
3. MR [Hi{§:Fi

HEEDWKRIEIRZ 77 4 v F & L CRBROKRY: th 7 R B e e FREiisR At o B RHEE RN 2 4 2351 4 1

HROFHI %2 1T - 72, THaHB X OCBEEIMK X, MR E{ROKIKE B L WEREICE T 2 TXTD

A7 A X%l L 72, REET2W b L BEHIRER S B2 o 5613, Ao LTt~ €7,



MR g _E o 5] e EE o 51l 12 DICOM viewer Osirix (ver.11.0.0) ZfEH L <fr-7-. FAEHEH %
AFicEdd.
1) SC DfiFHI“£/ %
1 [\ H® MRI @ %R 3 L ORI T2 5832 5 THHENICED 72 SCiconwT, UT D 4IHHD
R AR EHI % 1T > 72,
(D)SC it (mi) = T2 R < 1 mibd EOBERARK 2 & G5 2n SO mE %z, RikHs X O
SEEARTA IC 3\ TR L 72,
(2) THEBERIE 2> 5 SC £ COFEHE (nm): 7w b Vg L CFSHIEINE & 2 it 3 2 e e il %
ZnE T2 HiG~HadbE, THEXREOEND O SC RE~0 A IEHEA SR, ERkE o i
HicBBWTERIIL 72 (K1),
(3)SC DA% = Ffkif & AR O /7 DFIE 2> & SC DIEER R L, Z DB AR A 7.
(4)SC DATIE : KR+ X CTREARIANC 351 2 070E % Z 402 1Lkl L 72, JSRTE < I T SHE O/ 5 X
U7 R el Ao 72 Mt FERR & U, eIRTH C 3T SRS P IRR & SMATRGR % 5 A 728 & i & L, 24
ZNOHHERE 3% Lz sUclmRE 51 &, FRE T, AT 1/3 1ICfiE 3 2 b D & i, Hhk1/3
ICHAET 2d DxHd, 277 1/3 1CfiET b 0%k e Lz, ki<, WEIL/3ICfiES 2 b
D& RN, g 1/3 1T 5 b o &g, Ml 1/3 icfiiET 2 b o xkIMIlE Lz (K2). SCo23h
k) CHEFEICH 25518, SC OHEAKE WTOMMEZERHL 7%.
2)  NHHEHO fEH AR A
1 [ H @ MRI D &AKIH & & EIRE 7' 0 b v i@l o, THEOEHEEH 2T o 72, SC 23
% FHHEH (LAF, SCHE) &, MREE L 2 BEi RO & 12 IEE CEE O v M5iE (BT, 1B
) ot Z1Tv, 2 HE Ol E{T- 72, FHINCH 72 W SR L 2R 1, MRI Lo ) 7 7 L v 2}

TR D PR & SRR DA o 1213 b0 o dE, KT I, PITER & SR o BEEE DS ROR & 7 % #



% 2 NE R L 72, THESED R AERAEE XA T o 4THB & Lz, 2 b oihilks X UGt
HAIEH X MRI % W C THEBEO R 21T o 72 R oW 2 55 g L 7= [29-31].

(D) HiT /7 BRI 3 X O 07 BARIPERR « RilJ7 BAEPERR 1X BA R 4 BE 2> & T SHSERT T 50 F T D R
e, 107 BARTRERR L T SR RS 0 & TR 17 E oMY TN E NG L 72 (X 3).

(2) THRBHO iR - BAEIRER D8 T il & AV E AL e 2 55 A 728 L CPATIC T SHSE ORI L &
%I R AR A RO RREMZFHIL 72 (2 4).

() BHFEIEE D MEE (LAT, Angle) @ THHE R, BIfibERR P, SAEAPRED 3 fick o TJ¥
RENBMEERFEILZE (K5).

(4) T 5ASH D PR & SMATERRE o BEEE (X 6).
3) HHBAHINEE O FHE

FHBEINBE O FEMIE H %, BIEIFROME, B, B X OTHEHOBIMEEA ko 3L L. 1
BH® MRI o %&AKifS & ORI O 7w b viddgs L0 T2 RO T X Coifiz b & ICFHib L
7=. BEIFMR OB B X OB IC O WT IR L 72 684 & DT b fif ¢ TITVvs, SC BE & 4340 Dl
1107z, FEBAMINE O G-I I E oS 2 5#F 1cfT- 72 [1, 2].

(1) BT FIHR o {7 i

EH, TR, S TR, EETT B X OCRITERAL, TR 5 DI L 72, SC %
13 2 SRR IC BT IZRE D b e d o 7z,

DIEH : BAORESARTH 0 3~ CO#IANC 35\ > C, T SHIE T /7 B A3 BT AR A 50 1 fr i L

PN HE 25 biconcave TH % b D ([X] 7-a).

QMTTHRAT + TR RIS FIBS NIIAR & L < 13 M %2 B 2 CHRAZ L CH Y, 22K IRHI O T

HEGDERmMICBW TR LD 1 20 ECHIBHAL T L 2iERTE 5H 0 (X

7-b).



QB HITTHANT * FRARANC BT, FRDSIEH 2 678 ISR 3 2 #i & kiR 77 IEEH 23 T 5HEE
11 RgE77 1 & 9 HiJ7 ICALE 3 2 oM iR Tt 2 b0 (M 7-0).

@ESIHTTT B X CRDTRRAT « F5 T TR T REh 23 BEfE L T 2 b @,

GFERHTEEN © X CORREOMIANIC 5T, BAHIFIIR DT ES 2 THEHD 11 K71

K OHITICfIEST 2 0 (K7-d).

(2) BRI o BhRE

BN, EAETEB A IR RE S, JERA MBI IR EE © 3 DL 7.

OIEH : BAOKE S X OB AR AR O 3= T OHIHNIC 5\ C, N SHEART /T BE i 23 BE & P A o
P hriE L, FIHRIEREDS biconcave BICH % b o (X 8-a).
@ENESEBR S PR R« BATIRE I BRST PR 3850 L T 228, BHORRICIE, FHASES X OV FHEE
& B IR D AL ERIR A3 IER TH 2 H D (X 8-b).

QIFE A SRR T PR BE E « BACTRFIC BAET ISR L < 0, FORICB W IR L2 F D
RETHZDD. H50IFFANKICHCTHRAGEAAEE S 2 ik, FHOREONAID L <

(MR D J AR T D HL I F5v CRIFTFMR S A L T 2 b @ (4 8-¢).

3) THHO F AT

%

TSEIE D FHZTE 1 SC LAFMT osteophyte, erosion, atrophy 14348 L 72 (X 9). flattening, concavity
FEERICIEEDEr o7 [1, 2], ThZNOBEVOERIIUTOMY TH 2.
osteophyte : TELEEIR 2 H 9 2 AN K 72 b NITERI 2> 4 U 2 88 5 T~ FE 27D

LR

\H;E

erosion : | 5AYHBHEE BE o oS, Wi %R 5 B,
atrophy : FHHEHDME/IME U 72 BBE R,

flattening : T SHEABHHI A O M A % N zimdins kb, FHAL L 282232 b 0, KE DG



RT3,
concavity : ‘AL, BUOLA, BB, @PKE 2 IERARICER L 2 WEEOmRIHOMED X 5
RIEH TR O L 7218 %2 29 2 b O, FE Ok R7ZATWw 5,
calcified body : B AR % 7= 13 SARBHAT 0 HHE &t L < v 2 WA 2 4 K LiE, MRI <, 7
n b yEEBRFHGE XU T2 BFGcRES I REEET L LY LN,
cortical sclerosis * (429 2 IRMT ] EAHIK & i U Cliff] EEFEIEIC 35 10 2 JOE O JE X A38H & 2> I B
L7z 23250, MRITIZ 7w b vEERHFHGRE T2 @mHGECEoRES2E23 5.
4) T — X fENT B X ORGEHFB
WEHRNTICIZ, #EHENT Y 7 b SPSSver.23.0  (SPSSInc.Japan) % L7z, W& o Hi{%&Z ki o
— B O FHM T 13 kappa fRE(% 7z, SC i+ X CNIEH 72 SABAEIHER o T 5HIH O fEH ARl 0 22
ME 1Tl Mann-Whitney @ U #7E 2 Hva7z. SC #f & Z ORI T G2 LRERE D it D 7E DRUEIC 1F
one-way ANOVA (Games-Howell %) %, M5l 5345 0 LB OBE <13 x 2 B (Bonferroni DH#HIE)
RV, HEOBESMHROME S X VB0 SA O LB ICIE 2 BEXH W2, BE/KEIZTTT

a=0.05 &L 7.

(LES

1. Mo —80E

SC % f 3 2 FHBAM 42 BIffiIc 31T SC Dfif s X U8 SC DALE 12 2\ T D H [ D Eif§RZ B 0 —3K
X, ZNnFnk=0.824, 0.849 TH Y, EH —EEZRL .

ARER REE O BT FIR D ALE, B)Es X T SHIHE 2SO W C OBE T O EHREZ W 0 — B 1T
NZhk=0.895 0982, 0.847 THhH, mL—HEERL 7.

2. SC DffEI AT



SC D fE, JREICHE W TFE 3.5+ 1.9 mi, RIS HEVTHEE 34£23miThH o7z, Rb/hE
W SC DI IF RIS X OERE T 1.1 mif, D KE VD DIHIRET 134 miTH -7 (X 10).

THASEEE 2> & SC £ ToliEEE, KIREICEH W TFE 0.8£0.5 mm, IR IC BV TIZFEE 0.8£0.7
mTHo7 (K11).

SC ofiEl¥ix, SCZH 3 2 FHEHD 60% (25 B icsWT IR, Zofhd 40%0 FHHEH T
R D SC BFEL Tz (R D).

FAKMEIC BT 5 SC ofrE, HiF, HR, BITICZENZN 35%, 48%, 17%DEIGTHEL, ik
IS H T 5 SC OfZiE X, WL e, Ml 22 10%, 81%, 9%DEIATHEIEL Tz (R 2).
3. SC s X CIEHERIC I T 2 T SHIE O i 24 1 S 45

A /7 BAfER I SC BT 1.0+0.7 mo, IEHEHECEH 1.71£0.5 om,  EJ7BIEINERR I SC B¢V
1.5+0.9 mm, EHFECHFE 45209 m, THEMEATEE X SCHTEY85-1.6 m, EHEFECFY 82+
1.2 mm, Angle % SC BTV 34.416.2° , IEHEECTIS42.0£5.9° , THEBEPNIMIEIE SCRECTH
16.3+2.3 mm, IEHHF TV 197220 mTH - 72 (X 12). SC FEoui/FEAHIRERR, L /7EAMiIERR, Angle
FLOTHHENIMIRIEFRRL Y DERICTNE 2572 (P<0.05). THHEHERTREI, W ICE B
RO o7 (P=0.65) (X 13).

4. SC s X AN REFIC 1) 2 BHIHR 0 K

SC fr o Bt DAz E B 1B L <, Seenifiishs, 786z, H9Ri/THe07 7% & AT HRAL,
BLUER%Z, ZhZh 356 (83.3%), 3 BHT (7.2%), 3 B (7.2%), X0 1BAH (2.3%) Iic
WO T, FENFIICO W, ERATTRAL, oAb, TTHEAL, ST isA s X TR
i, %77, B X CIER %2, 202 544 BIfT (39.2%), 292 BIA (21.3%), 105 B#T (7.7%), 77
Bt (5.6%), 42 BAf (3.1%), 308 Bffi (22.5%) 1Cilo 7= (R3). MifFxttiklL 7z 2 5, BASIM

WA E R OEIGICHEEAZZY (P<0.001), SC RO /7 53BHEI IR O iE 2 % 720 % FaEHi o H



BHBKE DI,

SC #EOBIHiMIk pBRERF ICBI L <, 1B, EAMHEFABEI MRS B X OIEE AL AR A I Ak e
EoEHRENFN 1B (2.4%), 5B (11.9%), 36 BT (85.7%) & JE(E (i rRE i F b s
DEEIN %8 % G 7=, AN RARICBI L <, 1EH, EAMGEBEEIHREEE, 3 X OCIRE M TR A
FItbEE oE A3, 22 348 B (25.4%), 542 B (39.6%), 478 Bfii (35.0%) TH -7 (%
4). SCHEEFENRIF 2 LI L 72 & 2 2, BAFiMRo#RERE oH&IcEEAEZR® (P<0.001), SC
HED 77 D3 IEE LB E AR PR T % 320 2 SHEHET OB G 23K & 2> 5 72,

5. SC ZH 3 5 THEBHICKEFE: S 2 R1THEEZAL

SC %R ® 7= THHSHIChffE 3 2 B THEEE L oEl S X, SCo A 20 B (48%), SC & osteophyte :
18 BHA (43%), SC & atrophy : 1 Bffi (2%), SC & osteophyte & erosion : 1 BAffi (2%), SC &
osteophyte & atrophy : 2 BAfiii (5%) TH o7 (F5). FENKIICEH T 5 THEETHARDO i %23 6
IRT. HEOTHEAR G e AT 25618, BEEL CEHICED . SCHEDEHIL, osteophyte i,
erosion #f, atrophy #f, EHEFOFHN L WKL CHEICHE» -7 (P<0.05) (X 14). SC #H oM D
534 1%, erosion #f, atrophy B ¥ X CIEHBEDO MR DM & HEE %D 7228 (P<0.001), osteophyte

HrolliciEEEZ2Rondro7- (P=0.22) (X 15).

[5£5% 2. SC %43 2 FHBHE D HEWT YA

Wi B X 0I5
1. #lERE

FEE 1 ICHWT SC 2072 41 Lol (42 B3, SFH4ER © 58.5+110.7 ik, 37-87 ik, 1A :

10



B34, ZE384) L <, MREBIMKEOFHEERXL, RSS2 FE»E L7 28
2 oG (29 BT, FHER : 65.2+£9.1 5%, 49-79 ik, Ml B2 4, &t 26 %, Va—a%
68%) RFERMHIEL, KkilRic 2 MIHO MRI#R§ 2175 & & b icRHICBEEMERDORLAZIETRL
o, TRCOWPHRH L EHEHICTHESIMCET 24 v 7+ —La Faviey &G RSN A
2o 72 132/ O BMARINERIX, A7 Y a—rdGbiwy (T4), HigEAH (44), mid L < IEs
ICTEED 72D KBi A mlRE (24) THoT-,
2. MR HiG#RGSEM S L O MR E&EHl
MR #f§5efh 5 & O MR B{&EHl X5k 1 L [F—& L7z, FARSEIE o Zfkicow, UTo4
HHEHZHEL 7.
1) SC o#ERFZAL
2 [AH® MRI T SC 235k L 724 & 5 %3l L 72, SC SBEAF L T 541, 2 DKRE X DAL
BT
2) THHEHORRZAL
THHSH D S A EHAEE (35258 1 bR —& L7z, 1HHB XU 2RIEHO MRI % b & IC, #FRHIZ2E
BEFHEL, UT D2 00T %17 7.
(1) 1EH® MRI ©SC B3HFES 5 T35 (BUF, SCH#E), %ol T35 (BUF, i)
D 2HEICHFEL, 2 HEECREFAV LR & HR L 72,
(2) 2[IH® MRI < SC 258k L 72 P58 (BAF, SCIHA&HE) & SC A& AF L 72 F5HEH (AT,
SCHEAFH) D 2B L, 2 HHH ORIFIZ(LE % R L 7=,
3) THBEHEIPIEE D R 2 AL
AR N OGN Z B 1 L [F—& L7z, SC #foBEEiMKoirE, BEISiFROEIE, 5 X Rtk

% TR T Z(E D 3ITHH I oW CTRERFIZL 2 A L 72,

11



4) EEARAER O BRI 2L

1 EIHB XU 2 BIHD MR #IGRICEEA L 2 B EERRICE TN 2 HBEEE® 5 5, visual analogue
scale (VAS) #fH\wC, FHDMER & HHAESIEE (ADL) @ 2 JHH Z3Hfi L 7z. SC s X U° SC
RS, 2 nZE NEERIER DR Z (b 2 & L 7-.
3. 7T —ZfEHr

SC #F & RHHIFE o T FHEE D EH A RIEHAl, SCiHAME L SC AR D T 5H5H D | £ EHE 72 & Oic
FHEMR» OGO NAERIERICE T2 1 HHE 2 BHD T — %0 EICIE Wilcoxon DFF5HIELLH]
BE Z 72, SCIHARREL SC FRAFHEH o T SHIHMS AR G HI D AR ZE (L &, SC IS L U SC
AP O P e o IR, 5 XL 1 HH 25 2 [ H o MRIRE £ <0 FE#6E H 0 Hlgic iZ Mann-

Whitney @ U BUE % v 7z, AEKEEIZT T a=0.05 & L7%.

it 5
1. SC ofERFIZAL
HENRTH 2 29 Bfio 5 B, SCHARHE 19 BIf (66%), SCIRFFREIX 10 Bt (34%) TH-
7z. SCiHAEED 5B, SCDHAERD b DT 15 BT (52%), JLD SC MR L, Hirz7 SC D
Haiozbold 4B (14%) Thote. SCHEIFRD I B, SCITIZL A EEAN D07z b DY 5
BEf (17%), SCOKE S S L BKOFEP R0 b 0 5B (17%) TH -7 (X16).
SCiHJAE L SC A OVIZR O Fimld 2 L Z i 64.819.6 %, 66.0L7.5 % TH v, MFEHIC
HEEZBDR» o7 (P=0.74). SCiHJHREL SCHEMFRICH T 2 1EIHZ S 2 [AHD MRIRE % <
o FEfEEAE Iz z T h, 72 »H (40~107 22H), 56 »»H (42~94 22H) <& H, WREH DR
MICHEEZZZD 027 (P=0.77).

2. THHIEHD R HYZEAL

12



(1) SC#f vs. FHEIFE

SC BE & HURE DM/ <, /7RIS (SC M : 0.9 mm—0.7 mm, P=0.04, %l : 1.4 mm—1.1mm, P
=0.03), _L75BaMikERE (SC Ml : 1.5 m—1.2 mm, P=0.01, XMl : 1.9 m—1.6 mm, P=0.001), HL
Angle (SC il : 33.3° —29.7° , P=0.002, xffl:35.4° —32.7° , P=0.004) iCHERKD %R 7.
¥ 72, SCRECIE FHEEO AR EAEEICHML 7201k L (8.5 m—9.6 mn, P<0.001), WHUEECIxH
BARZIRED A -7 (8.2m—83m, P=0.52) (K17, 18).
(2) SC i4RHE vs. SCTRAHE

SC ¥R, Ri/5RAMIPERR (1.0 m—0.7 mm, P=0.004), | 75RAiPFR (1.5 mm—1.2 mm, P=0.03),
THEE O RT%E (8.3 m—9.7 m, P=0.004), ¥ X Angle (33.7° —29.0° , P<0.001) ®F<TDIH
HeHBERZ{L 20 7=, SCEFHETI THEORAIEE (9.1 m—9.5m) OFE AN (P=0.01) &
Angle (32.5° —31.1° ) OFERED (P=0.01) 2@ ® 7=, Fifes XL O L7BAERER AR 221t
FRED b o7z (P=0.24, P=0.11). SCIiHEHEIX SCIRAHE L LKL <, Hi/7BIAIERR (SC %k
B —0.3mm, SCHEARE: +0.1mm, P=0.04), THHBEHOHEE (SCIHARE : +1.4mm, SCIEMFRE: +
0.4mm, P=0.03), ¥ X Angle (SCH%ME: —4.7° , SCHEAFRE: —1.4° , P=0.02) OFEEHNZL
EAEEICKE,» -7 (K19, 20).
3. BATMR 022k

AR CcH % 29 Bfio 1 [HH® MRI 51 2 BIEiIFR O E R X, 7E2Ei7iE0 80% (23
BEEN), MIFTHR0r28 7% (2 B, EorRiTa0r7x © Nl 5 Eis07 A% 3 BAA (10%), 1EH A 1 BT (2%)
THotz, MiARDONLD DD b, EAMEAREEFIREE 13 3 BAfE (11%), FEENM:5ERAETH
PR T 25 BEAT (89%) TH -7z, 2[EHD MRI TEAL2 H - -0 i3b 20 1 ffic, EH2 LI
B D RITHRAI~ & 22 L L 72,

4. THHEHD R E AL

13



HENRTH 2 29 Bffio 1 HD MRI ICB 1 2 THHEOBITHEEZLORIEIE, SC oA 12 B
ffi (41%), SC & osteophyte 25 14 BEffi (49%), SC & osteophyte & erosion 25 1 Bffi (3%), SC &
osteophyte & atrophy 75 2 BAffi (7%) TH->7-. 2 [HHD MRI TI3, BIFHEELILE2ED R0 DA
2 B (7%), SC D 4253 BHffi (10%), osteophyte d 425 9 BEffi (31%), SC & osteophyte 23 11 [
fifi (38%), osteophyte & erosion %% 2 Biffi (7%), osteophyte & atrophy 7% 2 Biffi (7%) TH b,
osteophyte % 58 7= T ZHIEAD 59%72> 5 83%ICHIN L T 7z (X 21).

5. EEHAEIR D FRHIZAL

SC #Eaxfk, SC AR, BX U SCEREMICH T CHHEAEXREE (ADL) X U0HHOMEA (VAS)
DRRRFNEAL ZFFM L 72, ADL B &BFICE LT LT nizd, FEERZRD D -7 (SCHEEM
7.3—4.7, SCi4JBE 1 6.9—5.1, SCHEMFRE : 7.9—4, P>0.05).

MDA (VAS) BB CHBEICET LT (SC B4tk : 3.8—1.2, SC &R : 3.6—0.9, SC %

ERE : 4.2—1.6, P<0.05) (X22).

SHBAHEIE 1% W R & LTl s, SR8, FHBIEVERE s T, (@ECREE, R OBAER A
FEkkZ 5K & OBEDIHS 2 T o0 B b, SABEE IC BT 2 WS IR RN IS L T B [32]).
¥ 7=, GHBAHTE B o BN TR B O IR REDS, RBREENICE D X 5 18T 2 2%, MRI CT
% FIC 72 BHREEINC X0 HEWTHIc i L 2 D 2 clicw o2 F#ET 5 [33-37].

—77, SC DIF{EIIAZTAAEFABIEE O EFRH) 2 BRZWHEED —> & L THEH I N TV 212 222

Hod, Tk CHBHTFD SCICBET 3 MW B EICIT <, £ LT SC IcBI3 2 MEWThitoe 1377 7E
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LawopBIRTths. 20K E LT, SCOFREMEIMEZ &, I T MRI R 2 =5
ThdZ e TFons, HKoETIE, FARIHIEOZB ICAEE R MRl BEOEH O~ &R kT
Btz o, FARAGNEZHOT-LT vy 22y £—=Fedn T3 MRI &% [38, 39] #&%
ER RS A E R

ZNE THA L, 2009 FED> 5 2015 4 F T D KRB “EER I e D ReriiagRHc SR EER %2 F253F
ICokBE L 72 B 684 4 0WIZIED MRI F— & 55 42 Bffio SC i L, &S 21+ 0%iEd
RT3 TERL, £z, MBFICICEVLTIZ A1 L (A2B8f) o5 b 284 (29 BEfN) ot

FoHN, 68%D ) A—NETHoI b, PK AT ADOFE % T 5 DIC B RAEHIEII LR

TE/R-EEZLD.

1. SC %4 ¥ 2 SHPBAE DR Y &

ABFE O REWTR AR R D BRIV R, SC 2 H 2 THEHD 13 & A LI B D RERFE 2337 9
btz TH 5. BEIMICIE 98% BT DN iE R %580, ZD 5 b 88% 1 IEEAH:BAETFIHK
i cH Y, BAEIMROME S X OCBRERE 2 SC o RAICE BHE L T 2 AlRetkdR S vz,
FFIRSEEAL L, & SIS EEAT SRR AT AR IEE DR B8 & 75 2 & & CRIETFIIRIC X 2 1440 7 B TRl
W2 b, SCORIEIC DR 2 R H 2 EHF 2 b5, NKOEEBANEICE T 2 SC DY
20777 2=t L CEHARDESCIMERF O TwB 2t [25, 40)], ZBHFEREEIEICH W T
BAEIFIR DIEfi2t SC DRERIVRI 77 7 2 —Th HHREERHO 2L o7, SC 28D 5B DD
HCIZE SR ECIER 2 BB MR O E % 3 5 THESES 1 BIfifEAE L T\ 7223, Z oFaBfiic v ik
NEHE & T RSB RS ATES 3, B ANEEE L 2 M oMEE L (K123), [ SC 3B
TWwiz, ToFEEEF, BEFHIMIRIC X 2 AFEERAES KDL THEOEFHIC SC AR I NE &)

SC ORFMF 320t Bbhr.
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SC DfEFIFFEIC BT, SC I TFHERE D 51 0.8 mDiiik L 7285 iAfE L, RIRHICE
WCHITT & RICAIE S 2 SC XA D 5 5 83% 7% 5o, iIRHE IC B W TIZHIRITIIET 5 D DA 81%
Ehiw Tz, %D SCOHIT b LIE EADMBICS CFEL Tz & v ) fRIE, &b B &
DI 2 HIBEEEE TICEL 2 2 e83% 0w L 2EKRLTEY, CT 2MTiT->7% SC ol
RAXFFT2b0Th 5 [5]).

VUL DRTAAEBIEHE ICFE0 b 5 SC OFEMFICBAL, 2 DOREHARB I TS, 1 DI
BRAMRFTH b, BHEIRERIOBEGE A RIme L, WEHEOBHLRENR L@ LU C, BEEHINOEIRI K
BFHICRAL, SCHELZ WS bDTH S [21, 22]. TR T, #EMBREL ZHAE
SCHAL 2139 TH 223, AWIFEAER CTld THIEKE 2 5149 0.8 mm, FAT 2.7 mD FElE%Z B\ 728K
BTICSCBEHINTH AT Lhrd, HRERAMKEIZSHT LY TEELAnEEZLNE, 91
D%, BHEERE b MM BT 2 i & L CHEDOBUNEIAAE L, AR OMb o = H ALt m L 72
WCE T I CHBEFIEDS G E 2 S, SCHEL S & v ) BIEREITH 3 [23, 24]. JEHED MRI

% o 7 BT RBIETHEIC 351 5 SC ofEMiFiE Ic B VW Td, oM h w2 [15). SR

i

AEIC XY, BASMROMEREIC X o TTFHEICGEE 2 A2 b v, Z O oifFIc SC AT
INZZEHHL2 LAY, AFEERD CoOFERREZEMNT 2 b0 HE X LN,
AWFEIC BT 2 THHIEOMHIEHE <X, SC ZH 3 5 THHMIE, 1K & 5HBAEHE & i L T T 5
S NAMENI IS /N & <, BAEfERR o B IME 5 X OBAEEE o THEAE 3520 & 7z (K 12). Vieira & [41]
1%, BEIFBEA RS X IEE RO THEENIMIIERIE 22 18.21 nm, 19.63 mTH Y FEAELH -
EMEL T3, SRIOFEMEECIXIEFERL 19.7mTH Y, Vieira & DFFFELITEIL 2% /R L T
Wizds, SCHETIZ 163 me I HI/NIWlETH -7, £72, FifEo [42] 1, SHBEEER O/ S IEH
FREICHEN T IR/ NS WHA Z 2D 72 s L Cnwb, Dbk eh» s, SC 263 % FHEEIE, 1E

7 SHBAEIRE & PR L TN I IC TSIV CH Y, BRI X v L L TnZz 2 A
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5, BAMTFIR OO R % & 72 L, MEI 2R SZE T 5 £ okt L GREIZ 12N AR 2 b - 72
fi, THHIEIC SC 3564 L 72 AlREME AR X 7z,

T HIC, ZOfthOBITHEEZ(LEE L T SCHOFRA E T L2265, SC DFEAEITITIRF R 72 22 A
HEL LTk Y, SC IZTHHEEFZEADHF T HERIEZIICEL 2 AlREMEAR I N7z, T DFEEIFUK
DATAEBIEIE 1< 1> T SC 2SI Fe 9% & v 9 iy [20, 26] %, 2 ERAEE © Wif§2 T o &
SERE D FREIC BT SC iR X 7 —vicowbnsd [27, 28] bwimEe —HT2b DT
H5. £7, SCEHOMEMDOMICEAL T, 41 4D bBWHETDLT1IC3 A THY ZDfh 38 A lEXK
HTH2%Z &b, erosion % atrophy &l L T, B H» 2 EGBERIAKL, LHEoEIG M
IS RE W AL E o7z, 2D Lid, HKOERTBHEREEIEICE T SC DREIFHEICKME

%ol v BEORE L~ L Tz [25 26). FHKE L CkHoREoT X asr vk
DA, LW BEEL SEEHERE LML NTEY, ZoEMME» b wEns L
7T v BEE TETCRRICGEE TR H D, 2o SCOFRED Y R 7 im0 5HBICE S
Dhb Lk, 72, SC2ET 5 FHHEO 2" osteophyte Z#H LTk Y, SC I3 osteophyte DF
9% THEHICHEES 5, L < 14 osteophyte DI & AL L 7887 CTHAET 20 REtER H 2 b D L F

Z5.

2. SC %A 2 SHABHET DT

KT DMEWTIIFIEIC X 0, P 54E 6 22 H (40~107 2 H) OFGEEFET, SCIIHI 2/3 2HEL,
1 1/3 BT 5 2 LoD & T o7z, FHBAETEE D SCITHERFAYICS < SIHRMR 2300, X 7 I
LTWTHMRTET L haroizb vy o, OB ET 2 Z Oftho Fifg-CliE & Lt
NCETHEZ RS RWRETH 5 T LB I sz, I ETBHREIEIEIC 310 2 SC OHEMf 7S

FRICBWTIIHE 2 SCOMRE RS e o7z & WO R EHBL Tz [16].
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SC 231K L 72 THHIH & SC 28R AF L 72 THIBHZ % &, SC2NHA L 7= d oD Fi2s, B D
P, THHEERTZEE O KRS X B O P ET L Tz (K120). AEoZ &5 6 SC Ik
TR O B 2t R0t AT 2 ATREME R I vz, —T5, SC MK L7z b oo
TH, FHHESMINL TSC KL b DL, THEBENKE CAEFITHR LD DBFEL
TWiz, THHEDINL T SC 23HK L72d Did, THHEAD I > T SC 23598 L 72 Al REME 23 1
bz (X 24). THABAMEEA K E (2 L2351 SC BHELAZDDIF, VEFY v 2Zick b SC 277
ELCOZGRIcE R’ BAE LEAREERE Z oD, 72, WD 2 HK L 727210 THERD 2R IC 7%
STWBHREEDEZ LN DA, CT g L CWhinnizd, KRIFFEHIEL S 13 SC N0 IREE % 5H
T3l iREETH S,

W2 SC 2 LT\ /= FHEEE®D 5 B 59%IC osteophyte 25FEfE L TH D, & 5iC 2 [a]H D MR i
I 12 35T 13 osteophyte ZFEFES 2 b D13 83%ICHIN L T 7=, £72, SCEETIE FHEER DR
23R B Fz—77C, SHUFEC I PR RO LB D bz o7 (M18). X HIc, SCIHE
FECld, SC JRAFREL il L CTSHIHAT RO L vy K (#D o, Loz Lhrs, SC I
osteophyte & BH#PEZ & o THAE L, ¥ 51T osteophyte D HZEAL S HEIT L 72255 SC A3 L T
M2 S 2 & 7o 72,

Z DAth D fiFF A1 2 R REI 22 L & L <, SCHECIXBAIERR D P/ MEAFR® & 117223, Gynther & [43]

ZICETABIEE DHEIT & & b ICBEIER IO MET 2 L WO MRERH L2 b H, ARBFEICLD
SC BETAAEBEAED —2 & LTEBINTWE I L OZYWAENT 2 2 LA TE 2,

FERAEEREE ICB VT, BRAERIZEED QOL A Bb-oTna720, FEL CBRI~NEH
Ho—oTh 2. KifFtick\wCid, SC oiEdr & 13BR & C O AIER I L, Tz, wE»
PR EDOMAFMCHEERER TR A2 >72b DD, ADL Ol %0 /2. KFIEOH

BRECIE, 11 B3 TEEE, 13 ZIEEEE, 9L 137 774 7 v Ak, 8 LI EFHELEE LU
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T 7TAT v AFEESEM I T2, 2 FIH D MR BRI IXBR A 2 B2 L 3 2 R 1P
Lishofz. L7edo>T, SC DIFTE & BRRIEIR DBE 338 <, SC DFEAEDEK & 70 o THE U 2RI
REFARREIRIZFF ISR Db o 72, £z, RIFIFEEIC XY SC 263 2 FEHIT O KmE L U2
I D BRREREE (X T IcSGE R RIAD 2 T EBHL D TH B Z e, SC KL L 729 R 2 1B B/
ADRZE RN e33Rk, —77, SC 2H 32 THEIKRE L EFL T IEF D D 505
THELZZ &b, SC %0 2 FHEMIEERE ICo WL, HFEED WAERFR-C THMICE L TEH

M RBEPBETH D EEZ LN,

i

-2

SC DT EIC L v, SCIZTFHEDNEM AR DD Y 25 WERRLDEFFICTZ K & 415 rIREMEA
NI NI, T/, SC IIBHEIFINROAE R Y, Fric IR IETABIEi IR GL & DBLE A5 2 & 23
biptileofz, T oiT, SCIITHHETHER{LOh T, BN ET 2 AlREMIRE S Nz,

SC DHftliIFAE IC X v, SC D 66% IZFEIFGE & & HITHEL, HEAL WG DR X 5 7T
HERI B LI L 72, £72, SC 2 H ¥ 2 EH OERKAERIZ SC DEaicBb b 7n  RIFFEGHEIC

IVt picET 2L bHL L R0,
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T

FE&Z 2B, BIRTBERL CIHREL CEBEZED £ L7, KIRKRYERS B Aot Rln
WERI AR N R RE PR AGEIE (27 7 v v 7' ) v VHIREDE) O RAESCEER, G — A0
o M@ R ICER L 2HELRL LS. AWIRICERL, RIBZHEPLE CH I ZHE £ L7
FHEDHEZ FLOAEBRM Ao ICHIRE L LTI ITHE L LA 4IRS BILHR L L
EN

AWgEiE, FHEseEaiBie (KAKENHIJP 17K17165) Of#iBh% 20 7> 72, KRR ICBEL

3~ E AR 3 7 0,
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# 1. SC ofil%k

SCOAE% % (BHEI%)
1A 60% (25)
211 26% (11)
3t 5% (2)

AME A F 9% (4)
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% 2. SC ofiiiE

sagittal
Hii /7 rh g % it
1% 8% 1% 10%
|
S I B (RN
S 31% 34% 16% 81%
§ R (22) (24) (11) (57)
> S S s A
3% 6% 9%
|
e @ ’ ©)
2 35% 48% 17% 100%
! (25) (33) (12) (70)
N J
Y
83%

71w a1 SC DE%L
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# 3. SCHEH X BN REEIC BT 2 BHIMR O A B o FIé

SCHE sl LR RAE
SEAHT TR 35 (83.3%) 544 (39.8%)
IS IaT R A 0 292 (21.3%)
(YL A 3 (7.2%) 105 (7.7%)
AN DS B 0N Va1 KA 3 (7.2%) 77 (5.6%)
YL R 0 42 (3.1%)
IEH 1 (2.3%) 308 (22.5%)

il 42 (100%) il 1368 (100%)

P<0.001 : 5?2 #E
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# 4. SCHEH L BRI IC BT 2 EEIMROBREDE &

SCHE AN R
e 1 (2.4%) 348 (25.4%)
7 S D i P A i 5 (11.9%) 542 (39.6%)

A7 1 S D 0 ) i o 36 (85.7%)

478 (35.0%)

42 (100%)

i 1368 (100%)

P<0.001: y?
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x5, SC 23 5 MHHIHICHEMES 2 BITIEEZA

NIRRT AL BAEIEL (%)
SCD A 20 (48% )
SC +osteophyte 18 (43%)
SC +atrophy 1 (2%)
SC +osteophyte +erosion 1 (2%)
SC +osteophyte+atrophy 2 (5%)
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K 6. HENREEDIIAM
SCHE osteophytefif  erosionfff  atrophy#¥ 1EHRE
ek L 41 % 12244 54 %4 40 % 81 4
(Bagi %) (42 ) (159 BT (60 BEfi) (53 i) (162 BAfi)
o 38 %4 104 44 414 32 % 47 %
PRI (39 P (13790 - @7B9ED o (43 BAEE) (94 PAE)
-_ 34 18 44 13 % 8 %1 34 %4
” (3 BHf) (22 BA) (13 BAf) (10 PAE) (68 P
i (%) 58.5£10.7 A 51.4+15.7 B 45.1£25.1 BC  47.2+£13.6 BCD 51.3£17.2 BCDE

KE—DT N7 7Ny M XFERMNT-REEICIIEEER RN & Z2RT.
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sagittal coronal

1. THESEZKE 25 SC ¥ CophE

KRR TR S B 2 51 L 72
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U@ R

B&ﬁnﬂéﬂ‘_ﬁ‘a% __-

| T‘”’Eﬂﬁﬁuﬁﬁ L

sagittal

3. W7 BEAIRES 3 & O L5 B HPERS

KRR TR S B 2 5HI L 72,
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SRR T

e <« ﬁu@%&ﬁ
AR T 2 -/

sagittal

4 4. THHED iR

MR TR S B 2 51 L 72,
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TR

sagittal

X 5. BAffifER D AE (Angle)

KRRRD 723 A2 FHI L 72
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" IHIJ@;_/‘L )
2 SME

coronal

X 6. TFHEAD ASMAIEE

MR TR S B 2 51 L 72,
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b : flJ5ERfL
c: B RITHRAL (el - BRERFIMRASIE R 72 608 (e 3 2 difn, A - BRERFIAR R T IEIEER 23 T 5HEH 0

117718 XY |75 iAo 3 5 dlif)

d : SEAHTTHRAL
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8 BHEIFIK DB

e BT, A5 400 BT

a: IEHX

b+ AR SR B A PR
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9. THIEHDHL

a:SC

b : osteophyte
c ! erosion

d : atrophy
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T1 : First MRI
T2 : Second MRI
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