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1, o TIREBI T 70% D O SRR R R HE
Al e d S HE»H 00, Br(E)-SCEP @
AL T U 3 5 A HE RO T RCHERNIC % 5 42
LA AbTaEELZ6ND. LT, Br
(E)-SCEP @ computer simulation %17 7=& 1212
HEEIC BV THAREHR T 28RO A
PTG AOF - ¥ vz, BriE)-SCEP D
computer simulation 9B T & TV RVOFPBER
THb.

22T, SBT3V T SpSCEP & Br(E)-
SCEP % itk L72fEM O 5 HE— LV OJEEFT
Bahtd b, »o, LB TERETOY 2 O
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125 4

, (b)
100 4 negative
o s ~ 20+
w 2 75 - 220
O 3 s
=1
Jo i
77) E 101
254 positive
00 gl v ; T
-2 -1 Block + +2 -2 -1 Block +l +2
negative 204
negative
2 (© . (d)
&' 151
O = o~
? 3 -
—~ E = 104
Y 2. .. H
5 g positive <
5 positive
c c L) Ll L] L] L]
-2 -1 Block + +2 -2 -1 Block + +2

5 Sp-SCEP & Br(E)-SCEP DRBArZ:1k
ﬁ$7ny7v«w%fuaLf.4ynwxoﬁmws7U79v«wuﬁﬁ?%ir%v4
TR, 7O IRV EBRATHOLIR7FRERLTWS, SpSCEP DEELEL (a), Bhrml
(b) OZEb% B, Br-SCEP NBEZ{L (o), BETHR ) DEAL%E FBIZRT. (Repeated
measure ANOVA, Bonferroni's multiple comparison test ; *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001)

RAHEAS » R fEBIC B3 5 Br(E)-SCEP DB
#1217, Br(E)-SCEP D RBtkik & Btk ik D iRIE
LHBCOVWTER 7Oy 7 LRV COTLE I
ALY, @53 E0ERETHLH, EE7oy
ZURNVEEQLLT, £ V25V ADFANGT
Oy 7 VRNVICHETA2ETERAFR, 7Oy
ZVRNVEBALBESSAELELTYA. Br
(E)SCEP DIZl7n v 7 LA NIz BT 2 BIE
ftix (B5c, d) ¥4 SpSCEP & R Z{L%
ALTBY (R5a b), E87ay 2 LANT
BEROSMLBL B0 (#ithiEsk Br(E)-
SCEP : p<0.001, #7 A &% i 22 $% Br(E)-SCEP :
$<0.01), BHRBYEE DR A DRI Sp-SCEP (=
HANSOBEEICH o7 F72, 4 SN ANE
70y 7 LRVICHBTAEMCROONS

846

—82—

[k OIRIEM K] 1% SpSCEP CHENTH 5
A Br(E)-SCEP CiX#» 5 h % WHEEBI AL 5
7c. BREREIZIX, Br(E)SCEPIcBWTd BBt
BALOIRIBHMK & BB ORIEET ) 220 2
VARNVERETOy 2 LRV EEZTEWEED
3 (Ee).

4. WHEFHEORTE DN & MENNS

[REBEFmOHBRR®

BT b IR FHESE B BUIE O TS 12 = D F BISE
REMDEHETT v 2 LRV 2B (FEL AL
B LBREVALVZHRSHTWS, Skt
SIS LRI 5 BREE B AT % MiT L 2= 5250 101 51
EMETIE, TOILALIE2MBL VUL
TR R L MRI CRO A, SHARBLR
EZ RV BN 2 Ty 83 Bl CHRBTHE
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HRIEMIC X B IEAPENI O B AL

Brain stimulation
C3~4 ,m}
mEJOvs
e Y
C4-5 1 1 =&
| S R
¥ A
C5-6 Jix e s —
A
C6-7 Film h
T _ims

R6 SBUAEAEPNC BT 5 MM Br(E)-SCEP
MRI T C4-5 {ZHEBA L =7 2280 B, Br(E)-SCEP Tid € 4-5 iR CRA M OB & & itk oK
WRALEDERT Oy 7 LA LHETE, EEAR L Br(E)-SCEP OE#H 70 v 2 BRI —FK L Tw

Pz,

RO ABRIT LT s GRIRAY HHE B b 18
SEHT) . TOFHMBUIEB L AV ELTRIFY
HEBTERB ORI E RSP LAFRM O
HHEPEOGTETBY, MEEUBHLF-T#
DR eRERETEEROEE S o h s b H
ZTwa,

5. BHBREABRTOFEMLMESX
HRBREMRTHEROEE YO v 2 % Fik
KB TEITMEL XL oBE, 230 FHEko
POEIATRICH 500, SHEETFISNS MAE Tl
BOVERE AT 2L EDH D5 EEEITA S
EM A RO BT~ OIS 2 E AR E Y
B LML e DM E B, BUE, B
FEBPE TS 2 2 BB SE MBI & 2 R 5k
BEZHPERILEhood 2, ZokilE, &
FORFOTFHOMBERIE - TRE LD H
BORT 2 b 0TS EREIHA LS
THRBESEBTERTA I XTIkl
MRBEETHL2:045%0BRIBHI ME s
b,

¥ & B

Sp-SCEP @ Computer simulation Tl 7o »v
LoV iZ A 738V AHEET 5 F R CRERro
WKkERD, 70v 7 LRVCHBEEEOMAL
BUUMoLBLEI 2RO 00EHTH L.
BEIR B COMET S LATHE A TR 0B Bt
s, T oI ki computer simulation &
MIRFIOFRP L —FL, EE7oy 208
{2 computer simulation 2IEFICBF I Th oz &
WZ A, F7, THMEEMO computer simulation
BEBLITE TuRnds, BEFDOIRE T Br(E)-
SCEP THIE#H 7 v 7 L~V TR ORI X
ERMER ORPERT Z EAVRENS,

X ®

1} Ishida K, Tani T, Ushida T, Zinchk V, Yamamoto H : Re-
covery of spinal cord conduction after surgical decom-
pression for cervical spondylotic myelopathy : serial so-
matosensory evoked potential studies, Am J Phys Med
Rehabil 2003 ; 82 : 130-136

2} Tani T, Yamamoto H, Kimura J : Cervical spondylotic
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myelopathy in elderly people : a high incidence of con-
duction block at C3-4 or C 4-5.J Neurol Neurosurg
Psychiatry 1999 ; 66 : 456-464
3) Tani T, Ishida K, Ushida T, Yamamato H : Intraoperative
electroneurography in the assessment of the level of op-
eration for cervical spondylotic myelopathy in the elder-
ly. ] Bone Joint Surg Br 2000 ; 82 : 269-274
4) Matsuda H, Shimazu A : Intraoperative spinal cord moni-
toring using electric responses to stimulation of caudal
spinal cord or motor cortex. in Neuromonitoring in Sur-
gery (ed by Desmedt JE). Elsevier, New York, 1989 ;
pp 175-190
5) #EEE, & #— : Solid angle approximation theory
1227 B RBLL D computer simulation. B X%
SR &5 1994 ; 68 : 207-220
6) Tani T, Ushida T, Yamamoto H, Okuhara Y : Waveform
changes due to conduction block and their underlying
mechanism in spinal somatosensory evoked potential : a
computer simulation. Technical note. ] Neurosurg 1997 ;
86 :303-310
NE B UEAIPEIC L ZEETHERLELOR
WEEBTAY 2. F272A N5y FNo6. BEEREE
B# 1997, 33 : 303-310
8) Tani T, Ushida T, Yamamoto H, Kimura J : Waveform
analysis of spinal somatosensory evoked potential : para-
doxically enhanced negative peaks immediately caudal
to the site of conduction block. Electroencephalogr Clin
Neurophysiol 1998 ; 108 : 325-330
9) Tani T, Ushida T, Taniguchi S, Ishida K, Tsuboya H, [ke-
moto T : Partial conduction block in cervical compres-
sion myelopathies : waveform changes of ascending spi-
nal evoked potentials. Suppl Clin Neurophysiol 2006 ; 59 :
265-274
10) Martinez L, Lamas JA, Canedo A : Pyramidal tract and
corticospinal neurons with branching axons to the dor-
sal column nuclei of the cat. Neuroscience 1995 ; 68 :
195-206
1) #0880, & #—, LHEE, kT, 4 A,
HFN : EEESE IS T 2 FHBRERETIC L3
RRAEB . BEARBEE 2010 ; 52 : 85-94
12) #0OM—W, & 82—, £WEE KT, a4 wE ),
TR : SR RE IS T 2 AR Ic LT 7
HLHERDRU 25 BRIE B 40 0 R & AR O ME B B R~ D
. ERARRANBBER v —F 1 2008 ; 48 7-14
13) Kawabata S, et al ; Visualization of conductive spinal
cord activity using a biomagnetometer. Spine 2002 : 27 :
475-479
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T LIWATEA V8V A DB EaT AR )
TLETL, MANRTRE LB THETES >
NWVAL o THREHEL T L TEXRGICRE
LZBBALEZWIY. 2% 0, FikizoEmB
=a2—0YDRTHREIC L 2 BB O RIS
LEFRBUTHY, ¥+ 72%HE%w, 1H
OETH M THBEOR AMBARKT 3 HEHIE
By AL (compound muscle action potential) @ 1
2EbWVR B,

FEBRELZTAILICEINBOLNBIBEN NS
2hHY, ENSOMTICL YRR BD
R, WAMROREY, E0 KM HOFE -
BRFTETHS2. BRAOBEIHO o L
6, CHETISUBHMEDENBOEEH$ 5
NZRELLTEICFASNTEL. BEOHE
T, FHAWAMRORAEEFGICSESATY
5. ZCTHERLAE, [BREMLFEFHEW,
UNEYF—2aYOE] LT, “8Y»
ERMOTMBMEIR" & “WBYS A =12 L 258
HI AR (S 3 2 RERI R oW T Fikd Aun
THE L 7=,

MO = 5Pl - haek

BRI RBERECTHEL-RBTHY, @
I LREBE VRS, LA pIRDEE
REWIIHESAMEDL S 2V L CHEL AL T
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1. 1BEAMORER & RIiERFF

a. (EUBHIC

RiH ik HBMOERND 2 WIBEMN2BTIET
AN, SOLHIBHFERTEREE->THERLGRS
TR HHERTHL™ LERBINLTNSE", %
7o, 1BMEMIE "AELBOAEOEAD 5 WIfIfD
BERILETIRYLRMEEATRRETAMA" LER
IhTwa, —7%, HEOBRTIISBWAEN LBERN
2ENT AR, LIZLIIBEROBREIZEEON
TR ThITABERORDEL, ZL2ICERL TR
IEBUEMRTHLIEVHIYURFRINTVS, LiL,
ERORROBBICBWTIX, BB EROEEL W
JCtEmti LTl BELENITLIZLIZEARET
Hh, MEES {OBBEMDOPICL [BEBOREH
RELTWALDEEZLNS, TITHRETIBHBE
MRBIZBVWTI IR S T2 RMMEE Gl
F) RHELVANVOMEORBHENICERL, £ho
DEBEZTTTRIELDL S ITBBEH/ISL > THEHS
NEDIEDOVTHRARA N,

b. F# - FHOWEOMEENITIL L 1B14ED

(1) FHMEKICH T SN LHILONRF

B L DRI ME 2 &1 ) BB TH B S
LB, BEEME 2o THRBERICTIERI SN
RRBROLISTRENICRCRRTAMAICHS L
Twa, i, RHEERMETFIhIE, M1 A4V
PHBERTF FRARIEYTRAF AP (SP), iV T2

FATRERTFF (VIP) 22403 b= BIEFHM
~R7FF (CGRP) % LOiF#ELc X 0 B EEIZRERR L,
MR RERBIZKRY, BRICRRFEORENIIR: &
ha, 20t REREH»SOEBICE-> THSARIZ
RIS % EANHHEL UL R MR LA L 2. B
HERIHADRE - EFITMboTWBHI LiE, FiE
FWL LB OREGBOBHICRETIMAL LIS
WTHROBHEENTTEL TV I HI L RENS,
EFEMTIIE TRBABNICBIT 252 B 53 2 A
RTFFRHA b A4 7, BOIZHAZEETHRIEH
BREORBBUT 2 HEMIBR &3, Henderson &
2 BPRREBVWTHENBXE T 5BRICSPR
CGRPHHIML TWA I L 245l L, ENHIREERIC
MW5T5Z L 2RELTWA2, 7, Parkhouse Hl3,
SP i & UFCGRP B t£#3# A hypertrophic 7% A i tE B
MBOLEICROPoTHEY, SPLARVERSSES
CENBRDOHMMEMAZTHH ) LBRRTWEY, ¥
o, GEEOBWIOAL FTLRASFIY, ko b=y
B ERTEMA DD L PREBEOREFMIE
FUIZTGF-B % ¥ DY L bh 4 Y DEEINUML TS
SEFMONTEY”, KEMERODEEFIMHIENRE
BICRA LEBESRATVWAI LR ENS (Fig.
1. #MERTF PR, BREERECE ) BRI LY
FLTERESNIA YAV AR RBEE LTERIERAEDR
MhOHBEIRLEIEAMONTEY, Y4 AL V%
REOLHBEREREDEEREEL SR TWAY,
2T, SHEAMERR L2 LoM8 GiilBsgRiiIceR

R enann | «— | BEATF KO
- 2@ (SP, CGRP)
]' A
TH 077 —SPanBOHE
CHsk
bFGr 1 N (HREH)
KU FEBONE Mﬁzﬁfﬁr{:«;@m
=2 l |
& }
.ﬁlj | \: Besan BERM | | HEBE || K

Fig.1 HH-KHRBERICBIZMANDRELEROAN=X L

bFGF : basic fibroblast growth factor
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Fig.2 B—HFEEAMBORELFHOMROEL

FHHR) FVHLLTHELZVEIICTEY, Howv
BELTLE-RBGI YL T RELLTHRLT
W EORR R I DL H S,

(2) BHIMEETL & HAOBIEL

PR EH A BN ORI B APHETH S
7, EEES AR EEM LAY, REELTK
WA LTRESERE SR RMNEELTHE,
A EE 23 o TV H T BRI L 550 2
WA SN ADRRIC L) RECTT RS ETIE RS
TIEFRMLRTYAS, FEMEISERERA LT 20H

{Dubner et al, 1992)

B LA BAEREMCHRELTAL L, EFHRET
GHIB L o RBOEREHMISOIBHLRT I
L3 A, MWREIE LG do 2RSSR b BB %R
FTEI %D (REFOIK (Fig. 2)>%. Thoo®
{LRARE TR I 225, TOBEDHKNO—~2E LTS
WP I rBESERO—DTHLNMDASEROEE
HRELGBHEPE-TWALIEPFINRTCOWRETHS
PIBRTETVA Y, BRIELE VT, Grubbbid
SOLH BHFHOREINEHICBVTLFZRIZN
TWAHIERRLAY, 7, EEEMELEBWIIES
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KEREOH
(55.6%)

TRRICIEMNSEH»
(11.1%)

KA E
(30.6%)

KERRE D H
(2.7%)

Fig.3 EFEEMME QRN SURRIME

RS ERREIThh - BEOWHN O ADTHD
Wt T oz, BEALOERICE T, BN IRE
LaWRRADS TRUSE TR HMAFERT
FHRIE->TEY, ThoOBFIIHMORENE{LH
FIERSBNTVAZLEARBELTVS (Fig, 3)%.
Fh MEREEERTHEATHATHEEI S 20
BEOHEFHAZIERBOTREBTYoF ST (N
#) PLIELEALSR, BREOREKNORNENRE
REBRTnE, ZOTOFo7PRIEDAIZLLEL
TG BA TP neural sprouting 12 X % & 45 Weolf &
DR, R - EOROESAEIRBIT S ATPRE
W EOBAEFEE L TwhD &5 Teuda H O A8
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FUREINT A, WTFRIZ LT EBIMMNC X AMEE
HORMBEIE CHEB T 2 Ak L B0 I
L. BHERO—2ORFE Lo TWALOLELLR
5.

c. MUABICST3BOME

g E R EE UTHFBBEEE LITL U 2o
UF ML, BIRE S LT BT
{81, S2), BB, wWiikeE, WEisreaEstre
Pain Matrix & BT AR 5 KB HDH B
EHENDIEE RS, LaL, BEEK LTS
CETHNTEL L IR OBER TS Lo
R, LTLLMBOBBTHEL LTy i



BRTRIESE R R TIL0EIIMA T, BATIRINE
LR, BHBEROREL P4 RERPEAG-T
WAEHE T LTI 2o, BEBIZORELIBEN
HLHIEELD FIT, SHRMBMEAMBIIIHL
TINFTHbILTEEEEA A—V v rikoiltd
ol BEE L, BRI aB o TH R T S,

(1) MEOREE &189%R

PWHERRIEO P EEITR, MEOEEBVTCE%
AN HBERARET IR TLEHLI LD,
B LIATRD Y —F v PELTEHEN TV LRSS
Cdhd, Loizd, BERIERS EIL L o TN O
FHAFTHATETVWE, BRILEE OB ET S
B, HAOETRICBOTIE SEGHREE =5
BEIEER) AR L T2l R &l r B s
(HAFREEES MO L Ty BINERY, R
WAL TWLIEXMON TS, SERBIREI
ST A AUTH D, L IR B S Do
GERMMED) BEIEICE LTwh, —3%, S
FEH L, WA T ANSIME T L STy
B, EEENIC B A RO o TR A S 3
HERTHh, BBEA AV 7EBELTCRIPS
Rlv &40T & 72 Single Photon Emission Computed To-
mography (SPECT) #° Positron Emission Tomography
(PET) &R BAfibi TETwv A,

DIHEI BV TR OB S RIERLIEH
RHNTwE—KT, BRSNS
WTEREMEEYS  EEI SN SO TRIGH
H LGLARTLTwAEWIHESFRE S TVWS
(Fig, 47, o L) LMK EHIE T, 50
ARG DEESTETLTOEI LI -TETEH
N, PERBFGROWVEMMED, BIoTwa I EaiR
THOLEIOLNDY, ZTOXIRELOERIZOWT
DM ATH 225 1) S0 280 % i A H
BARAELL, MEOBEZIHLTvA, vt 2)
PRI AR M IS B R OB I - TEB Y, b
FHRBEPLOWAETOADICFH L TLIA Y EE
THRBREL-TWD, Y BRIEBT LY F 7 AEE
PRS0l ETES v, O H
HOWRENRE GENFICEEORN 2 BIRNNEBER
oBEABI 2RI SRS T &0, BEEIHE X ik
ORI L RES B 2RI ERT v s, W
BEHELTELLND,

(2) AR HBIEE P ZOMOBEE & BEERN

Ml llbAROEMTIE, 5107 Pain Matrix
ORI, & &) LIRKIEN o Twa i, &lid i
BRIZAF 4 ¥4 % T & AYC & 5 functional MRI (fMRI)

Fig. 4 5 BRI UMM SRR w (e
SR [CBITAMEMKOMKT

FRRE 2 o 2R R ETHRO LN TE TV A,
IhETOME TR, EEPHBIZL - THAILDET
HEENAAZ AL LBGRL->TLALITHD.

WU LRA T~ St oB Y ELLE L
AHNS, THETORETERIEEMNERES Lo
HRECBO TS BTN R RS % B0 25—k
THREMTZED LI L3S, IhH0BHEOMMS
BMELTWAZ LD, #2272 E LTHNBEEF L
ATHHEHRT 2 HEPRA LR TWA, OB &
WM O BB T, ML EST 2 L0
ADHH L B % & Uik O Pain Matrix {47 %% figt
IGHAHB IR D I A MRITFECH O Mo ERT
é'{'b\Z)m_ .

----- HCBEERBECHTAMRERRE LCIIERES
OMBENT A5 L LTHVDZ LT, B (B
EMMT SO EET LRI TR TwE™,
COFERTIE, MBS IIRE L v 2R
HMETHLE2 S RTOLIMTCRESIHUEBIAT
Wi (Fig. 5).

O L) ITEEBEI BRI I A 2 B o lEiE D)
&, 1B IER O B SIS LCIR ) L 2B,
RGN ELE, IOWRCES—»w L
TWH SO S, BRME TR EoTWnaAT L
BMGSLTwARIEPEALND, 4, BEHERE

SRR B 599
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Fig.5 BAE (CBP) #9E A % #RER L 208G U 2o b & ZAEREMENAE (OA) 0¥l BRI & i

LRSI BLL 2 NS B

B 2B DR S BRI 2 e & L2 B o6l & R L 2ok LT, BB TR b 5% 22 Pain Matrix (25 i

LRt R A

PR OIERD D THHT UF T OMMI BT B
A WAL BT, Themoto H IR O L A
WTRNATREI S 2VRIEOBRREIN GERIIED
PMAS L EORERY, MRIZHOTRALGHRES
fFoTwd, WEHIRREENNG: & URRIEER
BRFEFMALL OGBS, BRI
Wit visual analog scale (VAS) {IhvTRUEHEFX
DLV HASHB I AL 2D ST, BilhLO
ARG ELBHTH LR OEIEIL R 2T, SL
S92, #RE CEX L-UHrSRIRE) B L O, R
BEOFHEHFRET A REHELTWSE™, Peyron b
7 oFo 7 £ BT0REE & FRIIEE TS
AR L R GEIEORMB IR 5 2 2B oISz
GWTOIFE AT 7258, Tkemoto & & B O#GICE
= Tnd,

(3) BHUEXICHYS0BNHBREONS & HiRER

Rt

AR AN ST i SuvbhTuwd Lo, OB
PR IS I BV T A0S BRI E <
T LI PO TWA, LA "Ub I b
BE" OREALRIGIIROBEETHD, "UbHS
BiE OEOLWE (FAy, JETa7hy) Tk
WALBEL v, MO Z L2l TwahE &R
RGAEERTE Y, B ko Tl Z LA
HERL AWML B Y, Fh HREEERAALLN
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AIEBES AGHINH Y, SR LA THE
WD S NATOENRFSIE LS (P ahak
HIETERL BB OREEHLI LELBTLHE) &
V) LA D B,
IHSOMEIERAPTRT S - LIS YL
BEMERMRE "B L LTomAERIZME LT
WAHZEERTHIDEELZHND, Ushida ik, FEEM
EVEEMBE I BT 2MAOLE - HHHELH~<5
7o, BHERMOATBOTEREF L% BT
FoT R HTAHHERTHERAE I L TREPET
BONTWARE® R/ E 25, MIFRE N
MBOHHFREHFHRIEATARLTWAZ EADLR
»Tvid (Fig. 6). G REHIRAH2 T4 5 oER]
FRAEEIRIETASEMNEIIRERTENY, L
B TEESBFETCHO N T A BB MMkl
FICTWME) %) W4 EERD ) HIIEIEILAY
A S A, FANMWENEHC B SMma0Zmn i
MEMBNNE L OMEIH OoIrOERMEI LTS
DR E NG, TS DEEOBRIIIE SR
HRBEFCFAERIZGCERBLCEY, L8 )
AR B e R & 3 A TR 2 A A LT
MHERHEMTHLZ Ltk b,

(4) BEAMEHCH Y IBEOBNENEE
BHEML, FORMLIOMBNLEREIEEO
quality of life~A & (BB L, BIEH 1y —>



Fig.6 Y7AiRIC X 2 EmRR s Bt

DEALFFIERI LT 5%, BEHIBHSAELNR
ELT, BHEHHBET CRBOBEHICERT HEN
PHEETDHIEPRESATED, BEEHIIBwT
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