RAXME LTI LRV AEDE. 132008 O SCHk, MR LzimTid
DIEP2HETH A, LODHEBEICET 2 XEMA1EL 2% w2, systematic
review £ I3V 2 EV level i34 £ W RETH A9 (EV level 49). FEMESEE, FEX
704 FEPLEFESE (nonsteroidal antiinflammatory drugs : NSAIDs) 8 & U4
IEI5E 2 H AA bR RIERIE IO W, 4980 EBEAE O 2 4E [ 0 BB TIlE R4
BEH L RTREBIEN 2P o LTwa. RELBEANRETH VAL
HIFMPEW2D, TNE Do TEMOERNE W EITW R v, L LEERNC
o L CIRTERRE (328, NSAIDs, A EHRE) PEHNICEERTHL T LER
THDEWZ XS (EV level 49).

PAEWE, BB, RERBEHTOREERECHTAHLEZIY LIFT&
B, WX R ERAREL S L O TREFEERE L LTHEL TWw AR
BBV, EDX) BF@mXeELHDTIITLEL—T 5.

23BN EMEE L EOEBEREFEELZITV, 0PI FH 2T o /R V14E
BTIIFMBEDIT ) PRI L A o 72 &) controlled clinical trial 2% 5 (EV
level 59). —7, F#fiGlisson 51, ¥ B, ¥72~_y F, Crutchfield #5112k 5
RERIEL T 1 EYD ERBBEZE T X /264510 case series T, BEFITIZRF %
BREEE & ZOMRPBEECEITREEEMEL T2 (EV level 77). 727201
BAMEHIETH 52012, BBPICFEHNEL Lo HEANETN TR WTEEYE
W57z CHERICHENEZS. M, RERE (—HREREZLETL) OFEH
BT, —HICRFREICRS TS0 H5HEATHDDDIE) %05
ek, BHEFPHEEIOTWAHEDLH S (EV level 79).

TR

THASEAE, BB A7 04 N CIEEEREIC X 2R APREREIIN L
RBBHD D 555, AL FE, LONWCEYEIMTEOREOEMMEDL D
50 EHELPICLXEBA R, RENNERTIEH S5, VT TOXMNT VT 7
FrAROR (TR 75 Iy EVEA) #BEFICHERL, JOARa T, 10
B7FAb, BEOHRBEOUBLRDLETHHREN DS, 12/2L, 2V bu—oD
BEDRLZEF YV ALANLEFH VLIV R W (EV level 79). HEIEICOW
Ti&, 79 ROBREREFNBOEEZLRCT DRV NS, 5BFRAEZ L
BL15.

¥ R

) WukEZ, BRIER FR B3 SEETHERESOFMEENE  RERBICI 2HE
& DR, BRAE 1999 5 50 (2) : 133136
2) Matsumoto M, Toyama Y, Ishikawa M et al : Increased signal intensity of the spinal cord

on magnetic resonance images in cervical compressive myelopathy. Does it predict the
outcome of conservative treatment? Spine 2000 ; 25 (6) : 677-682

3)  RRARSFHE BIMZ, TE-HEIIr GREARREOER) SEREERTREMICHSIT S MRI
BT R & WEREGE & DOBE. EREEAY 1999 5 34 (4) 1 537-542

4) Fouyas IP, Statham PF, Sandercock PA : Cochrane review on the role of surgery in
cervical spondylotic radiculomyelopathy. Spine 2002 ; 27 (7) : 736-747
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9)

Kadanka Z, Bednarik J, Vohanka S et al : Conservative treatment versus surgery in
spondylotic cervical myelopathy : a prospective randomised study. Eur Spine J 2000 9 (6) :
538-544 ; discussion 545-546 ‘
Sampath P, Bendebba M, Davis JD et al : Outcome of patients treated for cervical
myelopathy. A prospective, multicenter study with independent clinical review. Spine 2000 ;
25 (6) : 670-676

Nakamura K, Kurokawa T, Hoshino Y et al : Conservative treatment for cervical spondylotic
myelopathy : achievement and sustainability of a level of “no disability”. ] Spinal Disord
1998 ; 11 (2) : 175-179

HIAGAE, KHRA, BEERIEH  BEIEMICBY 3 EHEETREOEFMES DO
274 L 541 2000 5 49 (4) : 1006-1010

Sugawara T, Hirano Y, Higashiyama N at al : Limaprost alfadex improves myelopathy
symptoms in patients with cervical spinal canal stenosis. Spine 2009 : 34 (6) : 551-556
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Sl B U 72 SCHREAZACER IR O AT 2 LY BAF 720 O o 72, s
RO AT NNE A B A 2 k B LTI AW RE I, — T U 3
(2 & DRI AL T 2 7 — AD 5 (EV level 9V) . K B2 12 10 il s
HBRS R 2 42 U 72 o @iy & 5 (I ke ’\/f )=y 71997 .
18 (8) 1 1169-1170). 7z, Fliv = ol —3 a Y12 Lo Tl &l Z S/
i DWTOLEa =12, AT T2 74 v 7128 THiES IR, 7
WM 70 & OIS 20 A FAEAVE U7z E o 25 s i Cw % (EV level 9Y).
DA TR LD o TWDE L ON Db, A iHEDFEREN Kk L L’
WoENTRVOPBERTH 5. A Z 17 2 1E, afi)%ﬁ‘ JEDGETEAW] & 2012
%ﬁﬂ‘ﬁ‘é‘l”vl-’« BB, AURERE T > T B RHEZAVEMTIE 2720l A ’f)Hﬂ;-i
IERERE TMHIEIC T2 2 2 IEATHEE Wb A R/,

AN L Y 2 — A4 .

D N A4 a7 907 4 v 210X B wEEAE 2008 ¢ 68 (1) 1 60-66
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maﬂukumm%m A NSAIDs, 01858 o2 s L 22, #
i r"&'l 0)&073% f‘é*f-ﬂ}.i‘f*v}i?ftf*%)@ RG-S BFS UL,

BT LW ARGE L HHEOR Y ¥ a YIT TSR D) SO TE AHIEEIA
Jﬁ?f%:ﬁ‘b\ TOWREIERLTELZD 0)&4”4 S5Nb. Yk To \-35’_{5;5'] : o
JRATHRILT N B BERTH A 0%, A OFEOIEERE, T & BB A L 72

v, 72 L# l L 2 FRBEEAL B D case report 3 B ({ﬁ/]ibkfﬁ 375‘ qH
Ik s ‘/Fz\.w 1993 1 5 : 514-518). FH 2 DT TRILA R A RV EET 57—
AHTHEENS f’&b K7 cohort study S0 Livze ., e
WT ~i:{§?§5§”f"liﬂf NH N D ABD, FHEMIEICM o 2D v, S ha by kb
U A & i) e e AR T A E ORHER O AT 5

VD3 B DY th*ln

i (ffzi?{l\i@%)@ A BHE TR WS, BRAEEEE IR CIRRMIASEA T
DT 1S 49»2:1 {fﬁ’m ST A &, BRELSEIE & 2 Y, L) 2 Tl

JfﬁTéﬁJ'ﬁu’i'f{ﬁ‘%é DL RIEUITCIE BRI RNAIINfETE 2w &
DF A XY T TERAFEEE T A & HI L ik 2 o 2 REDIZOWT, 8
DY HEAE 2 RIS 3 2 B0 H 5.
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ii%%ﬁ{ /‘M’J (i:‘?b‘ii%%ﬁé nnrIk f)\ < EAEHTI ’r&mlw‘«m M < & Tﬂq
%*ﬁé’Wb%%(??ﬁ")‘&( e\, i L ”L%ﬂ"-ﬂffi’fﬁlft} RN ) BN, BfE b TE& R W
72OWIE IR 2 ML C & TR v, RAEBHEOHIHIZOWTH a2 v v AN
DY, RO WAEAS BRI B BE 28R L T s oI N w2 & (EV
level 6% EV level 7°~%9) WJEHBITH ) (EV level 747), ok & ifrfdix
Bl B 2 LIRS % .

AEAR O N AL & SO U T, il o Sl RE P {J‘ﬁ' U O A0 R, B D
WTOHED, R DARE P 5L RSN Twa, g sIEIER g kﬁ?f IE Ay

LS VAT (EV level 659112 BV level 7', JEmiin® L D %5 & O
bd 5 (EV level 6, EV level 7% 17). gzt /f B, HEDR G, L A,
B L I, AL 2R R e & O i OD/\HJI ML LT HHEDNZ W (EV level
68 1112 U708 B Jevel 7“) ””) Wz E e oM T i, EETEIIBWT, &
AEDISERIEDIEE T L CEd o 72 8 72502 0 (EV level 419,
EV level 6% %) LA L, % < DG THRIEDIED & O BB 2 A OHEDIEE
R HNEFED o 72 (EV level 6710171820 BV Jevel 7). it i@ T,
AT LR B, IS RE RS (%VC, FEVw) DAL, B (s Ly 5=

T)T T A)OWT % EDEIHEERED 2 L%, *25‘1;‘:‘62’511,“'-?-%!?%?"3‘71&;&“‘ 5
v &V A D SEHEE B IS0 A R HETH 5 £ DEAPRLETH
L. (i ﬂHthLl’Lﬁ‘mﬁ/ﬁL W ARy 43I 7E LT, FREDSIEL T
AT SE DS 2 2 BT Tﬂw%ﬂ IRE LDERNL W (EV level 6% %2V, EV
level 7" “’)). MEic B LT, B EI T Tw A A (EV level 6171820

L
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EV level 709) §iHEOEAMEZEELTVWLHID 55 (EV level 612).
SHEEHMLUEBZHRZLOEE AL, ERCFHBEZZT-EHECBRZZIR
N 2T oTwa. L2 LEBROBKROETIE, EELZAME BEORIED
72D LTE ) FMOMRIC L O VWEREOHEBEREMHLEH NS L bR
B DX BREFOTE FHIAZIZOWTHESENEELRFNRETDHS.
I BREOERIOVTRERETLICELRY, 65 L E (EV level 719),
70 L (EV level 6%2V), 75 LA L (EV level 611121820 35 X 880w LA L (EV
level 6517, EV level 710) 2 @#&E & L THRET L T 5.

REREE FRREL B LA EF VALV OBWERII 2 wDs, [CQL:
HZHEBEREIENRIBRETH B0 ] TEORFIIOWTT TR L 9 1S,
BEMTIRIFTHRAEREZRATD LIV EVIREDL S W (EV level 49 2 EV
level 7%). L LRFEREORBBEIHHL TB 5 ¥, RICUDRERENS
MLALLTH, OBICEAL TFERPLEIZL DD THNITRERIICEWREH
REFTZ LR, REIMICANITEREEE &L TWRESFEH S Th 3
(EV level 529, EV level 7%).

TR AT L CHEITREENH O TH A, FRBELETHEI L
CERBRIZVTHAS. LaL, IV FRAOBLNEMERIZE V0N
EETH L. SHEFREODR, i, BE FHREORREGHHE K
BARRTZ120LoBHEL, Tho i #lAE&bE THERFHER 2L T2
VENDH 5.

1)  Wang YL, Tsau JC, Huang MH : The prognosis of patients with cervical spondylotic
myelopathy. Kaohsiung ] Med Sci 1997 ; 13 (7) : 425431

2)  Ebersold M]J, Pare MC, Quast LM : Surgical treatment for cervical spondylitic myelopathy.
J Neurosurg 1995 ; 82 (5) : 745-751

3)  Heidecke V, Rainov NG, Marx T et al : Outcome in Cloward anterior fusion for degenerative
cervical spinal disease. Acta Neurochir (Wien) 2000 : 142 (3) : 283-291

4)  Tanaka J, Seki N, Tokimura F et al : Operative results of canal-expansive laminoplasty for
cervical spondylotic myelopathy in elderly patients. Spine 1999 : 24 (22) : 2308-2312

5)  WHBE BIREA, ARBHIEZY  BEE T0RULE) 0BEHEE B, RERTHEEL
ORIER, BEE B 2EHEEREREO TN SIS, 76 HFHEF&EE 2001 5 27 (1) : 5255

6) HeHi—, B ES, ReAORK RS MRV BEAE (T A SHERE AR A LMY 0 RIS R
Bi 52 2ER. BEAF 1998 : 49 (4) : 387-390

7)  Hamburger C, Buttner A, Uhl E : The cross-sectional area of the cervical spinal canal in

patients with cervical spondylotic myelopathy. Correlation of preoperative and postoperative
area with clinical symptoms. Spine 1997 ; 22 (17) : 1990-1994 ; discussion 1995
8)  kBIEE, WRELK, WHETFIIS Q0L Lo EMEES B REE IS 5 FMBRAR. PRk
&% 2007 : 50 (5) : 921-922
9) MAkRE ZAEA HERE X SHTEREORE L HFREBRENOBERE PFHEK
&% 2007 : 50 (5) : 919-920
10) ZRZEFE—, TE—H, EHEEE)  30EL LoBEMEEEREICH T 5 BHllREOERK
BAE & EW & HEOME. HERMBEEESRE 2006 ; 19 (1) 1 96-97
11) Holly LT, Moftakhar P, Khoo L et al : Surgical outcomes of elderly patients with cervical
spondylotic myelopathy. Surg Neurol 2008 : 69 (3) : 233-240
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18)

19)

20)
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22)

23)

24)

25)

BOWE—EE, & f#B—, FHEREZY  BHEEHE (75RL) OBEEEEFREICBIT S H
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RIEHER, BIEEC, HIE—34 « FHEEEERGEIN T 5 A B & NFEE KM O BER
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BIIRE, RETH, FREE I BREEEEETREOFNREJERRE L OlLEk—
H & BB EE 4562006 1 19 (1), 92-93
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BIFETAE EIAREEREN) ZEIRT 2 NS0,
HBEHESHEEEND T, M OBUVEIHEERFPEBEEROES
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F— 3 V{ER) $2WVWIFEERGIARERTENR EDBREN 3.

ZHERIR ARG LTl ENDSHT TR D 72 O A TH D, FRICHE
BHITIEBE BRI O W%#%%&wvuA% BT HEFE OB, ZHENOT
%ﬁ%@@%_mil DS, FOFEOBE R &0 S B ITLE 2D L0
D, MR EBITEOBESPANOE ETH L, Tz RGN BH#P T
%EM%W%EWWﬁ Wb H D, JEDHMHEA > AP oV Ay F—Ya vy T
MR oMLz LY, &hﬁlbmbfyzbvwxy%~yaym%%Mi%
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FRAAWRHEAN2 F 7213 13 mm BL VO ZHEMese iz 69 5 5 i (i i beIE
BEAMT) & By (HE Il ) O HGRTZ Feili L 7250 0T, i WW&M€NL
TGN AS, 1 P TR ERE R s 2 U3 <L 2512, Bl ot
inZe EGPHEOBEE AT 2 & 2 S HEIB N 2 i E 5 5 HE A% v (EV level
6'7%) . RIS, W, BN IS 0w TEHES IR A B Lo ) el
&5 (EV level 6Y). 72721 SHEMILL LTl i 2w 7 g Rl Bl A At 57 % & k=
TR D 38 %k X 1 LK E W (EV level 6"). ZBHESWERIEN it LT
WAL D & S TWD (EV level 37, EV level 6%).

T IO) & VA5 BRI B Ay & HE S IRy & JL R U 7 BRR T, i e 2 AE ot Bl
W B Tilig s b o5 ﬁWM®uﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂwaﬁiirMﬁT B
SO RLAE R DL I 5 O 2GR0 A I 1] & 7% S AR 9 20 T 2
HiEns hTuw/ize L Twhb (EV level 57).

=75, FHET M AMRFE S L Lv‘f‘b\@ﬂﬁ>f1 L& T AT, M 2R 12
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W BEHA Ao VAT —2a EH) 28R, FREOYUHIRIFTH-
T2 DHEDLH B (EV level 681V, EV level 7'9). RSN HEZ IS Tidd b
25, FEREVC B MR REE AT S B HER D FATHIEE I & /- RHIBH AT A R
Bl M & IR L, MRS BRI BIT L OMEDDH S (EV level 7'9).

bYETEFRPHECHBEELBRD 2 HSERMILCERLTE), B
%, KIBASOEBIIBRFETHBTERTH L. 2770, EBEEFTINIETE LR
WBIRTEET A EDEETHL. BT, BEETEERE LBVITFEERT
DEY, BEEBL2AETHHIIH LTuh kMR ERBIRTREPIIOVTH,
SHORELRFIRETH 5.
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1175

2)  Yonenobu K, Hosono N, Iwasaki M et al : Laminoplasty versus subtotal corpectomy. A
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1992 ;17 (11) : 1281-1284

3)  MRERIER, A W, 4 B3 EHEEERE T A MR, s AEE 2005
17 (2) : 257-263
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Spine 2001 ; 26 (13) : 1443-1447 ; discussion 1448
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spine dislocations. ] Bone Joint Surg Br 1993 ; 75 (3) : 403-409
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REIHE (BT 3HAEL EOESRE) ORIAREREMTET L — h7EfH
AUTHRIES, TU— bOFREAECPTL.
EMBRETICREEEHEREZ#SHIICH LT, BRFEBZRL
B REFEFIAREBEM > corpectomy & discectomy Zf B EDHE
2 hybrid; ZENBIRESNB T LN B 5.

BLDTr—INBERE, ALBRELHEFEDLEBTERTIN, HED
BiEZEEHS D VIEETEDOREENHD.

SRR 7 B R sE A 1, {Hufi’\C’)HJ}Jr [ni‘aﬁwn [l &, 25 EERmar

CHEEZIMZ S 2 &I X T il T BCHL Tl o e A% < Bhie o
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Wt F— A= TR EDNTA ANV A YT — 3 a ek
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OB EMNIC T L — b2 g3 2473 0T, BRE, 71— b olifmssg
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JiE BIHL 8K AT T B A%, — M OBEIHE S EEBALLREREZO AT

SEDHE DR 25 (EV level 7‘> EV level 8). Zh ;tﬂ\w*l\ ] ’sﬂn&u@ L
PlTTOEEEILOMEDL H D HIFEIE D RSS20 2 (5) : 1103-
1104, ‘(LM‘aﬁ%é Ih o HEEYRERE 20115 72 (3) © 647-651). Zihn 4“-’/-’%7;*19'!12:?%
Kbh%?ﬁ‘ RUED 7L — MEEICHED A0HE S L THEIZ T E 220,
— D f"ﬁH IOWTIE RIS E M E AT 5 2 L2 5%, 1~2HEfH
@ﬁf]' }J BRIEMERTIE 7L — b2 L T05Ei%n % < (EV level 9%), —7j.
FEAUPH (R SHEMRDL R4 T, 7L — bOMIHIZEETHLARE EDER
2% (EV level 6%7).

FARE RIS LTl k270 & BREEHER [m»é;t L CHBREDHEL L,
HFERTET LD L. 07D, FEEEOHRERAEDNSL A ETIER ik
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TR LT, WRMICHEEMBEEORENGIR SN LB S FATO MBI
0T, REHOBREREZ HRFE AW TITY, BFL2REOHEDH 5 (EV
level 77). 7275, MiEONEEE LTHE—XRZ VEIE* BEHEMEHE S 2 LB
MHY, BEOEHEIKE WV,

—7, T, LELZEAMZT corpectomy % 4T\, discectomy & fAEHE
CTEHBOBREREE#% 1T hybrid # (EV level 7%), #fk# 5 % iBE T 2 RHH
BEBEZOHMED H 5 (EV level 4%). E#iFHD corpectomy ASUE 72 MM &
{bSE & W E B Y, FHEREMH B T hybrid BRIZ BRI 27 & 2 AW EEMEAH 5.

EBEUEREREN 2V 2HEMIRE X 5 corpectomy & 2 H [ discectomy
DB (ME &S EBM+ 7L — MEEMH) T, FREEOHHEITIZENZ WD,
FATRER, HILE, WMEOT IT4 A2 FORERICE L T 2H:/ discectomy D 1F 5
BTN TVRE E V) #HENDH S (EV level 619).

HEHMBEEER TR A, O DFMLENIE L WHITIE, fIHFENBREhEZ L
VLW, BHEBOREWRZESL D123, BiFEMCERETHEES VA by
VWAVF—vaYEEZBMTRELOEREDY, EBRORED BIFTH 5
(EV level 6'V). 7275 LAIAAHFMIIBEORBEIKE V20, HBEHE, 1
HEECTORMMPEDORBEED S 2, MEOHETEI R FEMEMETED
BEMTOILEDIETF VA EE- &) 84729 A CHICEZHRT LLEND
5.

F5 Yy —VRPEEK r— V% EDHF LVEAA VAo VAT =V a vH
RAHATE S, ZOHE DLW (EV level 62, EV level 7°719), Fi L LT
i, B5E 25 tri-cortical bone 2B T HLEN %L L, EHIC X o TXBHTFE T
AR THS. 612, BRE, MEEFEZHEHALT, BTCPRLOATELR T —
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FRELZ: iR a oG HEL e T Y, fﬁ)’-é}fw\‘")]bf)\t« LTBLLED
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