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Laminectomy membrane QFENZE{LESSFE7ILO
ERRIFIIC & B ZDIHIZR ICEY 5 EERBVITR

Wil e

ERFHRICEERESXRBITERO—2 VDN 2SS H)REREE (Laminectomy
Membrane, LI T LM) % i#l§ 2B ATHEHIRABEEIATOEAEWL. ZOED,
FOHFEREHRE, FLFHIZ3FHFLOALME, FEPEEN TS, AFRTHE, B
AHRBRREAVTHBYRETY, HBYRHMICALFTEL &I O—JLE, high
- molecular-weight hyaluronan (ANZ—/L®) #FEL - HMW HA BIZIDWT, #5
YRR Ic R & h D LM £ EBRIC, R - MBFENCERREELE TOER, 2
L rO—IBOEBHTHREE R, W2 BEMEBR4ICHSL, 58 BLETIEHESR
WIcEZICEEERL, ThUBCEEELERERA Rl EHDS, LMIZEHAKT
CHEYHICRRTICENTRENA. FAERTROLMICL 3 58F (LMCR)
1A 25 5 AETIRIF—ETHSH, BLBICERICEEERLEIED,S,
LM (3 5L, 8EE TICHBFNICIURT 2 EFRERENA. EDLOEREAI
B3 LM OEHIDEICI, TERERAICEREAELHERT I LM EHHTEEPFER
THBHELEZSN . HMW HA # T3, MBYRTHES AT TOMICHVT, RIEFHE
JEE, LMCR &6 bO—LELUHEIENICHERICEMET, S5EMEIAET
2 LM EBEOFEESME 20, LMOERNFICENEEFREhE FHETH
WEANZ—LRE, §%, SEEASNOXEEEHSHICTEET, BEFHED
LM %4 2 AIHEE LTOFERIRFE NS, CEHTAELON 4 HAZED

Laminectomy Membrane Formation was Suppressed by
High-molecular-weight hyaluronan

Masamichi YOKOYAMA

[ntroduction :

An ideal artificial material for inhibiting peridural fibrosis (Laminectomy membrane) has
now been developed. A novel material that can prevent peridural fibrosis (LM), which causes
residual symptoms after laminectomy, is now expected.

Purpose :
To evaluate the effect of high-molecular-weight hyaluronan (HMW-HA, Suvenyl® on the

formation of LM.

INSER % EBIEE Department of Orthopedic Surgery. Kawasaki Medical
TTO1-0192 bRy 677 School © 577 Matsushima, Kurashiki, Okayama, 701-0192
e-mail address | yokoyama@med kawasaki-m.acjp  Japan

137



138 N E % & (31 B3 b

Materials and Methods :

An L6 laminectomy was performed on 111 rabbits. The treated group (41 rabbits) received
HMW-HA in the defect left by the laminectomy and the 70 other rabbits which did not receive
HMW-HA constituted the control group. The animals were sacrificed 48 hours, 1, 2. 4, 5. 8
and 12 weeks postoperatively in the control group, and 48 hours, 1, 2, 4 and 5 weeks in the
treated group, and specimens were evaluated histologically.

Results :

In the control group, the fibroblast density had gradually decreased at the two weeks
postoperatively, and it had decreased significantly at eight weeks postoperatively (P<{(.01). The
ratio of LM in a spinal canal was low in the control group at eight weeks postoperatively (P<(0.01).

The adhesion of LM to the dura was extensive from one week postoperatively, and continued

2005)

thereafter.

In the treated group, the fibroblast density, the ratio of LM in a spinal canal, and

adhesion to the dura were significantly smaller than they were in the control group.

Conclusion

LM forms immediately after operation, and it should decrease within five weeks. It is important

to control LM within five weeks after surgery.
this period. (Accepted on October 4 ,

Key Words (1) Laminectomy

(3) High-molecular-weight hyaluronan
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AEEICZ R s Fif LR T, F
ENICHAET A #0615 RMEHERD 2
L 7=HEfh, HERIR, ARAL L7 B dass c &
DB RITEE S T4, FRPTFHEE RS
Offi & OREFF ER T HRAO 2> TH 5.
COMBIIH LT, —BEICBIERIC LD HF
HEZWRTH I LT, Fil, BEAE~OE
BHHLY B v iR B35, LaL, BIE
WO I L T WA IRA SR AT A ] A%
BEZR LM, FORRO—2E LTHES YRS
CHES OISR Sh 2 Mld BT o Ty
%, 19744E1Z LaRocca 52 Z 1% Laminectomy
membrane (LLF LM) & LT#H& LA LLEE,
ZOLMIZoWT, MifkfEik e OE, F7-,
Z O T B 4 5, MG ShTEL.

BRIZEEFb L L, HAGRISE L TH)
BiEEAE LS, LM IZE0 HIR R SRS T
HY, TNEw I 52 LIIHETH 5.

LM was suppressed by the use of Suvenyl® within
2005) Kawasaki Izakkaishi 3173 )~

137 =149, 2005

(2) Epidural fibrosis

@) Suvenyl®

T2, ZOANG ARSI EA T O
SEROER E & PRI AETHS, L
L, LM & HHEFMHROEEIRE OBEIZow
T L RE ST 5D, Jeffrey 520, BEiE
%ﬁwmw:?¥mwmﬁ%vam%%%
DHLRAEEE 2D MG — 5K
LM LESRL, FhikEwvwil ‘Fﬂ[?ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ@-ﬁ}
BN E W EHE L 2. Kayaoglu 59 (%, I
fEHEIRIS AL = T Airis, Wb d L W
FEL7-85B O FRFMIT WL T, 36, 496 (2T LA IE
O LA B, WESFEORMELE AT 2
IEFITIEH TN ZOMEAAR G EHmH S 2
ExEL TS, £ 72 BenDebba 6V (3 fEHE
HEfMMl A~ V= TiliEORED activity related
pain & MRI "‘C”CD%'EH AALEIE = o B B L
activity related pain score {87 7 flll&ﬂ’“ﬁ’dl:
Pldahs Z Exfus Lz, S ol
b, HESUIBEBORHEE (LM) Yk EA ‘Tffc
DWRUZ A B DR RUIT L TS HENE
DM s B,

i, WS A AHESYIRE TV 2 v
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TRBEAHPE O 2L B % SR ML (AR
L, MEAECRASAz BT 77—,
iINOS [ EM B A AR AR bR n S
L, MEAMEORHRIEEIZ & b %) JlElE
ZALIZARBAICE RE R I L 28T L
LM @ SAEM AL e O FRIER I 59 B 0
WE 'i"—f—‘iiﬁ:h\: LEESRLTWA,. LHL, IEF
RIETIIREAR, AR Lo ME) 2
Iﬂlﬁiﬂ)ﬁé Pt TR LD TED,
Charnley ¥ @ 815 TlE, RGO BEBEIZE T
BoENETBEE 2mm OBEFRO LR
5. ZOofSOREOBEBEEORE, #
HALIE, R, SRRSO LR 2R e e
BRI EAFHESN, LM A O FRIERIZE
bHWMAD1212%5. ZORBEEELD
LM OEHFHA~OBRADF L, kL RO
Fabhl, AL REOMEEZHIE LT
Hix DT, T A LHEORES TR~

DEEARAA BN TE.

RH R OB FRAABRICT 220 TR
W2 BHHED, B, toxin 7 TR PR TRE
T 5 HE, IR, F 72, M4 O ATH
FAMEEIRIC v s TE 2, AR EL
I3 Polylactic acid membrane!®, Vicryl mesh!V,
Polyethylene oxide/polybutylene terephthalate’’,
Silastic®1¥ Sodium  Hyaluronate!t-1%/:16,
ADCON-L®IT B2 -G Ay 7 EEWIZIEENT
NRIFZF#FHREPBONTVEY, WELHLS
b oz, 25 Th ADCON-LBIZRK
BV THE—ERIGIZL C By s hifildEe &
T w7z LA L2001 4F 12 Le B 25,
ADCON-L®|Z X ) fifE i s fLA3 A U722 el 2
5L, FNLLE ADCON-L®IZERE TO N
Ao Tnd, £070, EFRIIReEh
FMORWMHBEFEIN T 5.

AR T, BifE, ERRTEEMEMEE,
o F SR 4D & ko T AT
7 A1 »F (High Molecular Weight Hyaluronan,
BLF HMW HA) T % Suvenyl® CF#55 T &
#11905) % v TZ O LM O T I s 3 R 12
D TiE L7z,

£ B 7 &

HABEmER (KA, K#EH3.5kg) 1115
L. XMV ES—VF R T4
25mg/ke Z BRI L CRREFEAL, not
VA A TR R AR L7z, 5 6 IRHER
Lz sem OFMEDYRHEZMA, FEHEHD
Wl & BN i > TIER IR L7, RICHE 6 IR
Mgt & i, MRkpEEF & v T, ST
FEfn % 46 5 IEHEMISR TaA 5, 2 7 MMk
o i TR L7 4 6 IEHER & YRR iR,
T7—F)hEHVTHESZIEREL, VYT
WA T8 6 NEMEHES 252 W LA, fHE
FHIEREI T (B L, S % T I ikigiR,
bR L, Hsdnid+F o2 EEknl
7o, MRS, BERAAIMERAL 2 -
7z, FOHRMSUEEC Suvenyl®, 2.5ml &
FEREAME L A2 B £ ICFEEL 72 (HMW HA #) .
HFILFE L e ozboday Fu— kL
L7:. TEmonE*E/, 745 A b F4 0
VHRTEEAL, HELFRBRICREE LFMERT
Lz, #riclspicEMEBELcb 0, H
M RBIC TRAD»A S b ot R L Dk
L7z, Bl oSG -WiTbad o,

a v b= AR ATRABKEH, 1, 2, 4
5, 8, 12T, F7- HMW HA B2 #2480

M, 1, 2, 4, 5ETRY N EF—VT
Py ARKERSLUTERL, $5008E7

JEREZ A & & B2 E LTHR L7z,
R, ArflERic A L C b R RSO Hh
e OIS L DR LA fIREARI10%
Ve YIS CHEER, 774 YERL
F DR E e e TR L - HE N & F ko
Feiil & AR 4 “-'“ﬁ}l, eSS kg oo,
T 7 F ORI/, KAE1/aFRGDEN 3 # P
(Fig. 1) %%ﬂ%#’h, ML KBEHOE
5um DML &, URERFZEEZRS
WA THAEZNET 27:00E S 10pm®
WA & e L 72, &YW R % Hematoxiln-
et L, JCEHMETICHE L.

Eosin ?
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EiEH TR
o AEBIERED BRI 4

B MBS R L AR
C:RSERHFHEM4
HES b

Fig. 1. HEFS BURRS & G R SRIRGEEAE
(He Y. et al X Spine 20 : 557 — 563, 1995k Dk
Z -Gl
o L 2FRMNE 4 %5, A, B, CO
o ERRL.

Fig. 3. HEFBIERIES X TF LMCR

Vit
-E8, x1)

(8531% ®35 2005

Fig. 2. S0 2Tl fr
HED WIBRSE O P LT ol (B), #ir s
AN TG Lo (A, C) @3 #iT
HFEREEA005 1 8L (HPF) fRlcfis i
HESERIR S 2 S L /2.

AATOMESDEEAM TR & AL EMOR S T HEDYRIE (@) 2L ToE
(a) EAESAR - HE(RTHE E 0B SO M % M5 R OISR (o) & L7
TOFEPHIZ BT D HES UIERTE A S35 LM @ RIRCE TR N LM fifE (b) £ L

2. LMCR (%) = b/e x100

#OE 5

HES BIBR B OREARIZDOWT 1) LM O Hi
FTHLMMFHROERE, 2) FASHRKIC
) H LM ORFH, 3) LM & il o %
REE, 4) BESYIROIRIZ S TEHE L 7.

1) FAHE S e 7 e
SumEOEHNF T, MDA
9 43 & OS5 B Bzl o gt o0 RS o> 75 00 0 5 i
T, JEFBMEIA006% 1 HEFHICHBEI L
MEFHNE AT L7, S han kol
HAW, rhgs, Sl OWTETWY, 1 fER D 7
0 &9 I OMMEEME R R L, P
g Er H L7 (Fig 2).
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2) HHENLM &L (LM/
canal ratio, LLF LMCR)

10 um O &2 Mviz, Bl
O REF ST BRER AT IR & R A
& AR 2R F LA TP & AR
mAte L, ZONEICHELT S
IMOHHF I v Ea—F—V7
I (NIH image®) % MW TiEHT
L, BFHEEMICBITALMHA
Ko =% gH L7 (Fig. 3). =
7% R R R B & Tl R HE S
DIREEE o i, rhue, SRASIIL
DNTITWEOFEHEEEIL L
ol

3) LM & Tl as AL

10 pm OGN & 7z, HigR
PR Ic B AT L LM O
AR %, HES ) PR Jr O RRE
TRz TEl L7z, AT TERE
1 He 52 @ ik 2Ht o T 4 Bl
WA L. b bLIM AT
oz, & EEFRnbor
erade 0, FHVERHEMEHARO LT
b D% grade 1, EAADPHES L
PREiH2/38L F O b o % grade 2,
faasdsa/s3 L, B L R
METLMPADAATETY
HALE @ b %graded & L 7
{Table 1).

4) fiER EIBRIE

10 um EO R & H vz His
WO EWIZE LM IZHF
FENIZA D ARLT V. ZOR
WOFHEPICADIAATZLM @
W, FREHAPNICADAAL
LM ORI & oy 25 T2 B 12k U
RO ST A 2 LA Tl S
N5, FOFoHESYIBRIEZ 7H
LCHm T L7z (Fig. 3).

Table 1. fliJfi ¥ laminectomy membrane ¢4 45

Grade

0 When the dura mater was free of the scar tissue.

i When anly thin fibrous band between the scar tissue and dura mater were
observed.

2 When continuous adherence was observed but was less than two thirds of
the laminectomy defect.

3 When scar tissue adherence was large, more than two thirds of the
laminectomy defect, and//or extended to the nerve roots.

Fig. 4.

(He Y. eral. ; Spine 20 : 577 — 563, 1995)

T H-ER, X 1) (H-Ef5, x 400)

oo l"\, -
(H-Eztfa, x 1) (H-E3fa, x400)
i EARHER ta, b T FE—ILRE, ¢, d; HMW HAfF

Ty b O — BTSRRI E M E TG 340 (a), AR & oG
ZELTWwA (b)., —F, HMW HA TS W IR 2 I HMW
HA DG L L B2 b btigsash (o, TRSHEEEL
Twd (d).
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= ES

1) HEFAR

Iy b O— ORI TIE, HESUIERERIL
AR S S S MBI R Sk
rodz (Fig. 4). L L, 1 BLIBRICHEHEE
Aig2sEgsn, 1H25128F TOFHME
FRTS B EEL, 158346.0+25.8(n=16), 2 H
363.9+35.9(n=7), 4 #319.1+61.4(n =
7), 5M275.9+28.3 (n=7), 8i4189.5=
48.6 (n=11), 12:H191.2+58.7 (n=7) T
#H o7z (Table 2), HHESENBLE E T4 2 A
FTIEARELRENERL, TOBED LI,
SHMLIETIRHLARHRITIAR SN Loz

(8531% H35 2005

(Fig. 5). Z RPN TIZEHEOM THEHF
MICHEERSH Y, LEMATE, 1, 28
5, 8, 12#k, 4, 58, 128 &L HalEE
Mz EEx s (Fig 5).

HMW HA BF O #E#E A% i, 13268
7£50.0 (n=19), 2:4181.2+71.2 (n =13),
43H253.5+£32.2 (n=6), 5195.8+37.5
(n=6) TH o7 (Table 3). HMW HA B
DM MBI v Po— VBEE e LT
WIhoBIZBWT LM FTICEET
# -7z (Fig. 6),

2) TN LM S (LMCR)

2 ba—)UE@ LMCR 14, 48HFM12.9+
1.8 (n=7), 1:814.6=1.0 (n=6), 23
12.9+0.9 (n=7), 43#13.320.6 n=7),

Table 2. T bO—nf
RS ERERE LMCA #HEYIRRE
(/HFF) (%) { mm}
48 B n=T7) 12.9+1.8 5.0+1.8
1 B n=6) 346, 025 8 14 6+1.0 4, 3%0.5
2 AM(n=T) 363. 94359 12, 90,9 48417
4 AR =T 3B 1£61.4 19, 3+0.6 5 140.5
5 #M@in=T) 275.9+28. 3 14, 60,7 5 6403
a8 HER n=11) 189. 548, 6 75514 4.5%1.5
12 B =T} 191. 2458 7 5,014 RES ]
(R #/HPF) |

450

400 |

350 |

300 |

250

200

150 |

100 |

50

0 L i |

B 28
Fig. 5. #SEFMIE%E - 3 bo— LR

438

58 838 1218

SRMENTIE, 125120 O E MRS I IHEFEA S 2 2o (Kruskal-Wallis 1, P<0.01),
LAMAATCIx, 1, 28125, 8,128 % 4, 53812 8, 12ME, N FNHESIMICETEE BB (* Tukey 15,

P<0.01)
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Table 3. HMW HA i

HitFEnEn LMCR HEEE
{ /HFF) % {mm}
48 B n=T) 5716 4.2+0.6
1 B n=t) 268, T£50.0 2,3%1.3 45106
2 R n=13) 181,271, 2 4.0£1.5 4.7£0.9
4 FMN =6} 253.5+32. 2 5 612 5.5+0.5
5 RN n=6) 195.8+37. 5 6.5+1.8 4.9+1.4
18 |
(R HPF)
a5 | ¥
i I
50
30
250
" [
15 s
122
)
a ]
AvkA—A Huw HA akO0—it AW HA
43
I 53
(@asHee) =
i (EAE S HPE) *
12 ‘|’ *u —‘
- - 1
0 . I :
w Srad = 2 T
1w ™ - 3 :
- -
e E
5 AFE - AW HA : kTl AV A

Fig. 6. il e ie
HAEAEIEE, 1, 2, 4, 5HIZBWVWT, HMW HAREZ T > Fo— s E L vt il
HEIHMETH -7z (* Student’s t-test, P<0.01, ** Swdent’s t-test, P<(.05).

Agmrhiny 18 2A EE: ] 5] =] 128
Fig. 7. LMCR - =¥ b — i
MM T, SHOMTHIMANICAEEE o (Kuskal-Wallis i, P<0.01).
£ MM T3, 488, 1, 2, 4, 5 M E 8, 128 L @Iz FNFNEGHFIA H A2 (F Tukey i£, P
<0.01).
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514.6x0.7(n=7), 8387.5x1.4(n =11),
12788.0+1.4 (n=7) T#H 7= (Table 2).
1T, #5280 L7230 e v L
OB LMAER SN, LMCRIX, 5:8F
TRABERHEEIE LW, SHEUBETIIEAL
Tz, LRI T2 & HO R THEMEMIC
HEENGD, $-2EMITTIE, 48, 1,
2, 4, SHEL 8, 12O TENRENGRF
MICHESx D7 (Fig 7).

HMW HA ¥ @ LMCR {3 % 1L & 4815 5] 5.7
+1.6 (n=7), 1W/2.3x1.3 (n=9), 24
4.0+1.5 (n=13), 4:856=x1.2 (n=6),
53#6.5+1.8 (n=6) TH-7 (Table 3),
HMWHA O LMCRIZZ v P — V8L It
BHLTwiho#lzBwtd, 3y rao—LEE
L D FEHEMICAEIZEA L Tw i (Fig. 8).
3) Ml LM O SRR

MR E IMOBERER, 2> ba— L
Tid, 48EH TIE &M grade 1T, 1HTIE
grade 2 ; 1§ (14%), grade3; 6 # (86%)

(3% 3 2005)

THot. 2B Tldeadez; 1H (17%),
grade3; 5% (83%) Th-7/. 48, 5H,
SHETIE M LD grade3 (100%) TH- 7o,
128 Tidgrade2; 1 1 (14%), grade 3 ; 6
il (86%) TH -7 (Fig. 9).
HMW HA B T 13 48 Hf ] T3 grade 15 7 1
(100%), 1M TIiE gradel; 7 #1 (78%),
grade 2; 2 ff] (22%), 2 M Tidgradel; 7l
(69%), grade2; 3 B (23%), grade3; 1
Bl (8%), 4@ TlLaradel; 3% (50%),
grade 2 ; 31 (50%), 5 Tidgrade2; 2
(33%), grade3; 4 ¥ (67%) Thoiz. 2
yhro— L FHEIZ erade 0 DL DT % L,
R OB ITRFAICH L oMM S L
2. ZWEMMACEI Y bo— L8, HMW
HA B & & SO B THEMENA EAE RO,
MR OIS T Mo TIE, 1, 2, 48
THIAFNICAELZEZRED, 5 HTRH
HMW HA #4084 D 2 WA A3H 2 2%,
ArENE EA RO 2o 7 (Fig 9).

2388
) ()
W o n
14 (L] i :
[H 12 S
w k- n
8 a
6 F 6 F
s 4 = T T
£ E 4 —
3 akO0—)L HMW HA k00—l HMW Ha > Sk B—jl HMW HA
45ER8 3} S3ER
%) i e #
& 16 |
(L] 14
1z 12
in Al
B ar
(] -
LI o 4 |
2 s
o Q
AtO—R HAEA HA Oz RO=JL HMOY HA
Fig. 8. LMCR
LMCRiZ, 1, 2, 4, S5ZBEWT, HMW HABE2 > b= @il L TudFh S REMENICAE EIZE

i THd -7z (* Stwdent’s t—test, P<0.01).
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4 ) HeE=LIRREIR

Iy bO— VFEOHESUIERIRE, 48K H5.0
+1.8 (n=7), 1ML3+0.5 (n=6), 28
4.921.7n=7), 4:85.1+0.5(n=7), 58
560.3(n=17), 8§M45£1L5(n=11), 12

H#6.1+1.0n=7)THH (Table 2), FHH

THITFEWICH EE LD 5 - 7= (Fig. 10).
HMW HA #3480 H4.2+0.6 (n=7), 14
4.5+0.6 (n=9), 2:M4.7+0.9 (n=13),
4385.520.5 (nh=6), 5M4.9£1.4(n=6)
T& ) (Table 3), FHEE THEIFMWICHERE
il oz (Fig 10), WEEW & kLT

*
*
*
100% 100%
R a0
a0%- a0n-
T0%k 10 B Grade 3
ool 2 O Grade 2
OGrade 1
Y- b OGrade 0
A0 g
30% a0t
205 200
104 104+
o L L . i i L . ; : L
4RERM [E:] FE] e 558 B3 128 FEETT] 15 2@ ] 5E
avka—E HMW HAEE

Fig. 9. LM & g

23 bO—LHTE, A8FE A5 128 TOEMO N TR A B R RO (RET 2 2 IRHIBRE
Mo, P<0.01). HMW-HA TETl, MR8 65 M ToOZ MO B THRITMICAEEZ#EBE (AT

< CMRGEHIBAR B, P<0.01). #HISs 4 MO mRER £ g 5 &,

ZFH 7 (* Mann-Whitney's U test, P<{0.01).
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1, 238, 4BTEENIITEL
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T

L]

5

4

3

2

1

Q

AnkA—jL HNW HA
Fig. 10, #i:r) by ks
HESEIEEbRIE, = bu—L i, HMW-HATEE S,

amm @
HMW HARE

FMEIZEWT, SEEENCAEST B kb o,

T/, Ty PO—AREE HMW-HA BB v TRl EsEs o hdo iz,
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LGSR 2 v F o — VBT E T
Hol-h, HEENCASET Do
(Fig. 10).

% &

LT CEERERPRIIIUA ST AL
LR TR VTR AT 5. $420
FEAPEI] & LT, Uk 20 I 305 5E 7B o0 B BR
J-Hili L 22) Jij‘ ﬁ%ﬁ}rﬂ”}la @iﬁrm B.H.|i'.{lﬁj:|]23]‘ 24 75:
e TEh, e 7O CEESHAEATTHEL
TwAEROBFEHE BN T 5 2 L&
Wb wbhTwa®, Fie7ro s
{4 IL-1 3 % superoxide anion @4 & #iH15 %
PURFER R DH 5527, Z ORIYE & LI
Ve X B RABIRREASNEE S, fEH 52
k7o R & R R O M BT IS A B
&, ARHIBERIE & A AR O MREE S
S PR PRAAR I A S, IR ECSEILE &
NAZTERMELTWES, ZOLHILHE,S
7OV I LM QIR INEI A%, F /42
W & DA LR R s 5.

19954, He 5202 LM il = Hig & L T,
rabbit DHESEIEEEFVIZIERA T o 4 P2
HH 5 #) @ ketoprofen & & &5 L, F O LM
PR A DT o 3 HHIC 2w TE LAz, 1)
LM 2B AR 0 © MM, JhEM
W (SR MR, ) > o58k, HED OBAFHIL
7z, 2) LM @20 : Sk L 72
Wi oM THE LA ORI E L
LM omfiZilE Lz, 3) LM @LAh (LM
LRI L O R T OB L - T 4 BREFICE
HAL L7z (Table 1). Z M4, ketoprofen @
G F TR, FhaibihTwina
hua— VR EE L C, LM oA ] S
7 AVRHE 2R A B, RS & LM o 7 (L B
flxhhho/oZ EadHEE L. FRLREE, 2
OFEOLEEETIE Z OFHI SRS NH SN T
BY, KIFEIZHSTH ZOFHTE & — g
LI L7,

RG22 AU RS A T, REHTINb o 7

(#5313 H 3% 2005)

A Tid, MNEDAZEHIAR, REUIHER L Tw
<A, ZDRIFEREED F Ak B3 AR
B, #imEThs, Fol-ofiErMlos
HFIMOKEZEFHRETLHHT LA, TO
T2 AR MFGETIE LM 2B 1T 5 2 0 f i 35 g
HBETHIE L.

LM 23l i AR IE IR IS B % BT RIT OFF
IR TH A%, LM T X 5T O H %
BEORHNO—2EEZLLNTWA, TDH,
He S I3HESBIBRIC X o THE U 2R R % 5
il L€ LM @ity EFli 247 - 7. L LAHE
FETIZFHEANLM H#E (LMCR) & &
LT, BHAEHNO LM O&IZ-2WTEH L 7-.

LM @i & OS2 2w Tid He 5™ o 40
I - T 4 BRRS oS b LRl L 72
(Table 1).

% 72, LMCR, f#iJE & LM @ % 35 f B UL,
e BlEniRic L 2R T I TEZ LTS
ho, Folo ESHMEREI>WT, a>¥ ba—
A, HMW HA B, 40235 TS BEH T
AT o ASRRT SN A 2, R, W
BEM O LMCR, JilE & LM O ARIEICHNT5
HE USROS e k£ 2 Sz (Fig. 10).

oy b O—VEEOL 4 48 BFH TIE, firho
Fap i, AR Ol ORI b S
FHES IR MBE AT S T/ (Fig. 4).
Vol EFS HMW HA BECLE, HES BRSNS, %
JEMIN, MM ACHAE T 5 EW] TR E &
B hiftE L (Fig 4). ZHhid, #ESWER
ST L 7 HMW HA 23HE YRR fR st E %
Wiz L, 48 CHABBA LTV DEE
Aoha, 4, MlEA T S e — L RIZ IR

HEIE (24.5~31. 5 d1/@) (= & 2 FEARRY 2 Mt
Xz e lbihs. Wayne 5235 v F DOHER
k£ 5 0 IZHMWHA & 0.2 mm, 0.02 mm
DE RO Y — b & U LG
L7285, HMW HA & ¥ — b CIEAERE
DMl oo ElE L. Ll
Ron 532 —Y =5 Y F&74 FFEy b
VT, fESEERTCEIR, ke 2 FEs
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OF) e —FHE L THRLA#HE BRLD
L NAROE Y = — D3 PHRFARORE
Lol TcEa S e ML, FOMHH
& LTH VIROEMOIT S 250D UIBR B O AT
% LD EEICHETEL I L2 BT T
A. AWETH 7O Suvenyl®H3HE S U) IR
HOHFREENICHF S LM QRS2 HH S
NAHREEFEE S,

2 v b a— A EEOBHEEARL I, AT 248,
Thdbh, AMEHEEICET A S T A
MBOMBEAT L ASTBEIN L1201
BTREEsh, 2BTRSELESA. LT
FhUBERA IR L, 21, 2, 4, 538
L8, 12HBTIRWT R ERMAIICA SN
Hh, ML TEMIFN LA EED W
Z kAL (Fig. 5), LM 8 8 3 TIz ks
Bl 5 2 L8 S hiz. £/ b
O — LD LMCR (&, 58 % T3 %0
R, S MUETIIEMEZ R L (Fig 7).
C DOFEMNZALIZ, AR O EA L S
BT B AN BOG & R OIS T 5. T
bbb, HESUERICHFREENICAELLZ LM 3,
Wi ASIF I TIEFHAANE H_L, TO®RsH
PN, 8 F TIPS 5.
Z@is, SEDFEEOLM O - JLkonf
iR L 6hE. FLT, ZOM
M2 B 5 MHE Sl lu % L, LMCR (3481 [,
1, 2, 4, s#EowFhb oy bo—LHZ
LedE LT HMW HA #2584 R0 f BT IR
TH (Fig 9), HMW HA [3fifs 5l E TIC
B AHEREAO LM QRN ESH
A E#EZ LR Ruijin 59, 73 F oS
%, 2 % Sodium hyaluronan % & & L, i[5 &
ORI Z N h o 7208, Hith 2 F TR
FOHTR R TE - L WS L, R
L2 @b 2 2 % Sodium hyaluronan
S SRS IR £ 585 Hiko
BEHZOWTERLTWE, L LAN%ET
13, LM IZW R4 ik T Clio iy e S
AL, 5 AMEICIZRMT 5 2 LB s R
2% ) LM OB 4 K - 7T 5 D

DTIE v, FO 20 LM O T E R
T HANTHEE, WERICEFRENZ 50T
ZENRBETHY, MU BT
LUELRWEEZ LR,

i IMOBHGIZEHLT, 2> b=
BECIE, AsHFCHBEPIEmE TRz ENT
BY, 1BELETRIFFESHENIC grade 3OS
A L Cwi. Fhuzah LT HMW HA B TIE,
ASHF I TIZRTIR D HMW HA OBFEEE 2 6N
% B 2 RS AT A OB 2 Gl 72 LT
WAHOMEE S, 4 8% Tl grade 25K
FLHOBESREIEECTh-/2. 21, 2,
4 EW TR ICHAENICEEELZRD,
BE X LM O kR4 lETRNET A Z
ENAFETH o7z, L L, BAT IR0 I 1R 4
23R4 B MMIZH Y, 5 M TIEE { A3 grade 3
TH ) MRS B e RO Do Tz
(Fig. 10). Z® 7z 5 ALLED SRl E LM
OFAFITML LB L TFHEINE. G, &
SizEMIZ RS LM OB IREOHER
FHLMIT A EDETD 5.

ARWFGEA S LM ZHE S UBRBES L F 50T
T s, FRLMICPEEL, 8HEETIC
HEEFHIIER T I ERE LR O
LM % i3 5 7= 12 HMW HA % #f: 5 80 & 56
CHET A LT, LMOBFHENICBITA L
JRSEHHIR B4, itk 4 B E TOMMIZ LM &
WO A L IFl S b 2 EAVRIE S .

SHEOBRE

1. LM 3550 &35 BRI TS WK SO T
WO EEZRIFL TC500F LT
5T ki, LM & H0ilS 5 B 2 b o 5
IZ0%hh, FTokd, TOMEEHLMIT
B LHLETHD.

9. EWFFETHW AR = — VBRI BET
Fvs B, AR L ST 275,
ARG~ O B % I & A2 B = b ASLET
BHhb.

3. WEE LMOBAICOWT, TOHmER
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PO A S SICRIMOBETHL LTS
DERHD.

x & &

AWFFECIE, HARBREZ AV THES YR
T, HESTIBEESICML REL RV L b
o — U, HMWHA (AX=— L ®) Z3EHE
L7 HMW HA BEiZoWwT, HESWIERIBIZ K
a5 LM & JFmic, B - HEmIich
Wat & L7z,

FOIER, gy bu— VIO R
1k, M 2 BLIBEE A T L, BRI 8 E LR
TIEBAHEMIC A SR E R L, THEERC
BEEREEA szl s, LMiE 8 H

e E

(5531% £3% 2009)
FT AT EARBEINT. TODIFHENIC
BiF 5 LM OB EH I, e RIS A
ENE ST AIM AT A LAERT
35D EEzZ 7. HMWHA JETl, HESL)
itk 5 8 TOMBICB VT, BHEFARE
BELMCR 2 b 2 bo— L ) HEHED
CHBIERMET, 25104 BETELM &
T O RAT S IR S 4, LM O TR HIHNIZAT %)
Thot. BIETHOWALARZ IO, 4
%, AR OWBEEZ W LI T H I LT,
FHEPHHEO LM 28§l T2 ALME L LT
DOfERAANFEN 5.

| B
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