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AT 2R, LT, fERDS%R % L 72 suture-bridge % (S#) & 7 — 7#M % L 7z suture-bridge % (T#:) O
WD R AT - 72 .

S¥H:59 B, T 44 BT, THETHHLZT— 71 FiberTape® (Arthrex, Naples) 7% 26 ], ULTRATAPE (Smith
& Nephew, Andover) 7318 il Td - 7= .

JOA R a 7%, SEIIMATFIY 64.2+113 (SD) H2 Hili4 ¥ 914+66 (SD) 12, T FILMHIF1 639+10.2
(SD) A BAli 4 916+52 (SD) HIZCE L7z, W OM#H JOA A I TICEEEZRO R -7z,

MRI I, FEEIZIEIK - IRHEPHEIR TIE ST 182%, T T 102% I2A L WA EAEII 2 d o 7o, MR OFFli Tl
A TR A F COLIEOMEHMEL, itk 2 0D VAS scale 1I2BWT THAISH LY HEIEA - 72,

Key words : A—F % — 71 v Uk (Suture-bridge technique), 7— 7% (Tape), EREGE (Clinical outcomes)
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ST IS (ARCR) Offizte LC, suture-bridge #:1
FAELCHNLN TS,

LEECTIE, 2010 4E & 1) BAE F € FiberWire (Arthex, Naples FL)
%° Orthocord (DePuy Mitek, Raynham, MA) % & 5% % i W 72
suture-bridge % 7o TW 5 A%, 2016 4E X D FEFIZ X - T
FiberTape ® (Arthrex, Naples) (X 1a), 2016 4% & ) ULTRA Tape
(Smith & Nephew, Andover) (X 1b) ® 7 — 74 % Ji\» 7> suture-
bridge # b 47> T & 7-.

L[l fERDRF M L7 suture-bridge % (S (X 2a) &
75— 7H % i1 L7z suture-bridge % (T #) (X 2b) OHFERHRT
DI E T 7z,

1
a : FiberTape ® (Arthrex, Naples)
b : ULTRATAPE (Smith & Nephew, Andover)

2
a S k% AWz suture-bridge 3
b T 7—7H#% M7 suture-bridge

MR ERHE

2015 4E 1 A5 2016 4F 8 H F T4 B2 T suture-bridge % 17\,
12 71 H UL BT e CTd - 72 IERNIC D W TR L7z, itk
DHREMCIZOOE S, T—TMERHWbOE T L7
S 59 B (1 38 B, otk 21 1), FATHET-I4EH 679112
(SD) 7%, T #4461 (B 22 ), P22 #l), FAreFE4E
i 68286 (SD) M Td» o 7. THTHML7/7 — 7 Fiber
Tape® (Arthrex, Naples) 7% 26 ], ULTRATAPE (Smith &
Nephew, Andover) 7518 I CTd -7z, #iHi® VAS scale (0-10)
13 S 612150 (SD), T #1444 6.16+203 (SD) L H#EE
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EZrofs (KD, BT A X, SEIZ/E 1360, Hkrs
24 B, KITZE 15 61, INFEPHIGZ 7 B, T EI3/NITZL 7 61, ity
ZL16 1, KW 17 6, JRAEPRITZL 4 BT, W CHEER 2o

72 (p=05309). FATIZA LB L ORABE 70 v 7 12TV,

FAEI0AE & PO BB 2 1T o 72 b o, B H TS EE [H
BT o2 b 0l g blrwni 5k 7—7H0) L -
Suture Grasper™ %° SutureLasso ™& % i\ fT-72. 7 v b7
Y MMUTHERYT 27 v —, BEREE, N7 2 h -0
12 X ) VERSALOK ® (Johnson and Johnson, US), PopLok ®
(CONMED, US) # 7z SwiveLock® (Arthrex, US) %% Hv 72,
itz E % A (Ultra Sling I, DONJOY, US) % 338 (WK%
AN IR A H L7z, WHE E b i 3e 2 & [ U NSAID % 4
NRALH U7z, BRIRHGRE % H SIS B i B G o s e (DU
JOA ZAa7) TEHMliL7:. F7z, WHEFHZEIZOWT, MRI
BHE) IS X DRI L7z, TR ORI & L CHliiA 24 I £ T
OASEDME NS, #iitk 2 H, 13801, 28O VAS scale (0-10)
%7z,

TRET A BT IZIE,  y 2H%E, Mann Whitney U-test & 17\,
fEbfREE 5% Rl HEAEH ) & L7

JOA Za71%, SEIIiTHIFY 642113 (SD) & (& 15 A,
HAE 11 50, WENR 15 5D 2 Sl 914+66 (SD) & (i

7275 (P<0.01), MIEERICAHEZEITRO b o7z,

WA FEMTZ: (MRI #4408 Typed & 5) 13 ST 102%, T i
T 6.8% (2A S NFz7s, WA EZEIL %5 - 72 (p=08053). iy
T 24 WRR F TOAI DML S PP 051 056 (SD) [a]12
XL T #3020 £041 (SD) [l & A 322 A A 5 1172 (p=0.009) (X
3a). VASscale (0-10) O¥ERIL, itk 2 HIZ, S 43+157
(SD) 12 L T #FH36+176 (SD) & T EFAEIKA - 72
(p=00231) (X 3b) A%, {4 1ETIZ S 25153 (SD)
T @3 24+152 (SD), itk 2 Cld S #F3422+156 (SD)
T PF 18130 (SD) E AEEIIBED R, -72 (X4).
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F1 A B4, FSE#, MTA1O VAS scale (0-10) (CHWVWT SET &
BT, BEEREBOE.
S method T method p-Value
No. of subjects 59 44
Gender Male 38 23
NS (0.7912)

Female 21 21
e 67.9(33-91) + 11.2 | 68.2(37-83) £8.6 | NS (0.9113)
[mean(range)] (years old)
Pre op.VAS(0-10) (mean+SD) 6.12 + 1.50 6.16 +2.03 NS
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VAS (0-10) S . .
p=0.009 p=0.0231 Suture-bridge #il, EREEIELY LT v b7 ¥~ O
0.6 - 5.0 - A, FMESEEICREWD Zehn, BIfE ARCR OFF L L
051 4.3 | TIESHWSNT WA, 11192 Mihata® 5 1T FFHITZEE S suture-
05 1 4.0 36 bridge HEAT L O Ao 22 E WELTWE. 127y M 7Y ¥ Mo
04 - MTOHRDY L—, BMENAETHY, BETT v a2l A4
3.0 1 TOT v H—=FxRAM) T LI LD FARER D EM T SR B
0.3 1 6, KHfFETIE, HATD suture-bridge HANER DA X ) TEOIE
02 2.0 7 WF—THERGS LT, BEERON v N T RS
DT 7 EAEm FICO R 0Tl v e Tl L7z, Carli ¥
01 101 B, SV — 7HO—>Td 2 Fiber tape 14 2mm O 7 —
o | 0.0 ] WO CHEAREZIZ 2 LTS, BRI TR X
Sk Tk Fiber wire & ) $EMICKE {, 77— 7RSS LD 414D
post op 2days ERZERY, EWE L CwA. F72, Rui® S, EECHT
a b 5 1 Fiber tape 7% Fiber wire & ) K& 225 7278, W& % Hv 72
&3 TR OMH 6 71 HOFMEI TR o/ LTWA, SR
a: ﬁrifijloﬁilﬁ FCOREOMFEEE T HEASSEL D AEEIC i)d‘ﬁuT“C 3 MRI EFEBZEIE S 3T 102%, THET68% THY,

b it 2 HO VAS (0-10) & TEDS S L ) HREICED o 7.

VAS(0-10)
10 -

-t Sik

BEICHEZIA SN o7, T—THEHFE S, FHRR
%%ﬁj'%*{)@“@ 7w E b —J5, 7_‘—701%"3:)%\/\%(‘:
AR B E B O BEIE R, BHELloORE ESHAREVEELD
Deranlot & 2 & il A 5 o I 0 FE 212D W C, F1berW1re<‘:
FiberTape & b L€, BEHEEICHESI Loz 8 WS L7,

% 72 Lesilie 5 Y 1%, BHEBEARKOMGTIZ2O\WTT — 7 TOREILM
ENTVRVA, BIETFVIZBWTRKE Y 2mm 7— 71, 2%
LMY, MRBRG BRI E, F IR A RITE
HolcbWMELTBY) 7= TP LREENEHVEITF A 2.
Ltk WA X, IR, O R &R D T COSMS LT

(*:p=0.0231) ThbEEbNT

MBZIEIZ L C T HIE S & ) ARSEDfIT M4 A D 7 <, Ay
%2 H®O VAS scale TH I o7z S T k& & U3EHA
RO ER 70y 7 NSAID L TCoRFEx#EE & - T
W ERD, hET—TOENIC L DAL OHARR TOIET
B HVIXIRII D, BEFEIFE 7 &S R O PR O\ 12
L Z I RRESE 2 S, — T, it 18, 230 VAS scale
THHEDFEILh o7z CORYTIIREIThRE T — T DIET)
DI D, WLADPELOEEZ LN,

A 58 i3 FiberTape ® (Arthrex, Naples) & ULTRA Tape
(Smith & Nephew, Andover) % & & & T ThIZED, Sihelt
BEAT- 72 MHEIZBWTL 7— 7R, BROZELHELNS LR

pre op. postop.2days 1w

X4 VAS (0-10) (&, %2 BEOABEEEERD

g 138, ME2BETHEBEERO LN 5.

, A,

%, FBIERNC X o TITRBAE, FHREICENIEL 2000
2w L, A, liF — 7H oM, v et Lzw
SRIOIFEOMES L LT, BAMEZOMFATHLI LR, S
e T HEOEORIZEDNH L 2 L, PRI &
WKCTHIEBFLT == I =TI LB T Ao T
BT LR ENFIT NG, Stk EFEER, HRETOME

B VWEEZ TV
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VAS scale IZBWTT—7#H a2 07283 x2 w7z L )KL
HEIE D - 7.
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