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Pex

FEH N &R B OGRS 5 IR BB HET (secondary alveolar bone graft: SABG)
3. BB EOMENLRS, FHRBEAKAR OFHFEL B L LTTbIL D, BREIZES
ENDEIT, xR EFTN ORI BISSNTEY, TNENOFE - RENHE ST
Too TNBHICESE, A AT, ETHBEwRREMA AN TS, BT, BETE
a2 NS Z L DORFE BT~ FHEIMUBEE 2 W BIHEE SR L. £
OFAMEZHRSE L TX 7= (Mkoyaetal.,2010), ARHFFEIZIHWTIEL, FEIMUZEE F % A
W ME sk A) &, B 2 O KRR R v 2 — (fiiik B) @ 2 fitigk
[FIC. IR ARt & FLlee Rt L7,

XA IT, Wi fiE% T SABG 23 ﬁ’@ﬁéﬂt FAIMER A - RS 0 B R OFER] (Fi A: 51 4,
sk B: 59 Bi) & U7z, sFfiid, itk cikss L= Bkl X S5 E % H ., BRIk REZ Chelsea
scale [ZTiTo72, & BT, fiAlT CT iacl:U\ffFﬁié 6 72 A ~12 2> A IEA T CT 2Rt S L7z
Bl (i A2 SER], fise B2 JER]) &8, fi#fr 7 b TRIBD-BON z My, 3 kIt

CEEERAEH L, 7o, B CHBIEIREMThIviEs] (s A: 46 ], fizk B
57 fi)) 2o T, ﬁﬁlﬁlﬁmﬁ'f%ﬁﬁﬁj}ﬁ%*ﬁﬁﬁbf:o

Chelsea scale & i\ 7=l OfEF 1%, fiqk A 13 A:48.8%. B:1.0%. C:40.0.%. D:9.7%.
F:0.5% TH v . figk B X, A:79.3%. B:O.4%\ C:14.9%., D:3.7%. F:1.7%7Z~>7, 2L
FEAMIZ 3BV T, Miak B S REEHFRIICH B BRAF 2R 2R Lic, — . 3 otz 1

D EZEERIT, fEEk A1X 72.9213.3%., Higk B 1% 71.3:11.4% C, Milaex MK EHFIA &
ZH RO T RFEORER AR LTz, 7o 3 BRI O B ARBF HRIC W TH ik AL 80.4%.,
fiik B1L79.9% Th v | Mt FHIAEELZBORI T,

YR (Fagk A)TIT > TWD FEEIMUECE S A& v 72 SABG 1, ByEifis a#i 4 2 v
T e B DA H 0 | L X SR E A F 7= Chelsea scale (28Tl &AM T
E’ﬁ”ﬁﬁ/ﬁkﬁd\foﬁ Pl S D EM OFEGI A Z o> T-, —F5. CT & vz 3 Ikoakilic s

DRGSR, 7 OO, BERAET HIZOWCIERSOEEH T 5 2 ERAH LI
>77,

Loz & Xv, TEEIMUEEE %2 Mz SABG 1%, B R E M 2 A SABG
EHE LT, RERETHARNRTH L Z LRI NT,

EkH%
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IBHAR - RSN R T 2 IR HESEE AR (secondary alveolar bone graft:
SABG) I, 1972 £4£{Z Boyne & Sands 7%, FHREMCK L CHFEEBMEAT O FIEE ML
L TLUK (Boyneand Sands, 1972) . 4 H DIRHIER TROERWFINTH 5, AFWHIL,
EFADEEE DML, FHRBEIE R OB HFHE A X D Z TN &, AT B A 4 e o JE R
aGosZ e HE LTiThoiLd (Eppley et al., 2000),

ZHE T, WWRMORIEER & FRHIAT O FRZSE BAEIT 2B S iV | —IRIYFIR
g Al (primary alveolar bone graft) & FREAL TV 5, UL, i OBEEE KT S
BN RKEND ROV THRE S, BUETITOIL TV RV, ZHUSK LT, fLIRIILIRE
(ZATON D ARG E BN, IRISHAE T AL (secondary alveolar bone graft) &
MR, BEEBMAERZ 5D 5 (Janssen etal., 2014), HZEE OBREEMLICIE, BE

(Boyne and Sands, 1972). /i€ (Besly et al., 1999), 8H#H (Kortebein et al., 1991) |
i (Witzenburg and Freihofer, 1990) (Zh1x, # b7 A ¥ (Witsenburg 1985) 23 #ih =
NTE,

4 B OFEHER) 72 SABG (2%, MrE BERTRR > HERECT 2 I EERE My s HWe D, 5
BHERTRR D D BARE & BRI 2 HIET, BRI E RO FI 2 FRCIT) 2 LN TE &
INATREZR B BN LN E B RERRRTH D, —J ., W&, SHTREE, AR O &8
b, B ORI ASCIMAIK B DA R E 72 &~ TIxdb 2 b 0D, flix DOAEIHEE
LT HARHLH, INLEBRE T T REIREINTHDEHOD (Vura et al.,
2013), ZORRIF+HTHEARV, TNET, 4 MIA ZELTHENDOBIE 2 AV 245
B BRROT Fu—FRNELTHHZ L BN AEERNICE £ D T-0RE~DREL [ERET
X528, ABRRMIMAER & Vo 2R AN HE & LT &7z (Sindet-Pedersen and
Enemark,1988, 1990; Borstlap et al.,, 1990), L2»L., BRI TEX 2B &EIZRV X H VY | JAE
PR S OERIBU L, KA LKA IROBEEDJRK & 72 0 152, Lizii> T, /NS 7R5HR
IZDRMIS SN TET,

YRTIX, FHE 2RI L T DBRO R R Z BT 272D, Wi BRI A I 720,
REHROHRZERNDHEEZER L, @G L TE7- (Mikoyaetal.,2010), ZDFiklEx, T
T AMAE S REE 2 2 BeERR L., SAOEM & OB AOZSRICEE TS Lo ICBET
(1), MEEERONEIXZEROEE L0, MR RESND, TORE, BEL
T BB B RN EBHEDFHE S, FRBICERENTER SN D, ZOFIELY, KW
UKL TH, BRI 5 REE 0w HE T 2720 THIGFTRE & 72 0 | 1RO NHE 21
I & 2 SHAER B AN O RS A B 2 Z &R ATRE & 7o 72,

L2rL, ZHE T, SABG D HHTH 2 BLEEDOIEHIZ OV T, FEIMUREE & Hv
eoE L R E A 2 WS G olBIT R S ThRn, RBFEIZEW T, 48
& BB A2 DD KRIREEFER Y o 2 — 0 Z sk BT, i Rk & Fbe st L=,
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Xt & Hik
1. X% (F1)

1) XD

AEE R FIEPEEk D PEER - o 2 — (BAF - Mgk A) 12380 T 2008 4 1 H~2014 4
5 HIZ FHEAMUEE R & V7= SABG %17 7oilfitie B, 72 & NS KBRE 7T v ¥
—AEESEE (LT Mk B) 1238 T 2010 47 1 A ~2013 47 2 A a2 v
72 SABG %17 o IoERHEF] E ML D5 LU T OREEIC L0 x5 2 3R L7z,

BRPULNE . FAZUCUEEE U 7o KB B (M5 2 HIWIZ SABG %17 - 7= T llMEE 52 (UCLA)
BN IMEE N EHZ (UCLP) OEFHE R Cifitk 6 2> H LLRE U 7= E B,

BRah AL - BBR RS 1412 SABG %47 72JEf, SABG % 6 72> H UINICH Fili 217 -
T AE I,

RRRHEERN - LIEGNE, fER% A 123V T 60 451 (UCLA1S 5, UCLP45 fil) . fiiz% B
(28T 83 ] (UCLA3O0 5, UCLP53 i) 727,

2) S A ORI

(1) THESMUEEE % 7z SABG offil (X 1)

WIEICHE > TR E IR ZFIH LI-BRER OB AT - 12% ., BiEE & LTEICH MY
A L VIMAEEE R A 2 BeBRELL . BREKIEH OB b N D HF R ThiE s S
7o KEHOBBRICK LT, BROKE IBRO0RET BRI, sl TERN L 0 b sl LR
OB LTz, 723, A b A FIMAUBEE 7200 TIIBAEE ORELA R E T 555
. FHE AT OSMABVE 2 LTc, BAEE R OB AN REZERGE 1L, IR % H
WCHHH B OB ISR BEEZIT o T2, KIREEERICBIEDR A2 M, —FREEHSH L7,

(2) EERFELAE X BREEIC X 2B 4EERE O X SUES] (K 2)

i A IZI\ T L@ IRIEHE i 7- L7- 60 ] (UCLA15 5, UCLP45 f5il) @5 | ffitk
6 7> A DL R R O B AT AR 22 AT X AR B EMS Hile o7z 9 Bl ZBLERER & L, 51 41

(UCLA14 f5i, UCLP37 f5il) % Hifili X #REEIC X HaFflict & & Uiz, xHE8UEf] 51 G, &
TS A BT A SBIMA BB P DA FANTZREBINS 46 §, THaE A EE i O A HWTiE
B 2 i, WiH O LG 3 Bl o7z, BRI TREOFMRIL 5% 2 VA ~9 % 7
M H Tl 0 FE T 7.080.9 572 o 7o, XFRIER] 51 Bk, L 1B, 1 2A. 6 AR
KT, TUHNXBEE, R T~ XBEHEEZREL Tz,

UCLP37 JEBID 5 & 34 filix, —HiR 0 BEEAMTEOYIEIFN & LT Furlow £ K 51K
M2 AT AT 7= (Furlow, 1986), 34 59 30 #iliX SABG & [FIRF I AE M 25 PASH A SiA T
i, KV @ 4 FiliX SABG KA TRICAE F 25 PASEIN A3 5T Sz, UCLP37 #ilrf 3 ik
pushback V£1Z & 2 — IR0 1 ZH PASHTIT(Wardill, 1937) 23 iid T = 4172,

(3)  FBMAIK B I AR H =R EHA O e SAE B (3% 3)

SABG # % H fitisk Tkt L CHEILIAR 21T - 72X 60 B 46 I CTH Y . Zh 6 &
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x4 & L7z, 723 46 {57 UCLA 1% 12 i), UCLP (X 34 5, FilfrketFiniL 7y 7.041.0
Ay

(4) Computer Tomography (CT) %MW /oB24ED 3 WIL(3D)iHli DXt 4ER] (& 4)

fiF% A Tlx SABG # 6 7> AT CT i |2 L D fifesl 2 & % 60 flaflififT LTk b,
ZOFPBIEEZI 12 B2 L, f5E Lo, 12 ffild UCLA 1% 4 5], UCLP 1% 8 {5,
TR R X1 6.9£0.6 7% 72 o 72,

3) Jiizk B D xtGEH]

(1) WrEiEsRE T & 7z SABG Offizl (11 2)

BEIZHE U KBRS 2 W CRBAEIR DR Z AT o 7ot SRR KB B iR L
ﬁﬁbtﬁ%%ﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬁéa%’ﬁﬁb —WBAB LT,

(2) BERMEAL X B EEIC X 2B GG O X SUER] (& 2)

Mii% B ’k‘b\“(i?ﬂi%?)i‘ﬁéﬁ%‘{?ﬁf: L7- 83 5l (UCLA3O0 3], UCLP53 f5i)) & 5 & ffrfk
6 7> A LL SRR O FEAR rTRE 72 Bl X #R G E NS v o 7o 24 SEf & BLigiEp] & L., 59
Bl (UCLA22 5], UCLP37 i) 7 Hifli X #tEEIC L DaFlietS & Uiz, BRBALHEA TR OF
WL 6 7% 11 2 H ~1 5% 2 22 Th v )4 Hm1 L 8.6£0.8 i T, AB JtisX[Hick W\ T, B
WERE DB A B 742380 7= (p<0.0001, Student’s-t test), xIEJEMF| 59 Fli1L, HiHl X
BRI, I 3INA. 6 MAKRERT, A7 V—F NV XBERE, N 7~ XBEERZHRG L
TWe,

UCLP37 fElo 9 5 32 SEfIT —H]r) 0 ZE Ak (Nishio et al., 2010) DO #JEIFifF & LT
Furlow JEIZ K 28K 02BN M Tod 7o, R D3RS B BT BT A 1 25 PASH T 2 b d 7
SNTHELY, 205 H 12 Fli38E 1 ZPASH & [FIRFIZ gingivoperiosteoplasty (GPP) (2 X 5754
ZEL O T O (Yamanishi et al., 2011), UCLP37 #i 5 #ili% pushback £ F 721X
Furlow AT IC —WIRY 1 Z5PASHIT S AT S iz,

(3)  ABMAIK fh 1 AR H = EH O e SE R (3% 3)

SABG % % A fitisx Ciikfe L CHREIETRRE 21T - TERNIL 83 fHilH 57 I TH VY . T b %EFE
flixtge & Uiz, 7ed 57 4 UCLA i 21 ], UCLP i% 36 i, FlrREFinILF- 8.7£0.9
%722 720 AB JliER I I T FARRF Rl 12 A B 2 258 0 72 (p<0.0001, Student’s-t test)

(4) CT =M \W\W=522E0 3D FHlO xf SEf] (3 4)

fiizk B 12315 %5 SABG #% 0 CT fiigid, FAZRITEEE T 2 KAl OB R OMEE, b L
I, B X BREEOFT RIZ K0 BPEETERRIC R PN ED BRI O AR T STV,
T ORGSR, Itk 6 22 H ~1 4T CT Z iRk LI2EFE 83 filH 12 #i72 > 7=, 12 ffilf UCLA
W16, UCLP 1% 11 B, FITHRFFE R X F%) 8.80.7 k72 - 7=, AB sk FICIs W\ T, Fir
BRI AR A2 2 L ®T7- (p<0.0001, Student’s-t test).,

2. FHm G
1) B R X SR BB X DB 288 (X1 3)



© 00 3 O U B~ W DN =

W W W W W W W N DN DN DD DNDDNDDNDDDDNDDNRFE = o
S Ot B~ W N R O © 00 9 0 O kW H O © 0000w+ O

firtz 6 722 H LARRICHRE L7 B Bl X SR B2 WV, BRIEOEEREE 2 TG L7z, #F
i1 Witherow 512 X 0 #ii5 Si7= Chelseascale # AV, AND F D6 EEDO LT Y

—IZ¥E 72 (Witherow et al. 2002), fiia% A TIEfiitk 35220 /A D7 o Z /b X #EHE 7R
BN, N Tv XMEEE, %ﬂB@iﬁ%MHB#H@ﬁ7w%fwxﬁEE&6w
2. N T XBEEERWE, 4405 0E (MEEARE 34, BERE14) |
T ORIRZ &1 2 [FOFM 217V, FEME P72 & QNSRRI [ — 8BS 2 /it L7, fcﬁk\
I T GUE B ORI 21T > TV RWE & LT,

2) SER s B SREA R OREA

SERR Bl 23 ﬁ%ﬁﬁuﬂ L7ZENNTHONT, AT Resids L UM X SIEEEHWRE %
ITolz, Wiffisk &b, BRI Lie o 7o REBNCKRT LTl BREIN £ 72 X ES I3 7o
Tz, E%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?k BRZRIN £ 72 1 XBR BB IR AT o T2 HED RSB L, Rt L7z,

3) CT Z MW B24UE D 3 Rocail (1% 4)

mfiEx & b, IRE T D TH Fiax G O#iA Tl L, BEFH & HATICA T A4 AR
1mm OACEBrCHi L= CT Wi ZzfEM L=, CT Tﬂmﬁ X507 DICOM 7 —4 h
5., Y7 hvx7 TRI-3D/BON (RATOC SYSTEM ENGINEERING CO.,LTD., HA) #H
WTCLLFOfftrz24To72 (X 4), WD, MHTOEER ) b AR RABIEDO SFE 2 FHH L7z,
GRS IBE ORI IL, B2 fAELR O MR, & B # O cemento-enamel junction

(CEJ) D, &5V TBAAAEE AR H OB T HEMTED h 8 L L, B major
segment & minor segment QR & L7z, & O ICETH N ZHAUEH] T IR0 LAl & % &
LCRRE LTz, BAT A A0 D Y%tk 2 3R U CHRRIRIEME 2 i L, A A HEH LT,
WIZ, AT &I OB OERG DY EIT o7z, TRTOEGZ 3 IRoThICElEE S8, Wil
TR, BEAELIR O R, PNS 2 5HE L LI OB EREhE T, E@Ai}ot‘f:ﬁ@fa
D753 %?ﬁﬁ L T4 ﬁ“ﬂ’& L. ZOEMAF LTz, 7o, SHABEEHR DSV E GO HIC
No%E. WAOREBR @ﬁ%&bf#@btomm® AR ARIE DEFAIC ﬁ#ém
% OB @W%@w+%@“ﬁ4kbf%mbto

4) FEHFRIRRE

Chelsea scale O FHiE N —E % % kappa £2%t (BLF k £-%0) 1 TG L7e, AR T —
BT, 4 4 OFHlE % 2 %foﬁéﬂ?%/a\?bﬁ TRCOMAEDLETkBREEFEH L, 20
WrE) A L LTS L 7z (Fleiss, 1981) , fili#k [#] T > Chelsea scale O 5o HikiZ 1% Mann-
Whitney U test %, ‘B 2GR Ok GUEF O4AF M LI 1 Student’s-ttest & V7=, K H R
A R O LEl 121X Chi-square test 2 L7,

3. ﬁ%fﬁﬁkﬂﬁ*ﬁ}i
ARBFFEIE. Ao B FERMPEmEHEAEELZ B S OKR8% 5 No.014-0201) F LU B fi
RimHE A= (No.1393) DAGBEAFTHEM L7z, 7ok, FIESHICEE T 2 BRSEIT 20,
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1. Chelsea scale % fiv 7= i Bl Bffi X \REEIC X 2 BG4

1) FEALFE PE R - REmE I E M ORE (£ 5)

I I OMERE L. & BIRVEFHEE T k=0.70, &b @V EHE#E C k=0.93 72
STz, P BEEMEZ BRE L k 25, 118 H ORI k=0.34, 2 [0 H OFEAf X
k=0.3572>7=,

2) FHmRE R (X 5)

FNENONFE DK GIEF 3% F1 7 2V —DOFHli &2 845 L= H1& 473, ik A Tk, A
#TA 48.8%. B FFM 1.0%. C #AMiAY 40.0.%. D #Hilids 9.7%. F &l 0.5%72 - 7=, fisk
B Ti%. AFEAM 79.3%. B &l 0.4%. C #EAliAY 14.9%. D #HliAS 3.7%. F 7l 1.7%72 -
7o Wifa DRAL RO H PR A E A2 RO T (p<0.0001, Mann-Whitney U
test)

2. BRIREE D BRHHE (& 6)

Mz A TiZ 46 5 37 5] (80.4%) . fi#% B Tix 57 filth 45 ] (79.9%) TR D H
R AR 7o, BRI O B ARF HRIC, MR E CREFPIAEREIIRD 2h o7

(p=0.85,Chi-square test) , [fifiizx & &, EAAIREEAS HIREGH L7220 o TG A XA £ 72
XA ERILE 21T TR Y | RAEROEBIERH I A0 CRMAIRBIEH I L T,
.CTEZRAWEERBD 3Rl (R7)

TRl OEAZRAFEI TN A T 965.04269.7 mil, fiizk B T 986.24335.6 mi T V) . A& HE
DOFEFEITIMFE A T 678.4+133.2 mil, fifigk B T 699.54242.7 mii/= ~ 7=, HRTEAZSNAME, 22
BEAEBE LIS, MiMICHEZEE2RD oz A A T p=0.87, 22165 %
F&:p=0.79, Student's-ttest) , Z 415 OFEFD B FH S A7 B ZRERITMEE A T 72.9£13.3%.
figk B T71.3:+11.4% CTH U | Wlisx I A B2 278D 72 2o 72 (p=0.76, Student’s-t test) .
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ZF
AWFFEIE. HAHE AT L2EIRICK LT, B8 T 2 Az ZIREVSERE B BT
(secondary alveolar bone graft: SABG) D% liiE %, gkt Chule L7z, & DR,
BIERENLO 2 RTTHIFHIZ W T, FERICAEZZRO, WE el B 417 -
Tofii% B 28 RAFepiii s Lic, —J7, BARBICHT 5 3 IRoThIFHANC W TiE, Ml
A BEZEEZRBO Rz, 72, SABG D HID—>TH HKARDOHHIZONTEH, H
R RICHEEZRO RN T,

THE2D SABG O HEBHM B HIT &I TR SN TWebDD, ITE 25
BRDIRNZ LG, ZOMPICIRARH Y | LRI FAREFE D /N S IRFEFNZEIS S 40TV
% (Booij et al., 2005; Sindet-Pedersen and Enemark, 1990), —J7. B iEREHAIC LD
SABG 1% Z OHIKINTIKAE L2 ed, 4 HOEREERR E L THWHA TV D, (Weissler et
al.,2016), L2>L. By Eilh 2 V23546, REGAICBIT 2 A 0HENR-E & 72 5,
AOHEICIE. BB o%KE, TR, RER ORI, SMAUKBRE O Fn TSR 72 &2
& v (Brudnicki et al., 2019) . #if & L TABRHIMAER S b (Mehtaetal., 2018), =
nozkET 5 M, FRFEBAEME (Maxson et al., 1990), HZE Bl £l (Boyne and
Sands, 1972) . A T#E} (Campanaetal.,2014), & 51231 4~F U 7 /L (Francisetal.,
2013) LW o kka RBHMEN R S NERE SN TE e, ZhbiinFnd, SHRITE
U= BAR~, ‘BFEEAFF O E 2 ICKRIETHFETHS (Henchetal, 1984), —
7. TESIMAREE B EIEIL, BREE DA & W THEIREEZEY | 2 DZER~DH &
BOEMERT FIETH D, AL ~DO BB EZTFHFET 2 FiEL, 2 E TOREERERIC
LT, BARr&IcKES5<b0Eo7z, £ 2T, Mikoya 513 FHEIMAIEEF h Bhbik %
W L7z 42 JEBI D 48 FHARMNI X L TR 2 INEE L, T O A ML 62T L

(Mikoyaetal.,2010), L7»L. ZHE T, FEEIMUBE T A BHEEL, BEERRTHD
BRI A AR O . R SISO WD TOREBRFHIZR STy, To7-H, 46
D 2 fia [ B o 72,

Chelsea scale (2 L 2FHliTlE, THIMAUBIEE DA DOBAEZAT - I ik A 1%, Hisk B
L, AT IV —A LRl S EGE S . H T TV —C BLOD OFEENRS
Mol A7 AU —B E£7ITF &Rl S AV FEFN LM ik & 124727~ 72, Chelsea scale
ZBTF DT TV —A, C, DI, FHMIEHOREIIEEELROTZ LT, BREDONH
FETEF MA@ EBR S D, LIei> T, AEICE T 5 2 RotaHli O R o, Tl
SMAIEE BB L WE B RS & bl U oA TER C /B BRG DT RS D 72 VW
BIN LW EHERE ST, IHE RS MR BEE T, IFNRIC—EDOFWINAAELT D

(Nagashimaetal., 2014) , FrlZ EAETE (T OB 1T L9 0 ) (Ozawa et al., 2007)
Z DT AN AT~ GBS 2 F 0 OB 2 T ENEE LR D, fiak
BIZHWTH ZDEZIHEW itk D EWRIN 2 HIA A T2 BOBMEE 2 VT, 2,
fER% B 123\ C, BHRBER O CEJ O E S TEAMGE 2RO HAICHY ¥ Tohd AT
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RZWEHR LB X b, —H, i A O FEMUBE S A BMEIEIL. B4 RE
L. BRFETEM L 0 & H i L B OB 2R T 2 B LT BB 21T - T 5 B B~
DEYUMEE R & B 2 BE, L O B8 E N E O IEIRRICE o THETH
% Z L ATINA T, BRBAEH OB IStV S TERA~FEIINAFE SN D Z LIZESNT
5% (Ozawa et al., 2007, Matthias et al., 2008), Z»Z & ZEKER L, FHIMILE BB
Rl TIER 1A-c, B-b (27”3 K 9 12 FHAEBBR(E o OB TH O & S F TRE B ZBLE L7220y,
DX i ROMEN, 2 KTl OFERICEEL RIF LB 2 b,

F7o. ARV TIL, Chelseascale ([Z31F 2RIV T, dE W OREAGE H— 21X
FoiT, kREIC L > TEH L72FER, W v d poor (<0.4) &H)E S/ (Bulmanand
Osborn,1989) ., Chelseascale & A \7- < DD STEIT ISV TR, 8 W R R — B
WE SN TEY (Witherow et al.2002, Chonthicha et al.2011, Maeda et al.2014, Diego et
al.2017) . AW OFERIT, 21 6 OHE LT DHER & e o7, 2 OMHIEDFE DO—2IX,
FHEFE M OFERT O G, B LOFHE% O RO OFEIKFT 2D EE X
bz, mWVEHMIE - BE A WS T 2R ik, BRIOMRZFHMIE M T8¢ 5720
(2. FHlE R CRHME OIS 4530 b E#HRBICIT-> T 5 (Diegoetal.2017), —
07 ARWFFE T, RHl#E M ORER O AR 2 45387 2 FIEZ 2R L (Nightingale et al.2003)
FHlE I COT 0 AT, FHMEE Z I E D FmENE A B LT B TR AT O
Ll ll, ZOZLPRHIER -BEOKTO—RTHY, o, FHBIZHWZ X HrE
Bn ek ECR 2SR5 EE X N, £ 2T, MR T AR NA T A D
TEZRIET 5 2 & & BRI, FHlRSE R A Tl 05 D% & U TR Lz, AFFRIZHE VT,
FHE NN E Do 72 2 &5, Chelseascale Z H\W 7= dFfliiL, £ E N ORHEiE 23
FF O R OMBUT T D EGI A 7 ATIBNT, FBMEZ RO Z L AVRIE S 4172, Chelsea
scale I%, B X Bz H Wbk x 722 2 otiEliE O ¢ % (Kinderlan et al., 1997; Long et
al., 1995; Bergland et al., 1986) . FHZABEAE M OO AR & B 2 F COMLEITR IS LT2E
G OREZR | EICEHMECE 2 A A FIETIEH S50 (Witherow et al. 2002) , #HE i
R, oD X BEBREFWDGEICIE, ZOFMOMRICH 0B ET 2 LER D
HEEZBNIZ,

ZDE D% 2 WIFHIOFIFKIZ B L, L BB FHEAN ATRE & 72 D CT 2 vz 3k
Tl 24T o 72, CT Z AW BREROFHNTIL, MM AEEZRD RN oT, 2
N E TS SPGB ERE R B O BRBEGH <X, IIFESR OBRE O R & ik
LT, it% 6 2>H OBEWILERN 29.37% (Zhang et al., 2012) . 47.2% (Nagashima et al.,
2014) LHESHTEY . &6 1 FE0BWRINEIL 51.3% (Matthias et al., 2006) &
TLOMEGDH Y, BRE IR 259, SRORE B (2360 2 1 E e E i Bt
DEREERIL, Zhang b OIS & i LG D KR S HER S 7z, L L. ARAFFEDRE R,
FHI U 72 B 4G R MR O WA OB AR Z R L TR L TV D RIZB N T, 0
ERICIERE 2 BT 5, LI REOWREIL, INEZOBHE ORFEEL TS LTV D,
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PSR AT R O 3 WItREHE 21T o 7B EOHE TIE, WThoREE L AV STy
% (Obeori et al.,2009, Linderup et al.,2016, Bin Feng et al.,2017), L7>L. % 51HA972 6
RIFFEIC IV T, 2D ZHODFHRIEL H BT E 2 LR 520, 0720, fifiEsk
O CT Zifse LRWiiag Tl TATOSAREE 2 RIS 25 RIEN VWSS, A1,
W% & BFE L O CT 5% A MifT L TR - 72723 HFRT O sl OBERA RS A /)y R’ &
L CHBARMGRA I U, RBFED X912, T O BRSSO AR EZ ok & L2581,
BAEE 2 Db OOEFEEAEFH L T, ITEE OBHE OB A RIS T 25613,
WAl L 7B B L o THERGENZET 2 Z LICEERLE L 8D, T72b5 . it
DEWUL & Ll LTIl Ic 2 < OBHEE %2 VD ik Tl B2ERMET L, BiEE 20
BELDAWROWGEEE, BRERD EF4 %, Linderup 5 (2016) 13, fiiaxH CTHZUESR
Z T AR, IR T e b a— LOFHINESHERRIC L W B b7 HERMNETH D L
WBRTNWD, 2O, SRITENTIEE Z @D 57012 h, 2OFHEFIEIC LR AP
T D L ST,

TNHRSMAI BB B R RARIENT R OB 2RI D 3 RTTAHEi T AL E THE S TRy,
RIEZ, BrEiRE A B S B0 | BB ISR RIS TS Fila & 5, E
B R OBAEEBAL DS Al BB A ol & L2 #FICIRS SN TV RIS H L 53 ik 6 7
H LIRC OB 2R SR TN B viin B M RIS & RIRREE 72 o 72, F 72, 3 WRoTakmie T, il
DFRBFEIL, Wi HICHEH PR A EEERO R o0, ZDZ &iE, A EIOXLIES]
DZMEIZWERR CH DR EN -T2 L 2R LT Y, FHIMUEE & Bk
5 B AR AL & RO 2R 2 A 9 DEFIcx LC, M8 EHATES Z & &7
LIZfERTH D I, Ll 3WICFHlO X GIER] & 7 o7 b DIE, fisk A2 b
ONZTHiER B 23, ZHLEN 12 BN E > THRY | S FHMEICZ L, FRThR A2k
WL, CT EHE AN S & FU72 GBSV T DN, b L < IFEBRRIRIC BV T,
WIE/R 7 o2 MMERBR & U CTHiAT T 2% OGB4, £72, S%1T ko< IFERO
CT LAV, BHEBOABOLEH L, BHRMOMSMHEEZ ZRITAICH LT 5 2 & T,
OFEAE @O D T ENNBELEBbid, NTHEEIMURE TR Z M- SABG 1%, K A
RRFIEICRVGD 2 EDRBRINDD, FTHIEGE OEREIC XL 5| kR 22 at L E
%o FHOMUREE H I, 2 < OFEFIT, 4 MTA OB LERBITHOI TV 5, gk Al
B 5 PR EEERL 7.0£0.9 7% T, ZORHO BRI OW T, TP OIH, MU o
BH2ERE T LTS, —F, FEREITHERIREBICSH Y . 2 OmAIKER 2 B OE &
7%, A, BT OMEZEBIRO R YU EL D & LT, SHABEY #2835 Ai1lC SABG
EATH 2 LIRS L HE NSNS (Precious, 2009), KL v FHIZ SABG 23k b b
BRI, A N A A 72 & NS FBIRERD & OSMUL BB A 8- BU L, [RIEK A S R~ DM
et S, BISITREE S Ly, 5%, SABG OEf TREIC DT, ZhEak i biic
T, HHRBEOHEIE EIRRA~OREZ SO THLNICT 2R HIFIND,

it DFRZIRAE Ktk O B AR K RIT T hEsR EICA B 2RO 2o T2, THBHkOK
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fENnTwb (Linderupetal.,2016), L2>L. Enemark [T FEET7 1 v 7 BB L 15
B E A BB L, REOBRFHRIZEIRP 2T EEZHRELTND
(Enemark,2001), AMFZEORERIZZ NI —ETDHHDE -T2,
Uboz & Xkv, FHEEIMUREE R %2 W T-BHEEIL. BB iR A o K % [0
BETE, 2o, HHEAMCE OO THISTELOAARFIIETH D Z ENFRB I,
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Intraexaminer agreement

Examiner kappa Systematic difference 95% reliability coefficient
1 0.81 0.06 0.71-0.92
2 0.83 0.05 0.73-0.92
3 0.70 0.07 0.57-0.92
4 0.93 0.04 0.86-0.99

Interexaminer agreement (first time )

Examiner kappa Systematic difference 95% reliability coefficient

1X2 0.32 0.07 0.18-0.45

1Xx3 0.47 0.07 0.32-0.61

1x4 0.35 0.08 0.18-0.52

2X3 0.37 0.07 0.23-0.50

2X4 0.33 0.08 0.18-0.49

3x4 0.22 0.08 0.05-0.38
Average 0.34

Interexaminer agreement (second time)

Examiner kappa Systematic difference 95% reliability coefficient

1x2 0.37 0.07 0.23-0.51

1x3 0.46 0.07 0.31-0.60

1x4 0.28 0.08 0.12-0.44

2X3 0.40 0.07 0.26-0.54

2X4 0.35 0.08 0.20-0.51

3x4 0.26 0.09 0.10-0.43
Average 0.35
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;r] PNE = =3
mﬁ”@’z‘im AR 965042607  986.2+335.6 0.87
ZEFEE (mn) 678.4+133.2 699.5+242.7 0.79
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