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¥RwmLHFBLOFSFHERE &

ABFFED—FBIZLL T O SCIZFE R LI,

1.

Yuichiro Hisada, Tsutomu Endo, Yoshinao Koike, Masahiro Kanayama, Ryota
Suzuki, Ryo Fujita, Katsuhisa Yamada, Akira Iwata, Hiroyuki Hasebe, Hideki

Sudo, Norimasa Iwasaki, Masahiko Takahata
Distinct progression pattern of ossification of the posterior longitudinal
ligament of the thoracic spine versus the cervical spine: a longitudinal

whole-spine CT study

Journal of neurosurgery spine Volume 37: Issue 2, Pagel175-182, (2022)

RKBFFE D —EIE, L TOFERITHF L.

1.

CHBE—BR, SR, EEESS, A IR, EAREEE, IR i EC

FRELMAEBLECB T 2EBEERTFTHRTF—2FHE CT ZH0V
T2 W€ WT # BFF 28 —

5549 Bl A RFHEFBER 72, 202049 A 8 A, A E. N
NHBE—BS, mmHEE, =SS, R E, el 5B TR, SR
B
WP EFHC TREEZAVWEZ2FIZB T 28EBECRILERL
faBR KT D BRET Risk factors for progression of ossification of posterior

longitudinal ligament using longitudinal whole spine CT scan.

Ho4[n] B AR FL 2. 20214550210, B, HE



3. AHBE—ER, mmAeE, EREsS, /Mt RIE, AR, oI i B

FHEMNEFECRLRERARRF—ETICERETXEBEOR
% & X —Predictors for progression of ossification of the posterior

longitudinal ligament of the spine: a longitudinal whole spine CT study

Fo3[n H ARBEIEARL S, 202055 H22H, A T4 2>, RAHX —

CONHTERR, A, mERST, NERIE, @A, | E SR, AR
B
BREDIHEHFLEDOFERFTMICI T MM EFHECTREOFH

$£. Longitudinal examination with whole spine CT is useful in assessing the

progression of ossification of posterior longitudinal ligament.

W50 A HAFMHELTMR RS, 202144 H 23 H, T#H., mAXZ—

CONHE—BR, EAESS, /NMLEIE, SRR B e

BT EFHCTREZ AV EHTERRBIH B LEOER L fARKEF O
BREt Risk factors for the progression of ossification of posterior
longitudinal ligament in the whole body using longitudinal whole spine CT

scan.
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BE

(5 & B] %A B{LIE (Ossification of posterior longitudinal
ligament; OPLL) 1%, JRK /RO FHEENH O BT A IC L0 FHE £ 721X
PIRAR D JEB &2 K72 TR EA TH 5, FAMEOPLLIC B3 2 W41t i it
ATED | EREMEIMEOPLLIZE 1T 2 RAERL, B, BRAM - #ffl, C2-3
LoUL ORI ERERIK & L THRESN TS, £z, B, R
HES T RN CHE S IR X B LR D) A7 2 Eb 5 L DM ELH DH, L
ML, 2O OERUSMELERZ TR 5K HIXHAECHEE S TE
59, HARBICE T HERORESCHE LS THIREE CH S, M -
JEHEOPLLIZ DWW T, JEMEM DG, BAHEOPLL & Heig L THAEIEIE, W
MIAET ., AEREILREDO A2 ERRESR TV b0, BARKRIB
U 27 KA ICETABHRITRZE L TWSD, OPLLOBALIEERE X 1 = X 1 DfiF
., £ L CHERTHINT - ERNFOREIEZ, FH20 - BEMNAICE
LTHUEIZAARTH D, Frio, MHE - BEHEOPLLO B AR, U A 7 [X]
TICRET 2R D098, BN XL 2 W FENEL L BLEROBEE, 2
=HANANVRAOBEG O ENERELREE LTETFONS, £2T
ez i3, JEBMEDEMEOPLLE S & HEOPLLRE ORI 72 F iR D F
SO AR 2 A DAL & . HEWTROIC IR L - 2 HECTE 4 2 F V> TR
T5EEbI, BHibERY X7 20& LT,

[ 7iE] % A1 = MEWAESE, 2007~20194E D BIC34E DL E (SE949 7 H) @
MRz &1 Th7e< & b2BlLl ERFHECTZ g L 7 EfRMEOPLLE# 123
NEFHRE Lz, BE %2, M2 OOPLLIC X 2 FHIEIR & ELIH AL
FESNWT, FHE (C-)OPLLEE (n=68) &Mkt (T-)OPLLEE (n=55) ([Z40%H
L7z, BIEWZEOH BN KR EE /28555, OPLLA i b KRE WAL &2 BRAE & L
2o K RE N OERKFEE (Body mass index; BMI), 5], OPLLJE IR 3 BL4E
i, PIEICTA ¥ v S 4FEdn, SEIRFEE S HIEICTE TO MM, OPLLOFK K
JE O R (R, BEIRP . ®ARMAE, ik O R, & IR E E
B, A) . OPLLICK T 2 FMEFINER E DT — & 2 INE LTz,
OPLLD 43 il #HIEICTR X ¥ o WED 235 e SR i R RSl C T & W C
PRl L. JE & 2mmbh EOBALIRAE ZOPLL L EF L=, OPLLOH#ER T, Ik
1THF%E (Choi et al., 2015; Doi et al., 2020; Kawaguchi et al., 2013){Zfitvy, ‘B
BB D ZAR T /A5 A EREE O 2mm Pl OB E ER LT-, BHES R EM =
34 DN U CHERRFE 21T\, 24400 Eo— %% $ > TOPLLIERE & E L
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7o, BIEEREEMETESV—HE /R L7 (ICC=0.92,95%CI: 0.90-0.94), it
JEOH |2 H S X C-OPLLIEMEERE (C-OPLL-NP), C-OPLL#E E# (C-
OPLL-P), T-OPLLFEHEJERE (T-OPLL-NP), T-OPLL#E ¥ (T-OPLL-P) D47t
2R LT,

FHEEVE OB L OFEIEE 1T, %ﬁm-m%VNw@%m@ﬁﬁ®A%%@
fbfad & U CHEl L 7= (Kawaguchi et al., 2014; Endo et al., 2022), /& & 5mm
U EDOBEREIFEIZ iH%M%Ltomﬁ%ﬁiMH%%%Tﬁoto
1EHLME (X Shapiro-Wilk kR & . 8L5E 28 25 O BE [#] bL i (X Student thi & % 72 1%
Mann-Whitney URR &, ElG O Lk X Fisher IEfE#% & . OPLL#EJE ~ D 2K
TIRATIXZE B VAT 4 v 7 Bsairz vz, p<0.052HEEZDHD &
L7,

[FEF] JEMME OPLL B 123 4, BRI F12 OPLL B2 b i
7eDIL 314 (252%) Todh -7z, OPLL #EJE= | C-OPLL #f 22.1%. T-
OPLL % 29.1% & WAL CTHEZITRBOD bR 0> 7= (p=0.671), L L.
MWREANY — NI RE B ARD, C-OPLL BETIIREE N FEMED IR L
T DIZxE L, T-OPLL Bf TIXHHMHE DO EEALIZ OPLL #E i 4 /R 3EFI 8 %
w5 i-, OPLL B FMEEIC>W L, 2 A H O CT #RAi1Z OPLL 2
KD FMIE KT 2 T &2 = 1 7= B3 OE IS 1L C-OPLL £f 82.9%. T-OPLL
HE8L1%Th o 7o, BEEIOFN (FZR AL LLAMT K 5 18I0 F1f)
T T TR OEIE X T-OPLL B TH EIZE < (37.8% vs. 15.8%, p=0.001),
T-OPLL #EICE 1T 2 B Fil 0 2 IR R HER B E & BREEHER T CTh
ST, FiJiiE L OPLL #ERFEORRE 2 fiFt L7o#5 L. C-OPLL #f TIldHE
SR & RAFRITR R O ICER RO EZITRO bR o7 (30.3%
vs. 56.3%), —Ji. T-OPLL B CIIHES IR 2 52 T 7 B O e R 0N RAF Y
TRIRREEL LB L CHEICE 272 (100% vs. 29.4%), [E EHEM N T OPLL
ERIImAE S O CTh o7, OPLL EREAE L IEEREED I TlX, C-OPLL
ERITIFEREE L i LT, Fln, ERBIER DA < | E#ﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁ%
#ME CT £ TOMMMNEN-T-, T, @EMLEDHFHRILE TS
7oy, PRI, BMI, Z O OO FREBICA EZAE1X 720> 7=, T-OPLL @JE
FEIIEE R & bl U T, i, JERFBLFE i, SEIRFBEE S HE CT £
TOWMMAEL ., BHEOBEEB LV BMI N E -7, HHEREBICHEZIX
o T, EAiE S A W fiEHT TiE, C-OPLL Bf Cldie AL & FEME AT
TEACIREICH BEZL R0 > 72725, T-OPLL BE Tl D T-OPLL 5%k
NI EERFEL VW ABEICEMETH 7= (p=0.001), ZEET AT 1 v 7 [
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i T OFE R C-OPLL HEJ& DML fE BRI 71X H[B] CT A WF O 4F-ffin D I T
BboTo, —J, T-OPLL #EEOMSLfERK 1L FH M, BMI, FIFE CT fR Ak
DFMn, BEIL U T-OPLL {58 ToH > 72, & BMI Bl OPLL #E &= %
FFL7fE R, C-OPLL B CITFEMICRE L &6 FHEEEITN 2000 T—ETh -

72, T-OPLL BETIX 30 i R CHERENHK D E < (80%), FHn L & b icEd
L7z, MAEEE S BMI2NE WIE L OPLL RSN 2 MmN H 0 . K
T-OPLL B DRI AER (BMI > 35 kg/m?) BH CTZ OMHHENEE TH - 7=,

[&%42] HHE OPLL & TIIHMER AT D BALIRIEER N L Do To DX L

ke OPLL [ TIXHEMERMRICONE AT B LN ERT 2HEM A H -
7o & <IT, 50 mEARTH O L4 CTHRIE L7 BFH L, BMI 2 30 kg/m? %
B2 5 X5 @EERMO S 5 MHE OPLL B35 1, & RICHEMECHEHE, MHE
DRIBENOEALNHER L2 Enb, MpIcRBERI s LtEx
BTz, AL, WL 5 D CREEME OPLL BE o FlbiER %2, &
FAE CT Witg Z2 W REWTAIC R R 721D CTOMRTH 5, R TH LI
TeAE, BlbERY 27 0mnWEE L RS T 5720 TR BlhiERL
TRIT B H - RIRRIEOBRBICL AR TH D,

[iEaa] ARWFEIC X 2 HEWTHY 72 MEEIC I\ T, fkE OPLL B X 2 HELC
O FAMEICELERT 228 0 . MM OPLL BHF 21T 2 BN 1X,
OPLL R OIS L= fERIN 172> 72, & BICHEFEE TORIEIL, 2
MEds X O HE OPLL R D i L 7= ek K 172 - 7=,



R

AXPEBLOMPTHEMLEBEIILLTO LB TH D,

OPLL

OLF
OALL

DISH
C

T

L

CT
OSIL
ligament
BMI
P

NP
NS
ICC
CI
OR

Ossification of the posterior longitudinal
ligament

Ossification of the ligamentum flavum
Ossification of the anterior longitudinal
ligament

Diffuse idiopathic skeletal hyperostosis
Cervical

Thoracic

Lumbar

Computed tomography

Ossification of supraspinous interspinous

Body mass index

Progression

Non progression

Not significant

Intraclass correlation coefficient
Confidence interval

Odds ratio



&

il

FAEZMEEN 75 /b (Ossification of posterior longitudinal ligament; OPLL):,
WTPT AN AN LRAT, —RWICHHEICZ S RIET D, HiHE
OPLL O NFERIDOFABMEIL, AARANZZOLRKT VT AT 43%. HAT
1.3%, E ARN=w 7 T 1.9%E | NFERICEN D D, BLITBIT D5 AR,
BPEDS 4.3%., MEDS 2.4%., B b 1.8:1 & B EIZZ2 v (Ohtsuka et al., 1987),
FIEFM X, 30-40 AR TH Y | FAERTSOmARTHML, 70 R THD
& < 72 % (Sohn etal., 2014),

TR AT B ALIE XM ERAL T OB B LF SN B LR A 2 m R ICE PR
HZENRMBNTWD, OPLL B L OVEHEHE A4 5k (Ossification of the
ligamentum flavum ; OLF)IZ 31T % Ml FB 7 & B (ki 25 2 i & L 72 i 52
(Hukuda et al., 1983) T, RIftEIHH 1L (Ossification of anterior longitudinal
ligament; OALL) % 87%IZ#8 8, FHEANIHRAE & LT, ‘B8 - ZBIHI 86%. HEES
i 80%. JEBIET 63%. JHBAHT 50%ICHALIERA 2oz, JEA G BE I
PED S fiax 3 HE CT A Tld, FHE OPLL 2 9 2 & D 56.2%!\Z il Ik
OPLL Z i), FAMEE (LI O K E VI E | MEHEIZ 1T 585k HiH
HLREL DI ENDMHA->TWD (Hiraietal, 2016), £7-. FFHHE OPLL [T
F AR MR HEFEAE (Diffuse idiopathic skeletal hyperostosis; DISH) % 15 %
IZ&PF L (48.7%) (Nishimura et al., 2018)., FEHED FAVIH L ILZEMHED B 70 &
TR OFEN EBEERS D Z LR b T D,

OPLL [IFEIRETHDOERETH Y | FHOMBREZIEBT D2 LWAPL LY
AU, PORS R 2 5l & 2 Z 9, £ D72 OPLL @ HAARBB LR Y 2 7 [H
FIIRERBELETH D, FHE OPLL 122V T, = HARIBE OB Lt
Y R TRFIZHONTH A BRI T TE 7, — 7, BHEO D72 gk
RMEHE OPLL IZDOW T AR FLERY 2 7 1T 2 FHITIEE A
Erpun,

OPLL DHA - HRZBIZDOWVWT

OPLL OFAITIE, BIsmZ R, BEZERK, HFEMERKZR E, K1 RIKT
NEMEICE BB > TWVD EEZBNTWD, BMER L LTI, Runx2 72
EDOBEMEFZAAN OPLL ORIEY A7 ERE L TWA Z ENRES T
% (Iwasaki et al., 2012), F72WERP . BT, FEEEFEER EOMREMEER S
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OPLL DORBIERCERICE G L TWHA[EEMEN RSB I T 5 (Endo et al.,
2020), HFMER E L CiX, BHEOEE 2 AR AL EMD OPLL O R
AR B A REMENFER ST D (Iwasaki et al., 2002), HESE M B 1T
F1F % OPLL OFEFER X, WV 7 F M OBBHIR T 183% L HE SN TWD
(Doi et al., 2020), FAME OPLL faf&[K 1 & LT, &4 - IRAM - Hifh, C2-
3LAULADERR ERRE S TWD (Doi et al., 2020), £7-. FiFICH
Y D HERARE - & L CUHER AN -CHES BIBRIT OB 523 s STk
D, ZTDORHRAEZFRIL3.3~74.5%Td 5 (Fargen et al., 2012),

FEME OPLL 128 1T 2 BB ORFEMIZLIZET 2 2 E TORE & WMt
LCHDEEILBITAARB COIREERT INAEREHRRKLOOTHZ
ElFRL . BORIMMETER LEZRICERIIIEEZ Z ERHEN NS, RE
TEDE I BRFUETCEILDERTLIONHDWVIERNEEDLONNT
HTERWETHD, BIEGELEH D WVITREOIERAH TS OPLL BE %
10 ZEFEIHEMr IR A L 72 & Tlid. 10-30% 0B bR BB S iz, i
Rp L IFEEREAAZ R ST L2 THRFFTToEVREESNL T RN
(Matsunaga et al., 2004), FHrIZ L E (R 70%) O SEH] T B b 5 R 23
HHNDH T ENHRE L TEY (Fargenetal., 2012; Hori et al., 2006), ik @
BB RIE, EE A RAERICA BIZE < Ao, TRANTIXRT A IEIC T
L (15~60%) . % FIETHEBEICEILERDN A LD (HER RN : 47~77%.
HES UIBRHT : 57~100%) (Fargenetal.,2012), FEMAEOHL (X D =D)L A b
VA) PRIERCERIZEGT LW HENDH DD (Iwasaki et al., 2002),
OPLL TIIMERI AR L EMIZBEZ I NN L %< T OREHCFEM L EE L
W FEERIC O W TTIE, Sl & el U CHE A OB LR IR 2358 < A
ETHHEL H DN (Kawaguchi et al., 2013), FHEZOIT O NER LT
WETHHE S H Y (Chiba et al., 2005), —E D FARIZE > T2,

FEAEHBALIZ DWW Uk, SEEMEMoHE OPLL B3 1L, FHME OPLL B & bl
L., FHEREICEREN LI LT <L WY 2 B EIIE & Vo 72 Fr
MR R B2 R oL #E SN TW5D (Endoetal., 2020), L72>L. MHE OPLL
O BARBE L EREICBETAERIZZ L CHILERY X7 HREEINT
VAR



AMEOBHEL B

KWFIEDENE & 72 > To D1, BETE 5O F AR A O A0 0 BAE 2 M HE
OPLL & ZiME OPLL TII K&K B2 L W) BATHEICBIT 2R A TH D
(Endo et al., 2020), AR O@E Y | FHHE OPLL (2D W TIFEITHIE W< D
Nd D EEMERE O TERZICENERT S EHES LT
5. L2rL. MIME OPLL B3 1E 1) FHHEFRIE, 2) MR LU 3) 2FH
IZHO DO F AEOWEELEN & WIS > s b o2 &b, M
HME OPLL & 1372 2B bR AR — U ofERN T2 H 3T DA fEhnH 5,
DF VY | JEBMEMHE OPLL B3 Tk, MHELIAA OEALIZ B W T HHLIRAE
DIRRLFHEICIREDORIEY A7 B@mNEEBEZLLND,

OPLL 2B ¥ 2 /it OWFFETiX, 2FHE CT & H v OPLL O FEEE & 77
MG A Z EoFHAMERBEFHI A TWS, LLARNL, £FHE CT 2 ff
i L7z OPLL DM BIZE 21T 72 > 72 k581X 1 D L2v72 ™ (Doi et al., 2020),
L2x L., 2 ORI IEEMRME OPLL B 2 x5 & L TE Y . LD K¥(97.2%)
IXHHE OPLL B CTh o7, 22 THA T AR &L 3FELU ELOMBRE H
T CHEWTAIZ R L7 2 HE CT B 2 W T EEMEZME OPLL 35 LK OV
HME OPLL FBHE T, BlLER Y — U RERB Y AT IZE R LNE I I E
HoMNMZT 22 EEE LT,



F ik

BroE 7 iE

20134E5H 225201949 H £ TOMIC, FMECTIEMZ 2L F (A% v
MR & 34ELL F) AT o T2 SEEPEOPLLERE 2 %412, 1% A X {tWriF 2 %
Fhe L7o, ARMFgEiX. TAZRG LT 54Embly - EFRRICET 5 M
BEEE) BLO T~V ESF (19644F) | IZHEV, dbifEE KFEIHRBE O
M EZEROARBELETIToT, BRAMEMIETH O | WFIEITITE N2 Fr
ETERVWIERIMET — 2 R_XR—2 2\, BFEA 7+ —LFav
vy MImRINT,

Xt R BE

EMRICYEE %2 L, 3 EORERRE CTREFHCTHRAEZ BV KL
AT 12310 B 937k £ TOSEBEMEOPLLEE 1234 2 %5 L Lz, 20134EL4
e, REL R 8FMHCTHREZ MBI E L, F3FERRE CEBFHECTZ D K
L L, BEFE bR L OER & 2FHEIC DT 2872 7006 O 1B % 51
THREZ7 A —T 77 ha ViV BRRELTEL, 2o e hajn
L. 2FMHCTREOCA AN ZiE LcBE0REIZESWH TN
(Kawaguchi et al., 2013, 2014), L7=2%> T, i BB s CRIABED -
DI E BN IR P 2 350 D JEEMEOPLLERE 26 L, BHE 2O T 7 +
a—7 v 77a bharEwins Lz, BEICE, B REROEBERNZR D R
., MOKRLCTHREZZITHZ2LDY A7 L2740y MZET S
ARt L7, 74u—7T v 77 halZ/lE L-BE . Fdko
7k a W EFERECTIRAE % FhE L 72,

BRELERICEDBREDOSE

KGEFIT. FIZ2KREOOPLLIZ X 2 FREAER & FALICEESW T, BHMEWRAE
ISR DER THIVITFME (C-)OPLLEE (n=68), MIKERZHKDIER THI
IXHIHE (T-)OPLLEE (n=55I20%E L7, SERDER S | BT A O H 7 A3
L WA, OPLLAA#FHIC O 2 FHIERZHT 5 BAE BV T,
OPLLN K& WL Z TIRA LM LT, 13 A ED5E. FHIERO &L
W EOPLLO ik b KX 7o & —F L 7=,

BFFFEER R « OPLLD 43 AR I
BRENOUTOT —2 %2 NE LTz, KfEE (Body mass index;
BMI), 15, OPLLAEIR D HBLKF O Ffin, FIEICTA ¥ v > RFDFEHR, JER
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MBSO HEICTAF ¥ £ TOWIM, OPLLOZEERE, PR ERE (&
JE. BERP . mARIMAE, Btk RS mIRERIMAE, B%RE, ) . OPLL
(2K 2 FHEFINEE 2 504 L 7=, FIEICT A F ¥ K DOPLLD 434 (ZAHE;
C. WM, T, BEME; L) 13, EFHESIR T AR CTEIE 2 HIV TREE L 7=,
OPLLIE, IR PR CTH # C&E X 2mmll FOBLHRE L ER L, &
FHECTIH 1%, Aquilion ONE/GENESIS Edition> 27 A (¥¥ / VAT 4
ANy AT D ARARH) ZHWTHEG L2, CTA T A AfE : lmm, FHE
B4R FC41, ZRRITLF AL : FIRST (Forward projected model-based
Iterative Reconstruction SoluTion) . Field of View : 400mm. & &/ : 120kV.

EEEWE © Auto mA,

OPLL¥E R DOFhER X RE ST

OPLLOEERE L, &b N EETHLEH(LBRICBT I RKREOESE
O/ EI MO 2mmlL BN L-Z s, L ERLE
(Kawaguchi et al., 2013; Choi et al., 2015; Doi et al., 2020), FHED KA HCT
MR IV T, OPLLORIRmEICH T DRI LMt HmoOEBEE 7T > % v
T—4% ETCHE LT, T XTOEBIL, FHENFIEME34 DML L CREMm
L. OPLLO#ERE L, D7 < & 28 MO —FBUZHESWTHIWT Lz, Bl8E
Mo 7 7 ANFEF% (ICC)E0.92, 95%EHEXME (CI)iX0.90~0.94TH V|
EWBIRER —HE R LTz, TRHOFTRICE S &, B#E %2 C-OPLLIEH ®
(C-OPLL-NP), C-OPLL#/® (C-OPLL-P). T-OPLLJE#JE (T-OPLL-NP), T-
OPLL#JE (T-OPLL-P)D4> D 7 )L —7I1Z¥ L7, OPLLD % A 7 B OPLL
DOHERY A ZIZEBLTWENE I AT 572912, 2B HDCTA X
¥ o CHERNDHER SNTCOPLLIR AN, HDOCTAF v &g L, e
b LITIEIDRH -T2 HON T Lz, THid, Yangd OHFSE (Yang
etal., 2020)IC¥E U TiT o7z, BALERD L 51 720OPLLOE|A %, C-OPLL-
P#E & T-OPLL-PHED [ Trulgk L 72,

FHER)H OBt D EIE B O FEAf

OALL, OLF, OPLL, # R &0H &1t (Ossification of supraspinous
interspinous ligament; OSIL) 72 & O FFHEEN A7 OB b DO B 1L, SHEER I K
OHEF L~V iZB I 5 B0 EOGE &L ER SN D FLFEE (Index) THF
fli L 7= (Kawaguchi et al., 2014), (Endo et al., 2022), ‘B{bD K& & 251t
BICKMESE L0, ERZER (BE5Smmll 1) 236 55551250 T
+1%&EMLT,

11



PLL LF SIL Total ossification =
l OALL + OPLL + OLF + OSIL
- % OALL-index: 5
- SE OPLL-index: 4

@E

OLF-index: 1

Smm
OSIL-index: 1
Total ossification index: 11

R AT

HEHEMT I, IMPHEHY 7 b 7 =7 /83— 3 > 14 (SAS Institute Inc.) %
HWTiTo72, 7 — % OEHMIL. Shapiro-Wilkig E &2 FHHWTHRE LTz, 2
HEM O A5 O F1X. Student t-test (IEM AT — X% OLA) 21
Mann-Whitney U-test (JEEH AT — % O5E) ZHWTEMM L 72, #ER
X, N7 A NY v 7 2E (EHSAAT — %) IZO0W T EE A ERF
7=, SN TANY B GEERSmT — %) oV TTFRRE (&
IME- KAE) TR L7z, 2BER O EIA O F 1%, Fisher exact testZ F W CTHF
fﬁﬁ L7, OPLLOMERIZHE 2 5 2 ZRFROBEKIT, AR AT 4 v

R AT 2 W CTodT Lz, B o@Eiit, @Eo s o KRKE

E%GL%OU\T??Z}’)Z}’UZO ICCIE, ZiRA#RET V&2 W TR L
720 p<O.0STHHZFMAEZD Y L LT,
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FIEICTA ¥ ¥ VEEOBELE R

ez g O 77 — 4 % TableliZ /R, FIEICTAF Y nHD 7 41
—7 v THIRIE3~10FE T, BEIASHT D EH24BIOCT A X v > Z MifT
L 7=, C-OPLLEf & bz L C. T-OPLLEEIZA BB MR L <. WEICTAF
¥ CRF O L OVEIRBELRF O F 23 4 < . BMIEB L OV E G (BMI
>35.0 kg/m?)DENG 23 Em < . @R IMLE O MEBENE o 72, C-OPLLEE & T-
OPLLEED[H T, @R MAE LIS DO FIRE DO HIRFICA B ZEIL R o T2,

Table 1. Demographic data of study patients stratified by the location of the main
OPLL lesion at the initial CT scan

Variable C-OPLL T-OPLL p-value
(N =68) (N =55)
Age (years) 62 (40-79) 60 (28-79) 0.003
Age of onset < 50 years (%) 17.6 43.6 0.001
Age at onset of symptoms (years) 61 (36-79) 55 (25-77) 0.006
Duration from the onset of symptoms to 2.6 t4.6 41+6.6 0.03
the initial CT scan (years)
Male sex (%) 17.6 43.6 0.001
BMI (kg/m?) 25.9+3.8 31.2+5.6 <0.001
BMI > 35.0 kg/m? (%) 2.9 30.9 <0.001
Comorbidity (%):
Hypertension 41.4 58.4 0.37
Hyperlipidemia 18.6 37.7 0.03
Diabetes mellitus 31.4 37.7 0.56
Myocardial infarction 8.6 3.8 0.76
Renal disease 1.4 3.8 0.11
Gout 3.8 3.8 0.81
Cancer 1.9 1.9 0.35

Data are shown as mean + standard deviation for normally distributed variables, as
median (minimum-maximum) for non-normally distributed variables, and as
percentage.

OPLLNFHE DM O ERAL (C-OPLLEE Tl aktds L OV E 72 13 EHE, T-
OPLLEE Tl FaAMER L OV FE 721X EME) ICOPLLFIET D EI A1, T-OPLL
BET61.5%& . C-OPLLEED33.8% & v Eihr~ 7= (Figure 1),
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A C- op|_/|_ (N = 68) B T-OPLL (N = 55)
C+T+L 29.1%

7.4% C+T+L
C+L
66.2% 38.2%
17.6% c T
C+T
18.2%

14.6%
T+L

C+T

Figure 1. Pie charts showing the distribution of OPLL over the entire spine,evaluated using
whole-spine CT, in the C-OPLL (A) and T-OPLL (B) groups at the initial examination.

C-OPLL & T-OPLL iIZBIT A BILOERNF — L DE

JEWGEME OPLL JBF# 123 4 0 95 b, FIEHRE R 225 3 400 Bk L T OPLL
DERPEO HNT-DIE 31 4 (25.2%)ToH - 7=, OPLL #EE DI LR, T-
OPLL Af (29.1%) & C-OPLL Bf (22.1%)D [ TRIZ TH - 7= (p=0.671)
(Figure 2), #XIZ, OPLL #EJ@ O 2 WA Tk L7z, C-OPLL # Cid, K
25D BHE THMED AT OPLL OER 2RO 7= DIZk L, T-OPLL #f Tl
T A EDEETEROEE DAL OPLL OHEREZ B 1-,

A Progression  Non-progression B Progression  Non-progression
22.1% 77.9% 29.1% 70.9%

C-OPLL group T-OPLL group -
(n=68) - (n = 55)

Regions of OPLL ; Regions of OPLL
Progression Progression

(n=15) C C+T C+L (n=16) T c C+T  C+T+L
80.0% 13.3% 6.7% 18.8% 31.2% 438% 6.3%
— _—
Main region Multiple regions Main region Multiple regions
20.0% 50.0%

Figure 2. Bar graph showing the difference in the OPLL progression pattern between the C-
OPLL and T-OPLL groups, and the prevalence (upper) and regions (lower) of OPLL
progression between the initial and second CT scans in the C-OPLL (A) and T-OPLL (B)

groups, respectively.

C-OPLL & T-OPLL (28T A FHED s
OPLL O ONFE AMHER N —  DEFIK 72 B2 M+ 572, C-OPLL
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Ei & T-OPLL B£ OPLL O FififE & bz L7z, 2 B H O CT #x5 AIIZ OPLL
R DHFREIECKR U THBRITEIR & 52 T T B O FIA 1%, C-OPLL Bk LW
T-OPLL B CTZNEN 82.9%B LN 81.1% TH -T2, FIEOH HEFHD
B, B O T (FEEALLLAN O OPLL (Zxt 3 51800 k1) &) - EF
DOE|E 1T, T-OPLL BT 37.8% CH Y, C-OPLL D 15.8% L 0 L A REIZE»
- 7= (p=0.001) (Table 2), T-OPLL BfDFHF4iid 3 T, Wb BEBEHER
b, BREEHERE T CTHh o 7,
Table 2. Comparison of surgical history for OPLL between the C-OPLL and T-OPLL

groups.
Variable C-OPLL T-OPLL Total
Single surgery for the main region 48 28 76
Multiple surgeries for the main 9 17 26
region and sub regions
Total 57 45 102

Data are shown as the number of patients.

FIMTE L FREALIZIB T 5 OPLL OERRIZOWT

Tk & FITEALO OPLL OHEJE S & o B 2 774l L. C-OPLL # &
T-OPLL #f Tt L 7= (Table 3), C-OPLL O ER(%, HES UIBRIT & (R1FHY
B EDRINCHEBEZIL R 27278 (30.3% vs 56.3%). T-OPLL O &R
HESOIBRIN 2 2 T T B ICB W T, REFBE L T BE LD HE L
B o7 (100% vs 29.4%), C-OPLL., T-OPLL & (T, OPLL A3[E & HEREI N
THRELI-BEIZIILDLTH T,
Table 3. Surgical procedures and the rate of progression of OPLL at the surgical site.

*OPLL in the cervical spine TOPLL in the thoracic spine
(N = 105) N=77)
Treatment No. of cases Progression No. of cases Progression
rate % (cases) rate % (cases)

Surgical procedures

Decompression 87 30.3 (27) 6 100 (6)

Direct decompression

and fusion ) 0e) . 00

Indirect decompression

and fusion 0 0(0) 45 22 (1)
Conservative treatment 16 56.3 (9) 17 29.4 (5)

*: Patients having OPLL in the cervical spine regardless of the main location of OPLL; 7:

Patients having OPLL in the thoracic spine regardless of the main location of OPLL.
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OPLL-P # & OPLL-NP # & O L&

KIZ, C-OPLL Bf L T-OPLL BEDZhZNIZB N T, FihitERH v B L
M 72 LHE O BE ORF{#A ik L7z (Table 4), C-OPLL-P #£iX, C-OPLL-
NP #EIZHe~ Flfn, ERHERF O3 < ERHH 2 540 CT ik
FTOHMMNELS . ®ILEOHWRRNA BTN -T2, PEH. BMIL &
JE LIS D -7 #E BAIZ DTl C-OPLL-P £ & C-OPLL-NP BED I & 2
(X727>> 72, T-OPLL-P #£iX T-OPLL-NP FEIZ b 4Efh, JERFEBLRE O 4
i, RS HIE CT A E TOMMMNEL . BHERFOEENRS
<, EYBMIBEREICE - T-, fHFEEEBIZOWTIE, T-OPLL-P #f & T-
OPLL-NP BEORIICH BEZE TR o T2,

Table 4. Comparison of characteristic features of patients exhibiting OPLL progression
between the C-OPLL and T-OPLL groups.

Variable C-OPLL (N = 68) T-OPLL (N = 55)
P NP p- P NP p-value
(N =16) (N =152) value IN=17) (N =38)
Age (years) 56 (40-72) 62 (42-79) 0.004 42 (28-66) 62 (29-79)  0.001
Age at onset of 56 (36-70) 62 (40-79) 0.01 42 (25- 57 (29-77) 0.001
symptoms (years) 66)
Duration from the 1.0+ 2.0 3.1+£5.0 0.01 20+3.2 35454 0.06

onset of symptoms
to the initial CT
scan (years)

Age at onset < 50 43.8 9.6 0.001 62.5 26.3 0.02
years (%)
Male sex (%) 68.6 63.4 0.69 52.9 18.9 0.01
BMI (kg/m?) 26.3+13 258+5.6 0.69 36.7+6.1  285+63 0]
BMI > 35.0 kg/m? 0 3.8 0.42 56.2 18.4 0.001
(%)
Comorbidity (%)
Hypertension 25.0 55.8 0.03 58.4 47.3 0.65
Hyperlipidemia 12.5 25.0 0.26 37.7 26.7 0.52
Diabetes mellitus 18.6 4223 0.08 37.7 323 0.54
Myocardial 6.3 9.6 0.67 3.8 7.3 0.32
infarction
Renal disease 0 0 NA 3.8 1.8 0.57
Gout 0 3.8 0.42 3.8 5.3 0.3
Cancer 0 1.9 0.57 0 0 NA
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C-OPLL # & T-OPLL i BT 52ERH LIEERFAICK T HEIBEH DL
5

C-OPLL #t & T-OPLL Bt f] & FEMERHI T, £ £ OPLL-index,
OALL-index, OLF-index, 4 H{lk-index % fi\»T OPLL, OALL, OLF O HJE
JE Z & Bk LHd L7z (Table 5), C-OPLL-P Ff & C-OPLL-NP # ¢ OPLL-
index, OALL-index, OLF-index, & H {t-index |ZH & 721372 5> 7275, T-OPLL-
P # ® T-OPLL-index % T-OPLL-NP #IZ L _RBEIZE > 7= (p=0.001),
Table 5. Comparison of the ossification indices between progression cases and non-

progression cases in the C-OPLL group and T-OPLL group.

Index C-OPLL (N = 68) T-OPLL (N = 55)
P NP p- P NP p-
(N =16) (N =52) value (N=17) (N =38) value
OPLL
Cervical 89+42 69+3.6 0.43 59+3.6 56+39 0.45
Thoracic 1.8+43 19+32 0.25 11.4+9.38 35+52 0.001
Lumbar 1.0+1.5 0.8+1.1 0.12 1.5+2.6 1.1+1.5 0.48
OALL
Cervical 27+3.1 2.1+42 0.14 24+2.6 14+24 0.28
Thoracic 9.1+£11.1 6.1+84 0.16 44+6.5 48+76 0.96
Lumbar 15+23 1.7+3.1 0.97 09+22 1.5+29 0.32
OLF
Cervical 0 0 NA 0 0 NA
Thoracic 23+£26 1.3+20 0.18 32+24 28+32 0.21
Lumbar 06+1.3 04+14 0.29 0.8+1.2 09+1.2 0.84
Total 2614222 22.6+174 0.82 280+132 241+16.1 0.19

Data are shown as mean + standard deviation for normally distributed variables.
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C-OPLL B L U T-OPLL iZ B} 3 B{LER DO EREKE F

C-OPLL #£3 X WY T-OPLL BED Z N Z 42T, OPLL O & |2 B 4
HIEMRIN T2 2Er Y AT 4 v 7 Bl TRl L7z, C-OPLL #f TiE4)]
[B] CT # A RF D - in O A7 OPLL #E R O A B 72 Rk 7 & L CRE S L7z
(Table 6), T-OPLL B Cix . BMI, #la] CT A FF D4 H, T-OPLL-
index 7% OPLL #E O F B2 fERIA 1 & L CTIHE S L7z (Table 7).

Table 6. Results of multivariable logistic regression analysis for C-OPLL

progression

Independent variable Adjusted 95% CI p-value
OR

Sex (male) 1.07 0.38-4.20 0.69

BMI 1.11 0.75-5.29 0.45

Age at the initial CT scan (years) 1.23 1.19-21.87 0.005

Table 7. Results of multivariable logistic regression analysis for T-OPLL

progression

Independent variable Adjusted 95% CI p-value
OR

Sex (male) 10.5 1.39-81.94 0.02

BMI 1.19 1.03-1.37 0.006

Age at the initial CT scan (years) 1.11 1.04-1.19 0.04

T-OPLL index 1.24 1.16-1.45 0.001
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Rl E 72 13BN & OPLL /& o B %

C-OPLL #f & T-OPLL BEIZHR W\ T, #Fiinfd & BMI BIIC OPLL e DEI &
% bl U7= (Figure 3), C-OPLL BETCTlX., HFEMICBfRe< . HREZRTHRE
DEEGN—E (K20%) Th o7z, T-OPLL FETIL, 30 kit T O i
b (80%), TO#%., Fin & & b Lz, OPLL R OEIEIL, C-
OPLL #, T-OPLL ff & 12 BMI 28@& < 22 22> TN 2z & -
7z, T-OPLL £ TiL. W72 (BMI >35kg/m?) 0 B T Z O ] A3
EThol,
Figure 3. Bar graphs showing the difference in the OPLL progression pattern between the
C-OPLL and T-OPLL groups, and the prevalence (upper) and regions (lower) of OPLL
progression between the initial and second CT scans in the C-OPLL (A) and T-OPLL (B)

groups, respectively.

A C-OPLL C C-OPLL
% 20% 22% 27% 23% ‘g) 23% 19% 44%
100 — — — — 100 — —
80 80
60 60
40 40 None None
20 20
30s 40s 50s 60s 70s Age 20-24.9 25-29.9 30-34.935-39.9 40-44.9 kg/m?
Age at the initial CT scan BMI at the initial CT scan
B T-OPLL D T-OPLL
‘g 80% 43% 29% 20% % 30% 29% 45% 83%
100 — — 100 — —
80 80
60 60
40 None 40 | Noné
20 20
30s 40s 50s 60s 70s Age 20-24.9 25-29.9 30-34.935-39.9 40-44.9 kg/m?
Age at the initial CT scan BMI at the initial CT scan

. ProgressionD No progression
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REGEBS 1 (FHHE OPLL)

64 % M, FHHME OPLL 1T X 2 FAREIE & 2Wr vz, FIEIO2FHE CT X
¥y TC46 L~ LD OPLL IC X D2 FREFEENBE(TRETH D Z & 53|
L 72 (Figure 4), BMI 19.2 kg/m?> Tl JEDOBEER &H - 72, C3-6 L LD
HERTE RN 23T i, & ICEREIXEIE LZE 0% B Led o> 7203,
10 % D 2 [0 H D CT A% v > CTlx, C-OPLL 2V EEENCHERE L T\,
i e RO REHE L T L O BAL BT A v o T

Figure 4

y =

i

\

= A

A
Mo
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REFEH 2 (FH OPLL)
46 &M, MIKE OPLL (2 X % MBESE & 2 Wr & 417z (Figure 5). BMI 34.3

kg/m? OB & &L E & SR IEOBEIERN & - 7o, FIEIO2RFHE CT & T
%, HESEEEME O FHME - BEME OPLL & #EF8 S 4172, T-OPLL IZ%F L T TI-L1
LUV D% T BRIEAN & % G HEE S 3 T oo, MHEFIRZ T <Ile B
DFFRELAS HEBL L, C-OPLL IZ X 2 ZA%EIE & 2 Wr S 4v, MaKHEFIr D 3 » A
\ZHHEME ST R 2T T, THEZ DO 2EHO CT AF ¥ o Tld, HHE
EMEHED OPLL I ZBRRM S 7200 TR < KRYEHm (BS) IChERL TV
72, T-OPLL O K & S08IC 2 bid7e <. HED B LR 2 I B A

bl s,
Figure 5
At initial CT scan After 1 year  After 4 years
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=3

ITAEDRIEEHE CT 2 W= AF 212 X W . OPLL O BEAE JE 040 IS 1H )
N DEEMEND D Z ENH LN/ TE 7= (Morietal., 2014; Hirai et al.,
2016), W EIZHE—FHA X7z OPLL i <0 B SRR (2 B 9~ D MEWr i) 72 4
FHECTAFEIX., MIEMEMERE 109 A2 R ELTELOTHY , MREHZD
97.2% X FEME OPLL To V. Mkt OPLL (392> 2.8% L & £ TV 722
> 7= (Doi et al., 2020), ARHFFTIL, FEIIEMEIENHE OPLL B4 % X 512 £
L7-fEWrd) 7 OPLL RN Z —2 L VR ZRFIZBETH2HDOTHY . WK
LoDy FREROMET R MARRICEERERZRZET 20 TH D,

AWgE 65 672 OPLL O N % —2 & LTl MK OPLL 31X
FHEAMIZ OPLL N UNEAMEICHERER ST 2 8M 2 H 5 Olzxt L, M OPLL &
FITHMEO R ERT B0 N H - 7=, 7=, M OPLL A% @ OPLL [T
FAMICOAMAT D720 T < FHEOPLL BE & bele LT, WA (k) LU
SO FEMICHER T D OPLL DR AERNE N> 7o, T ORI, FEHME & Kok
TIEBIEDOSA - RN — N RES BB HLHZ EE2R LT, 2
DHRER RN Z — > DFEFT FAME & HE OB 1C B 1T D AT F Z BR L
R L 72 BALBEF DR ARB 758 W E2 K L CW D RIEEME DS & 5, J15 AT,
JRPT T, MRS E O RGE, BRI Bl & Bk x 2R ER A OPLL O JitiE
B L TWb & E X b (Hirai et al., 2016), FEHE & HEERIH Tl o b
DER OFELEEN T D RIEEMEN & 5, B 21X, WE IS RFE S v HE X 28
HEIZHE R THEMEME NS OO, EICHHBE 2 LR35 OO ML TR 7
D NFRAN 22 T\ D, Elo MHED M E SR BHE & 1T R e D i
B A L, iAo R R E O E W N BLER IO E L2 5 2 5 REMED
EZbhb, EHIZ, OPLL TIHEGB FEZRARESCERICEAG L TWD 2
EMHEINTVDIN, 25 OEE T ORI L Lo RE 23 B HE & g HE 1
HCRRDABEICOVTERFTOILENRH LS LILR,

& 5, fte OPLL HE X HHE OPLL HE & bl L €. O FEREfEE T
BB O TFIHER D T W) FENMNL S, MM OPLL BFICBITHUE
AMEDFEACEER Y —  ORITEAMICO BEREREZ O LR
Sz, FAME OPLL BB (T 1T 2 HEEAL O OPLL AW =I1%, A AR DL ik
HFEIHFFE TS SNTARER (56.2%) 5 W K5 - 7= (Hirai et al., 2016)73,
IHEBELL, 1) A ROBENSHFELRMFEOBE LD LEETH
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Sk, 2) IO OMHME OPLL B O —Ix, BAEMICIHEIZ FHRAL E
TAXHATIREN oo 2T E N R Z éhfh\tT EMERHY . 2D XD A
FHHEARPIETIL T-OPLL I L2 EWHRRNTH D LB 2 bl

A TIEEERY A7 ICET25 2 DOEELRMAEZHDL LN TE

2o —OHIX. OPLL O FEHEEALN E ZIZH DT nb b3, FHEMBM
OPLL #E D@D EMRIN - TH DI L o7, 2O &iX, itk s H
SRIRB O FIZB VT, HEEN OPLL #EORK L EEAL THIKF+TH 5
£V C-OPLL IZBAT 2 WL D0 DEATHZEDF L & —F L T\ % (Horiet
al., 2006; Katsumi et al., 2018; Wang et al., 2019; Park et al., 2020; Doi et al., 2020),
HEHIT XX, Z oM\ X3EH OPLL A& X v & lufe OPLL A& CTL v A
FETHDHZ ETH D 30mANOMHE OPLL B3 (2355 1F 5 OPLL # & 2R 1% 80%
ThO HFd ERHE L H 1% 412 OPLL #EER LD L 7-, Katsumi & 1%
A OF RN II Tl E AOMEBEN D 5 EHEH L T\ 52 (Katsumi et al.,
2018), Fex OFT — X )5 1E, OPLL 28 & O TR HBLT 5 2ME R T
HDHHDO, OPLL X 40 i ARICHEFICHER L, 40 R 2 X 5 & ot ol
DEOET D Z LA RBLTWD,

H 9 1 OOEERMFIX., MoK OPLL H# Tl BT 2Y OPLL & Al N7
L7 fERRIA 772 o 7223, ZAKE OPLL BB TiXZ 5 TIlERWZ &7 o7, Wi
fEG & 5 AEFE 1L IEEME O HE OPLL A OF M CTH v | T x O ATHIZE D
HBEONTHMAEZXFET 200 TH D, - T, FME OPLL BF 2B\ TR
WA ELEROMBERK & LTRSS WoiX, M OPLL B3 TIdE
MNEBRETHDI-HOLEEZ BN D, Katsumi 513, B BT CHEG 2% OPLL
DRI REE L 72 N A BEET Tlid C-OPLL M & BT & o B 23 e 38
NIpnol=Z LA L TEBY (Katsumi et al., 2018), AHFFEHE RI%, FEHE
OPLL B&EIZHB T D EM & R & oBEIIH W 2R L, — T, HE@%
DS KE OPLL MR DM L 72 BRAFTh D & v o mAix, R
OPLL Jifie & OB EMEZ RE T A EERB AL TH D, IBEILe Ef%@*ﬂi
JERA A VPR E Gl E R L, BRSO EEIND —EHO

(LTF o) TTARIA T ERFITEEEZHEZDA[ERDH D,
é\%&@m%‘m T, BN LS O EHE R R (BEIRE . IEERFIE R &) A

HE (BF, EHRL) OFBIZONTHIHA L, MHE OPLL & o BE Mt %
AT T oM ER D D, Flo, v A 71 CT RFHREGHER &% v
T OPLL OEFHESEE. B L OHFHER R LSO ZiriEE{bof HiZo0
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TRHE3 % Z & T, FHE OPLL & ik OPLL BF OFRFOEWEZH 5 0
2L, JRIEMEIICB T S aTeEE b I S D,

OPLL D EIZxE ¥ 2 AAFHIIRIE O 2 %, FHE OPLL # & M ME OPLL
TR DAIREMEN R S LTz, HER BB OHE S BIERMT2Y OPLL O % {8
T D0 E I IO TIEREGRA TV 7223 (Choi et al., 2015; Wang et al.,
2019), AMFFERERIT, HES AN OHES BIBRIT I ZHE OPLL O ERIZITA
BB L RIE S0, HE OPLL O Ak 2R S 5 afREMEZ2 RIe L
TW5, £, RAFWITER 23T 7 3ME OPLL O#EEZFRIT 56.3% TH Y | 4L
1THFgE & e U C Eh# A9 & 5> > 7= (Chiba et al., 2005; Choi et al., 2015), @3
DORFFEIE TR0 72 BEHEC B ME | A 2512 OPLL BB DN I NHEN S
T& 72, RS CIrx, BMEICIR/AT 5 OPLL B3 %2 “FME OPLL” & 07 5
—J7C, MtE OPLL FBFH ORISR L, MWHEIC A 2R D | FAMEOIEHE
T E AL OV E A B LR A 2 FFo B 2 <k OPLL” & ¥ L7-, =
DARRFIE Dy FEIT, 5 F )72 OPLL OFIERALICHE £ 53, RlfEE L2 5
VAT ZRAET DI EICEREZBEWVWEZDETHY (BEORE & TR
5 ETo. ARFIE I, MHE OPLL BE N EBMZ < G EN TV, &
> T RIS BT % e OPLL O R RO EVL, AHFZE D HiHE OPLL
X, OF AME B L O 2 50 <flaHE OPLL FBF I OF 177 2 FHERS @ OPLL
MEFENTVWDLZEL—REB T, £z, KBNS, FHER J7 E EM A
FEME OPLL & ikt OPLL O OERAZ MM T2 Z L AREMERH D = &
L O NI R o T, FOEOHETHFHR A OF — & L [FERIC, FFHER J7 B E i
PNFAME OPLL O & 2 Il 9~ 2 "l gEME N /R S LTV 5 (Katsumi et al., 2016,
2018; Ota et al., 2016), L 72>L. & J7EEM A MHE OPLL O 2 il 3 %
D E D MITOWTIEAERm A H Ty 7220y (Sugita et al., 2014; Ando et al., 2017;
Yang et al., 2020), HES T2 OPLL OH#EREAZRET 208 9, £,
FHEZ S EEN A OPLL OEREZELHE DL ENTE L0 E D M Z iR
H7DICiE, TV OBREERNZE LIEMRENLETH D,

KWFZETNIIN L DD DRAD D Do 5 —I12 AU TIXATE R IR
SO NEAL L2 E ) a2 R T 2720 . EHMICHEREZ2 L T\ i-ik
BE ) EIE OSEMEME OPLL BEICHE N2 Y CTlnizd, BIRAAL T ANGFET
BHe DFEV AKWFREOMEEEIZOPLLERDO U R NEWHTHoTZEE
Z Bbiv, KifFsED OPLL #REFE 23X ToO OPLL BHFICHMHAT S5 Z Li1LT
TRV, A% ZOBBEIC LR, BEZET — & 2 510, BE Mg R
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et L UMW GElc k> T, OPLL O#ER Y — U ZiE+ 5 2 LN E
TLEZOND, F 12, FHE OPLL 3 L loHE OPLL Tl HF #iiE O RIE H
HUWNE OPLL &2 d £ COWIRIN R D7 miEndH b RN —
VNTOWTHIEBARE RN R D AN S D2 RICEBET AL ERNDH D, H
=T, BAMEHEMAFETH D720, FIEICT i L 2 B H O CT i H
WL eI —E TR -o 7z, CTHRAEDORMIL OPLL #REOEKRIN L LT
IFRH S o=, EMBAEWVWE OPLL #EREN T 5 AIEENE
FEETERY, SBOWETIE, AimESET 4 28 AL, 1) &I
Blagiel V< DIEFZSRE L, 2) ROBBRIMNEZ —HsE52 LT,
NRAT ADEBEER/NRICIZ., LY EfE7 OPLL #REL U X7 K+ %
HOENZTL2RENRD D, &ZIC, FRUEOMBRKFIZE L T, OPLL HIK
DREZLV LFHEMBEmEOREORENEELEX NS, JEMEME
OPLL f2H D% < 1%, HER BRI OME D UIBRIN 2 32 17 TW e T o2 DR &
DEACZFTAMT 2 Z I3 TE T FWEE OFEMEZ LN 2 LiETElen
Sty LOXLAZETO, CTEBICEIT D HENECEEEZEICLE
e DGR R - 1%, FFREE 2 2 To B AR IR O HIE L O fER KA 1 & 13k 12
TTTHETENDERETHA D,
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RIER LR

JE@EME OPLL & D 9 B, FHME OPLL & TIIHMIR L D LN R T 5
ZERZVolTx L, Mg OPLL B TIXHEHESEICOE AEITEILN T
BT DN H D, 50 kA O LAY FAE 1L, OPLL @ FEJHZE OHRALIZ
b 63, OPLL #EO I L7 ERIK - Th 5, B IL. MK OPLL &
FIZEIT % OPLL #EROMS. LERE - CTh D, LA > T, Mk OPLL
BEDS BEALERY 27 O L AZ@EWEFEIEAE O JE I B TIE, ke 72
DEROMBEIT) ZENHERE SR D,

MADOE LD

IO EFHE CT Z W Z/FRIC L Y . OPLL DR/ Z — 0004 D 4%
PERSH B 2N 78 o 7o, ARWFSE TIXFRIZIE MM HE OPLL B I R 2 Y
T, ®RY AR FEHmE Lz, TORE. Mk OPLL B# TIXT O FE Atk
(CHERT DM H Y, FHHMEOPLL xR0\ F— &R LTz, =
AT ZEME & M ME o i i Fr0ketE . D ARr, iRk, EEAZER R
BG L TCWAABEME DN RIB S Tz, S BT, ML OPLL #E/E o Hm Y
Z7RFTHY, FrIZHHE OPLL I EF TRV BHETH o 72, £7o, BN
ffoHE OPLL £ DML L7-fGERIN - CTH D Z & BHER S, (U3 23
REBICRH G L TW D HEEMENH D, ARINBEOEEIC OV T, FHHE &
HETHE 2 D5 R R S, FHERL 7 BUE I 25 Rl & 59 2 T Re ks
HON, SORLIMENRLETH D, RFRITEFEEERTICRE I TWY
L, BIEGEEEEZSRE LogimESHENRRD NS, 5k, E
RIBXOBHE L OFEMEAZFE L <M L, L0 affa0 Wi B i & 15k
W DML BT LERNH D,

S % DOV E
JEAEME B E it B B XL OV OPLL O 3EIZIE U ¢, BibiER Y =
7 T FEMNCHEGE T A MLERNH D . BT Y AT DNEWEEISNE O IR EE O
R 72 7 + v — D HERE S U5, fF2k. OPLL FRFE (T X3 2 A i il 8 23 5
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