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Abstract
Objective: To evaluate the effect of the duration of fatigue loading and the rest on the

rheological properties of healthy porcine intervertebral disc.

Summary of Background Data: Fatigue loading can induce the low back pain by
altering the water content and viscoelastic behaviors of the intervertebral disc. Long
term fatigue loading was suspected to result in changes of material properties due to
the irreversible failure. However, the mechanical properties of disc fluid flow (i.e., the
rheology) within the disc have not been fully discussed yet. The understanding of
effect of fatigue loading and rest on the disc rheological properties can be beneficial to

delineate the mechanism of fatigue loading induced spinal disorders.

Methods: Ten porcine lumbar motion segments (L1-L2 - L3-L4) without posterior
elements were applied with fatigue loading (190~590N) at 5 Hz for 0.5, 1, 2, 3, and 4
hours (9,000, 18,000, 36,000, 54,000, 72,000 cycles), respectively. A creep test using
420 N was applied after a 24 hours saline immersion post fatigue loading. The axial
deformation during creep phase was curve-fitted with linear biphasic model to obtain
the aggregate modulus (Ha) and permeability coefficient (k). After the fatigue loading,
the disc was sectioned along sagittal and coronal plane to find the structure changes of
anulus fibrosus and nucleus pulposus. The paired-t test was performed to evaluate the

change of disc height, Ha, and k after a series of fatigue loading and 24 hours rest.

Results: The height of intervertebral disc was not recovered by a 24 hours rest after
fatigue loading. The permeability decreased significantly with the duration of fatigue
loading, while the aggregate modulus remained the same. The ruptured inner fibrosus

were found after fatigue loading.



Conclusion: A 24 hours rest is not able to fully restore the fluid loss during fatigue
loading. The increase of duration of the fatigue loading reduces the disc permeability
and damages the structure of inner anular fibrosus.

[ keywords]) disc ~ fatigue ~ creep test ~ permeability ~ aggregate modulus
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2-2 =& 4&(Impactor)
ARl 2-1rm c HER L1207 0d g BAe A pd TTBARY

2 l5ar > TS FRFEGFEFN T AFRI R BFSN A L)
Fabh bt B L 09 120 247
2-3 . F X B(Impounder)

RFAEBT L s Rl B8 ¢ §3 2 @pld A2 SHER
EoVpd ke P THB(EFLECE R FRHTON) d B 227 hE
AR BARH R B o G EEE S A R R R Rk

LR

=k

LTI T R CAl & F IR S aub 4 o TR R S
PHITEPRFRLBOEBETFEE PR OEB  ERHOI T AP

ST e o le AR FE R AN 5 90 £ o
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¥ i

45 R BB

HETF
- mpld R
LSS |

2-4 7A4p  #8F $5-% (Cyclic Loading)

AR EFER el 284 -3 B2 23 2k Hlares » 4of 2-3 97
oo Bk i ¥ o 3000rpm o i s H B AR 4o 4B B F T K 15em 4k [l 4 en
- ERMEREPF 227 R Eindhe BRED  FEEES FRHET
B AL ARF 2 b AR LR PP 0 22 R RS A2 3 e
Lhd e, WA S fhe b T L o PR i g T O B B Ak P T R 4
te@dea 24 RN e R ER R SOR Y o et [ 20
Foo b T A EE ARG 2 R R R E RAE o AP AT
£ £ /] 4 190~590N - T 354 £ % 420N 47 & 5Hy (H i & #h4a cnigag v 5 5:1

. 1500rpm

St Al B A A 1500rpm 0 B R R aE L =5Hz) -
5x60sec
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B 2- 3 /4R ;¢ ¥ - % (Cyclic Loading)

2-5 & 4% 3+ (Linear variable differential transformer)
YR 2-2 455 0 AR BRATIE Y LM BT AL LVDT) B 2R F
% £7.62mm > AR G +0.5% 0 FACR 5 827 mV/VImm o LVDT A #8435 %

"’ng_} ﬁﬁ'uﬁ‘/\#g;? KR m’l’k); Foo W"L’iﬁ«'b’ﬂ’” ﬁl%] }@ gé’ﬁ“\’

WA B B R PTRE  (ERERAF UL BB e ) B
o BB AT Hied rﬂp#ﬁ“@mﬁﬂw%”mi 2 E g o R (y)-
TRE(X)RE 28 4eT 507 o (B y=mm X=v > %7 5 1)

y =0.9006 x X

2-6 — R4 =~ (1-D Load Cell)
rF BATiE 2 - P4 ~ L S-type Load Cell - ] * R BFHR R 1297 & 4 chjic
) %%ﬁ%} MTRE > 4oB] 2-2 9777 o AFHRATR T chA R4 AL FaTEE LT
Azl > - BRI RFRLBLY > ¥V - BRFHIT KL 0 N A BKRATK

%’ﬁﬂﬁ%]%liﬁg?lﬂ’.ﬁﬂ%réﬂ‘ o ERB* $oF 5 250kg - ATl &R 5 2.9989mV /V - 4

v

E(Y)-TREX) KE 28T (B y=N,Xx=v s T il)e
Yyp =262.54x

Yioun = 281.01 x X
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2-7 AEERIZ 4] 4 5

g RIE S BB e g B i F v i
BB AW A G AN TG o 4ol 2-4 T 0 BB B E RWMELT J i Bk
ARER NS AL BRI EIHEEF > AL TRE S SIS TR o
CITA F en# ¢ - famg2c+ £ 5 3B Amplifier (Analog Device) » 3B Amplifier
32 iR > B A NTE S 10V > 548 Ranging card (AC1301) = 3 fFH & >
e~ RRELRER KA > A7 %MHEOR G A2 REEH AT
SAE X BT & AJE o 5P+ (AD/DAcard)it ¥ 2 H A AL P
(National Instrument Inc.) #7d 02 & > A5 5% PCI-MIO-64E-1 o b i 5§ b 2 5L
PP+ 24 64 B H B g ot %*31,,] ~iLip o $EP~i# 7 i 1.25 MS/sec 0 f#
¥7 & 5 12 bits/sample » *F %@ * H ¢ = B g o FEAF L 2H, B 5 75
Aah e ¥R 2B I R RS Ny
TR RN o hoff g AR J T e ) o Bt 0 RS A A B AR BT
APtk AP % @ * LabVEIWGI Bl E S - £ 5 F o g4 s o
2-8 4FF 7 BB 2 K RART

AR RTFERE L PR P SRR R 2502677 5 AR REA 7
R 2 er P W2 |PT L o P g Ee o - AT E05mm: 55
BE A ArE kR S i A EREEHEDA )T IT o BPT LV RRE R

AP E B T Tz e o BHETVEXY T B H I piddniE
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~~~~~~ r —4 /4 3% A 3
' ” / AT & gfﬁl‘%}{,%‘?

WEL 4 R
SR &R AR

SR AL R A AT R

RN gL R

UL PRI E

B 2- 43058 R 2 o4k s

p B SRR
N o i}

X ghis o T 2
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X-Y $82 5
B 2-6 i~ FHEPH T 5
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% e
31 #FHkEH

AR B AL A SR - TR E (R -1
Fg-fat - A L1~L2 2 L3~L4)» % 4 8l o & 95k & i (L1~-L4) 5T
6o " Mgl Bt (L2-L3 e B R > AT L RI(E 1o M)
2Tt Foep s et o LRERE At T ERE A2 e (E
20 10em e B & 1 20m) R XA LT G 2 R 7 LR R &
P B B EOTRIRE S 2 X TALE chdhe 4 B o P AR Y A G BRI
MBS % R Bl BpHe B RYF BT ¥ 200 k484 iR o
RO SR B e e BC kR 24 ) PF o Rk EAR Y 39iRe 0 S BB R
PR AR R R ETI R R T 0k

FETE R T A PEERF L RPHEE E hF A (Ho) ~ -5 (depth ) 2 % -

+ (width) 2- BEHE (% 5 4= 45k o2 A f8 e 40 3-10 i Tl e 47 o

£3-1 P2 250 28 R

NO. Ho width depth
1 6 37.8 23.4
2 5.5 39.6 21.6
3 5.7 38.3 21.8 width
4 5.8 36.8 25 [ >
5 5.6 36 25.4 |
6 6.5 36.4 27.3 depth
7 6.6 35 25 HOI:
8 6.3 36.6 25.4
9 6 36 25.5
10 6.4 37.4 26.8
I3 6.0 37.0 24.7
¥ :mm
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3-2 Rk 3

3-2-1 R BinAR

@

NG B ARG B 3-1 4 0 BB AL RS A i\‘_‘i"‘ b S

N

BRI 9 1o P10 44805 T 1 49) ¢ R | BT 0 R A 4 Bk
R4S RL o RF P RHEAL B fRREN SR KRR 24
B FERRE ot - £T XAk T BRSOk PP RA S
05+-1~2-3 4 > fﬂh'iﬁ%%fﬁ'ﬁﬁiﬁ?&ﬁ?#pk g AR D0
KA SRR AR AR SRR LR R L 24 [ B L f R
(0.5~4 1 By B 02 1o 0Lk g en iR - R L PR O 8 Bk
P iRE o W 20 PR BCAK A R0 15 4] B IR (9 26°C) T 0k o
GRS RN S A i SV S ARk T
BRFEDFHRIAL  F R AL R - I OBERR R R Y P BES D
fogv o Mo ] 3-2 H1oT e

Bofs o YRR BB MR BH L 2B 0 2 2 %k 6 (sagittal plane) £ 5
*» 5 (frontal plane) & & » £ "FH:E BT 24k o ;"u%}t“fj R TR
WAL PR R AL B B A 4 R R
PR 0 30 RORE R B B B S R B R L it
RooAF ks VAP - A GRS | R 05 PP | RS

PR e rl i LR o
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L
JL
B RS "
1T \ 2
EEHL =
Jl
R R e

4

R o LR

B 3-1 7 % A2

Rest Fatigue Rest Creep

Force (N) [ a Y_A_V A | \

< .................................... ><A><>A<>
24 24 © 1 Time (hr)
(0.5, 1,2,3,4) 10 min

B3-2 34 f 0 AR
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3-2-2 i\‘-jéx‘;ye-;ﬁ:

BREP. AT ROFRRGEE § 10 2 O RAON)ZE 1] pFen T
B §(420N) o & A o i % iR 2 BRI R R (T % R Y 80mm) R
HFRMH) T2 22 LA P H LS T EAFALHFIEF DAY AL
AR RIE RFRL BT EBEIE S PR R P ER
BT RRIRRATE e RE B E S THRAER Y o doR] 33 407 0 M
FREESCITA S > et ¥ o phhe (s % C 3l & dd ke 2
BT A - Al Y R HRRLRFE AR Behghe | (axial force) 40
AHESIFET LRI04 BFRFFESH T RARFRIFE L
BH S 20T Bt R T 420 A A (L2 2T C REF KL B4 D
ToRAB 13326 27 0 AN 204)) 0 f PR L] o 1 B AR
B AR R R BN FBUE S L 2Hz MR E G115 4 4(7 §
PHGPER) > B 5 15 A F L IL 8RR R R

RF L. R CITA LY » SRR Rl 2 2 2 236 it 2 o
BEAFANR > BrF F R g IR SN P e e R A F o
Fp T e §95 420 2 A(4 % 0] £ 190~590 £ ) > f §V4F 5 5Hz o f
PR (2 B # e 5 05-1~2-34 ] pF(¥HR=x A %] 5 9000 ~ 18000 ~ 36000 -

54000 ~ 72000 =x) o

3-3 HFHA 2 ML 7

dF- e P EL R LY ARSARERE R GRS e T
A Bt — MLAUM 4P H03) (Biphasic model) 44 4+ RIREARY 0 T A i
fehphe A FARMEE 0 E T 5 0F HHf S8k R & Hosic(aggregate
modulus, Ha) ~ i% % {+ (permeability, K) o % & ficfic * & 1@ 0 B 45 S fidhe 25 it
PR BEPERGERM AT RN R auEE B o gt - A R B
A (P Fpldepr > N 5 R B 2 o gund 0 ol 3-4 F T o PR
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AP FARELG A HE S BT HE L IE &R 2R &2 2 e (D)7

B3, P i 5 QR MR LR AL 0B R E 2o ()
Bl R S A SR SRR = ek R L ORI
Frhol ot AREER RN E T GRIT LR RRE S RO R G T

2 BRE IR S RIT R IR 405 (5) -

%5148

DR

RERLE gl
S &
T T 2
[ o A W1
AR R E - gpld A
A &
i c
;|
— X i
B 3-3 FHRAALIFRE ;“
u 1 au
L B o = 0 L 1
| T a? Hk ot @
AAETEELLUEZ0)T0 (2)
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g R G AUl b 3)
Aot i A
P |, 2h& (- Nmz] (HK(1Y
u(z,t) = o ﬁznZ;(n+1)2 smKn+2) h} exp[ : (n+ j nt} (4)
2
rz_ _Z(p_pe)
Z(p_p) ........................................................... (5)

P= £ 2 LH e > pe=F & B > P=LiH T 21
Ff@)Y =R R

P, =— » % &R 4 (F=420N » A_n><(width)><(depth)
AT » = =

4 L G

> |

#8

Nis#He ¥ =338 1isnEdgiT> 0 &7 F g)e

F* Paired t-test k' RFE2 3R REWEHKE FEL LT R RY
T e o Fp<0.05FF » ARG G R FRSDLE .

1103 1

— N

g A ¥

Z=h
R

Z=0

T taF

W3- 4 {4 % B 1
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4-1 RFLERRETZ FHTE
IR DI R P EARR BT R0 R 4-1 AT o R R TR -
EARZFRPEA LB ok AL REEAEREY L F T RS Hoo
B i\ RREE 2B EBL2UNENFRAIH PERAERTEARSLE
W P (H)PFend R Z 5 hon A S B E AR DR R - 22§ £ (40N) £ ch
BRH FRPREDBRLE hyeo §HFRGER LS 4] J 4ON3H# 2
420N {5445 @ /& % Hoo o A4 DR E S N RRRRS LB
BRLH BEBELISAORTEE R 5 Noeep ©

Creep duration (s)

) o 0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000
0 I I I I l
hun .
Hl4 ................
-0.5
E -1 »H3
=
E
£ 15
| .
2 e
[$]
g
a -2
| 2 H4
25 L

W 4-1 *iﬂﬁs}i%w %ﬁﬁt

24



%41 R R e

T P

Ho Bt R (R &)

h R LR AL ARG E

Mo R¥ AR AL R R

hwe TR g E

L TR Y

Rins ;?—@ ﬁ i“ﬁﬁ'"“i *%E'% ﬁ ﬁ:\‘ fﬁf‘%%f&‘_

He PR A A DB 2

hcreep R i\‘ A8

H, Ry R(T%RER)
e BHAARTEA 2L B0

FRP A GRE T AR R St 3R N R 24 ) PSR RIRE ALY 2
BRI AR 42 9T o
Time (s)

0 500 1000 1500 #2000 2500 3000 3500 4000 4500
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

—Ohr

-0.5 — 05 hr
1hr
-1 2 hr
— 3 hr

— 4 hr

Displacement (mm)
LN
(@) ]

Bld-2 R &7 FRY [ PR 2SR &
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42 R EF B RH)ERY L 223 R(H)

d Bl 4-37 0 & FEPL AR ESE AT R %ﬁ“d -k 24 hr enj%
R 2R TRAY QPR EG 05 o ER R R AL E
faéj“m’:;f;\ﬁo'&i—gﬁ“é;kfﬁr"&migﬁ%ELF'“‘@ PRAR B RARBIE D > BT
3hr719"{l 9'—7‘°

9

# = # ¥ =

8 | + + + +

7| © © ©
—_ [] L]

E 6

E

= 5

2

_<|1__J 4

? 3 j
[a Y

2

1

0 \.

0 0.5
Fatlgue T|me (hr)

By iR p<0.05
#owOhr BEEMAE 42 05hrf EFLALER
©:#ihr BEHLE [:#2hrd FHLE

BA4-3 HELSERY f o RLE2FA
4-3 TFRE B R (o)
PRBEEERRRT  ARHRAEI BRFRLP P T BALE
LR P AR EATA G S T MG S AR R o do Bl 44 AT REE R

BB 4 o RN R A S e )R B B0F Pig R o
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Fatigue Time (hr)

05 1 2 4
. 0 3
0.1
0.2
T
£03
2 04
-
5 -05
T *p=0.027
0.6
*p=0.040
0.7
*p=0.044
0.8

Bl 4- 4 fwﬁm FERTER AR

4-4 gps f 7 % % A (hin) 2 BRPER] 1L T & (Instantaneous Stiffness)

iR 2 iR TR 4% 15 (40N) 5 ﬁﬁﬂﬁ ;\i 420N & (7 B R)E o iR
FATHRIW A5 > BRSBTS ECEIRY [ {EF LA}
AR o R AE R R AT o PR TR AN Thr ok ¥ 418 TE T gk
B3 g BEMEE M RIERRGFDE BT S e E R A 2
BTHERF Y Lhr 18 T BT G o ] 4-6 AT pRpE RS Tl 0 BRPERE Tl
Gt B2 SN (B) T o BT 2hr 0 b ek 1S 0 JR R AF el il &
Ohr P& 5 B ¥ |24 8 -

S _ - 380N
h

(6)

ins

*pRpE f % 5 380N
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Fatigue Time (hr)

0 0.5 1 2 3 4
0
-0.2
T -04
E
2 .06
4
S
2
$ 08 + + +
# # #
-1
B¥FLE p<0.05 _ _
oo O EEFRLE 41205 EFLLE
W 4-5 Ll SR B AT
=511 .
N\ JiIEB ) -
2.1l 1 | [ad
|: , i) ll’ :. /
1200 M| |
- M #
1000 | n 4 +
B
£ 800
<
@ 600
(5]
o
=
&» 400
200
0
0 0.5 1 2 3 4
Fatigue Time (hr)

k¥ LR p<0.05
#:o0hrf EEPLE  + 1205 EEBLR

Wl 4- 6 i 4 g P )14 e
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4-5 BBPRIET B BT % (Noreep) 2 2 A % (strain)

B 472 BA-8HFFH KL 20N FRATHE2 RY BRI ¥
L TR ARG LERD B R (NeeeP/Hs) o ¥ % ¥ Ao 03 0.5hr vk ek & f
PUORTLELFRERDFRATEREERRE T EO(RZ Y J )7 BF

BAR @ 3 ahr ok f 2 0-2hr ok 5 f fign w2 FAFR TS

s

R
FPLIP O REMEL LR -HARTH R LR E L O EELLE A 3
Ahr g ¥ f e 0~2hrenp ¥ f PR R FAFATEES FMERLLE LY

PIE A B o BRSNS » I EEFR S § 4 a § BT F LM 4o o

Fatigue Time (hr)
0 0.5 g 1 2 3 4
02 | 7 3
04 L T \
0.6 | al |
—_ (L I\t
= 08 | o\ I
E a1 | % L 0
S 12 | <
g 14 | O [l
T -16 | © ©
18 L + + +
# # # # #

¥ 13 p<0.05
©:gihrf FPLE [ 2hrf HFHLLE
XoE3hrFEFLLR

Bl 4-7 BFRPFEZHEFLEFIRTEE
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Strain

Stiffness (N/mm)
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#
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#

BME¥FLR p<005 . #:

0 0.5 1 2 3 4

Fatigue Time (hr)

y

@48%%@$ ﬁ“ﬁ@%

) Ohr

!"'l

R ELAR

#

+ O[] ¥ *
© [ x *

BE
+
[]:
*

Fatigue Time (hr)

Z 3 p<0.05

£05hrF gFEALRE O
X

B ohrF BEE LR
Bahr s EFEFPLLR

#lhry EFEFELE

£ 3hr 3

BMELALL

B 4-9 FgplRE2 T ER
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4-6 F & i (Aggregate Modulus, Ha) 22 % 3% 4 3ic(Permeability, K)

Bl 4-10 5 B RIFDH & SR TR HARE g % T IR E ik
(Ha) 2% 35 tadie(K) > "EF R & f P at £ en 1 240 ) 4-10 - 4-12 5957 ©
EHCHCT LG ERY L RPR LA g R R R RS REEFRY

PR e £ f AL 0 B T Shr o i A 4B R

M o Experimental data
— Fitting curve
r’=0.989

., © & o o g
00 oo B DN

Deformation (mm)

1
=
N

0 s op\ Feh) 12000 2500 3000 3500 4000
! ‘Heep Duration (s)

1 1
N
o b

Bl 4-10 |RIEHE & &

0.5 1 2 3 4

Fatigue Time (hr)
Bl 4- 11 4 7 45 2 R 4 Hoi(Ha)

1 FE
0.5 =
0
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# # # #
5 | + + + +
© © ©
©4 L ] [l
E
=3
A
xz 5
1}
0
0 0.5 3 4
Fatigue Time (hr)

B 43 p<0.05
#:20hr g RFRAR A4 B2 O05hr G RRFLLR
©:#lhri EPLE | Dil;’i’ZhrJ%E¥F*7}_ﬂ

Bl 4- 12 fiﬁ“*;ﬁ\«?ér*(k)
\{ ‘i‘ I% i

4-7T aR % e BB

Yol 4-13 #1F 0 R B G (A) B = E(B)S B 58 0.5hr & (C)dhr k3 f 412
HEE ks SRS O)FRG S0 P 7§00 2k FHRFEe
O.5hr % f e i » BRIk *h IR AR R P RFLEP ko5
GEEPFTAN RS (PO PREET IFR AT RS 2 LA RAN TR
Jc A4 ETE R R g (Aol Y £ Rt 0 B AR BETH s - mHIh

#) 0 PHEPTERES NS R
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Bl 4- 13 {242 % 6 (A)% 5 6 & (B)0.Shr 2 (C)4hr k& f % &1 (D)%% > 6
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$1%

g AR é?%ﬁm£Wﬁ+ BiFeng kR A R R w e
BE DHM R Y e R A G T FREFE RS T
PEF i o d St Y f PR E G T LR g AR
FETORFILALEPE 0 a L) PPETEE AR %KY R FEL LR
Fp P R F e 2 R4 355 045MPa Bt A ehd B L
FRN gL F m£¢41mwkwakmg§“ WL F- B
FEH AL FE 105 P50 5 189,000 =t e & § % o B AL AW S 5 2HZ 0 B
4 ) preng 4 f (72000 ) Ap§ >t i AL 10 ) BF o BE TR F L 50
kA G ESOBEF YL AFRORLPFFREE 241 5 L R
(0.5~4 /| pF)en B a F oo
51 e BEM kL

WE gy KBS RT LG RGBT AL PMET . sl RORTE
kA A RS G R M e F AR A o s P R g
ARk Sl EFEAEFRFN O REPEN R g AL NS o AR ¢
ALRRMFEFRTE DI PERFEPNINUFERS 2R R
J& 4 (tensile stress)if 3| T fim fi pF 31190 gl o g Rk nds o

P AR REETIOCEFRY PR R L M E DR RARRE & 24
| BER W AR () 4-3) o i A W E O5hr s f 0 kL 24hris o H B
Bs BEFR EOPAE L PO R e ATRRIDG R 7 - R %o 7 i o
PR B AT R E @5 0.43£0.53mm (meansstdv) 0 M EE R R DB RF T
Ak pFPARARY HFEFRIARFEZ KENEL Rk HFEvHR
BROER S SAREE KRR c REEEERY L KL 24hr &3
&g&%iﬁ@ﬁ@ﬂﬁﬂiiiﬁ—’Eﬁﬁﬁ@@ﬁ'ﬁ?*%&'%ﬁ§

22T ML R A M A A 4 48 A5(plastic deformation) > F] 4t B2 AR AR L
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FRTFVERLEr i RERPRZR 2EY Rk R RFEF ARG -
2o XBESEFEN tE é%ﬁ'” PR o LR eh3l 4 (porosity) A% <
eI R ARG @ B ok m i o S S B T S BB R R L
ok TR B L Rl 2w o %2 o R Rlaie B RAR L
ERWELED oz Riv 4 %Mo @ Sl P R R je DR
(swelling propensity ) -] » st ¥ 45 chg & & 2 g o RAMRAR o BT d AP %
PR EFE Rk BIET 0o Adams £ A 2 BEPRT R GEEPFT O]
R Y 1 T
SRS P PR 4 o R kA AR E R T AL o 4] 46 4T 0 B

& el | 1 (stiffness)» SE2 34 o Boft f R Bani 4 E i 2 8 T @ ).
AR R ERT R RA PR S e R TR 5B 24 ) iR L
A B8 (7 R RIEPF S0 IE VIR (hpre) ~ 3 BRI B (Ding) ~ B P 7 (Noreep) 57
BAERE G E O ARE (B 44 FIA5 R AT) G L § e

Fk A TR a2 ;ﬁd AR A JE AR (matrix) on g~ v A enS J kg
A A FRD R FORFRRFEMAN S EFLPERHL TSR
PR e g 4o > 2 R Genp Rty 2R o AR EE L
L T Ot R g i ¥ (shin splints) o & & ¥ Fleavep EFEAR & F &~ R

o S h Ry B e 4 M i B0 € B R ORE oKE S i 2k
A 4 B4 ¥ 37 (stress fracture) o ?f‘k#ﬁ N FREFESDS PR Y
BRBFRTAASAVEOHOL §T 0BG TRADERFY ARLYF LA
RN 0 AP g A LB A RS AR L X RS EED R
PERFE = S B WA E = R SU
52 B2 HH S

AR RS P IR 6 e l(HA) 7 AR S R st 4 %

- B Sl R RBERRFY R R T E R (Nereep) SEEF RS PR
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fod g (B 4-7) > B R HaZ m g it 4 3 (R 4-11) - o ssi > SE &R F
f g kL 0 B HAT R b RE R PR A

Foa B IRAET o JaRlF A R Fl et 10.5 ) pEergk 3 N Be ¢ i ) R R TRBUE

o

XA L E IR R A 2 T o A RIBAREF RO T 0 T
PG R BRI  AE e S Fag S | 105 ) PRIS i B
Hashs [ v X2 f Pl -

AR o d EEHE F D DY - Slici RS Gli(k permeability) > & %
Whz kegdpind gt & - FHRe 58T 0 0F§ ABERY I %3 ik
EFRF LEFF R ea BFRTE (R 412) § 2Rp hz kEHEM 2
Flenf 5~ BRREH A > BB EP T EEN AR FRRER
4 RAL F - BREEGFOgE R A ] Flpt s - BREE TR DD
A ARAPE o RF [ PECORTE  GERLLE  HAERDPROREE
TR f PR 4o a R F L B (B 4-8) Tl o i A3 RAER
FEPPRF S en Bl R RFBEEFEDZ KT Rz 2 B G 24 ] pFan
REN WM TR A TR R FIR Ao nit o F b B S f S e R R
ﬁ@%%@wﬁﬁ%v@iﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%+ﬂﬁﬁﬁ¥\§6Q¢@$°ﬁﬁ
45 et 14 (porosity) & L > A BT kA i o~ R R AF ehfe 4 B > g i

A IV FRE o 0T R R A el R
5-3 % ¥ § § HHE R et

AR R MFEGE -G P R Gk f 2 FEERRE o P R

SRR TR G P AR TR A R 7 2 O () 4-13) o Cassidy™ % 4 3+ 1990 # @ ¥ g

P’

LR TER | R SR PR 5 02 MRB TR RS A b 2 5(F

B-1)c AR % o Y AITE 105 ) PR F f L SR BT

i\

R

¢ L

#p02R 5-1(b) % (C)#ror > AT ARBHE R E R IR fORE > P Rlaa IR
H jp AE 7 end B (curvature )25 (8B 5-1(0))  BHF Fl i S aF et 24 e
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il BB HTRE T N ROPd AL (B 5-1(D) 0 L PEFIL PN R A B R
kA R R TR KR e b A (B] 5-1(C)) o B S F RN RlofR IR A 4
TR RS 5 3 - B BURETA o 2 A B TR E B 0§ R R
BRPF > { EFEAPUE R e PSR IS o RIS R PR AL IR E R
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